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Abstract. We prove that the Riemannian Penrose Inequality holds for Asymptotically Flat
3-manifolds with nonnegative scalar curvature and connected horizon boundary, provided the
optimal decay assumptions are met, which result in the ADM mass being a well-defined geo-
metric invariant. Our proof builds on a novel interplay between the Hawking mass and a
potential-theoretic version of it, recently introduced by Agostiniani, Oronzio and the third
named author. As a consequence, we establish the equality between ADM mass and Huisken’s
Isoperimetric mass under the above sharp assumptions. Moreover, we establish a Riemannian
Penrose Inequality in terms of the Isoperimetric mass on any 3-manifold with nonnegative scalar
curvature, connected horizon boundary, and which supports a well-posed notion of weak Inverse
Mean Curvature Flow. In particular, such Isoperimetric Riemannian Penrose Inequality does
not require the asymptotic flatness of the manifold. The argument is based on a new asymptotic
comparison result involving Huisken’s Isoperimetric mass and the Hawking mass.

MSC (2020): 53E10, 83C99, 31C12, 53C21.
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1. Introduction

The concept of ADM mass, introduced in the early Sixties by the physicists Arnowitt, Deser
and Misner [ADM61], plays a central role in the modern development of mathematical relativity.
This is due to its physical significance and its intriguing geometric properties. On the initial
datum of a given isolated gravitational system, modelled by an Asymptotically Flat 3-manifold
(M, g) with nonnegative scalar curvature, the ADM mass is given by

mADM = lim
j→+∞

1

16π

ˆ
∂Ωj

gij(∂igkj − ∂kgij)ν
k dσ,

where the flux integrals are taken along the boundaries of some exhaustion (Ωj)j∈N of M , ν
and dσ being the unit normal vector field and the area measure on ∂Ωj respectively. In the
above formula, the metric coefficients and their partial derivatives are expressed in a given
asymptotically flat coordinate chart (x1, x2, x3) (see Definition 3.1). Therefore, the value of the
ADM mass is a priori dependent on coordinates. However, in a couple of remarkable papers
[Bar86; Chr86], it has been shown that the above expression defines a geometric invariant,
provided the metric g is C 1

τ -Asymptotically Flat with τ > 1/2. This assumption means that
|gij − δij | = O1(|x|−τ ) at infinity. In this context, mADM is finite if and only if the scalar
curvature is integrable on the whole space.

The most important statement about the ADM mass is the so-called Positive Mass Theorem,
firstly proven by Schoen and Yau [SY79; SY81] and subsequently by Witten [Wit81; PT82]. It
says that mADM is nonnegative, and it is equal to zero if and only if (M, g) is isometric to the
flat Euclidean space.

A sharper lower bound for the ADM mass was conjectured by Penrose [Pen73] for Asymp-
totically Flat 3-manifolds with nonnegative scalar curvature containing a horizon boundary N ,
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which are known to model initial data sets of space-times containing a black hole. This inequality
is expressed as √

|N |
16π

≤ mADM,

and the equality is achieved on the standard space-like slice of a Schwarzschild space-time.
Loosely speaking, the total mass of an Asymptotically Flat solution containing a black hole
must be at least as large as the total mass of a Schwarzschild solution with the same horizon’s
area.

Such a remarkable statement, known as the Riemannian Penrose Inequality, was first proven
by Huisken and Ilmanen [HI01] for connected horizons, using the weak Inverse Mean Curvature
Flow (IMCF for short). Almost at the same time, Bray [Bra01] established a monotonicity
formula for the ADM mass along a conformal flow of metrics, proving the same statement for
multiple black holes. This proof was then extended by Bray and Lee [BL09] up to dimension
7. Recently, a new proof of the single black hole statement was proposed by the third author,
in collaboration with Agostiniani, Mantegazza and Oronzio [Ago+22], using the level sets flow
of p-harmonic functions.

A common feature of the above-mentioned results is that the assumptions regarding the
asymptotic behaviour of the metric are not optimal. Specifically, the decay rate required to
establish the inequality is more stringent than what is needed to define the mass. More precisely,
in Huisken-Ilmanen’s proof through weak IMCF and similarly in the one through p-capacitary
potentials [Ago+22], the metric g is assumed to be C 1

1 -Asymptotically Flat. Moreover, the

Ricci tensor is required to obey the following quadratic decay condition Ric ≥ −C|x|−2g, where
(x1, x2, x3) are asymptotically flat coordinates and C > 0 is a given constant. Indeed, the
combination of these two conditions is sufficient to grant certain asymptotic properties of the
functions whose level sets constitute the flow. These properties are then enough to compare the
respective monotone quantities, i.e. the Hawking mass and its potential-theoretic counterpart,
with the ADM mass. On the other hand, Bray’s version of the Penrose Inequality [Bra01], which
also holds in the presence of possibly disconnected horizons, is proved requiring C 2

τ -asymptotic
flatness for some τ > 1/2.

Our first main result confirms that the single horizon Riemannian Penrose Inequality holds
whenever the sole decay conditions required to make the ADM mass a well-defined geometric
invariant are met.

Throughout the whole article, except when explicitly stated, the Riemannian manifolds considered
are agreed to be connected and with one single end.

Theorem 1.1 (Riemannian Penrose Inequality under optimal decay assumptions). Let (M, g)
be a complete C 1

τ -Asymptotically Flat Riemannian 3-manifold, τ > 1/2, with nonnegative scalar
curvature and smooth, closed, outermost minimal boundary. Then, it holds√

|N |
16π

≤ mADM, (1.1)

where N is any connected component of ∂M , with the equality satisfied if and only if ∂M is
connected and (M, g) is isometric to a space-like slice of the Schwarzschild manifold(

R3 ∖ {|x| < 2mADM},
(
1 +

mADM

2|x|

)4

δij dx
i ⊗ dxj

)
.
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A minimal boundary is called outermost if it is not shielded from infinity by some other
minimal surface, in other words, if no other minimal surface homologous to ∂M is present in
M ∖ ∂M .

The statement of Theorem 1.1 holds even when ∂M = ∅, where it provides the Positive Mass
Theorem (PMT) under optimal decay assumption (see Theorem 4.12 below). This version of
the Positive Mass Theorem was previously known and implied by the one presented in [LL15].

Along the route to Theorem 1.1 we establish a Riemannian Penrose Inequality for the Isoperi-
metric mass, constituting our second main result. Huisken introduced this pretty general and
very geometric concept of mass in [Hui09]. We now recall its definition.

Definition 1.2 (Isoperimetric mass). Let (M, g) be a noncompact Riemannian 3-manifold and
let Ω be a bounded subset Ω ⊂ M with C 1,α-boundary. The quasi-local Isoperimetric mass of Ω
is defined as

miso(Ω) =
2

|∂Ω|

(
|Ω| − |∂Ω|

3
2

6
√
π

)
.

The Isoperimetric mass miso of (M, g) is then defined as

miso = sup
(Ωj)j∈N

lim sup
j→+∞

miso(Ωj),

where the supremum is taken among all exhaustions (Ωj)j∈N consisting of domains with C 1,α-
boundary.

Huisken’s definition in [Hui09] involves families of sets with perimeters diverging at infinity
rather than exhaustions. We remark here that all of our results hold for both notions of mass, and
that they actually coincide once a global isoperimetric inequality is in force by [JL19, Proposition
37]. It is immediately clear that the Isoperimetric mass is well-defined without needing any
particular assumption on the asymptotic character of the metric. Hence, the question arises
whether a Riemannian Penrose inequality is available for such a mass and for a broader class
of initial data sets. An initial answer to this question can be found in [JL19]. Following and
strengthening the original argument of Huisken [Hui09], the authors prove that the Isoperimetric
mass coincides with the ADM mass if the metric is assumed to be C 2

τ -Asymptotically Flat at
infinity. In the same setting, an alternative proof has been worked out in [Cho+21, Appendix
C].

In the present paper, we extend the Isoperimetric Riemannian Penrose Inequality to the class
of strongly 1-nonparabolic spaces. This label is inspired by the concept of strongly nonparabolic
spaces from [Ni07]. It grants that for every Ω ⊂ M with sufficiently regular boundary homolo-
gous to ∂M there exists a proper solution w1 ∈ Liploc(M ∖ IntΩ) to the weak IMCF problem
starting at Ω 

div

(
Dw1

|Dw1|

)
= |Dw1| on M ∖ Ω,

w1 = 0 on Ω,
w1 → +∞ as d(x, o) → +∞.

(1.2)

We can now state our second main result.

Theorem 1.3 (Isoperimetric Riemannian Penrose Inequality). Let (M, g) be a complete strongly
1-nonparabolic Riemannian 3-manifold, with nonnegative scalar curvature and smooth, compact,
outermost minimal boundary. Then, it holds√

|N |
16π

≤ miso, (1.3)
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where N is any connected component of ∂M , with the equality satisfied if and only if ∂M is
connected and (M, g) is isometric to a space-like slice of the Schwarzschild manifold(

R3 ∖ {|x| < 2miso},
(
1 +

miso

2|x|

)4

δij dx
i ⊗ dxj

)
.

We notice once more that the above result does not require any specific decay of the metric
coefficients towards the Euclidean model. The strong 1-nonparabolicity condition is satisfied for
example on 3-manifolds that merely support a Euclidean-like Isoperimetric inequality [Xu24]. If
the boundary is not present or not outermost, one can still draw out of the arguments leading
to Theorem 1.3 an Isoperimetric Positive Mass Theorem, see Theorem 2.14.

In deriving Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 1.3, we also settle the following result about the
equivalence of masses.

Theorem 1.4. Let (M, g) be a complete C 1
τ -Asymptotically Flat Riemannian 3-manifold, τ >

1/2, with nonnegative scalar curvature and possibly empty smooth, compact and minimal bound-
ary. Then,

mADM = miso. (1.4)

This result should be viewed as an improvement on [JL19, Theorem 3]. As noted by Chruściel,
(1.4) provides an alternative proof of the geometric invariance of the ADM mass in 3-manifolds
of nonnegative scalar curvature and in the optimal decay regime. We mention that our results
never require that the masses are finite. In particular, (1.4) also infers that the ADM mass is
finite if and only if the Isoperimetric mass is finite.

All the above-mentioned results rely on a new asymptotic comparison argument, which com-
pares the Hawking mass along the weak IMCF w1 with the quasi-local Isoperimetric mass of
the evolving regions. The crux of this analysis is Lemma 2.8. Using this result and bringing

to light a new interplay between the Hawking mass mH and its potential theoretic version m
(2)

H

(see (4.1)), we pave the way to the proof of Theorem 1.1. In this context, the quantity m
(2)

H was
recently introduced in [AMO24]. The authors also show its monotonicity along the level set flow
of the harmonic capacitary potential of the initial set ∂Ω, mirroring the monotonic behaviour
of the Hawking mass along the weak IMCF.

To obtain the desired asymptotic comparison between the Hawking mass and the ADM mass,
Huisken-Ilmanen [HI01] had to require extra assumptions on the behaviour of the metric. These
are needed to compensate for the lack of sufficiently refined asymptotics for the weak IMCF.
Ultimately building on Green’s representation formula, the potential theoretic approach rather
allows to derive very precise second-order asymptotic expansions for solutions of the Laplace

equation, which leads to control of the mass m
(2)

H in terms of the ADM mass. This approach
permits giving a finite bound on the Hawking mass and also provides some new insights about
the asymptotic behaviour of the weak IMCF. Building on it, one can finally provide the sharp
upper bound for the Hawking mass, which has two main consequences. First, it directly yields
Theorem 1.1 using ∂Ω = N as the starting set for the weak IMCF. Second, exploiting Jauregui-
Lee’s techniques [JL19] (see Theorem 2.7 below) we infer miso ≤ mADM. This inequality is
enough to ensure Theorem 1.4 since the reverse one is already contained in [FST09].

We finally observe that Theorem 1.3 provides a new piece of information also in the basic
situation of manifolds with nonnegative scalar curvature that are C 0-asymptotic to a Schwar-
zschild space of nonnegative mass m (see Definition 3.4). Indeed, in Theorem 1.5 below, we
show that such parameter satisfies the expected Penrose Inequality and coincides in fact with
the Isoperimetric mass. We emphasise that in this setting the classical notion of ADM mass
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is not even clearly defined, as it would involve the quantitative decay of the derivatives of the
metric coefficients codified in the C 1

τ -asymptotic condition, with τ > 1/2.

Theorem 1.5 (Penrose Inequality in Asymptotically Schwarzschildian manifolds). Let (M, g) be
a C 0

τ -Asymptotically Schwarzschildian of mass m ≥ 0, τ > 0, with nonnegative scalar curvature
and possibly empty smooth, closed and outermost minimal boundary. Then, it holds√

|N |
16π

≤ m,

where N is any connected component of ∂M , with the equality satisfied if and only if ∂M is
connected and (M, g) is isometric to a space-like slice of the Schwarzschild manifold(

R3 ∖ {|x| < 2m},
(
1 +

m

2|x|

)4

δij dx
i ⊗ dxj

)
.

Moreover, we have m = miso.

Perspectives. Back in [Ago+22], a family of Hawking-type masses defined along the level sets
of p-capacitary potentials, p ∈ (1, 3), was introduced and proved to be monotone. In [BFM23], we
use such p-Hawking masses and the monotone quantities recently obtained in [Cha+24] to prove
new Positive Mass Theorems and Penrose-type inequalities for Iso-p-capacitary masses. These
masses interpolate between Huisken’s Isoperimetric mass and the capacitary mass, proposed by
Jauregui [Jau20].

We believe that the techniques presented here, that allow us to work with very mild asymptotic
assumptions, could have implications for a conjecture of Huisken [Ced+21, p. 2221-2223]. This
conjecture states that a Positive Mass Theorem for the Isoperimetric mass should hold on
Riemannian manifolds with C 0-metrics and a suitable weak definition of nonnegative scalar
curvature. Versions of this conjecture have been proved in [Ant+24; JLU24] for Asymptotically
Flat manifolds. Another consequence of such papers is that the equivalence between masses
stated in Theorem 1.5 fails in Schwartzschild 3-manifolds with negative mass. Remaining in the
realm of spaces with low regularity, Burkhardt-Guim [Bur24] settled the basic properties of a new
C 0-concept of ADM mass when a Ricci-flow-related notion of nonnegative scalar curvature is
assumed. It would be interesting to investigate the relations between Burkhardt-Guim’s notion
and the Isoperimetric mass.

Outline of the paper. The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we first recall the defi-
nition of the weak Inverse Mean Curvature Flow and its main features in an ambient 3-manifold
with nonnegative scalar curvature. Then, we prove the Asymptotic Comparison Lemma 2.8,
which constitutes the main new ingredient in the proof of the Isoperimetric Riemannian Pen-
rose Inequality. We discuss some relevant topological properties of 3-manifolds with nonnegative
scalar curvature from the perspective of mean-convex mean-curvature flow with surgeries [BH18].
We proceed with the proof of Theorem 1.3. In Section 3, we provide an existence result for the
weak IMCF in C 0-Asymptotically Flat Riemannian manifolds and describe its asymptotic fea-
tures. Then, we prove Theorem 1.5. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.4.
We first work out the asymptotic analysis for the capacitary potential to get a bound from above
for the 2-Hawking mass (4.1). Then, we apply it jointly with new fine asymptotic estimates along
the weak IMCF to sharply control the Hawking mass and complete the proof. The manuscript
ends with two Appendices. In the first one, a general version of the de l’Hôpital’s rule is stated
and proved, as it constitutes a fundamental ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.3. In the
second one, we provide some estimates in nonlinear potential theory that we need to study the
IMCF in C 0-Asymptotically Flat Riemannian manifolds.
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part of the Istituto Nazionale di Alta Matematica (INdAM), and are partially funded by the
GNAMPA project “Problemi al bordo e applicazioni geometriche”. The authors are grateful to
V. Agostiniani, G. Antonelli, S. Borghini, A. Carlotto, A. Malchiodi, F. Oronzio, A. Pluda and
M. Pozzetta for their interest in the work and for pleasureful and useful conversations on the
subject. The authors thank the anonymous referee for their important comments and remark,
that concurred to improve the quality of the paper.

2. Isoperimetric Riemannian Penrose Inequality

This section aims to prove the Isoperimetric Penrose Inequality Theorem 1.3. The main
ingredients are two. The first one is the Geroch monotonicity formula. Proved by Huisken-
Ilmanen in [HI01, Geroch Monotonicity Formula 5.8], it states that t 7→ mH(∂Ωt) is monotone
nondecreasing, where

mH(∂Ω) =
|∂Ω|

1
2

16π
3
2

(
4π −

ˆ
∂Ω

H2

4
dσ

)
(2.1)

is the Hawking mass [Haw68] and Ωt = {w1 ≤ t} are the sublevels of the weak IMCF (1.2).
The second one is a novel, fairly simple, asymptotic comparison between mH(∂Ωt) and miso(Ωt)
as t → +∞ (see Lemma 2.8). Indeed, we can apply the de l’Hôpital’s rule to differentiate the
quasi-local Isoperimetric mass. Exploiting some favourable properties of the weak IMCF, we
manipulate the resulting expression to recover the Hawking mass.

2.1. The weak Inverse Mean Curvature Flow. The theory of weak IMCF has been intro-
duced in [HI01] as the main tool for proving the Riemannian Penrose Inequality. In this work,
we will not focus on the existence theory of the weak IMCF. We consider Riemannian manifolds
(M, g) where any bounded Ω with a sufficiently smooth boundary homologous to ∂M admits
a weak proper solution to (1.2). In the absence of a boundary, where the Riemannian Penrose
inequality consists in the (Riemannian) Positive Mass Theorem, we are going to exploit IMCF
issuing from a point, which is

div

(
Dw1

|Dw1|

)
= |Dw1| on M ∖ {o},

w1(x) → −∞ as d(x, o) → 0,
w1(x) → +∞ as d(x, o) → +∞.

(2.2)

We refer to [HI01] for the precise definition of weak solution to the IMCF.
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We give our definition of strong 1-nonparabolicity.

Definition 2.1 (strong 1-nonparabolicity). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with possibly
empty compact boundary ∂M .

(1) If ∂M ̸= ∅, we say that (M, g) is strongly 1-nonparabolic if there exists a proper weak
solution w1 to (1.2) starting at ∂M .

(2) If ∂M = ∅, we say that (M, g) is strongly 1-nonparabolic if, for any o ∈ M , there exists a
proper weak solution w1 to (2.2).

The above is in accordance with Ni’s definition of strongly nonparabolic [Ni07]. We recall
that a Riemannian manifold is strongly nonparabolic if it admits a positive Green’s function
converging to zero at infinity. The prefix 1 is motivated by the fact the IMCF can be constructed
as suitable limit as p→ 1+ of p-harmonic functions [Mos07; Mos08; KN09; MRS22].

Without mentioning it, we use that a strongly 1-nonparabolic manifold admits a solution to
(1.2) starting at any Ω with sufficiently regular boundary homologous to ∂M . This is granted
by [HI01, Weak Existence Theorem 3.1].

Remark 2.2. By [Xu24, Theorem 1.2], every (M, g) of dimension 3 ≤ n ≤ 7 admitting a
Euclidean-like Isoperimetric Inequality is strongly 1-nonparabolic. Actually, the author provides
the existence of the weak IMCF only starting at a given hypersurface. However, building on
the quantitative diameter estimate for minimising hulls proved there, one can also deduce the
existence of a weak IMCF issuing from any given point.

In the following lemma, we recall some geometric properties that hold along the level sets of the
weak IMCF (see [HI01, Regularity Theorem 1.3, Minimizing Hull Property 1.4 and Exponential
Growth Lemma 1.6]).

Lemma 2.3. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian 3-manifold possibly with boundary. Let w1 be the
solution to (1.2) starting at some bounded subset Ω ⊆M .

(1) Ωt = {w1 ≤ t} is strictly outward minimising with C 1,α-boundary,
(2) |∂Ωt| = et |∂Ω∗|.
We observe that the map t 7→ |{w1 ≤ t}| is monotone increasing, hence it has countably many

discontinuities. Out of these jump times, one has ∂{w1 ≤ t} = ∂{w1 < t} = {w1 = t}. We also
recall that ∂Ωt admits a weak notion of mean curvature H and that

H = |∇w1| > 0 a.e. on ∂Ωt for a.e. t,

as stated in [HI01, (1.12) and Lemma 5.1].
The Hawking mass (2.1) is well-defined at almost every level of the weak IMCF, as proved

in [HI01, Section 1, pp. 369-371]. A fundamental property of the Hawking mass consists on its
monotonicity along the weak IMCF [HI01, Geroch Monotonicity Formula 5.8]. We report the
statement of this theorem for ease of future reference. In the following, as well as in the rest of
the paper, we denote with h and h̊ the weak second fundamental form and its traceless part.

Theorem 2.4 (Monotonicity of the Hawking mass). Let (M, g) be a complete, noncompact
Riemannian 3-manifold with nonnegative scalar curvature and possibly with a smooth and closed
boundary. Assume that H2(M,∂M ;Z) = {0}. Let Ω ⊆ M be with connected C 1-boundary
homologous to ∂M such that h ∈ L2(∂Ω). Let w1 ∈ Liploc(M ∖ IntΩ) be a solution to the
problem (1.2). Then, the function t 7→ mH(∂Ωt) is a monotone nondecreasing BVloc(0,+∞)
function and

d

dt
mH(∂Ωt) ≥

√
|∂Ωt|

(4
√
π)3

ˆ
∂Ωt

2
|D⊤H|2

H2 + |̊h|2 dσ (2.3)
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holds in the weak sense, where Ωt = {w1 ≤ t}.
The condition on the second homology group is added to ensure that the boundaries of the

level sets of w1 remain connected, which is essential for establishing (2.3). Indeed, the proof of
this inequality exploits the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem to control 8π−

´
∂Ωt

R⊤ dσ, where R⊤ is the
scalar curvature of the induced metric on ∂Ωt. This assumption is always satisfied in the setting
of Theorems 1.1, 1.4 and 1.5 (see Lemma 2.11 below). The relation between the second homology
group and the boundaries of the level sets of w1 is tackled in the following proposition. For the
sake of completeness, we provide the proof by Bray-Miao [BM08, Proposition 1], including a few
more details.

Proposition 2.5. Let (M, g) be a strongly 1-nonparabolic Riemannian 3-manifold satisfying
H2(M,∂M ;Z) = {0}. Then, if w1 is a weak IMCF (1.2) starting at Ω with connected boundary
homologous to ∂M , then the surfaces ∂{w1 < t} and ∂{w1 ≤ t} are connected for any t > 0.

Proof. It suffices to prove the claim out of the countably many t’s at which the flow jumps. In
particular, ∂{w1 < t} = ∂{w1 ≤ t} = {w1 = t} is satisfied at these t’s. Thus, by [HI01, (1.10)],
we can approximate ∂{w1 < t} and ∂{w1 ≤ t} in C 1 by sets {w1 = sj} for sequences sj → t−

and sj → t+ respectively.

Let Σt be a connected component of {w1 = t}. By the assumption H2(M,∂M ;Z) = {0}, there
exists a bounded open set Dt such that ∂Dt = Σt. Here, ∂Dt denotes the topological boundary
of Dt in the manifoldM . We are committed to show that Dt = {w1 < t}. This assertion implies
that {w1 = t} is connected, as it would coincide with ∂Dt = Σt. While a priori Dt may or may
not contain ∂M , the result also implies that ∂M ⊆ Dt.

We first show that Dt ⊆ {w1 ≤ t}. By contradiction, suppose there were x ∈ Dt with
w1(x) > t. Take y ∈M∖Dt such that w1(y) > t. This point y exists because Dt is compact and
w1 → +∞ at infinity. As shown in the proof of [HI01, Connectedness Lemma 4.2 (ii)], {w1 > t}
is connected since (M, g) has only one end. Then, we can join x and y with a continuous path,
entirely lying in {w1 > t}. This curve must cross ∂Dt ⊂ {w1 = t}, which is a contradiction.

We now show that Dt ⊆ {w1 < t}. By contradiction, assume that there is x ∈ Dt satisfying
w1(x) = t. As recalled above, we can approximate Σt in C 1 by a connected component Σs of
{w1 = s} as s→ t−. Then, for s < t sufficiently close to t, the point x would belong to Ds but
not to {w1 ≤ s}, yielding a contradiction to what just proved.

Finally, we show that {w1 < t} ⊆ Dt, completing the proof. By contradiction, assume that
there is x ∈ M ∖Dt at which w1(x) < t. Then, x ∈ M ∖Dt since w1(x) = t on ∂Dt. Consider
now a point y ∈ Dt. We proved that w1(y) < t. The proof of [HI01, Connectedness Lemma 4.2
(ii)] shows that if ∂Ω is connected then {w1 < t} is connected as well. Again, we can join x and
y with a continuous path in {w1 < t}. Since the curve must cross ∂D ⊂ {w1 = t}, we have the
desired contradiction. □

Take an initial set Ω ⊆ M with connected boundary homologous to ∂Ω. If one can produce
an asymptotic bound for the Hawking mass, the monotonicity transfers this same bound to
the Hawking mass of ∂Ω. Observe that a single component N is not homologous to ∂M when
the latter consists of multiple connected components. Thus, we cannot rely on Theorem 2.4 to
get a bound on mH(N) from an asymptotic estimate. However, [HI01, Geroch Monotonicity
(Multiple Boundary Components) 6.1] implies that having an upper bound for subsets with
boundary homologous to ∂M is actually enough to control the Hawking mass of any component
of the horizon. We summarize the procedure in the following statement.

Proposition 2.6. Let (M, g) be a complete, strongly 1-nonparabolic Riemannian 3-manifold
with nonnegative scalar curvature and with smooth and closed boundary. Assume that the ∂M
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consists of embedded minimal spheres and H2(M,∂M ;Z) = {0}. Let E ⊆M be a bounded subset
with connected smooth boundary, such that any connected component of ∂M is either contained
in E or disjoint from E. Then, there exists Ω ⊆M with the following properties.

(1) Ω is strictly outward minimising with connected C 1,α-boundary homologous to ∂M and with
h ∈ L2(∂Ω) (see [HI01, Section 5, pp. 401-402]).

(2) mH(∂E) ≤ mH(∂Ω).
(3) There exists a solution w1 ∈ Liploc(M ∖ IntΩ) to (1.2) starting at Ω.

The condition on the topology of the boundary ensures that the manifold M ′ obtained by
filling in the boundary with balls satisfies H2(M

′;Z) = {0} and ∂E is homologous to ∂M ′ = ∅.
Hence, Proposition 2.5 applies. The level sets of the weak IMCF remain connected before
touching a new connected component of ∂M . Then one can jump over the horizon and restart
the flow at a new connected boundary with greater Hawking mass, as described in [HI01, Geroch
Monotonicity (Multiple Boundary Components) 6.1].

Building on the original argument of Huisken [Hui09], Jauregui and Lee [JL19] showed that
the isoperimetric mass and the mADM do coincide under the assumptions of [HI01]. The crucial
step in their proof consists in showing that, if there exists ζ such that

mH(∂Ω) ≤ ζ (2.4)

for any Ω belonging to a suitable class, then one can in fact derive miso ≤ ζ. Through a perusal
of the proof of [JL19, Theorem 17], it is easily checked that this step only involves the C 0-
character of the metric. The authors assume C 2

1 -asymptotic flatness to apply [HI01], allowing
(2.4) to hold with ζ = mADM. However, our purposes require the full strength of Jauregui-Lee’s
analysis, which we summarise in the following statement.

Theorem 2.7. Let (M, g) be a complete C 0-Asymptotically Flat Riemannian 3-manifold with
a possibly empty smooth minimal boundary. Assume mH(∂Ω) ≤ ζ for any bounded subset with
connected smooth boundary and such that any connected component of ∂M is either contained
in Ω or disjoint from Ω. Then, miso ≤ ζ.

2.2. An asymptotic comparison Lemma. The following lemma contains the most relevant
asymptotic estimate of the present work. Used in combination with Huisken-Ilmanen’s proof of
the Geroch Monotonicity formula Theorem 2.4, it leads directly to the Isoperimetric Riemannian
Penrose Inequality Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 2.8 (Asymptotic Comparison Lemma). Let (M, g) be a complete, noncompact Rie-
mannian 3-manifold with nonnegative scalar curvature and possibly with smooth and closed
boundary. Assume that H2(M,∂M ;Z) = {0}. Let Ω ⊆ M be bounded with connected C 1-
boundary homologous to ∂M satisfying h ∈ L2(∂Ω) and admitting a solution w1 :M∖IntΩ → R
to the problem (1.2). Then

lim
t→+∞

mH(∂Ωt) ≤ lim inf
t→+∞

miso(Ωt), (2.5)

where Ωt = {w1 ≤ t}.

Proof. Suppose that the right-hand side in (2.5) is finite otherwise there is nothing to prove. By
the coarea formula, we have

|Ωt ∖ Critw1| =
ˆ t

0

ˆ
∂Ωs

1

H
dσ ds,

which ensures that t 7→ |Ωt ∖ Critw1| is locally absolutely continuous and monotone and that
t 7→

´
∂Ωt

1/H dσ is a well-defined L1
loc function. We are therefore in position to apply the de
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L’Hôpital’s rule (Theorem A.1) to t 7→ miso(Ωt), obtaining

lim inf
t→+∞

miso(Ωt) ≥ lim inf
t→+∞

2

|∂Ωt|

(
|Ωt ∖ Critw1| −

|∂Ωt|
3
2

6
√
π

)

≥ lim inf
t→+∞

2

|∂Ωt|

( ˆ
∂Ωt

1

H
dσ − |∂Ωt|

3
2

4
√
π

)
.

The Hölder’s inequality yields

ˆ

∂Ωt

1

H
dσ ≥ |∂Ωt|

3
2

 ˆ
∂Ωt

H2 dσ

− 1
2

,

which gives

lim inf
t→+∞

miso(Ωt) ≥ lim inf
t→+∞

2

(
|∂Ωt|´

∂Ωt
H2 dσ

) 1
2
(
1− 1

4
√
π

( ˆ
∂Ωt

H2 dσ

) 1
2

)

= lim inf
t→+∞

2

(
|∂Ωt|´

∂Ωt
H2 dσ

) 1
2 1− 1

16π

´
∂Ωt

H2 dσ

1 + ( 1
16π

´
∂Ωt

H2 dσ)
1
2

= lim inf
t→+∞

2mH(∂Ωt)

( 1
16π

´
∂Ωt

H2 dσ)
1
2 + 1

16π

´
∂Ωt

H2 dσ
.

(2.6)

The statement follows once the following claim is proved.

Claim. There exists a divergent increasing sequence (tn)n∈N realising the limit inferior in the
right-hand side of (2.6) and such that

´
∂Ωtn

H2 dσ → 16π as n→ +∞.

Indeed, we would have that

lim inf
t→+∞

2mH(∂Ωt)

( 1
16π

´
∂Ωt

H2 dσ)
1
2 + 1

16π

´
∂Ωt

H2 dσ
= lim inf

n→+∞
mH(∂Ωtn) = lim

t→+∞
mH(∂Ωt),

where the last identity follows by Theorem 2.4.

To prove the claim, let (tn)n∈N be an increasing sequence divergent to +∞ which realises the
limit inferior in the right-hand side of (2.6). By Theorem 2.4 we have two possible cases:

(1) there exists T > 0 such that mH(∂Ωtn) ≥ 0 for all tn ≥ T , or
(2) mH(∂Ωtn) < 0 for all n ∈ N.

Case 1. Since mH(∂Ωtn) ≥ 0,
´
∂Ωtn

H2 dσ ≤ 16π for every tn ≥ T . By contradiction, suppose

there exists ε > 0 such that
´
∂Ωtn

H2 dσ ≤ 16π− ε for every n sufficiently large. Then, by (2.6),

there exists C(ε) > 0 such that

+∞ > lim inf
t→+∞

miso(Ωt) ≥ lim
n→+∞

C(ε)
√
|∂Ωtn |,

which is clearly a contradiction. Hence, up to a not relabeled subsequence,
´
∂Ωtn

H2 dσ → 16π

as n→ +∞. This proves the claim in this case.
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Case 2. Since mH(∂Ωtn) < 0,
´
∂Ωtn

H2 dσ ≥ 16π for every n ∈ N. Suppose by contradiction´
∂Ωtn

H2 dσ ≥ 16π + ε for some ε > 0. Then, by Theorem 2.4, there exists C(ε) > 0 such that

mH(∂Ω) ≤ lim
t→+∞

mH(∂Ωt) ≤ −C(ε) lim
n→+∞

√
|∂Ωtn | = −∞,

which is a contradiction since h ∈ L2(∂Ω), proving the claim also in this case. □

Remark 2.9. In [Cho+21, Appendix C], the authors use an approach based on de l’Hôpital’s
rule to produce the following asymptotic comparison

lim sup
V→+∞

miso(EV ) ≤ lim sup
V→+∞

mH(∂EV ), (2.7)

where EV is the isoperimetric region of volume V . Their procedure uses the properties of the
isoperimetric profile and sharp estimates on the Hawking mass, which hold at ∂EV provided it
is connected.

When isoperimetric sets have connected boundaries, one could combine (2.7) with Lemma 2.8
to deduce that both the Isoperimetric mass and the Hawking mass converge to miso along the
isoperimetric exhaustion as V → +∞. As a consequence, we would dispose of a different and
simpler proof of Theorem 1.4 which does not use Theorem 2.7 from [JL19].

To the authors’ knowledge, this path is not feasible at the current state of the art. Indeed, it
is unclear whether isoperimetric regions have connected boundaries under the sharp asymptotic
assumptions we required on the metric g in the statement of Theorem 1.4. We refer the interested
reader to [BF23] for more details.

Remark 2.10. When mH(∂Ω) ≥ 0, (2.5) implies that the sublevel sets Ωt asymptotically tend
to satisfy a reverse sharp isoperimetric inequality. In fact, when the initial Ω is collapsed to a
point o ∈M , the techniques of Shi [Shi16] (after important insights by Brendle-Chodosh [BC14])
allow to show that the isoperimetric difference satisfies

|Ωt| −
|∂Ωt|

3
2

6
√
π

≥ 0

for the sublevel sets Ωt of the weak IMCF issuing from o ∈M (we refer the reader to [BF23] for
an explicit derivation). In this sense, (2.5) can also be viewed as an asymptotic version of Shi’s
reverse isoperimetric inequality for weak IMCF starting at suitable initial surfaces.

2.3. Proof of the Isoperimetric Penrose Inequality and of the Isoperimetric PMT.
To finally prove Theorem 1.3, we provide the following topological description 3-manifolds with
nonnegative scalar curvature. It slightly improves on the analysis carried out in [HI01, Section
4], since we just assume the existence of an exhaustion of bounded sets with nonminimal mean-
convex smooth boundaries, rather than the Asymptotically Flat condition. This assumption
naturally fits the case of strongly 1-nonparabolic manifolds, see Remark 2.12. The argument
exploits the Mean Curvature Flow with surgery in Riemannian manifolds described by Brendle-
Huisken [BH18], after [BH16] and [HS99], and it was suggested in [HI01, Remark, p. 394].

Lemma 2.11. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian 3-manifold with nonnegative scalar curvature and
possibly with closed, smooth and minimal boundary. Assume that there exists an exhaustion
{Fj}j∈N of M such that ∂Fj are nonminimal, mean-convex closed surfaces.

(1) If ∂M is outermost, that is, there exists no other closed minimal surface homologous to
∂M , then we have H2(M,∂M ;Z) = {0}.
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(2) Assume that no minimal surface exists outside some compact set K ⊂ M , and that the
closed surfaces ∂Fj are spheres. Then there exists a possibly empty bounded Ω ⊂ M with
smooth boundary ∂Ω such that M ′ =M∖Ω is a manifold with outermost minimal boundary
∂M ′ = ∂Ω. As a consequence, H2(M

′, ∂M ′;Z) = {0}.

Proof. First, we show that if ∂M is outermost, then there are no closed surfaces with nonpositive
mean curvature in M other than ∂M . By contradiction, let N be any such surface in M . Let S
be a nonminimal mean-convex smooth surface enclosing N . Then, we run the mean curvature
flow starting at S with surgery, as described by Brendle-Huisken [BH18]. This procedure consists
of carefully discarding necks of high mean curvature, which is the only type of singularity that
arises in dimension 3 other than spherical ones. We get an evolution of strictly mean-convex
surfaces that are smooth except at finitely many surgery times. By [BH18, Theorem 1.2], the
flow will shrink to a closed minimal surface homologous to ∂M . Since ∂M is outermost, the flow
converges to ∂M . In particular, possibly delaying a surgery time, the mean-convex evolving sets
would eventually touch N , giving a contradiction.

In the assumption (2), let S be a nonminimal mean-convex sphere enclosing K. The mean
curvature flow starting at S ends in a closed minimal surface Σ homologous to ∂M or possibly
becomes extinct at a finite collection of points. With the same argument as above, the region
swept out by the mean curvature flow of S is free of closed surfaces of nonpositive mean curvature.
In particular, the manifold M ′ has nonempty outermost minimal boundary Σ or is a complete
manifold without boundary, free of closed minimal surfaces.

For the rest of the proof, we focus on M ′ = M ∖ Ω. We agree that M ′ = M if ∂M is
outermost minimal. We also assume that Σ = ∂Ω is nonempty since Σ = ∅ is a straightforward
simplification. The Scalar Curvature Splitting Theorem [GJ20, Theorem 1.5] implies that Σ must
admit a metric with positive scalar curvature. Indeed, if such metric did not exist, (M ∖ Ω, g)
would isometrically split as a cylinder foliated by isometric copies of Σ. In that case, the
cross-sections would be minimal, which contradicts the just proved absence of closed minimal
surfaces.

Since Σ admits a metric with positive scalar curvature, each connected component of Σ is
a topological sphere, by the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem. Thus, we can run a slight variation of
[Lee19, p.140] to infer that Fj satisfies H2(Fj ∖ Ω,Σ;Z) = {0} for any j, which proves the
lemma. Namely, consider the exact sequence

H2(Fj ∖ Ω;Z) → H2(Fj ∖ Ω,Σ;Z) → H1(Σ;Z). (2.8)

By the mean-convexity of ∂Fj , we have that each nonzero class of H2(Fj ∖Ω;Z) is represented
by a closed minimal surface (see e.g. [Lee19, Corollary 4.3]). However, we just proved that
Σ is the only closed minimal surface, so the image of any class of H2(Fj ∖ Ω;Z) vanishes in
H2(Fj ∖ Ω,Σ;Z). Moreover, since Σ is a union of spheres, we have that H1(Σ;Z) = {0}. The
exact sequence (2.8) thus implies that H2(Fj ∖ Ω,Σ;Z) = {0}, completing the proof. □

Remark 2.12 (Application to strongly 1-nonparabolic 3-manifolds). We observe that the as-
sumptions in Lemma 2.11(1) are satisfied in a strongly 1-nonparabolic 3-manifolds with nonneg-
ative scalar curvature and closed outermost minimal boundary. Indeed, by [HI01, Minimizing
Hull Property 1.4], the sublevel sets {w ≤ t} of the weak IMCF starting at ∂M are strictly
outward minimising with C 1,α boundary, and they exhaust the manifold as t → +∞. We can
approximate any of such boundaries with smooth strictly mean-convex surfaces by [HI08, Lemma
2.6], obtaining an exhaustion as in the statement.

Remark 2.13. In Lemma 2.11, assume in addition that M ∖K is diffeomorphic to R3∖B, for
a suitable compact set K and a ball B. Then, one can show that M is diffeomorphic to R3 with
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a finite number of balls removed. This result can be deduced from the proof of [EGP13, Theorem
5.1] (cf. [Lee19, Theorem 4.11]), which employs the Thurston’s Geometrization of 3-manifolds
proved by Perelman [Per02; Per03].

We state an Isoperimetric version of the Positive Mass Theorem, which in particular does not
require the boundary of the manifold to be outermost.

Theorem 2.14 (Isoperimetric Positive Mass Theorem). Let (M, g) be a complete strongly 1-
nonparabolic Riemannian 3-manifold with nonnegative scalar curvature and possibly with closed,
minimal boundary, such that the assumptions of Lemma 2.11(2) are met. Then,

0 ≤ miso, (2.9)

with equality achieved if and only if (M, g) is isometric to the flat R3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 and of Theorem 2.14. We first prove Theorem 1.3. Let N be one of the
connected components of ∂M . By Proposition 2.6 there exists Ω with connected boundary
homologous to ∂M such that mH(∂Ω) ≥ mH(N) =

√
|N |/16π > 0 and w1 ∈ Liploc(M ∖ IntΩ)

solution to (1.2) starting at Ω. Lemma 2.8 and Theorem 2.4, whose assumptions are fulfilled by
Remark 2.12 and Lemma 2.11(1), yield√

|N |
16π

≤ mH(∂Ω) ≤ lim
t→+∞

mH(∂Ωt) ≤ lim inf
t→+∞

miso(Ωt) ≤ miso,

where Ωt = {w1 ≤ t}. This concludes the proof of (1.3).
We now prove (2.9), which, although weaker, does not require ∂M to be outermost. By

Lemma 2.11, Theorem 1.3 applies in the manifold (M ′, g) with boundary ∂M ′. Since the Isoperi-
metric mass of (M ′, g) is the same as that of (M, g), we get√

|N ′|
16π

≤ miso,

where N ′ is a connected component of ∂M ′. If ∂M and ∂M ′ are empty, take o ∈ M and
w1 :M∖{o} → R emanating from o. By Lemma 2.11, Theorem 2.4 applies. Hence, the Hawking
mass is monotone along the weak IMCF starting from any initial set with connected boundary.
Together with the construction considered in [HI01, Lemma 8.1], it yields mH(∂Ωt) ≥ 0, where
Ωt = {w1 ≤ t}. We conclude by Lemma 2.8 that miso ≥ 0 also in this case.

The rigidity statements in both Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 2.14 stem from the constancy of
the Hawking mass with the very same proof as in [HI01, Proof of Main Theorem, step 2]. □

3. Application to Asymptotically Schwarzschildian manifolds

As mentioned in the Introduction, the ADM concept of mass is well-defined only provided
stronger asymptotic assumptions on the metric are fulfilled. If (M, g) is the Schwarzschild
of mass m ≥ 0, the ADM mass coincide with m. As a consequence of the characterisation of
isoperimetric sets obtained by Bray [Bra97], it is not difficult to prove that also the Isoperimetric
mass coincides with m. Since the volume and the perimeter of a set depend only on the C 0-
character of the metric, it is natural to ask whether a Penrose inequality holds for m when the
space is merely C 0-asymptotic to the Schwarzschild of mass m. A further question is whether
m coincides with the Isoperimetric mass in this case.
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3.1. The weak IMCF on Asymptotically Flat Riemannian manifolds. We introduce the
concept of Asymptotically Flat Riemannian manifolds. This condition is of crucial importance in
Mathematical General Relativity. Indeed, the asymptotically flat condition denotes the physical
property that the gravitational system is isolated (see e.g. [Lee19, Section 3.1.2]).

Definition 3.1 (Asymptotically Flat Riemannian manifolds). A Riemannian 3-manifold (M, g)
possibly with boundary is said to be C k

τ -Asymptotically Flat, k ∈ N and τ > 0 (τ = 0 resp.) if
the following conditions are satisfied.

(1) There exists a compact set K ⊆ M such that M ∖K is differmorphic to R3 ∖ {|x| ≤ R},
through a map (x1, x2, x3) whose component are called asymptotically flat coordinates.

(2) In the chart (M ∖K, (x1, x2, x3)) the metric tensor is expressed as

g = gijdx
i ⊗ dxj = (δij + ηij)dx

i ⊗ dxj

with

3∑
i,j=1

k∑
|β|=0

|x||β|+τ |∂βηij | = O(1) (= o(1) resp.) as |x| → +∞.

Given an Asymptotically Flat Riemannian manifold (M, g), D will denote the covariant de-
rivative with respect to the metric g and ∂ the one (which coincides with partial derivative) of
δ. We recall that |x| is asymptotically equivalent to the distance on M as proved in [BFM22,
Lemma 2.15].

In a C 0-Asymptotically Flat Riemannian manifold, one can also compute the asymptotic
expansion of the inverse of the metric in terms of the flat metric. Since δijδjk = gijgjk = δik, we
obtain that

gil − δil = −δijηjkgkl = −δijηjkδkl +O(|η|2). (3.1)

In a C 1-Asymptotically Flat Riemannian manifold, observe that the Christoffel symbols of g
vanish at infinity as

Γk
ij =

1

2
gkl(∂iglj + ∂jgli − ∂lgij) =

1

2
gkl(∂iηlj + ∂jηli − ∂lηij) = O(|∂η|). (3.2)

C 0-Asymptotically Flat Riemannian manifolds are examples of strongly 1-nonparabolic man-
ifolds. Together with this assertion, the following proposition states an optimal control on the
level sets. We will employ this tool in the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.5.

Proposition 3.2. Let (M, g) be a complete C 0-Asymptotically Flat Riemannian 3-manifold.
Then, (M, g) is strongly 1-nonparabolic. Moreover, consider any bounded Ω ⊆ M with C 1-
boundary homologous to ∂M satisfying h ∈ L2(∂Ω) and a solution w1 to (1.2). Then, there exist
C1,C2 > 0 such that

2 log |x| − C1 ≤ w1(x) ≤ 2 log |x|+C2 (3.3)

for any x ∈M ∖K, where K is the compact set of Definition 3.1.

Proof. We deferred the discussion of the strongly 1-nonparabolic nature of (M, g) to Remark B.3.
Given Ω with smooth boundary, Proposition B.2 shows that solutions (wp)p>1 of (B.1) satisfy an
uniform lower bound that diverges as |x| → +∞. Hence, the locally uniform limit w1 obtained
as in [Mos07; Mos08; KN09; MRS22] sending p→ 1+ is the unique proper IMCF starting at Ω.
The double bound (3.3) then follows from (B.3). For Ω with C 1-boundary, one can approximate
∂Ω in C 1 with smooth surfaces in M ∖ ∂Ω and use the solutions starting at those surfaces as
barriers. □
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In the following remark, we specialize Lemma 2.11 to describe the topology of asymptotically
flat 3-manifolds.

Remark 3.3 (Topology of asymptotically flat manifolds). Firstly, Proposition 3.2 grants that
C 0-Asymptotically Flat 3-manifolds are strongly 1-nonparabolic. Hence, any C 0-Asymptotically
Flat 3-manifold with nonnegative scalar curvature and outermost minimal boundary satisfies the
assumptions of Lemma 2.11(1) (see Remark 2.12). This fact will be employed in the proof of
Theorems 1.1 and 1.5.

Secondly, the assumptions in Lemma 2.11(2) are fulfilled by any C 1-Asymptotically Flat man-
ifold with nonnegative scalar curvature and outermost minimal boundary. In this case, the level
sets of |x| constitute a strictly mean-convex foliation at infinity, whose presence prevents the
existence of closed minimal surfaces in the foliated region. Indeed, the divergence operator only
involves the metric g up to the first derivatives. Hence, (3.2) ensures

div

(
D|x|
|D|x||

)
> 0

for |x| sufficiently large. We will use this property to prove the Positive Mass Theorem for the
ADM mass Theorem 4.12.

3.2. Riemannian Penrose Inequality on Asymptotically Schwarzschildian manifolds.
We now provide the precise definition of Asymptotically Schwarzschildian manifolds, which is the
setting of Theorem 1.5. As for the Asymptotically Flat condition, one could give the definition
of C k

τ -Asymptotically Schwarzschildian manifolds for every k ∈ N, but since we will never use
this general notion, we prefer to focus on the case k = 0.

Definition 3.4 (Asymptotically Schwarzschildian manifolds). A Riemannian 3-manifold (M, g)
possibly with boundary is C 0

τ -Asymptotically Schwarzchildian of massm ≥ 0, τ > 0 (τ = 0 resp.),
if the following conditions are satisfied.

(1) There exists a compact set K ⊆ M such that M ∖K is diffeomorphic to R3 ∖ {|x| ≤ R},
through a map (x1, x2, x3) whose component are called asymptotically flat coordinates.

(2) In the chart (M ∖K, (x1, x2, x3)) the metric tensor is expressed as

g = gijdx
i ⊗ dxj =

((
1 +

2m

|x|

)
δij + ηij

)
dxi ⊗ dxj

with

3∑
i,j=1

|x|1+τ |ηij | = O(1) (= o(1) resp.) as |x| → +∞.

Observe that the metric g can be expressed as

gij =

(
1 +

m

2|x|

)4

δij +O(|x|−min{τ+1,2}).

Then, the metric g is Asymptotically equivalent to the Schwarzschild metric at infinity, at least
to the first order. Moreover, observe that a C 0

τ -Asymptotically Schwarzschildian manifold is
always C 0

1 -Asymptotically Flat.

We are finally ready to prove the Penrose inequality for C 0
τ -Asymptotically Schwarzschildian

manifolds.
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Proof of Theorem 1.5. We assume without loss of generality that τ ≤ 1. It is easy to show that

lim
R→+∞

miso({|x| ≤ R}) = m, (3.4)

which directly implies

m ≤ miso. (3.5)

We briefly provide the computations involved. Given Σ = ∂Ω a closed surface inM , the measure
dσ induced by g on Σ is related to the one induced by δ by

dσ =

(
1 +

2m

|x|

)
(1 + δij⊤ηij +O(|η|2)) dσδ, (3.6)

where δij⊤ = δij − νiδν
j
δ with νδ outer δ-unit normal to Σ. Applying this formula, we immediately

get

|{|x| = R}| = 4πR2

(
1 +

2m

R
+O(|R|−1−τ )

)
. (3.7)

Moreover, we have

|D|x||2 = 1− 2m

|x|
+O(|x|−1−τ ),

from which

|D|x||−1 = 1 +
m

|x|
+O(|x|−1−τ )

follows. Then, coupling with (3.7), it holds

d

dR
|{|x| ≤ R}| =

ˆ

{|x|=R}

1

|D|x||
dσ = 4πR2 + 12πmR+O(R1−τ ).

Hence, by integrating, we obtain

|{|x| ≤ R}| = 4

3
πR3 + 6πmR2 +O(R2−τ ). (3.8)

Finally, by (3.8) and (3.7) we compute

miso({|x| ≤ R}) = 2

|{|x| = R}|

(
|{|x| ≤ R}| − |{|x| = R}|

3
2

6
√
π

)
=

m(1 +O(R−τ ))

1 +O(R−1)
. (3.9)

Letting R→ +∞ in (3.9) yields (3.4).
We are now left to prove that mH(∂Ω) ≤ m for every Ω ⊆ M bounded with connected C 1-

boundary homologous to ∂M satisfying h ∈ L2(∂Ω). Indeed, by Proposition 2.6 and Theorem 2.7
this implies miso ≤ m that coupled with (3.5) gives m = miso. The Riemannian Penrose Inequality
now follows by Theorem 1.3.

We consider the weak IMCF w1 emanating from some bounded Ω with smooth connected
C 1-boundary homologous to M . We let Ωt = {w1 ≤ t}. We denote with s the Schwarzschild
metric, that from its very definition satisfies

sij =

(
1 +

2m

|x|

)
δij +O(|x|−2)

for every i, j = 1, 2, 3 as |x| → +∞. Then, applying again (3.6), we immediately get

||∂Ωt| − |∂Ωt|s| =
∣∣∣∣ˆ

∂Ωt

O(|x|−1−τ ) dσδ

∣∣∣∣. (3.10)
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By the second inequality in (3.3) we have |x|2 ≥ Cet for any x ∈ ∂Ωt, for t large enough. Thus
(3.10) implies

||∂Ωt| − |∂Ωt|s| ≤ C|∂Ωt|δ e
−t

(1+τ)
2 . (3.11)

The very same argument also shows that

||∂Ωt|s − |∂Ωt|δ| ≤ C|∂Ωt|δ e
−t . (3.12)

As a consequence, coupling (3.11) and (3.12), we can write

miso(Ωt) =
2

|∂Ωt|

|Ωt| −
|∂Ωt|

3
2
s

6
√
π

+O

(
|∂Ωt|

3
2
s e−t

(1+τ)
2

) . (3.13)

We are going to pass to the superior limit as t → +∞ in (3.13). Let Bt be the coordinate ball
in the Schwarzschild space of volume |Bt|s = |Ωt|. Since Bt is isoperimetric in the Schwarzschild
metric for its own volume [Bra97, Theorem 8] [BM02, Corollary 2.6], we have

2

|∂Ωt|

|Ωt| −
|∂Ωt|

3
2
s

6
√
π

 =
2|∂Ωt|s

|∂Ωt||∂Ωt|s

|Bt|s −
|∂Ωt|

3
2
s

6
√
π


≤

2|∂Ωt|s
|∂Ωt||∂Bt|s

|Bt|s −
|∂Bt|

3
2
s

6
√
π

 .

Since |∂Ωt| is asymptotic to |∂Ωt|s by (3.11) and (3.12), (3.4) yields

lim sup
t→+∞

2

|∂Ωt|

|Ωt| −
|∂Ωt|

3
2
s

6
√
π

 ≤ m. (3.14)

We are left to estimate the remaining part of (3.13). First, observe that

e−t
(1+τ)

2
|∂Ωt|

3
2

|∂Ωt|
= e−tτ |∂Ω∗|

1
2

since |∂Ωt| = |∂Ω∗| et. Hence,

lim
t→+∞

e−t
(1+τ)

2
|∂Ωt|

3
2

|∂Ωt|
= 0. (3.15)

Since |∂Ωt| and |∂Ωt|s are asymptotically equivalent by (3.11) and (3.12), plugging (3.14) and
(3.15) into (3.13) infers

lim sup
t→+∞

miso(Ωt) ≤ m.

Thanks to Lemma 2.11 and Lemma 2.8, Theorem 2.4 applies and concludes the proof. □

It would be very nice to remove the request of nonnegative mass in the statement of The-
orem 1.5. Such an assumption has been crucially exploited when estimating from above the
quasi-local Isoperimetric mass of an evolving set Ωt with that of a geodesic ball in the space-like
Schwarzschild metric s with the same volume. It was possible because such balls are isoperi-
metric in the Schwarzschild metric with nonnegative mass, while they are not if m is negative,
as shown in [Cor+07, Section 5]. Understanding the shape of isoperimetric sets in the Schwar-
zschild metric with negative mass could be crucial in showing that, m ≥ 0 is a consequence in
Theorem 1.5 rather than an assumption.
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4. Riemannian Penrose Inequality for the ADM mass

In this section, we prove the Riemannian Penrose Inequality Theorem 1.1 for the ADM mass,
in the natural C 1

τ -Asymptotically Flat setting, τ > 1/2. We take advantage of the fine analysis
at infinity for harmonic functions to infer a finite bound for the Hawking masses of surfaces
∂Ω homologous to ∂M . Indeed, our proof of Theorem 1.1 combines the Geroch monotonicity
Theorem 2.4 with its potential-theoretic counterpart. Such monotonicity was discovered in
[AMO24]. Here, the authors show that the 2-Hawking mass

m
(2)

H (∂Ω) =
c2(∂Ω)

8π

[
4π +

ˆ
∂Ω

|Dw2|2 dσ −
ˆ
∂Ω

|Dw2|H dσ

]
(4.1)

is monotone along the level sets of w2, which solves∆w2 = |Dw2|2 on M ∖ Ω,
w2 = 0 on Ω,
w2 → +∞ as |x| → +∞.

(4.2)

The existence of w2 is granted by the Asymptotically Flat condition (see Proposition B.2). In
what follows, we are exploiting the linear nature of the PDE solved by u = − logw2 (see (4.4))
to obtain a deeper asymptotic understanding of the quantities involved in (4.1). This approach
circumvents the additional asymptotic assumption on the Ricci curvature tensor, as mandated
by Huisken-Ilmanen [HI01] and Agostiniani-Mantegazza-Mazzieri-Oronzio [Ago+22]. In detail,
we can control the L2-norm of the Hessian of any function with the L2-norms of its gradient
and Laplacian by exploiting the C 1-asymptotic behaviour of the metric. Utilising this estimate
alongside the representation formula, we obtain the expected decay of the error between the
function u = − logw2 and its rotationally symmetric model on flat R3 up to its first derivatives.
Then, we improve it to its second-order derivatives, hence to the mean curvature of its level sets,
in an L2-fashion.

Such knowledge is sufficient to bound m
(2)

H (∂Ωt) from above in terms of mADM (see Theo-
rem 4.11) and, in turn, it yields a finite, uniform (nonsharp) bound for the Hawking mass of any
initial set (see Lemma 4.3). We refine such bound through an improved asymptotic behaviour
of the curvatures of the sets evolving through weak IMCF. Here, it is where we make up for the
milder asymptotic assumptions on the metric. Indeed, we can conclude

mH(∂Ω) ≤ mADM (4.3)

for a relevant class of subsets of M as in the final analysis of [HI01, Asymptotic Comparison
Lemma 7.4], but without requiring that (M, g) is C 1

1 -Asymptotically Flat.
The inequality (4.3) implies at once the Penrose Inequality (1.1) when applied to ∂Ω = N .

Combining (4.3) with Jauregui-Lee’s Theorem 2.7 and with the limit behaviour of the quasi-local
Isoperimetric masses of geodesic balls computed in [FST09], we also obtain Theorem 1.4.

4.1. Preliminaries on Linear Potential Theory. Let (M, g) be a C 0-Asymptotically Flat
Riemannian 3-manifold. Consider a bounded subset Ω ⊆ M with C 1,α-boundary homologous
to ∂M and with h ∈ L2(∂Ω). Then, a solution w2 ∈ C∞(M ∖ Ω) ∩ C 1,α

loc (M ∖ IntΩ) to (4.2)
exists. Indeed, w2 = − log u where u is the capacitary potential of Ω and solves∆u = 0 on M ∖ Ω,

u = 1 on Ω,
u→ 0 as |x| → +∞.

(4.4)
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The capacity is defined for any compact K ⊂M as the quantity

c2(K) = inf

{
1

4π

ˆ
M

|Dv|2 dµ
∣∣∣∣ v ∈ C∞

c (M), v ≥ 1 on K

}
.

It turns out that the capacity of the level sets of solutions to (4.2) exponentially grows, exactly
as the perimeter of level sets of the weak IMCF does. We recall this useful property in the
following lemma (see [Hol90, Lemma 3.8]).

Lemma 4.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian 3-manifold possibly with boundary. Let Ω ⊆ M be
bounded with boundary homologous to ∂M . Given a solution w2 to (4.2), denote Ωt = {w2 ≤ t}.
We have

c2(∂Ωt) = et c2(∂Ω) =
1

4π

ˆ
∂Ωt

|Dw2|dσ.

The 2-Hawking mass (4.1) represents the potential-theoretic version of the Hawking mass,
and it is monotone along the level set flow of the function w2 as shown in [AMO24]. More
precisely, observe that the following relations are true

c2(∂Ω)

8π
U2

(
et
)
= m

(2)

H (∂Ωt) =
1

8π
F2

(
c2(∂Ω) e

t
)
, (4.5)

where F2(t) is the function defined in [AMO24, (1.2)] and U2(t) is the function

U2(t) = 4πt+ t3
ˆ

{u=1/t}

|Du|2 dσ − t2
ˆ

{u=1/t}

|Du|H dσ.

The following result is then a consequence of [AMO24, Theorem 1.1] (see also [Ago+22]).

Theorem 4.2 (Monotonicity of the 2-Hawking mass). Let (M, g) be a complete C 0-Asymptoti-
cally Flat Riemannian 3-manifold with nonnegative scalar curvature and possibly with smooth
and closed boundary. Assume that H2(M,∂M ;Z) = {0}. Let Ω ⊆ M with connected C 1,α-
boundary homologous to ∂M satisfying h ∈ L2(∂Ω) and w2 the solution to (4.2) starting at

Ω. Then, denoting Ωt = {w2 ≤ t}, the function t 7→ m
(2)

H (∂Ωt) defined in (4.1) belongs to
BVloc(0,+∞) and admits a monotone nondecreasing representative.

We do not claim that we can jump through horizons, since it is not clear to us whether a
result analogous to [HI01, Geroch Monotonicity (Multiple Boundary Components) 6.1] holds
along the level set flow of w2. On the other hand, the following elementary control with the
classical Hawking mass will suffice for our aims.

Lemma 4.3. Let (M, g) be a complete C 0-Asymptotically Flat Riemannian 3-manifold possibly
with smooth and closed boundary. Then, for every outward minimising Ω ⊆ M with C 1,α-
boundary homologous to ∂M with h ∈ L2(∂Ω) we have

mH(∂Ω) ≤ Cm
(2)

H (∂Ω),

where C depends only on the isoperimetric constant of (M, g).

Proof. Observe thatˆ
∂Ω

|Dw2|H dσ −
ˆ
∂Ω

|Dw2|2 dσ =

ˆ
∂Ω

H2

4
dσ −

ˆ
∂Ω

(
H

2
− |Dw2|

)2

dσ ≤
ˆ
∂Ω

H2

4
dσ.

To conclude is then enough to proceed as in [FM22, Theorem 1.3] to prove that

c2(∂Ω) ≥ C|∂Ω|
1
2 . □
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4.2. Sharp integral asymptotic estimates for harmonic functions. On C 1
τ -Asymptotical-

ly Flat manifolds, it seems out of reach to obtain C 2-asymptotic information for the capacitary
potential at infinity. However, we are actually deriving quantitative (in terms of τ) L2- as-
ymptotic estimates for the Hessian at infinity. The strategy of the proof consists in a delicate
refinement of the classical one, clearly exposed in [MMT20, Appendix A] (see also [HM20,
Lemma 4.1]).

The following direct consequence of Bochner’s identity will be a basic tool. We exploit it using
an approach partially similar to the one described in [FMM23]. We work for simplicity in R3

endowed with an Asymptotically Flat metric; this will simplify the notation and the presentation
and, for our purposes, it will clearly result in no loss of generality.

Lemma 4.4. Let k > 1, R0 > 0 and ε > 0 fixed. There exists a constant C > 0, such that for
any metric g on R3 with {|x| ≥ R0} ⊆ {|g − δ|+ |x||∂g| ≤ ε} we have

ˆ

AR,kR

|DDf |2 dµ ≤ C

 1

R2

ˆ

AR/2,2kR

|Df |2 dµ+

ˆ

AR/2,2kR

(∆f)2 dµ

 , (4.6)

for any f ∈ C 2(R3) and all R ≥ 2R0, where AR,kR = {R ≤ |x| ≤ kR}.

Remark 4.5. Observe that if g = δ, the above lemma holds for R0 = 0. In the general case,
up to choosing R0 sufficiently large, (4.6) holds with the same constant regardless of whether the
terms are expressed with respect to the metric g or δ.

Proof. Suppose that g = δ. Let φ be the classic cut-off function supported in A = AR/2,2kR

which is equal to 1 on AR,kR with |Dφ| ≤ C/R and |∆φ| ≤ C/R2. Multiplying the Bochner
identity ∑

ij

(∂i∂jf)
2 =

∑
ij

1

2
∂2i (∂jf)

2 − ∂j∂
2
i f∂jf

by φ and integrating on A, we get
ˆ
A
|∂∂f |2δφdx ≤

ˆ
A
|∂f |2δ |∆δψ|+ (∆δf)

2φ+ |∂f |δ|∆δf ||∂φ|δ dx

≤ C

(
1

R2

ˆ
A
|∂f |2δ dx+

ˆ
A
(∆δf)

2 dx

)
after performing integration by parts and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Hence, the theorem follows
for g = δ. Let now g be as in the statement. In particular, gij = δij + ηij with |η|δ + |x||∂η|δ ≤ ε
on {|x| ≥ R0}. On A, we have

|DDf |2g ≤ C
∣∣∣∂i∂jf − Γk

ij∂kf
∣∣∣2
δ
≤ C

(
|∂∂f |2δ + |∂η|δ|∂∂f |δ|∂f |δ + |∂η|2δ |∂f |

2
δ

)
≤ C

(
|∂∂f |2δ + |∂η|2δ |∂f |

2
δ

)
≤ C|∂∂f |2δ +

C

R2
|∂f |2δ ,

where C does not depends on R. Similarly,

|∂f |2δ ≤ C|Df |2g, |∆δf | ≤ C|∆gf |+
C

R
|Df |g
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hold. Employing all the above estimates we getˆ
A
|DDf |2 dµ ≤ C

(ˆ
A
|∂∂f |2δ +

1

R2
|∂f |2δ dµ

)
≤ C

(ˆ
A
|∂∂f |2δ dx+

ˆ
A

1

R2
|Df |2g dµ

)
≤ C

(ˆ
A
(∆δf)

2 +
1

R2
|∂f |2 dx+

ˆ
A

1

R2
|Df |2g dµ

)
≤ C

(ˆ
A
(∆f)2 dµ+

ˆ
A

1

R2
|Df |2g dµ

)
,

where we used the fact that C−1 ≤
√
det g ≤ C by a constant that does not depend on R. □

In the sequel of this section, we fix k > 1 and we derive decay estimates for a solution u to
(4.4). One might rephrase all the computations below directly in terms of solutions w2 to (4.2).
However, we think that the proposed presentation is simpler and the reader would more readily
compare our results with the ones in the literature.

Lemma 4.6. Let 0 < τ ≤ 1 and let (R3, g) be a C 1
τ -Asymptotically Flat Riemannian manifold.

Then, the capacitary potential u (4.4) of a bounded set Ω with smooth boundary satisfies the
C 1-decay

u(x) = O(|x|−1) |Du|(x) = O(|x|−2) (4.7)

as |x| → +∞. Consequently, the L2-asymptotic estimateˆ

AR,kR

|DDu|2 dµ = O(R−3) (4.8)

holds as R→ +∞, where AR,kR = {R ≤ |x| ≤ kR}.

Proof. The C 0 decay of u follows exactly as in the first part of the proof [MMT20, Lemma

A.2]. The g-Laplacian of v = a|x|−1 − |x|−1−ε (that depends only on the C 0-character of g) is
nonpositive for 0 < ε < τ , and, as such, choosing a big enough we get u ≤ v ≤ C/|x|.

The gradient estimate in (4.7) is now a consequence of the Schauder estimates for elliptic
operators in divergence form with C 0,α coefficients (see [FR22, Theorem 2.28]). Applying (4.6)
to the harmonic function u and plugging in (4.7), (4.8) follows. □

We now get a refined asymptotic L2-decay estimate for the R3-Laplacian of u as a consequence
of (4.8).

Lemma 4.7. Let 0 < τ ≤ 1 and let (R3, g) be a C 1
τ -Asymptotically Flat Riemannian manifold.

Then, the capacitary potential u (4.4) of a bounded set Ω with smooth boundary satisfiesˆ

AR,kR

|∆δu|2dµ ≤ C

R3+2τ
, (4.9)

for R large enough, where AR,kR = {R ≤ |x| ≤ kR} and ∆δ is the Laplacian of flat R3.

Proof. Let (x1, x2, x3) be a choice of asymptotically flat coordinates on (M, g). We have

0 = ∆gu = gij∂i∂ju− Γk
ij∂ku = (gij − δij)∂i∂j + δij∂i∂ju− Γk

ij∂ku

= (gisηskg
kj +O(|η|2))∂i∂ju+ δij∂i∂ju− Γk

ij∂ku.

It follows that

(∆δu(x))
2 ≤ C

(
1

|x|2τ
|DDu(x)|2 + 1

|x|2+2τ |Du|
)
. (4.10)
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Integrating (4.10) on AR,kR and applying Lemma 4.6, (4.9) follows. □

We are finally ready to show the pointwise asymptotic behaviour of u and Du with the explicit
deficit.

Proposition 4.8. Let 0 < τ ≤ 1 and let (R3, g) be a C 1
τ -Asymptotically Flat Riemannian

manifold. Then, the capacitary potential u (4.4) of a bounded set Ω with smooth boundary
satisfies∣∣∣∣u(x)− c2(∂Ω)

|x|

∣∣∣∣ = O(|x|−1−τ ),

∣∣∣∣∂ju+ c2(∂Ω)
δjkx

k

|x|3

∣∣∣∣ = O(|x|−2−τ ), (4.11)

for every j = 1, 2, 3, as |x| → +∞.

Proof. Fix a flat chart at infinity (M ∖ K, (x1, x2, x3)) for the manifold (M, g). The function
u can be considered as a smooth function on the set R3 ∖ {|x| ≤ R0} which is diffeomorphic
to M ∖ K. With abuse of notation, we interpret u as a smooth function on the whole R3 by
extending it smoothly in the interior of {|x| ≤ R0}. From now on, we are working on R3 only.
Let now v : R3 → R be the function

v(x) = − 1

4π

ˆ
R3

∆δu(y)

|x− y|
dy. (4.12)

It is well-known and direct to check that ∆δv = ∆δu. The main part of the proof consists in
showing that v satisfies the C 0-expansion at infinity claimed for u in (4.11). Hence, Liouville’s
theorem for harmonic functions implies that u = v and that u decays as stated.

We consider any point x with |x| = 2R, and we split the integral (4.12) into the three terms

v(x) = − 1

4π

 ˆ

{|x−y|≤R}

∆δu(y)

|x− y|
dy +

ˆ

{|y|∧|x−y|≥R}

∆δu(y)

|x− y|
dy +

ˆ

{|y|≤R}

∆δu(y)

|x− y|
dy

 (4.13)

The first term is estimated through Hölder’s inequality and (4.9) as

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

{|x−y|≤R}

∆δu(y)

|x− y|
dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
 ˆ

{|x−y|≤R}

|∆δu(y)|2 dy


1
2
 ˆ

{|x−y|≤R}

1

|x− y|2
dy


1
2

≤

 ˆ

AR,3R

|∆δu(y)|2 dy


1
2
 ˆ

{|y|≤R}

1

|y|2
dy


1
2

≤ C

R1+τ
,

(4.14)

where AR,3R = {R ≤ |x| ≤ 3R}.
To estimate the second one, since |x− y| ≥ R, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

{|y|∧|x−y|≥R}

∆δu(y)

|x− y|
dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

R

ˆ

{|y|≥R}

|∆δu(y)| dy. (4.15)
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Cover now {|y| ≥ R} with annuli Aj of the form
{
2jR ≤ |x| ≤ 2j+1R

}
, j ∈ N, to obtain

ˆ

{|y|≥R}

|∆δu(y)|dy ≤
+∞∑
j=0

ˆ
Aj

|∆δu(y)|dy ≤
+∞∑
j=0

(ˆ
Aj

|∆δu(y)|2 dy

) 1
2

|Aj |
1
2

≤ C

Rτ

+∞∑
j=0

1

2τj
≤ C

Rτ
.

(4.16)

Plugging it into (4.15), it yields∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

{|y|∧|x−y|≥R}

∆δu(y)

|x− y|
dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

R1+τ
. (4.17)

The third term in (4.13) splits into
ˆ

{|y|≤R}

∆δu(y)

|x− y|
dy =

ˆ

{|y|≤R}

(
1

|x− y|
− 1

|x|

)
∆δu(y) dy +

ˆ

{|y|≤R}

∆δu(y)

|x|
dy. (4.18)

The first integral on the right-hand side can be further split intoˆ

{|y|≤R}

(
1

|x− y|
− 1

|x|

)
∆δu(y) dy =

ˆ

{|y|≤R0}

(
1

|x− y|
− 1

|x|

)
∆δu(y) dy

+

ˆ

{R0≤|y|≤R}

(
1

|x− y|
− 1

|x|

)
∆δu(y) dy,

(4.19)

for some fixed R0 ∈ (0, R). The first term in the right-hand side of (4.19) is easily estimated by∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

{|y|≤R0}

(
1

|x− y|
− 1

|x|

)
∆δu(y) dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

ˆ

{|y|≤R0}

|y|
|x|2

∆δu(y) ≤
C

R2
,

recalling that |x| = 2R. The second term in (4.19) is more delicate. We cover BR(0) ∖ BR0(0)
with annuli Aj of the form

{
2jR0 ≤ |x| ≤ 2j+1R0

}
, to obtain∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

{R0≤|y|≤R}

(
1

|x− y|
− 1

|x|

)
∆δu(y) dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

R2

jR∑
j=0

ˆ
Aj

|y||∆δu(y)|dy, (4.20)

where jR is such that R ∈ (2jR0, 2
j+1R0). Applying Hölder’s inequality and (4.9) similarly to

(4.16), we get

jR∑
j=0

ˆ
Aj

|y||∆δu(y)| dy ≤ C

jR∑
j=0

(ˆ
Aj

|∆δu|2(y) dy

) 1
2

2
5
2
jR

5
2
0

≤ CR1−τ
0

jR∑
j=0

2(1−τ)j ≤ C
R1−τ

0 2(1−τ)jR21−τ −R1−τ
0

21−τ − 1
.
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By our choice of jR we have R02
j(1−τ) ≤ R1−τ . Hence, we get

jR∑
j=0

ˆ
Aj

|y||∆δu(y)|dy ≤ C
R1−τ21−τ −R1−τ

0

21−τ − 1
= CR1−τ 2

1−τ −
(
R0
R

)1−τ

21−τ − 1
. (4.21)

It only remains to estimate the last term in (4.18). Now, 0 < τ ≤ 1 and R0 is a fixed number
smaller than R. Plugging (4.21) into (4.20), we infer∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

{R0≤|y|≤R}

(
1

|x− y|
− 1

|x|

)
∆δu(y) dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

R1+τ
. (4.22)

Putting together (4.13), (4.14), (4.17), (4.18), (4.19) and (4.22), we have showed that∣∣∣∣∣∣∣v(x)−
1

2R

ˆ

{|y|≤R}

∆δu(y) dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

R1+τ
,

for any x such that |x| = 2R. By (4.16), we immediately deduce that∣∣∣∣v(x)− a

|x|

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

R1+τ
(4.23)

for some a ∈ R. In particular, v(x) → 0 as |x| → +∞. Since ∆δv = ∆δu, Liouville’s theorem
for harmonic functions implies that v = u. By the already recalled Schauder estimates [FR22,
Theorem 2.28], we also have ∣∣∣∣∂ju(x) + a

δjlx
l

|x|3

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

R2+τ
. (4.24)

Since u is harmonic in M ∖ Ω for the metric g, Divergence Theorem yields

0 =

ˆ

{|x|≤R}∖Ω

∆udµ =

ˆ

∂Ω

|Du| dσ +

ˆ

{|x|=R}

⟨∇u | ν⟩ dσ = 4πc2(∂Ω) +

ˆ

{|x|=R}

⟨∇u | ν⟩ dσ.

Letting R→ +∞ and comparing with (4.24), we obtain a = c2(∂Ω). Plugging it into (4.23) and
(4.24) completes the proof. □

Finally, a direct consequence of Lemma 4.4 is the following integral decay estimate for the
second derivatives of u.

Proposition 4.9. Let 0 < τ ≤ 1 and let (R3, g) be a C 1
τ -Asymptotically Flat Riemannian

manifold. Then, the capacitary potential u (4.4) of a bounded set Ω with smooth boundary
satisfies ˆ

AR,kR

∣∣∣∣∂i∂ju+
c2(∂Ω)

|x|3

(
δij − 3

δikδjlx
kxl

|x|2

)∣∣∣∣2 dµ = O(R−3−2τ ) (4.25)

for every i, j = 1, 2, 3 as R → +∞, where AR,kR = {R ≤ |x| ≤ kR}. Moreover, there exists a
monotonically increasing sequence of (tn)n∈N divergent to +∞ such that

ˆ

∂Ωtn

∣∣∣∣∂i∂ju+
c2(∂Ω)

|x|3

(
δij − 3

δikδjlx
kxl

|x|2

)∣∣∣∣2 dσ = O(e(−4−2τ)tn) (4.26)

for every i, j = 1, 2, 3 as n→ +∞, where Ωt =
{
u ≥ e−t

}
.
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Proof. Just set ψ = u− c2(∂Ω)/|x|, and plug it into (4.6) in terms of g. Hence, we can directly
exploit ∆u = 0. (4.25) directly follows using the decay estimate with deficit for the gradient
obtained in Proposition 4.8 and observing that∣∣∣∆g|x|−1

∣∣∣ = O(|x|−3−τ ).

By Proposition 4.8, {2/R ≤ u ≤ 3/R} is contained in AR,4R for some large R. By the Mean
Value Theorem, there exists tn ∈ [R/3, R/2] such that

1

R

ˆ

∂Ωtn

|∂∂ψ|2 dσ =

3/Rˆ

2/R

ˆ

{u=s}

|∂∂ψ|2 dσ ds ≤ C

ˆ

AR,4R

|∂∂ψ|2|Du| dσ ≤ C

R5+2τ

where we used the just proved (4.25). Invoking again Proposition 4.8, R can be chosen large
enough so that |Du| ≤ C3/R

2 which concludes since tn ≥ R/3. □

4.3. Boundedness of the 2-Hawking mass. We aim to prove that the 2-Hawking mass of
a domain with connected boundary homologous to ∂M is controlled by the ADM mass. To
ease up the computations, we start by comparing it with the classical Hawking mass on large
level sets of the capacitary potential (4.4). The following lemma partially inverts Lemma 4.3
and suggests that the two versions of the Hawking mass are equivalent at infinity. A similar
result has been first obtained in the proof of [Ago+22, Lemma 2.5], under stronger asymptotic
assumptions.

Lemma 4.10. Let (M, g) be a complete, noncompact C 1
τ -Asymptotically Flat Riemannian 3-

manifold, τ > 1/2, with nonnegative scalar curvature and possibly with smooth and closed bound-
ary. Assume that H2(M,∂M ;Z) = {0}. Let Ω ⊆ M be bounded with connected C 1,α-boundary
homologous to ∂M with h ∈ L2(∂Ω). Then, along the sequence (tn)n∈N such that (4.26) holds,
we have

lim
t→+∞

m
(2)

H (∂Ωt) = lim
n→+∞

c2(∂Ωtn)

32π

(
16π −

ˆ
∂Ωtn

H2 dσ

)
, (4.27)

where Ωt = {w2 ≤ t}.

Proof. First, observe that even if ∂Ω is not smooth, we can apply Propositions 4.8 and 4.9. In-
deed, the function u is smooth away from ∂Ω, by the classic elliptic regularity theory. Therefore,
Sard’s theorem implies that almost every level ∂Ωt is smooth. We will work with the function
u = e−w2 , hence Ωt =

{
u ≥ e−t

}
. Let ν and νδ be the g-unit normal vector field and the δ-unit

normal vector field to the level set ∂Ωt respectively. Denote ηij = gij − δij , with |η| = O(|x|−τ )

and |∂η| = O(|x|−1−τ ) as |x| → +∞. Moreover, denote ψ = u− c2/|x|, where c2 = c2(∂Ω). By
computations

∂iu = −c2
δijx

j

|x|3
+ ∂iψ, ∂i∂ju = − c2

|x|3

(
δij − 3

δikδjlx
kxl

|x|2

)
+ ∂i∂jψ,

where ψ = O1(|x|−1−τ ) by Proposition 4.8. Using (3.1), one gets

|∂u|2δ = δij∂iu∂ju = |Du|2g + ηijδ
ikδjl∂lu∂ku+O(|x|−4−2τ ).

Since the normal unit vector fields can be expressed as

νj = −g
ij∂ju

|Du|g
and νjδ = −δ

ij∂ju

|∂u|δ
,
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they are related by

νi = −g
ij∂ju

|Du|g
= −

(
δij − δikηlkδ

jl +O(|x|−2τ )
) |∂u|δ
|Du|g

∂ju

|∂u|δ

= −
(
δij − δikηlkδ

jl +O(|x|−2τ )
)(

1 +
1

2
ηsmν

sνm +O(|x|−2τ )

)
∂ju

|∂u|δ

= νiδ +
1

2
ηksν

k
δ ν

s
δν

i
δ − δijηljν

l
δ +O(|x|−2τ ).

(4.28)

Employing again Proposition 4.8, we get

DiDju

|Du|g
=
∂i∂ju− Γk

ij∂ku

|∂u|δ
|∂u|δ
|Du|g

=
∂i∂ju

|∂u|δ
+

1

2
ηklν

k
δ ν

l
δ

∂i∂ju

|∂u|δ
+

1

2
(−∂kηij + ∂iηkj + ∂jηki)ν

k
δ

+O(|x|−1−2τ ) +O(|x|2−2τ |∂∂ψ|δ).

To compute the mean curvature of each level, we need to take the trace of the above quantity
with respect to the metric g⊤ induced on ∂Ωt by g. In particular, we need the expansion

gij⊤ = δij⊤ − δik⊤ ηklδ
lj
⊤ +O(|x|−2τ ), (4.29)

where gij⊤ = gij − νiνj and δij⊤ = δij − νiδν
j
δ . (4.29) follows from the expansion of gij and νi in

(3.1) and (4.28). Therefore, we get

H = −gij⊤
DiDju

|Du|g
= Hδ +

1

2
ηklν

k
δ ν

l
δ Hδ −δij⊤

(
∂jηik −

1

2
∂kηij

)
νkδ + δik⊤ δ

jl
⊤ηkl

∂i∂ju

|∂u|δ
+O(|x|−1−2τ ) +O(|x|2−2τ |∂∂ψ|δ),

(4.30)

where H and Hδ are the mean curvatures of the level sets with respect to g and δ respectively.
Appealing to Proposition 4.8 to estimate ∂ψ, we get

Hδ = −δij⊤
∂i∂ju

|∂u|δ
=

2

|x|
+O(|x|−1−τ ) +O(|x|2|∂∂ψ|δ). (4.31)

Plugging (4.31) into (4.30), we finally obtain

H =
2

|x|
+O(|x|−1−τ ) +O(|x|2|∂∂ψ|δ). (4.32)

On the other hand, Proposition 4.8 yields

|Du|g
u

=
1

|x|
+O(|x|−1−τ ). (4.33)

Therefore, (4.33),(4.32) and Young’s inequality imply(
H

2
−

|Du|g
u

)2

= O(|x|−2−2τ ) +O(|x|4|∂∂ψ|2δ).

Let (tn)n∈N be the sequence given by Proposition 4.9. Using Proposition 4.9 together with
Proposition 4.8 and Lemma 4.1, we have

ˆ
∂Ωtn

(
H

2
−

|Du|g
u

)2

dσ =

ˆ
∂Ωtn

O(|x|−2−2τ ) +O(|x|4|∂∂ψ|2) dσ = O(e−2τtn).
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Recalling the relation between U2 and m
(2)

H in (4.5), we conclude that

lim
t→+∞

8π

c2(∂Ω)
m

(2)

H (∂Ωt) = lim
n→+∞

8π

c2(∂Ω)
m

(2)

H (∂Ωtn) = lim
n→+∞

U2(e
tn)

= lim
n→+∞

etn

(
4π −

ˆ
∂Ωtn

H2

4
dσ

)
+ etn

ˆ
∂Ωtn

(
H

2
−

|Du|g
u

)2

dσ

= lim
n→+∞

etn

(
4π −

ˆ
∂Ωtn

H2

4
dσ

)
+O(e(1−2τ)tn).

Since τ > 1/2, (4.27) is proved. □

The following result constitutes the conclusion of all the linear potential theoretic analysis
carried out so far.

Theorem 4.11. Let (M, g) be a complete, noncompact C 1
τ -Asymptotically Flat Riemannian

3-manifold, τ > 1/2, with nonnegative scalar curvature and possibly with smooth and closed
boundary. Assume that H2(M,∂M ;Z) = {0}. Let Ω ⊆ M be bounded with connected C 1,α-
boundary homologous to ∂M with h ∈ L2(∂Ω). Then,

m
(2)

H (∂Ω) ≤ mADM.

Proof. For computational simplicity, we work once again with U2. As in Lemma 4.10, even if
∂Ω is not smooth, we can apply Propositions 4.8 and 4.9. If we show that the right-hand side
in (4.27) is bounded by the ADM mass, the conclusion follows. Indeed, by the monotonicity of

m
(2)

H in Theorem 4.2 we conclude

m
(2)

H (∂Ω) ≤ lim
t→+∞

m
(2)

H (∂Ωt) ≤ mADM.

We will use the same notation of Lemma 4.10 and part of the computations carried out there.
Raising to the square (4.30) and using the Young’s inequality, we get

H2 = H2
δ +ηklν

k
δ ν

l
δ H

2
δ −Hδ δ

ij
⊤ (2∂jηik − ∂kηij) ν

k
δ + 2Hδ δ

ik
⊤ δ

jl
⊤ηkl

∂i∂ju

|∂u|δ
+O(|x|−2−2τ ) +O(|x|4−2τ |∂∂ψ|2δ).

(4.34)

Denoting dσ and dσδ the area measures induced on the level sets by the metric g and δ respec-
tively, we have

dσ =

(
1 +

1

2
gij⊤ηij +O(|x|−2τ )

)
dσδ. (4.35)

Coupling (4.34) and (4.35), we get the following expression of the Willmore energy of the level
sets ˆ

∂Ωt

H2 dσ =

ˆ
∂Ωt

H2
δ +ηklν

k
δ ν

l
δ H

2
δ +

1

2
δkl⊤ηkl H

2
δ −Hδ δ

ij
⊤ (2∂jηik − ∂kηij) ν

k
δ

+ 2Hδ δ
ik
⊤ δ

jl
⊤ηkl

∂i∂ju

|∂u|δ
+O(|x|−2−2τ ) +O(|x|4−2τ |∂∂ψ|2δ) dσδ.

(4.36)

Plugging (4.31) into (4.36) and using Young’s inequality, one hasˆ
∂Ωt

H2 dσ =

ˆ
∂Ωt

H2
δ +

4

|x|2
ηijν

i
δν

j
δ −

2

|x|2
δkl⊤ηkl −

2

|x|
δij⊤ (2∂jηik − ∂kηij) ν

k
δ dσδ

+

ˆ
∂Ωt

O(|x|−2−2τ ) +O(|x|4|∂∂ψ|2δ) dσδ.
(4.37)
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Integration by parts on level sets givesˆ
∂Ωt

1

|x|
Hδ ν

i
δηikν

k
δ dσδ =

ˆ
∂Ωt

1

|x|
δij⊤∂iηjkν

k
δ − 1

|x|
δij⊤ηjkδ

kl
⊤
∂i∂lu

|∂u|δ
dσδ,

that, again by (4.31) and Young’s inequality, reduces toˆ
∂Ωt

2

|x|2
νiδηikν

k
δ dσδ =

ˆ
∂Ωt

1

|x|
δij⊤∂iηjkν

k
δ +

1

|x|2
δij⊤ηks dσδ

+

ˆ
∂Ωt

O(|x|−2−2τ ) +O(|x|4|∂∂ψ|2) dσδ.
(4.38)

By (4.37), (4.38), Lemma 4.1 and the Willmore’s inequality on Rn, we concludeˆ
∂Ωt

H2 dσ =

ˆ
∂Ωt

H2
δ dσδ −

ˆ
∂Ωt

2

|x|
gij⊤(∂jgik − ∂kgij)ν

k dσ

+

ˆ
∂Ωt

O(|x|−2−2τ ) +O(|x|4|∂∂ψ|2) dσ

≥ 16π − 2

c2(∂Ωt)

ˆ
∂Ωt

gij⊤(∂jgik − ∂kgij)ν
k dσ

+

ˆ
∂Ωt

O(|x|−2−2τ ) +O(|x|4|∂∂ψ|2) dσ.

Along the sequence (tn)n∈N such that (4.26) holds, Proposition 4.9 yieldsˆ
∂Ωtn

O(|x|−2−2τ ) +O(|x|4|∂∂ψ|2) dσ = O(e−2τtn).

By Lemma 4.1 and τ > 1/2, we infer

lim
n→+∞

c2(∂Ωtn)

32π

(
16π −

ˆ
∂Ωtn

H2 dσ

)
≤ mADM,

then Lemma 4.10 concludes the proof. □

4.4. From the Isoperimetric mass to the ADM mass. We now have all the necessary tools
to prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.4. For the sake of completeness, we first state the Positive Mass
Theorem under optimal decay assumptions.

Theorem 4.12. Let (M, g) be a complete C 1
τ -Asymptotically Flat Riemannian 3-manifold, τ >

1/2, with nonnegative scalar curvature and possibly with smooth, closed and minimal boundary.
Then, it holds

0 ≤ mADM,

with the equality satisfied if and only if (M, g) is isometric to flat R3.

Proof of Theorems 1.1, 1.4 and 4.12. By Lemma 2.11 and Remark 3.3, we can assume that M
is diffeomorphic to R3, with a finite number of balls possibly removed. It suffices to show that

mH(∂Ω) ≤ mADM (4.39)

holds for every Ω ⊆ M with connected smooth boundary such that any connected component
of ∂M is either contained in Ω or disjoint from Ω. This directly implies Theorem 1.1 and
Theorem 4.12. Moreover, by Theorem 2.7, we also infer miso ≤ mADM. The reverse inequality is
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a consequence of [FST09, Corollary 2.3] (see Remark 4.13), which only requires C 1-asymptotic
assumptions on the metric. This result states that

mADM = lim
r→+∞

miso({|x| ≤ r}) ≤ miso,

concluding the proof of Theorem 1.4
We now turn to the proof of (4.39). By Proposition 2.6, we can assume that Ω has C 1,α-

boundary homologous to ∂M and with h ∈ L2(∂Ω). If mADM = +∞, the statement would
be trivially true. By Lemma 4.3 and Theorem 4.11, there exists a geometric positive constant
C > 0 such that

mH(∂Ω) ≤ Cm
(2)

H (∂Ω) ≤ CmADM. (4.40)

In particular, Theorem 2.7 implies miso ≤ CmADM < +∞.
Evolve now Ω by weak IMCF w1 and denote Ωt = {w1 ≤ t}. Since the Hawking mass is

monotone Theorem 2.4 and bounded by (4.40), we have that∣∣∣∣ˆ
∂Ωt

H2 dσ − 16π

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−
t
2

for some constant C depending only on ∂Ω and mADM. On the other hand, integrating (2.3) we
get ˆ +∞

0
e−

t
2

ˆ
∂Ωt

|̊h|2 dσ dt < +∞.

In conclusion, there exists a sequence of tn’s, diverging at +∞ as n→ +∞, such thatˆ
∂Ωtn

|̊h|2 dσ ≤ Ce−
tn
2 and

ˆ
∂Ωtn

|h |2 dσ ≤ C. (4.41)

We now want to prove that a similar behaviour also holds for the quantities expressed with
respect to the flat metric δ. Again we denote ηij = gij − δij . Let ν and νδ be the unit normal

vector fields to ∂Ωt with respect to the metric g and δ respectively. Let ωi = gijν
j and ωδ

i = δijν
j
δ

be their respective duals. As in the proof of Lemma 4.10 (see also [HI01, (7.7)]), we have

ωδ
i = ωi +O(|x|−τ ), νiδ = νi +O(|x|−τ ), |ωδ|g = 1 +O(|x|−τ ). (4.42)

Denote hδ the second fundamental form of ∂Ωt with respect to the metric δ. By [HI01, (7.10)]
and (4.42), we know that

hij −hδij = −Γk
ijω

δ
k + (1− |ωδ|g) hij = O(|x|−1−τ ) +O(|h||x|−τ ),

Here, Γk
ij denotes the Christoffel symbols of the metric g. Taking the trace of it with respect to

δij⊤ = δij − νiδν
j
δ , we also get that

H−Hδ = −ωδ
kΓ

k
ijδ

ij
⊤ + (1− |ωδ|g) hij δij⊤ + (gij⊤ − δij⊤) hij = O(|x|−1−τ ) +O(|h||x|−τ ),

where gij⊤ = gij − νiνj and Hδ is the mean curvature of ∂Ωt with respect to the metric δ.
Recalling that w1(x) = O(2 log |x|) by (3.3), (4.35) and (4.41), we getˆ

∂Ωtn

|̊hδ|2δ dσδ ≤ C

ˆ
∂Ωtn

|̊h|2 +O(|x|−2−2τ ) +O(|h|2|x|−2τ ) dσ ≤ C
(
e−

t
2 +e−τt

)
We are then in position to apply [DM05, Theorem 1.1] and deduce that

ˆ
∂Ωtn

∣∣∣∣∣Hδ −

√
16π

|∂Ωtn |δ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dσδ ≤ Ce−
tn
2 .
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Arguing as above and employing again (4.35), this estimate holds also when the quantities are
referred to the metric g. Therefore, we have

ˆ
∂Ωtn

∣∣∣∣∣H−

√
16π

|∂Ωtn |

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dσ ≤ Ce−
tn
2 . (4.43)

Moreover, by (4.41) and (4.43) it also holds

ˆ
∂Ωtn

∣∣∣∣∣h−
√

4π

|∂Ωt|
g⊤

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dσ ≤
ˆ
∂Ωtn

|̊h|+
√
2

2

∣∣∣∣∣H−

√
16π

|∂Ωt|

∣∣∣∣∣ dσ ≤ Ce−
tn
2 . (4.44)

Following the same computations carried out for Lemma 4.10 (see also [HI01, Asymptotic Com-
parison Theorem 7.4]) and employing (3.3), (4.43) and (4.44), one obtains

16πmH(∂Ωtn) =

√
|∂Ωtn |
16π

ˆ
∂Ωtn

2H gim⊤ ηmlg
lj
⊤ hij −

1

2
H2 gij⊤ηij −H2 νiνjηij dσ

+

√
|∂Ωtn |
16π

ˆ
∂Ωtn

2H gij⊤ν
l (Diηjl −Dlηij) +O(|h|2|x|−2τ )O(|x|−2−2τ ) dσ

≤
ˆ
∂Ωtn

gij(∂igjl − ∂lgij)ν
l dσ +Ce

1
4
(1−2τ)tn +Ce

1
2
(1−2τ)tn .

Since τ > 1/2, we finally have

lim
t→+∞

mH(∂Ωt) = lim
n→+∞

mH(∂Ωtn) ≤ lim
n→+∞

1

16π

ˆ
∂Ωtn

gij(∂ig
⊤
jl − ∂lg

⊤
ij)ν

l dσ = mADM. □

Remark 4.13. In [FST09], the authors assume that the scalar curvature belongs to L1(M).
Here, we do not assume any a priori integrability for Rg. Nonetheless, mADM is still a well-
defined geometric invariant since the scalar curvature is nonnegative. However, it could be
infinite, in which case the computations in [FST09] are meaningless. One can adapt the argu-
ments to show that mADM = +∞ implies miso = +∞. Assume mADM = +∞ and take m ∈ R.
All computations in [FST09, Lemma 2.2] still work, until passing to the limit the quantity in the
definition of the ADM mass. Since m < mADM = +∞, one can replace [FST09, (2.12)] with

d

dr
|{|x| = r}| ≤ 1

r
|{|x| = r}|+ 4πr +

ˆ
{|x|=r}

(gij − δij)
xixj

r3
dσδ − 8πm

for r large enough. Following the computations in [FST09, Theorem 2.2] one obtains

|{|x| ≤ r}| ≥ 1

2
r|{|x| = r}| − 2π

3
r3 + 2πmr2.

Plugging it into the definition of the Isoperimetric mass, we conclude

miso ≥ lim sup
r→+∞

miso({|x| ≤ r}) ≥ m

for every m ∈ R.
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A. Generalised de l’Hôpital’s rule

For the sake of completeness, we report here the de l’Hôpital’s rule we crucially used in this
paper. The proof is inspired to [Tay52, Theorem II].

Theorem A.1 (de l’Hôpital’s rule). Let I ⊆ R be an open and possibly unbounded interval of
the real line and a ∈ R∪{±∞} one of its endpoints. Let f, g : I → R be two functions satisfying
the following properties:

(1) f is locally absolutely continuous on I;
(2) g is everywhere differentiable on I and g(x) ̸= 0 and g′(x) ̸= 0 for every x ∈ I.
(3) there exists a sequence (tk)k∈N, tk ∈ I, tk → a ∈ I as k → +∞ such that one of this two

conditions is satisfied
(3.a) f(tk) → 0 and g(tk) → 0 when k → +∞, or
(3.b) |g(tk)| → +∞ as k → +∞.

Then,

lim inf
x→a

f ′(x)

g′(x)
≤ lim inf

k→+∞

f(tk)

g(tk)
≤ lim sup

k→+∞

f(tk)

g(tk)
≤ lim sup

x→a

f ′(x)

g′(x)
. (A.1)

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that a is the right endpoint and thus tk ≤ a for
every k ∈ N. By Darboux’s theorem, g′ is of constant sign, then g(x) ̸= g(y) for every x, y ∈ I.
Since f is absolutely continuous we have that

f(y)− f(x)

g(y)− g(x)
=

´ y
x f

′(t) dt

g(y)− g(x)
=

´ y
x g

′(t)f
′(t)

g′(t) dt

g(y)− g(x)
(A.2)

for every x, y ∈ I. Let now y ∈ (x, a). By the fundamental theorem of calculus applied to the
function g, we directly get that

inf
s∈(x,a)

f ′(s)

g′(s)
≤

´ y
x g

′(t)f
′(t)

g′(t) dt

g(y)− g(x)
≤ sup

s∈(x,a)

f ′(s)

g′(s)
(A.3)

hold for every x < y < a and x, y ∈ I. Coupling together (A.2) and (A.3), we obtain

inf
s∈(x,a)

f ′(s)

g′(s)
≤

f(y)

g(x)
− f(x)

g(x)

g(y)

g(x)
− 1

≤ sup
s∈(x,a)

f ′(s)

g′(s)
(A.4)

and

inf
s∈(x,a)

f ′(s)

g′(s)
≤

f(x)

g(y)
− f(y)

g(y)

1− g(x)

g(y)

≤ sup
s∈(x,a)

f ′(s)

g′(s)
. (A.5)

If (3.a) holds, choosing y = tk and sending k → +∞ in (A.4) we conclude

inf
s∈(x,a)

f ′(s)

g′(s)
≤ f(x)

g(x)
≤ sup

s∈(x,a)

f ′(s)

g′(s)
.

(A.1) follows from it, choosing again x = tk and sending k → +∞. The case (3.b) follows
similarly, using (A.5) accordingly. □
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B. Stable two-sided bounds for the p-capacitary potential

The study of the existence of a (weak) proper IMCF in increasingly broader contexts has been
a challenging topic since its introduction by Huisken and Ilmanen [HI01]. In their setting, i.e.
in C 1-Asymptotically Flat case, the existence follows by building an explicit subsolution of the
form uα = (2− α) log |x|. Indeed, at large distances, this function satisfies

div

(
Duα
|Duα|

)
> |Duα|.

Hence, the level sets of uα are strictly mean convex and move faster than the IMCF would
dictate. A consequence of this property is that IMCF exists and is controlled from below by
uα up to an additive constant. Similarly, one can produce an upper bound by proving that
(2 + α) log |x| is a supersolution. The major issue with this procedure is that it appears to
heavily rely on the C 1 properties of the metric, even if the functional minimised by the weak
IMCF does not.

Conversely, the recent approach by Xu [Xu24] shows that a proper solution to weak IMCF
exists in a wide framework, including C 0-Asymptotically Flat manifolds. This approach provides
a lower bound akin to that obtained through the subsolution uα in the C 1-Asymptotically Flat
setting. However, it is not clear to us how to provide a similar upper bound, that we actually
needed for the proof of Theorem 1.5.

We follow here the strategy put forth by Moser [Mos07], that we used in Proposition 3.2.
Indeed, the IMCF can be approximated in the limit as p→ 1+ by the solutions wp of∆pwp = |Dwp|p on M ∖ Ω,

wp = 0 on Ω,
wp(x) → +∞ as |x| → +∞,

(B.1)

where ∆pf = div(|Df |p−2Df) is the usual p-Laplacian. The function up = e−wp/(p−1) is p-
harmonic. As a key tool in the proof, we use a Harnack inequality for positive p-harmonic
functions on coordinate spheres {|x| ≤ R} with a constant that remains stable as p→ 1+ and is
independent of R. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, a proof of the Harnack inequality for
the IMCF without passing through the nonlinear potential theory is unavailable in the literature.

Lemma B.1. Let (M, g) be a complete C 0-Asymptotically Flat Riemannian 3-manifold and
1 < p < 3. Then, there exists a constant CH > 0 independent of p such that for every R > 0
large enough one has

sup
{|x|=R}

up(x) ≤ C
1

p−1

H inf
{|x|=R}

up(x), (B.2)

for every nonnegative function up which is p-harmonic in {R/2 ≤ |x| ≤ 3R/2}.

Proof. We denote B(z, r) = {|x− z| < r} for some z ∈ {|x| = R}. Given a p-harmonic functions
up defined in {R/2 ≤ |x| ≤ 3R/2} of a given Riemannian manifold (M, g), it satisfy the Harnack
inequality

up(x) ≤ C
1

p−1

H (B(z,R/2))up(y)

for any x, y ∈ B(z,R/4) for a constant CH that depends only on the Poincaré, Sobolev and
Alfhors constants of B(z,R/2). This result is obtained in [RSV97], see [MRS22, Theorem 3.4
and Remark 3.5] for a discussion of the explicit constants. By asymptotic flatness, for R large
enough we can cover {|x| = R} with a uniform number N of coordinate balls B(z,R/6). As CH

remains controlled in the C 0-asymptotic flat regime, we deduce (B.2). □
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Assuming that a solution to (B.1) exists, up = e−wp/(p−1) is p-harmonic outside Ω. Hence,
(B.2) applies and shows that

inf
{|x|=R}

wp(x) ≥ sup
{|x|=R}

wp(x)− CH .

Therefore, establishing stable lower and upper bounds for wp at any point of {|x| = R} is suffi-
cient to control the whole behaviour of the function. Such bounds follow exploiting the properties
of p-capacities and the maximum principle. Observe that the lower bound is also the keystone
to establish the existence of a solution to (B.1).

Proposition B.2. Let (M, g) be a complete C 0-Asymptotically Flat Riemannian 3-manifold.
Then, for any Ω ⊆ M with C 1,α-boundary homologous to ∂M there exists a solution to the
problem (B.1) for every 1 < p < 3. Moreover,

(3− p) log |x| − C1 ≤ wp(x) ≤ (3− p) log |x|+C2 (B.3)

for constants C1,C2 > 0 not depending on p.

Proof. We first show the existence of a solution to (B.1). To achieve it, we first approximate
(B.1) with wR

p = −(p− 1) log uRp , where u
R
p solves

∆pu
R
p = 0 on {|x| < 2R}∖ Ω,

uRp = 1 on ∂Ω,

uRp = 0 on {|x| = 2R}.

For a compact subset K ⊂ A in an open set A, we define the (normalized) relative p-capacity
of K in A as

cp(K,A) = inf

{
1

4π

(
p− 1

3− p

)p−1 ˆ
A
|Dv|p dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ v ∈ C∞
c (A), v ≥ 1 on K

}
. (B.4)

It is well known (see e.g. [Hol90, Lemma 3.8]) that

cp(
{
wR
p ≤ t

}
, {|x| < 2R}) = et cp(∂Ω, {|x| < 2R}). (B.5)

Let now MR = max
{
wR
p (x)

∣∣ |x| = R
}
. By the maximum principle, we have {|x| ≤ R} ⊂{

wR
p ≤MR

}
. By the monotonicity of p-capacities with respect to inclusion and (B.5), we thus

get

cp({|x| = R}, {|x| < 2R}) ≤ cp(
{
wp
R ≤Mr

}
, {|x| < 2R}) = eMR cp(∂Ω, {|x| < 2R}),

yielding

MR ≥ log

(
cp({|x| = R}, {|x| < 2R})

cp(∂Ω)

)
. (B.6)

As a consequence of [PST14, Theorem 3.2], C 0-Asymptotically Flat manifolds support a global
isoperimetic inequality. Thus, we can employ it to infer the p-isocapacitary inequality (see e.g.
[Gri99, (7)])

cp({|x| = R}, {|x| < 2R}) ≥ Cp|{|x| ≤ R}|
3−p
3 . (B.7)

The constant Cp tends to the isoperimetric constant as p→ 1+, and in particular can be chosen
independently of p. Moreover, cp(∂Ω) tends to (4π)−1|∂Ω∗| as p→ 1+ by [FM22, Theorem 1.2].
Plugging (B.7) into (B.6), and exploiting the asymptotic flatness to estimate the volume of big
geodesic balls we are thus left with

MR ≥ (3− p) log(R)− C
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By the Harnack inequality Lemma B.1, recalling that wR
p = −(p− 1) log uRp , we have

wR
p (x) ≥ (3− p) log |x| − C. (B.8)

On the other hand, by [KN09, Theorem 1.1] the functions wR
p satisfy a gradient bound on each

compact set of {|x| < 2R} ∖ Ω. As in the proof of [KN09, Proposition 3.3], one can construct
a smooth barrier function v for any x0 ∈ ∂Ω. This function is independent of p, satisfies
v(x0) = 0, and wR

p ≤ v in a neighbourhood of x0. Coupling this information with the interior
gradient bound, we can pass to the limit as R → +∞ in any compact set of M ∖ Ω. The limit
wp is a (weak) solution to ∆pwp = |Dwp|p in M ∖ Ω, which agrees with 0 continuously on ∂Ω.
The lower bound (B.8) is preserved in the limit as R → +∞. Hence wp → +∞ as |x| → +∞.
Therefore, wp is a solution to (B.1) and in particular it satisfies

wp(x) ≥ (3− p) log |x| − C1,

where C1 > 0 not depending on p.
We are left to show the upper bound claimed in (B.3). Let mR = min{wp(x) | |x| = R}, where

wp is again the solution to (B.1). The comparison principle guarantees that {wp ≤ mR} ⊂
{|x| ≤ R}. Again by the monotonicity of p-capacities with respect to inclusion and (B.5), we
deduce that

emR cp(∂Ω) = cp(∂{wp ≤ mR}) ≤ cp({|x| = R}).
Applying the Harnack inequality as above, we deduce that

max
y∈{|x|=R}

wp(y) ≤ log(cp({|x| = R})) + C, (B.9)

for a constant C that does not depend on p. Now, the asymptotic behaviour of p-capacities at
infinity discussed in in [BFM22, Lemma 2.21] implies

lim
R→+∞

cp({|x| = R})
R3−p

= 1,

and that this limit is stable in p. Namely, the proof of [BFM22, Lemma 2.21] in fact shows that,
given ε > 0, there exists Rε > 0 independent of p > 1 such that

1− ε ≤ cp({|x| = R})
R3−p

≤ 1 + ε

for any R ≥ Rε. Plugging this piece of information into (B.9), we infer the upper bound in
(B.3). □

Consider a C 0-Asymptotically Flat complete Riemannian manifold (M, g) and a point o ∈M .
Slightly modifying the above proof, one can show that a weak solution wp to∆pwp = |Dwp|p on M ∖ {o},

wp(x) → −∞ as d(x, o) → 0,
wp(x) → +∞ as d(x, o) → +∞

(B.10)

exists and satisfies the bounds in (B.3) for constants C1,C2 that do not depend on p. Namely,
it suffices to replace uRp solving (B.4) with the p-Green’s function GR

p of {|x| < 2R} with pole
o ∈ {|x| < 2R}. The proof runs substantially the same. The only modification consists of using
a standard uniform lower bound on Gp instead of the barrier argument at ∂Ω (see e.g. [MRS22,
Corollary 2.8]). This bound follows from the Laplace comparison and the known asymptotics of
Gp at the pole.
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Remark B.3. Consider (wp)p>1 the family of solutions either of (B.10) if ∂M = ∅, or (B.1)
with Ω = ∂M . Using a gradient bound from [KN09; MRS22], we get a local uniform limit of
(wp)p>1 which is a weak IMCF. The weak IMCF satisfies the double bound (3.3), hence it solves
(2.2) or (1.2) starting at ∂M . In particular, C 0-Asymptotically flat manifolds are examples of
strongly 1-nonparabolic manifolds.

These results never take advantage of dimension 3, and can be carried out with obvious mod-
ifications in any dimension n ≥ 2.
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L. Mazzieri, Università degli Studi di Trento, via Sommarive 14, 38123 Povo (TN), Italy
Email address: lorenzo.mazzieri@unitn.it

https://doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnv395
https://doi.org/10.2307/2307183
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.cmp/1103919981
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.cmp/1103919981
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00526-024-02832-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00526-024-02832-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00526-024-02832-3
mailto:luca.benatti@dm.unipi.it
mailto:mattia.fogagnolo@unipd.it
mailto:lorenzo.mazzieri@unitn.it

	1. Introduction
	Perspectives
	Outline of the paper
	Acknowledgements

	2. Isoperimetric Riemannian Penrose Inequality
	2.1. The weak Inverse Mean Curvature Flow
	2.2. An asymptotic comparison Lemma.
	2.3. Proof of the Isoperimetric Penrose Inequality and of the Isoperimetric PMT

	3. Application to Asymptotically Schwarzschildian manifolds
	3.1. The weak IMCF on Asymptotically Flat Riemannian manifolds
	3.2. Riemannian Penrose Inequality on Asymptotically Schwarzschildian manifolds

	4. Riemannian Penrose Inequality for the ADM mass
	4.1. Preliminaries on Linear Potential Theory
	4.2. Sharp integral asymptotic estimates for harmonic functions
	4.3. Boundedness of the 2-Hawking mass
	4.4. From the Isoperimetric mass to the ADM mass

	Appendices
	A. Generalised de l'Hôpital's rule
	B. Stable two-sided bounds for the p-capacitary potential
	References

