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GRAVITATIONAL COLLAPSE OF BAROTROPIC SPHERICAL FLUIDS
ROBERTO GIAMBO, FABIO GIANNONI, GIULIO MAGLI, AND PAOLO PICCIONE

ABSTRACT. The gravitational collapse of spherical, barotropic eetfluids is
analyzed here. For the first time, the final state of thesesysts characterized
without resorting to simplifying assumptions - such as-séffilarity - using a
new approach based on non-linear o.d.e. techniques. Fomwitnaked singu-
larities is shown to occur for solutions such that the masstfan is sufficiently
regular in a neighborhood of the spacetime singularity.

1. INTRODUCTION

The final state of gravitational collapse is an open probléafassical gravity. It
is, in fact, commonly believed that a collapsing star thistitnable to radiate away -
via e.g. supernova explosion - a sufficient amount of masalttbélow the neutron
star limit, will certainly and inevitably form a black holep that the singularity
corresponding to diverging values of energy and stresdébevsafely hidden - at
least to faraway observers - by an event horizon. Howewueriginothing more than
a conjecture - what Roger Penrose first called a "Cosmic Cshigd conjecture
[34] - and has never been proved. Actually, it is easy to saedhe just cannot
prove the conjecture as a statement on the mathematicalterobfanycollapsing
system via Einstein field equations, because in this casé whanjectured is
baldly false: it is indeed an easy exercise producing caoaré&nples using e.g.
negative energy densities or "ad hoc” field configurationsug] to go beyond the
conjecture what is needed is a set of hypotheses, possibddlza sound physical
requirements, which would allow the proof of a mathemalycadjorous theorem.
However, what turned out to be the truth in the last twentyyearesearch is that
such a theorem (and, in fact, even the hypotheses of theetimgas/are extremely
difficult to be stated (see e.d. [23]).

In the meanwhile, many examples of spherically symmetrigtms exhibiting
naked singularities and satisfying the principles of pbgksreasonableness have
been discovered.

Spherically symmetric naked singularities can be diviagd two groups: those
occurring in scalar fields models [€, 8] and those occurnmasitrophysical sources
modeled with continuous media, which are of exclusive egtehere (see [22] for
a recent review). The first (shell focusing) examples of dasagularities where
discovered in dust models, numerically by Eardley and S{a@liirand analytically
by Christodoulou([5]. Today, the gravitational collapsedoist is known in full
details [25].

The dust models can, of course, be strongly criticized froenghysical point
of view. In fact, they have the obvious drawback that stresse expected to
develop during the collapse, possibly influencing its dyitamin particular, such

models are an unsound description of astrophysical sourdas late stage of the
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collapse even if the latter doestform a singularity: one can, for instance, regard
a white dwarf or a neutron star as being an extremely comgacet composed by

a solid crust and a liquid (super)fluid core: such objectsastained by enormous
amounts of (generally anisotropic) stresses. It is, tleegfurgent to understand
models of gravitational collapse with stresses.

Recently, several new results have been obtained in théstebn by considering
systems sustained by anisotropic stresses (seeleld. [1B0, 81]). Besides the
details of the physics of the collapse of such systems, thergépattern arising
from all such examples is that existence of naked singidangersists in presence
of stresses: actually, we have recently shown that the nmésrharesponsible for
the formation or whatsoever of a naked singularitghe samen all such cases
[13].

In spite of the aforementioned physical relevance of arogat systems, it is
beyond any doubt of exceeding interest the cagsatfopicstresses, i.e. the grav-
itational collapse of perfect fluids. In fact, for instantiee perfect fluid model is
(in part for historical reasons) the preferred model usedast approximations of
stellar matter of astrophysical interest. Unfortunatelthoughlocal existence ad
uniqueness for the solution of the Einstein field equatiasslieen proved [28, B35],
very few sound analytical models of gravitational collapdeperfect fluids are
known and, as a consequence, the problem of the final statenatagional col-
lapse of perfect fluids in General Relativity is still essaify open. Exceptions are
the solutions describing shear-free fluids (see €.¢.[12p,&% those obtained by
matching of shock waves [36]; in both cases, however, thagst is synchronous
(i.e. the singularity is of the Friedmann-Robertson-Watlpe) and therefore such
solutions say little about Cosmic Censorship [3, 24].

There is a unique perfect fluid class of solutions which hanbevestigated in
full details. This is the case of self-similar fluids, whicashbeen treated by many
authors since the pioneering work by Ori and Piran [33] (fee@ent review see
[4]). Self-similarity is compatible with the field equatieif the equation of state
is of the formp = «e (Wherep is the pressure, the energy density, and a con-
stant). In this case the field equations reduce to ordindfgrdntial equations and
therefore can be analyzed with the powerful techniques pédycal systems. Ori
and Piran found that self similar perfect fluids generictdlyn naked singularities;
more precisely, they showed numerically that for any a certain range there are
solutions with naked singularities. Recently, Harada ddstene numerical exam-
ples which remove the similarity hypotheses [17].

These results clearly go in the direction of disprovamy kind of censorship
at least in spherical symmetry, since they show that nakeglkarities have to be
expected in perfect fluids with physically sound equatiohstate. However, al-
though being extremely relevant as a "laboratory”, the-setfilar ansatz is a over-
simplifying assumption, and the general case of perfect ftallapse remained
untractable up today, essentially due to the lack of exdatisos.

We are going to circumvent this problem here using a comionatf two new
ingredients. The first is the fact that, in a suitable systémoordinates (the so-
called area-radius coordinates) we are able to reduce tefj@ations to a single,
guasi linear, second order partial differential equatiésa consequence, the met-
ric for a barotropic spherical fluid can be written, in fullrgeality, in terms of only
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one unknown function. In this way the behavior of the nullishdeodesics near
the singular point can be analyzed in terms of the Taylor egiea of such a func-
tion. The second ingredient is a new framework for doing #malysis based on
techniques for singular non linear ordinary differentiglations|[13[,_14].

Our results show that the endstate of all barotropic peffaits solutions de-
scribing complete gravitational collapse for which the sifamction is sufficiently
regular in a neighborhood of the center is a naked singularit

2. REDUCTION OF THE FIELD EQUATIONS TO A QUASILINEAR P.D.E.

Consider a spherically symmetric perfect fluid. The genkanalelement in co-
moving coordinates can be written as

(2.1) 2 = —e®dt? + ePdr® + R*(d6? + sin? 6 d¢?)

wherev, A and R are function of- andt (we shall use a dot and a prime to denote
derivatives with respect tbandr respectively). Denoting by andp the energy
density and the isotropic pressure of the fluid, Einstein figluations can be writ-
ten as

(2.2a) U = 41eR*R,

(2.2b) ¥ = —47pR*R,
(2.2¢) R =RV + R\,
(2.2d) P =—(e+p)/,

whereV(r, t) is the Misner-Sharp masdefined in such a way that the equation
R = 2¥ spans the boundary of th@apped regioni.e. the region in which outgoing
null rays re-converge:

(23) Wit = 2 (1 g @R@R) = 5 [ () 4 (pe>]

The curvet,,(r) describing this boundary, i.e. the function defined imgidby
(2.4) R(r, ty(r)) =2V (r, R(r, ty(1))),

is calledapparent horizorand will play a fundamental role in what follows.

Initial data for the field equations can be assigned on anglBasurface = 0,
say). Physically, the arbitrariness on the data refers e¢arthial distribution of
energy density and the initial velocity profile, and is there described by two
functions ofr only. Data forR do not carry physical information and we parame-
terize the initial surface in such a way thagr, 0) = r.

The data must be complemented with the information aboupltlysical nature
of the collapsing material. In the present paper we shalsiciem only barotropic
perfect fluids, i.e. fluids for which the equation of state bangiven in the stan-
dard thermodynamical form: the pressprequals minus the derivative w.r. to the
specific volumev of the specific energy densityfv). We are going to work how-
ever with the matter density = 1/v and with the energy densitfp) = pe(1/p).
Therefore we are going to use in the sequel the equation taf stahe fluid in the
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form (slightly less familiar thap = —de/dv):

(2.5) p=p-—c¢

Using the comoving description of the fields the matter dgrisiproportional to
the determinant of the 3-metric, i.e.
(&

(2.6) P~ ER

whereE = E(r) is an arbitrary positive function.

In order to simplify reading, we are going to develop in fuitdils in the next
sections the special - although physically very relevaiisecof the linear equation
of state

(2.7) P = e,

whereq is a constant parameter. However, in the final section, wiestvdw how
the results can be easily extended to (virtuadiyxhe - physically valid - barotropic
equations of state.

In terms of the matter density ed._(R.5) implies- p**! up to a multiplicative
constant which however can be absorbed in the definitiaki(of. For such fluids
the field equation{2.2d) integrates to

(2.8) el =p°

up to a multiplicative function of time only which can be takequal to one by a
reparameterization af

We are now going to show that the remaining field equationpl#iyrconsider-
ably (and actually the problem of the final state becomesabde) if another sys-
tem of coordinates, the area-radius ones, are used. Thatadea of this system
were first recognized by Ori [82], who used it to obtain the eyahexact solu-
tion for charged dust. Subsequently, the area-radius fremkehas been success-
fully applied to models of gravitational collapse and casmensorship (see e.g.
[13,[18,30]).

Area-radius coordinates are obtained usign place of the comoving time.
Denoting by subscripts derivatives w.r. to the new coorgisawe havel’ =
U, + R U, U =RV, Substituting in eqd{ZRal {ZI12b) we obtdthandp in
terms of the mass:

-

v
2.9 %
( ) i ()é—i‘l\I/’R
1
U, o

2.1 S
(2.10) 0 (mm) ,

In writing the above formulae we have excluded the case 0. This case corre-

sponds to the dust (Tolman-Bondi) solutions which is alyeaaty well known and

will not be considered further in the present paper (seed@f]references therein).
Equation [ZZB) can be used to express the velacity | Re~"| as

20
(2.11) W= Y L
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where we have introduced the function

(2.12) Y =Re?,
using [2.8),[[ZB) and{Z10) we have

_ Evy,
(2.13) T

This function plays the role of an “effective potential” fibre motion of the shells.
Notice thatu is known whenY and ¥ are;Y is known whenE(r) is given and
U is known. Thus, in particular, the initial velocity profildr, ) is known when
the functionsWy(r) = ¥(r,r) andYy(r) = Y (r,r) are known. It is therefore
convenient to us&j as the second arbitrary function, eliminatifg

(2.14) Y(r,R) = v, (r, R) |:\II,R(7“, r) R?

at1
Y
Vo s
where [ZID) and{213) have been used.
We conclude that the metric for a barotropic perfect fluidneaaradius coordi-
nates can be written in terms of the data and of the funchi@nd its first deriva-
tives as follows:

I\ 2
(2.15) o = —— dR2—2R’der+(£) 1-22ya2| ¢
u

Y R
+ R*(d6* + sin” 0 d¢*)

whereu, R’ andY are given by formulae[{Z10)[(2.9) anld (2.14) above. By
a tedious but straightforward calculation the remaininggfequation can be re-
arranged as a second order equationdforRemarkably enough, this equation is
quasi-linear. In fact, the following holds true:

Theorem 2.1. The Einstein field equations for a spherical barotropic flindhe
coordinate systerf.19)are equivalent to the following, second order PDE:

(216) a\vaRR+2b\I/,,nR+c\I/,W = d,

wherea, b, ¢, d are functions of, R, ¥, V.., W given by:

1 Y\?
(2.17a) a—(a—i—l)\IlR 1—0((5) ,
Y\? 1
(2.17b) b= <Z> T

(2.17c) ECLLY (Z)2
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22 (1 (Y 2 LU RV,
a+1 U au?R

+w(z&_;_8_27a) (Z)ZR |

aVl , Yo a+1V¥) (a+1)r u

i
R

(2.17d) d =

Remark.2. Equation[[Z.16) must be supplemented with a set of data csuttfiece
R =r. Since

2
(2.18) ac—bzz—l< r ) ;

a \uVv,

the character of the equation is determined by the sign. din particular, the
equation is hyperbolic for positive pressures and ellifiircche negative ones (re-
call thata = 0 is excluded). For physical reasons, however, we considerdidy
the hyperbolic case (see next section). The initial datadoration[[Z.16) are thus
given, in principle, by two functions. The value ¥fon the data corresponds to the
physical freedom of assigning the initial mass distribaithile the first derivative
can be calculated using e@.(2.9) evaluated on the data? ©n- one hask’ = 1
and therefore:

(2.19) U g(r,r) = —

(8]
a—+1

Remark2.3. Equation[Z.16) becomes degenerate at the sonic point, thibeela-
tive velocity of the fluid equals the speed of sound. The bien&f the solutions at
the sonic point is quite complicated, and not all the sohdioan be extended. The
problem of characterizing the structure of the space of thatisns is extremely
interesting. As far as the present authors are aware, sughadysis has been car-
ried out in full details only in the self-similar cade [1]33]]. In the present paper,
however, we are interested only in singularities whicheafiem the gravitational
interaction, and therefore we are going to consider onlutgmis for which the
mass function is sufficiently regular in a neighborhood @ $pacetime singular-

ity.

U ,.(r,r).

3. FORMATION OF SINGULARITIES

3.1. Physical requirements. We are going to impose here strict requirements of
physical reasonableness. First of all, we impose the dami@aergy condition,
namely, energy density must be positive and the moduluseoptessure cannot
exceed the energy density (so that < o < 1). We consider, however, only the
case of positive pressure. It must, in fact, be taken intoaatthat, while tensions
are common in anisotropic materials, a perfect fluid can ligdrd considered as
physical in presence of a negative isotropic pressure.

Thereforep > 0 and [ZI0) imply that

(3.1) U r(r,R) <0, Vr >0, VRel0,r],

and since we wank’ > 0 to avoid shell-crossing singularities, it must also be,

from (2.9),
(3.2) U, (r,R) >0, Vr >0, VRe|0,r].
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We also require the existence of a regular Cauchy surfaee(], say) carrying
the initial data for the fields. This requirement is fundatagrsince it assures that
the singularities eventually forming will be a genuine aute of the dynamics. It
is easy to show that, with the equation of state used hereeduivalent to require
the matter density to be finite and non vanishing on the date.tB eqgs.[{Z.10) and

(219) we get
(3.3) lim 7‘“;“ )

r—0t r
For physical reasonableness, we also require that thalieitiergye(r, r) is a not
increasing function.
Moreover, we require regularity of the metric at the centat is, in comoving
coordinates:

(3.4) R(0,t) =0, 0D = R(0,1),

for eacht > 0 up to the time of singularity formatioty (see [3.IB) below). Using
212), we can translate relatioris{3.4) in area—radiusdioates requiring that
lim, o+ Y (r, R(r)) = 1 for each infinitesimal curv&(r) strictly bounded between
0 andr. In particular

(3.5) lim Y (r,r7) =1, V1 € (0,1].

r—0t

€ (0, +00).

3.2. Taylor expandability of the massfunction. In the present paper we assume
Taylor expandability of the mass function(@t 0). The following holds true:

Proposition 3.1. The Taylor expansion of the mass functib(r, R) has the fol-
lowing structure

h o
(3.6) \II(T,R):—<7’3— a R3)+ > W R+

2 atl i+j=3+k

wherek > 2 andh is a positive constant.

Proof. Regularity condition[(313) and_{2119) imply the Taylor erpin to start
from third order terms, except perhaps for a quadratic temthvhowever has to
vanish on the data. Therefore, one certainly has

1 o
(3.7) U(r,R) = -mp(R—7)"+ > Wr'RI+ ...

2 i+j=3
We divide the proof into 3 parts.
1). The quantityn, cannot be non-zero.
Let us observe that the functiafy(r) defined in[ZI¥) is such that

lim Yy(r) =1
i, Yolr)

(using [ZH) withr = 1). If my is non vanishing it is easily seen, from{2.10) and
(@213) respectively, that

(3.8) Y (r,r7) = c(7) % -

plus some bounded terms, for sonte) finite and non zero. The above expression
is, however, in contradiction witli.(3.5), and therefatg vanishes.
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2. It must be

(3.9) U(r,R) = —

h( 4 a 3
2<r —a_l_lR)—l—....

For the sake of convenience we set, for each 0,

(310)  Aur)= ) Wyt Bur)= ) jUy

i+j=3+n i+j=34+n

so that are Taylor expandable and te?'s coefficients of Taylor expansions of
U ,.(r,r7) and V¥ g(r,r7) are A,(7) and B,,(7) respectively. We recall thaf (3.3)
implies Ay(1) > 0, and, from[2.I0)5,(1) < 0 follows. Using [Z.1#) we get

~ Ag(r) [Bo(1)r2] =+
Y(r,rr) = (1) l Bo(7) } +o(1),

at least for each € (0, 1] such thatB, () # 0 (but this polynomial can possibly
vanish only for two values of), and then[(3]5) holds if

Al Lt

(3.11) =1, V1 € (0, 1] with By(1) # 0.
But

BQ(1)7'2 . T2 ‘1/12 + 2\1121 + 3\1103

BQ(’T) ‘1/21 —|— 2‘1’127’ —|— 3\1103’7'2 ’

and therefore if'y; was not vanishing, the above quantity would tend to zero as
7 — 0, which is in contradiction with[{3.11). Thefy; = 0. A similar argument
applies to¥, to show that this quantity is zero as well. Finally, relati@al9)
imposes a constraint o, (1) andB,,(1):

(3.12) —a A, (1) = (a+1) B,(1), Vn > 0.

Using this equation forn = 0 and setting: := 2A,(1) we finally get formulal(319).
3. The Taylor expansion oF does not contain fourth order terms, i.e. the integer
k in (3.8) is strictly greater than 1.
We need the Taylor expansions of the initial détgr) = ¥ (r,r) andYy(r) =
Y (r,r). The first is easily obtained from ed.(B.6):

_ 3
(3.13) Uo(r) = ot 1)7’ + ...
While the second has the form
(3.14) Yo(r) =14¢rt+ ... [ >2.

In fact the center must be initially at rest (due to the regiyl@ondition R(0,t) =
0) and this impliedim,_,o u(r,r) = 0. Choosing this initial velocity(r,r) as a
differentiable function actually implieg(r, r) = O(r). Using formulae[(2.111) and
@I3) we easily gef(314).

Using relationsdy (1) = Ay(1), Bo(7) = By(1)72, coming from [3.B), together
with (312), [3.6), we can calculate the Taylor expansiolr of, »7) nearr = 0 as
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follows
Y(r,rr) = )
U ]
o (1+ Ak(a{;f;k(l)r’“) <1+ ail (g’; — ) ) 14 ¢rt) =
= (14 o (Aulr) — A )(1—3%( BN Y (14 e =
> (14 57 (4 - 4w - B0 + A7) 4) (1 ar)
and therefore
(3.15) Y(r,rr) =1+ cr' +yp(r)rP 4+ ...
where
1 )= o (4 -aw+ 20 B,

Let us now suppose by contradiction that Taylor expansiod @bntains fourth
order terms, that i& = 1. Let us take into account PDE{Z]116), where we have
explicitly written »? using [Z.11L):

20 \IIRR 2c
T 4av?_ ) =
(R + ) {(ml)xpﬂﬂaﬂm]

v { aWpr  2Ven  (a+ YRV,
L

a+1)0, U, al?
20 (a+ 1)V g 1 vy 2. Y N
(a+1)R av, a+1¥;  (a+1)r Y
a¥ + R\II7R

aR?

Evaluating this equation along the lin&s= r, using [39) and(313)E(3116), is a
simple but tedious calculation, that results in equatingei@ a polynomiaP (7).
Then its coefficients must vanish, which impligég, = VU3 = Uy = U3 = 0.
The constraint{3.12) for = 1 finally shows that als@,, = 0, and therefore there
are no fourth order terms in the Taylor expansionlodnd the theorem is proved.
Incidentally, let us observe that we have also shown tha&t (3€6))y,(7) = 0,
and therefore, for eachin (0, 1], one has

(3.17) Y(r,r7) = 1+ y2(7)r* 4 o(r?).
O

Remark3.2 A tedious but straightforward calculation shows that th@diaexpan-
sion [3.6) is compatible with.{Z.16) "in the Cauchy-Kow&iesense” aanyorder,
that is, the equation allows the iterative calculation dftla¢ higher order terms
once the data are chosen. Of course, we stress that tltosagroof of global exis-
tence up to singularity formation (the coefficients of thei@gpn are not analytic)
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but only a - fundamental - consistency check for solutions lassumed a priori as
regular.

3.3. Central singularity formation. The singularity forms whenever the denom-
inator in [ZI0) vanishes, that i = 0. This kind of singularity is called ahell-
focusingsingularity (we are going to exclude here the so callkdll-crossingin-
gularities at which the particle flow-lines intersect eatneo). In comoving coor-
dinateq(r, t), the locus of the zeroes &(r, t) defines implicitly a singularity curve
ts(r) via R(r, ts(r)) = 0. The quantitys(r) represents the comoving time at which
the shell labeled becomes singular. The singularity formg.fr) is finite for each
shell. In physically viable cases the cumér) is strictly increasing and the center
is the first point which can become singular. Obviously

(3.18) lim t4(r) =ty € (04 00),
r—0+

because we exclude the presence of a singularity on the data.

A perfect fluid solution need not form a singularity: one cavé oscillating,
regular spheres as well. However, it is very well known froamious models of
gravitational collapse (like e.g. shearfree perfect flJ@J$ that if the data are
taken in a region sufficently close to the center and the ¢&ffe potential” is not
repulsive, the center itself collapses in a finite amountashoving time. This is
the case also for barotropic perfect fluids, as we are goisaav.

SinceR = —¢"u, itis

g

(3.19) t4(r) = /0 p(r,o) \/2\11(7’, T oV o) = 1) do =

B /1 U g(r,r7) att T3 q

—Jo drar?r? QU (r,r7) +r7(Y2(r,r7) — 1))/2 ™
where the equatiofi {2.8) has been used. The singularitysfdrine above integral
gives a real, finite value of,(r) and of its limit¢, (318). Reality of the integrand
corresponds to the requirement that the considered regiotie R, r plane are

allowed by the dynamics, i.e«? > 0. Near the center, it suffices to consider this
inequality on theR = r7 lines. Thus we study

(3.20) 20 (r,r7) + r7(Y3(r,r7) — 1) >0, V7 €[0,1].
Using [3:6) and(3.17) we get
(3.21) 2U(r,r7) +r7(Y2(r,r7) — 1) =

a
=h|1—- ) 2 T 2y ()R L
( P ) ! yk(T)

We recall that;, | > 2 by Propositiofi311. If bothandk arestrictly greater tharz,
@21) implies thatl{3.20) is automatically satisfied. |a ttasd = 2 and/ork = 2
the condition holds if

(3.22) (1 -

(0%

7‘3) + 20i2¢oT + 2042TYo(T) > 0, V1 € (0,1),
a+1
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whered;; is Kronecker delta. Onc€&(3122) is satisfiéd> 0 implies that integral
@.19) is finite for eachr > 0, and it converges to a finite non—zero value goes
to zero, obtaining the following

Proposition 3.3. If regular initial data for ap = «e perfect fluid have initial density
and velocity profiles such that

(1) 7 andk are strictly greater thar, or
(2) I = 2 and/ork = 2 but (8322)is satisfied,

then the matter flow lines form a central singularity in a rétmount of comoving
time.

4. THE SPECTRUM OF ENDSTATES

4.1. Theapparent horizon. A key role in the study of the nature of a singularity
is played by the apparent horizof(r) defined in[Z#) (see for instance [23]). The
apparent horizon is the boundary of the trapped surfacekthemefore represents
the comoving time at which the shell labeledecomes trapped. In area-radius
coordinates this boundary is defined By, = 2V (r, Ry,,). Since¥ z(0,0) = 0,
implicit function theorem ensures that the cuklg,, is defined in a right neigh-
borhood ofr = 0. In what follows, we shall need the behavior of this curvernea
r = 0. Itis easy to check thaky,,. is strictly increasing and such tha,,,.(r) < r.
Moreover it ISRy, (r) = 2¥(r,0), since from[ZH) it is

Rhor - 2\II(T7 0) + 2Rhor\I],R(r7 0) + R}%or g(T, Rhor)7

whereg is bounded an@ x(r,0) is infinitesimal. Therefore, due to ed._(B.6), we
conclude that

(4.1) Ru(r) =hr* 4+ ...

Next section is devoted to the study of the nature of the abflE = » = 0)
singularity. We restrict ourselves to this singularitycgnin barotropic perfect
fluid models with positive pressures, it is the only one that be naked. This is
easily seen using comoving coordinates. Indeed, a sirigutannot be naked if it
occurs after the formation of the apparent horizon (i.e.ustbet; (r) > t,(r)). A
necessary condition for this is that the singularity mustriassless¥(r, t;(r)) =
0). But, due to equatioi.{Z.Pb), in presence of a positivequnesthe mass is strictly
increasing in a collapsingd < 0) situation, while it is zero at the regular centre.
The situation can be completely different if negative puess are allowed: in this
case non central singularities can be naked as Wwell [9].

4.2. Nakedness of the central singularity. Atthe center = r» = 0) the appar-
ent horizon and the singularity form simultaneously andrteeessary condition
for nakedness is satisfied. The singularity will be (locatigked if there exists a
radial lightlike future pointing local solutio®,(r) of the geodesic equation with
initial condition R(0) = 0 "travelling before the apparent horizon”, that is - in area
radius coordinatesR,(r) > Ry,-(r) for » > 0. We will study in full details only
the existence ofadial null geodesics emanating from the singularity. It can in fac
be proved that, if a singularity is radially censored (tlsanio radial null geodesics
escape), then it is censored[31] 13].
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The equation of radial null geodesics in the coordinateesyst, R) is easily
found from [Z.Ib) setting& = 0 together with @ = d¢ = 0:

@ ___«a ‘Pm@_g)
d’f’— CM—}—l‘I/’R '

4.2) v

Our main result can be stated as follows:

Theorem 4.1. For any choice of initial dataYy(r), Wy (r) for the Einstein field
equations such that

(1) the conditions stated in propositi@n B.3 hold (i.e. the cangingularity
forms in a finite amount of comoving time), and
(2) the mass function is regular in a neighbor of the spacetimgidarity,

there exists solutions q.2) that extend back to the central singularity, which is
therefore locally naked.

Proof. To show the existence of singular geodesics we use a singiiaitpie de-
veloped earlier [13]. First of all, we recall that a functigy{r) is called a subso-
lution (respectively supersolution) of an ordinary diétial equation of the kind
y' = f(r,y)ifit satisfiesy, < f(r,yo) (respectively>). Now, it can be showri[12]
that the apparent horizoR,,(r) is a supersolution of the geodesic equationl (4.2).
The singularity is certainly naked if it is possible to findubsolutionR () of the
same equation which stays over the horizon. In fact, chogsera (r(, Ro) in the
regionS = {(r,R) : r > 0, Rypor(r) < R < Ri(r)}. At this point the (regular)
Cauchy problem with datun®(r,) = R, admits a unique local solutioR,(r).
Now the extension of this solution in the past cannot escape § since either it
would cross the supersolution from above or it would crogsstiibsolution from
below. Thus it must extend back to the singularity with,. o+ R,(r) = 0.

We now proceed to show that a subsolution always exist. F®ati, it suffices
to consider linesk,(r) = xr wherex is a positive parameter. Due to eq.{4.1),
R, < Ry, for sufficiently small-. From [3.6) it is

a V,.(rxr) o1

(4.3)

Ca+ 10 g(rar) 2
while (Z11), [35),[(316) and(3117) easily imply

u(r, xr
(4.4) Y((r, m’)) = 0(r).
ThenR,(r) = xr is the sought subsolution df(4.2) if
1
T <,
that is for anyz < 1. OJ

5. EXTENSION TO THE GENERAL BAROTROPIC CASE

We are going to show in the present section that our maintsesir particular,
the formation of naked singularities as endstates of alstietions for which the
mass function is regular in a neighborhood of the spacetingukarity - actually
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hold for the general, barotropic equation of state ¢(p). Of course, not all func-
tions are allowed, and we shall assume the following - quéteiral - hypotheses

one(p).

Assumption 5.1. We assume = ¢(p) to be aC! function in [p, +o00) (where
p > 0), such that(p) > 0 (= 0iff p = p). Recalling[ZB), thatis(p) = p§t — ¢,
we also assumg(p) is a strictly positiveC! function with g—ﬁ > (), except at most

for a bounded intervdl, p;], possibly coinciding with a single point, whepép)
can vanish.

Remarks.2 Observe that:
(1) The assumptions made imply that
(5.2) S—Z(p) > 0if p > p.

and therefore(p) is a strictly increasing positive function.
(2) Differentiating [Z.b) we have, where it makes sense,

& _ o

dp p dp?’
thene(p) is strictly convex forp sufficiently large, and so

(5.2)

(5.3) lim —(p) = +o0.

(3) The assumptions made also shows the existeribapf . p(p). If the limit
was finite, say, it would beg—;(p) < %(l + €(p)), and there(p) < p +1
by a simple comparison argument in o.d.e., which is in calitteon with

(&.3). Then
(5.4) lim p(p) = +o0.

p—00

Remarks.3. We stress that the above mentioned hypotheses are quitalfadm
the physical point of view. Besides obviously including the ae equation of state
considered so far, they include, for instance, the equatictate of the perfect gas
p(p) = Kap for which e(p) = Kip + Ksplog p where K; and K, are positive
constants (in this case one obviously hbas= p = e~ 51/K2),

Einstein’s equatior{Z.2b) reads
U g

Using it, together with[{Z.2a)[ (2.5]. (2.6) and the cooatitnchange formulag’ =
U ,+R' ¥ pandV = RV g, we obtain the general counterparts for equatibn$ (2.9)
and [ZIB), namely

v P v
5.6 - P o
(5.6) k Upetp AnR%(e+p)
and
E(r)v
(5.7) Y(r, R) = 2O )

(de/dp)(p(r, R))’
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Using these formulae, we can again express the metric inaitme .1%). The
crucial point is now that we can expre$p$p) as a function ofp(p) and, as a conse-
guence, the dynamics of the system is, also in the genera| eagressed in terms
of the mass function and its derivatives only. To this endhsoder the parameter-
ized curve ink?

R 500 (5@) — p(0).C(p) = j—;<p>) .

This curve is globally the graphic of a functigh= ((¢), recalling that is a
non-decreasing function of (by the assumptions op(p)), and that, by[(5]2),
Egggﬁg = p # 0. Since alsa is increasing by[{1) of Remalk .2, there exists
lim,,;+ ((p) = (o finite. Denoting by, the finite numbetim,,_, ;+ {(p), the func-
tion may be prolonged up to the poifg, (). Let also observe that this function is
C!, for eacht > &, where indeecﬂ'%(—[f’) is strictly positive by the assumptions made
onp(p).

Using this result, and recalling(2.5), one finds thatn (&4) (and then: in
(213)) can be expressed as functions of the data and of the fmaction¥ (r, R)
and its derivatives. Then, again, with some calculatioresastains a second order
PDE that must be satisfied bYy. As in the case treated so far, we consider only
Taylor expandable solutions of this equation, and proceethalyze the structure
of the lower order terms of the mass profile.

First of all, sinceR’ = 1 on the data surfacB = r, the expression for the initial
energy is:

U, (r,r)+ VU g(r,r)

47r? '
Imposing the regularity conditioim,. o+ €(r, ) € (0, 400) and making reference
to the notation used in SectibnB.2 we get

Actually, Ay(1) # 0. Otherwiseg(r,r) + p(r,r) — 0 asr — 07, sincee(r,r) +
p(r,r) = Lelord — Al) 4 (1), But (¢ + p)(p) is a strictly increasing and non
negative function op, then it would bep(r, ) — p, which would implye(r, r) —

0, that is a contradiction.

As in section[31l, for physical reasonableness we supp@sénitial energy
e(r,r) (and thereforep(r,r)) to be a non increasing function of This implies
that we can consider, without loss of generality, the casehich alsoB,(1) # 0.

In fact, if By(1) vanishes by[(ZI5) it has to hgr,r) — 0 asr — 0*. This fact,
recalling the assumptions made on the pressure, showg(thad (that is a non
increasing function of) must be identically zero. Byt (and therefore@) must di-
verge at the spacetime singularity, and therefore thestsan hypersurface, such
thatp is non zero but the energyis still regular, where we can re—assign the initial
data on. On this hypersurface, the pressure must conveagaite non—zero value
asr — 07. Then we will supposé3,(1) # 0. Finally, we note that positivity of
pressure on the data further implies thgt1) > 0 andBy(1) < 0.

We are now ready to investigate lower order terms in the massibn. Recall
that regularity of pressure along the initial data impliestty cannot contain first

e(r,r) =
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order terms (se€(3.5)). Then, as[in]3.7) we set
1 o
(5.8) (r, R) = 5mo(R — P Y Wyt R

it+j=3
We denote by, > 0 the limitlim,_,o+ €(r, ). By @) of Remark&5R, there exists
a uniguepy > 0 such thate(py) = €, and clearlyp, = lim,_,¢ p(r,7). We also
denote bys, the positive numbegi (po)- Using [35) at- = 1 we have

(5.9) E(r) = Af?l) ;2 T

plus higher order terms. Let us show, as in Proposffioh 34inicl) thatm, = 0.
Otherwise, usind(315) at < 1, together with[[5l7) and{3.9), one finds

de BV (rrT) o«

d—p(p(’l“,’f’T)) = W = 7+,
plus higher order terms, whereas, usingl(2.5), it is also

p(p(r,r7)) = % +...

plus higher order terms again. Then, siac@ndp, are strictly positive constants,

[P de/d . . d?e/dp? .
itis lim,oc % > 0. But recalling IC5_'.12)1mp_>OO W = lim, o L=y,
coming to a contradiction by de L'Hospital theorem. Thugvanishes.

Observe now that, for a fixed

By(T 1 [V v
p(r,r7) = 4;(7_2) +...= ~ir (7_—21 + 2% + 3\Ilog> = po(T7).
If (Wa1,¥ys) # (0,0), thenpy(r) — oo asT — 0, and sop(r, r7) (and therefore
g—; (p(r,r7))) is sufficiently large, for- near to). This leads to a contradiction, since
&.8) withmg = 0 and [5.9) show that (r, r7) = W for some non-zero
constant: independent of, but (3%) must hold. Then, agaiB,(7) = By(1)72,
andpy(7) = po(1) = po > 0.

Taken together, the above arguments show that the lower t@hes of the mass
have the structure, analogue f0{3.9),

h Po
5.10 U(r,R) = - 3—71%3)4—....
(5.10) (r.R) 2(r o

We now proceed analyzing the nature of the singularity fagrat the center. For
this purpose, we recall that the denominator in the righdsate of [5.¥) can be

written as a functiog (— .x ) (where we have also usdd(5.5)), which is certainly

4m R?
C! at the pointp, > 0 defined above. Then

Cp(r,rm)) = ¢ (—34—53)) +3—§ (—BZS)) (‘ifr(;)rk o ) B
= ¢(po) — ik(? g_g

therefore the Taylor development for the functiofr, »7) can be written in a sim-
ilar manner as in(3.15). It is now to check that, due to thell@gbehavior of the

(po)rk—l—...,
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equation of state near the center, arguments similar t@thead in section 3.3 can
be used to show that data leading to complete gravitatiomiEpse always exist.
For such data we consider the behavior of the null radial ggiadequation
dR , u
(5.11) =R (1 Y).
It is easy to check that some of the curves= r7 are super—horizon subsolution
of this equation, and therefore the singularity is nakedstf all, we notice that

#.3) still holds. Now usind(216)[-(3.5) and (5.9), one has

1 Ao(1) P
/ A _ o 0 ~ U
B S 0T = e B dmplrrr)Bor  ofrrr) 7

where last equality follows froni’(r,r) = 1. Sincep(r,r7) — po > 0, this
implies thatp(r, r7) is bounded from above, uniformly with respecttoasr goes
to 0. Then there exists at least onesatisfyingr® < ﬁ, and againR(r) =
r7 IS a super—horizon subsolution of null radial geodesic ggna We therefore

conclude this section with the analogue of Theoker 4.1,ishat

Theorem 5.4. Under the hypotheses made on the equation of state in theng@ssu
tion[5], for any choice of initial data for the Einstein fiedduations such that

(1) the central singularity forms in a finite amount of comovimmgd, and
(2) the mass function is regular in a neighbor of the spacetimgudarity,

there exists solutions dB.11)that extend back to the central singularity, which is
therefore locally naked.

6. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Our main theorem shows, that all the solutions of the Eindteid equations de-
scribing the complete collapse of barotropic perfect fldatsvhich the mass func-
tion is regular in a neighborhood of the regular center ugrigudarity formation
form naked singularities. Besides of spherical symmetig, result is independent
on any simplifying assumption (such as self-similarity).

As a consequence, the problem of the cosmic censorshipatorgan spherical
symmetry is solved at least for the cases of collapsing mettetinua which are
of main astrophysical interest: a cosmic censor simply do¢gxist for such ma-
terials. Dust and anisotropic media form naked singuksitor "generic” choices
of the data (see e.d. [13] and references therein) whilepeitliids "always” form
naked singularities.

The next problem facing future research is to go beyond smiesymmetry.
Trends in this direction became quite clear in recent yeaggther with the over-
helming evidence for naked singularities. First, phy$ycabservable effects of
naked singularity formation, such as gravitational radigthave to be analyzed
[19]. On the other end, the case for a (by necessity, non maitlgrsymmetric)
cosmic censorship waits to be investigated.
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