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A new spinorial strategy for the construction of geometric inequalities involving the Arnowitt-Deser-
Misner (ADM) mass of black hole systems in general relativity is presented. This approach is based
on a second order elliptic equation (the approximate twistor equation) for a valence 1 Weyl spinor.
This has the advantage over other spinorial approaches to the construction of geometric inequalities
based on the Sen-Witten-Dirac equation that it allows to specify boundary conditions for the two
components of the spinor. This greater control on the boundary data has the potential of giving
rise to new geometric inequalities involving the mass. In particular, it is shown that the mass is
bounded from below by an integral functional over a marginally outer trapped surface (MOTS)
which depends on a freely specifiable valence 1 spinor. From this main inequality, by choosing
the free data in an appropriate way, one obtains a new nontrivial bounds of the mass in terms of
the inner expansion of the MOTS. The analysis makes use of a new formalism for the 1 + 1 4 2

decomposition of spinorial equations.

PACS numbers: 04.20.Ex,04.70.Bw,04.20.Jb

I. INTRODUCTION

Geometric inequalities are a prime example of the rich
interplay between general relativity and geometric anal-
ysis. They relate quantities with a clear physical content
with geometric structures of the spacetime. In particu-
lar, they provide important qualitative insight into fun-
damental aspects of black holes.

The most fundamental geometric inequality in general
relativity is, without doubt, the so-called positivity of the
ADM mass. Although a proof of this result (for axially
symmetric spacetimes) can be found in the work of Brill
% a first general proof was obtained by Schoen and Yau

, @] using methods of geometric analysis. An alter-
native proof, using spinorial methods, was later given by
Witten HE] An extension of this last result, showing
the positivity of the mass for black hole spacetimes was
given in ﬂﬂ] Technical aspects of the spinorial proof, in-
cluding the existence of solutions of the boundary value
problem for the Sen-Witten-Dirac equation have been ad-
dressed in [18,[27]). A further refinement of the positivity
of the mass is given the so-called Penrose inequality. It
provides a lower bound of the mass of a black hole in
terms of (the square root of) its area—see e.g. Mﬁ]—and
is closely related to the Cosmic Censorship conjecture.
The Penrose inequality has only been rigorously proved
in the so-called Riemannian case (i.e. when the initial
hypersurface is time symmetric)—see M], also M] for a
survey on the subject. This proof makes use of powerful
methods of geometric analysis to study the properties of
a geometric flow. In the case of axisymmetric black holes,
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alternative bounds for the mass in terms of the angular
momentum (mass-angular momentum inequalities) have
been analysed and rigorously proven [1, [9]—see also [10]
for a review on the subject.

The proof of the positivity of the mass for black holes
in M] suggests that it may be possible to make use of
(an extension of) Witten’s strategy to obtain non-trivial
bounds on the mass and, in particular, obtain a proof
the general Penrose inequality. Indeed, a Penrose-like
inequality has been obtained in ﬂﬂ] by this approach—
however, the classical Penrose inequality remains, so far,
unproven. One of the main advantages of the spinorial
approach to the construction of geometric inequalities is
that it leads to conceptually clearer arguments. For a 4-
dimensional spacetime, the existence of a spin structure
does not introduce any additional restrictions, so working
in the setting of asymptotically flat (or Schwarzschildean)
hypersurfaces, one can obtain bounds on the mass di-
rectly from the existence of solution of a certain spinorial
equation. However, the resulting inequality will depend
heavily on the boundary conditions.

Witten’s argument for the positivity of the mass makes
use of an integral identity for a spinor field k4 over a 3-
dimensional hypersurface S. This identity contains both
bulk and boundary integrals. One part of the bulk in-
tegrals is manifestly non-negative while the rest can be
eliminated if k4 satisfies the Sen-Witten-Dirac equation
DaBkp = 0 (see below for an explanation of the no-
tation). If suitable asymptotic conditions for x4 are
prescribed then the boundary integral at infinity can be
shown to be related to the mass. Thus, in order to obtain
a non-trivial bound on the latter one is left with the task
of identifying conditions on the inner (black hole) bound-
ary which ensure the solvability of the Sen-Witten-Dirac
equation and such that the inner boundary integral is
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non-negative—e.g. it involves the area. As the analyses
in ﬂﬂ, , ] show, a limitation of Witten’s strategy is
that the Sen-Witten-Dirac equation is first order elliptic
and thus, roughly speaking one can only prescribe one of
the components of k4.

Main results. In this paper we develop a different
spinorial framework for the study of geometric inequal-
ities involving the ADM mass which addresses the dif-
ficulties in Witten’s approach of prescribing boundary
data. This strategy builds on the analysis of the so-
called approximate twistor equation introduced in ﬂ]
The approximate twistor equation is a second order el-
liptic equation for a Weyl spinor x4 on a 3-dimensional
asymptotically Euclidean manifold, which is assumed to
be a hypersurface of a vacuum spacetime (M, gqp). Us-
ing suitably constructed solutions to the boundary value
problem for the approximate twistor equation we find
that for a MOTS one has the inequality
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where m denotes the ADM mass of the spacetime
(M, gap) and Hlpa, ¢a] is the Nester-Witten functional
over the MOTS evaluated on a freely specifiable spinor
¢ 4 over the 2-surface. This master inequality can be used
as the starting point for the systematic construction of
geometric inequalities involving the mass. In particu-
lar, a new proof of the positivity of the mass for black
holes follows directly from the above inequality. A couple
of further examples of inequalities which follow directly
from the master inequality are provided in the main text.

k= 81G/c?,

A substantial part of the calculations in this article
have been carried out in the suite of packages xAct
for tensor and spinor manipulations in Mathematica
ﬂﬁ] In particular, we have profited from the package
SpinFrames allowing computations in the NP and GHP
formalisms.

Organisation of the article. This paper is organized
as follows. In Sec. II we establish the framework of 141+
2 space—spinor formalism in which we are working. Next
section is dedicated to the approximate twistor equation,
which together with the appropriate boundary condition
will be used in Sec. IV to establish a new bound on the
ADM mass of the initial data. The role of appendices
is to clarify the arguments used in the main body of the

paper.

Notation and conventions. In the following, 4-
dimensional metrics are taken to have signature (4+ —
——). Consequently, Riemannian 3- and 2-dimensional
metrics are taken to be negative definite. When conve-
nient, we expand spinorial expressions using the Geroch-
Held-Penrose (GHP) formalism. In using spinors and the
GHP formalism, we follow the conventions of @] The
Einstein field equations are given by G, = kT4, where
as usual k = 87G/ct.

II. THE 1+ 1+ 2 SPACE-SPINOR FORMALISM

Consider initial data sets (S, hi;, K;;) for the vacuum
Einstein field equations satisfying in the asymptotic re-
gion the conditions

hij == (1 * 2Tm) 0ij + 0se(r %), (1a)
Kij = 00 (r—°/?), (1b)

with 72 = (21)? + (2?)? + (2)?, (21, 2% 23) asymp-
totically Cartesian coordinates and m the ADM mass.
Initial data sets of this type are called asymptotically
Schwarzschildean. In addition, it is assumed that S has
one inner boundary 9S ~ S2.

The 1 + 1 + 2 spinor formalism is inspired by the 2-
dimensional Sen connection introduced in ﬂﬂ] which uses
SL(2,C) spinors. Here we adapt these ideas to SU(2,C)
spinors (the so-called space spinors first introduced in
[30]) which allows to work only with spinors with un-
primmed indices. A discussion of the space spinor for-
malism can be found in [35] —see also [1.

A. Basic setting

Let 744" and pAA/ denote, respectively the spinorial
counterpart of the (timelike) normal to the hypersurface
S and the (spacelike) normal to S on §. We consider
spinor dyads {o?, 14} such that

TAA/TBA, = 5AB — TAA/TAAI =2,

paapPh = =048 = paap = -2.
The/ spinors 7':4A/ and pAA/ are Hermitian. We require
TAA an<,i p24" to be orthogonal to each other—that is,
TAA/pAA = O./ The complexr metric can now be defined
as yAB = 84 paar. 1t follows from the definition that

vaPvB¢ =64,

Because of the orthogonality of 744" and pAA/ the com-
plex metric is a symmetric spinor, yap = Y(aB)-

The projector to the 2-dimensional surface 9S admits
the alternative expressions

’

Ha B8 = Pys @ TQQ/BB

BB’ BB’
+

Bs B _ 1 1
=0470a" — 3TAAT SPAAP

=3(64704 7 — 7434 "),
where

’ ’ 1 ’
Py =064864"7 + §PAA’PBB ;

i ’ 1 7
TAA/BB = 6A36A/B — ETAA/TBB

denote, respectivgly, the prlojectors to the distributions
generated by pA4" and 744



Several of the calculations simplify if one makes use of
an adapted spin dyad {04, t4} with 0404 = 1 such that
04 =ty and T4 = —o04, where ~ denotes the Hermitian
conjugation. We have

’ ’ ’
A = oo AT,

It then follows that
pAA' — oAgA _ LAZA’,

YAB = 0AlB + OBLA.

The above construction, restricted to the 2-dimensional
surface dS still allows the freedom of a rotation

9 A A

o e o, A e A,

If one defines, following standard conventions, compo-
nents of a spinor k4 with respect to {04, t4} by
Ko = 0%k A, k1 =14k,
then
KA = RgOA + RilA.

B. The 3-dimensional and 2-dimensional Sen
connections

The 3-dimensional and 2-dimensional Sen connections
are defined, respectively, by

Daakc = Tan PP Vppise, (2a)
@AAIKCEHAA/BB,VBB/Hc. (Qb)

One can use the spinor 744" to obtain SU(2,C) (i.e.
space spinor) versions of the the above derivatives. More
precisely, one has

Dap =7(5" Dayar, DPap =7" Payar-

From the above expressions one can derive the following
alternative expressions:

Dapkc = T(BA Vayake, DPap = ”YBQW(APDQ)P-

Moreover, one has the decompositions

Vaa = 2144 P — 794 Dag,
Dap =Pap — 748D,
where
P=7"Vau, P =v*PDyp

are directional derivatives in the direction of 744/ and
YAB, respectively.

C. The extrinsic curvature

Following the standard definition adapted to the
present setting, the Weingarten spinor associated with
generator 744" is given by

C/
Kapcep =70~ DapTocr

We will assume that distribution is integrable, i.e.
Kapcp corresponds to the extrinsic curvature of a hy-
persurface orthogonal to A4 This is equivalent to the
condition

c 1
Kac™ B = 5Keas,

where K = K 454 is the mean curvature of S and e 4 5 is
the antisymmetric spinor generating symplectic bilinear
form. It will also be convenient to introduce a complete
symmetrisation of extrinsic curvature, Qapcop. It can be
defined by the following relation

1
Kapop =Qapcep — 5Keac€p)b-

D. Levi-Civita connections

The spinor form of the induced metric h;; on S can be

obtained from the projector T4 4- B8 l by removing primed
indices using the spinor 744/. After using the Jacobi
identity for € 4p one finds that

hapcp = —€Ac€p)B-
One can verify that
hascp = hcpas,
hagpep = hapycp = hapcp)y = haB)cp)-

Similarly, from II4 488" a calculation readily gives the
expression
0OABCD = %(EACEBD +7acYBD)

for the induced metric o, on dS. To obtain this last
expression it has been used that Yap = —vap.

Let Dap and I 4 denote, respectively, the SU(2,C)
form of the Levi-Civita connection of the metrics hy, and
oap- One has that

Dapecp =0, D apecp =0.

In addition,

Dapyep = 0.

The relation between the Sen and Levi-Civita connec-
tions can be worked out using the standard tricks—see
e.g. [26]. One finds that

Dapnc = Dapmc + %KABCQWQ,

DPapmc = Papmc + Qap®cmo,



where, for convenience, we have defined the transition
spinor

c_ o __1 c
QaD = —3“DPap1e”.
Using the GHP formalism [13, 26] one can arrive at
/
QABCD = 0°040B0COD + OLALBLCLD
/
—POAOBLCLD — P LALBOCOD.

The Levi-Civita covariant derivatives are real in the
sense that

—

Dapme = —Dag7e, Dapme = —Dapc.

This implies the following formulas for Hermitian conju-
gation of Sen derivatives:

N DA
Daprc = —Dapnic + Kapc~ 7D,

Dapmc = —Paphc + (QABCD + QABCD> TD.

Finally observe that a direct computation gives

leBoc = a0A0B0c — PBLalBoc,
lDABLc = BLalplc — Q0A0BLC.

However, computing the Hermitian conjugate of the first
expression one readily has that

Dapto = —awapio + Boaopie.
Hence, one concludes that
a+B=Q
This relation leads to the formula

(lﬁAcDBC - ]Z)BCIZ)AC) kB = (pp' — o0’ +W3) kA,

satisfied in the vacuum spacetime.

It is worth noticing that the condition a.+ 3 = 0, which
needs to be imposed to ensure the reality of I) 45, im-
plies that this connection is generally not Levi-Civita.
However, since it is introduced here in a similar natural
way to the 3-dimensional Levi-Civita connection (com-
pare the formulas for the transition spinors Qspcp and
Kapcp), we will assume that o + 3 = 0 holds on the
boundary 05 and treat it as a gauge condition. By do-
ing so, we can consider ) 45 as a Levi-Civita connec-
tion. Further discussion on this matter will be moved
elsewhere.

E. MOTS

Let [* and k“ denote future-oriented null vectors span-
ning the normal bundle to S and such that [k, = 1.
The expansions associated to [* and k® are defined, re-
spectively, by

0t = oV 1y, 0~ = o™V, k.

Our conventions are that (* denotes an outgoing null vec-
tor whereas k% is an ingoing one. The 2-surface 0S is said
to be a MOTS if 67 = 0 and 6~ < 0. Let 44" and k44’
denote the spinorial counterparts of (* and k%. A natural
choice for [* and k% is given by

=5 +p%), k=51 = p%),

so that

JAA _ JAGA

4 ’
o RAA Az

, )

A computation then shows that in terms of the GHP
formalism one has that

0 =—p—p, O =—p —p.

In the present setting one has, moreover, that both p and
o are real (see [26], Proposition 4.14.2) so that, in fact,
one has that

ot = —2p, 0~ =—2p'. (3)

The contraction @47 cp will play an important role in
the sequel. An expansion in terms of the dyad readily
shows that

Qa"Bp =poats —p' Laos,
If p and p’ are real, then it readily follows that
Qa"sp=—(popta—p tpoa) = —Qg" ap.
Observing that

1 1
OAlLB = E'YAB + §€AB

one obtains the more convenient expression

1 1
Qa%Bc = §(P —p')vaB + §(p+ peap.

In particular, for a MOTS one has

1
Qa%pc = 5/)/ (€eaB —7AB) -

III. THE APPROXIMATE TWISTOR
EQUATION

Let &1, 63 denote, respectively, the spaces of valence
1 and 3 symmetric spinors over the hypersurface S. One
defines the spatial twistor operator
T:6; —)63, T(H)ABC:D(ABHC)-
The operator T can be easily shown to be overdeter-

mined elliptic. The equation D4prc)y = 0 arises from
the space-spinor decomposition of the twistor equation



Varakp =0 ﬂ] The formal adjoint of T, to be de-
noted by T*, is given by

T : 63 = 64, T*(()a = DPCupc— PP (pep.

The operator T* can be shown to be underdetermined
elliptic. The approzimate twistor equation follows from
considering the composition operator L = T*oT : &; —
&, and is given by

L(ka) = DPDapkcy — QU PDperp =0.  (4)

By construction the operator given by equation (@) is
formally self-adjoint elliptic—i.e. L* = L. Given a so-
lution k4 to equation (@), it is convenient to define the
spinors 4 = %DAQAQ and {apc = Diapkc) encoding
the independent components of the derivative Dapkc.
Moreover, set (4 = é A. A key observation is the follow-
ing: if k4 satisfies L(k4) = 0, then using the properties
of the Hermitian conjugation one has that L({4) = 0.

In the following we consider solutions to equation ()
with an asymptotic behaviour of the form

KA = (1+%)$ABOB+OOO(T71/2) (5)

where given some asymptotically Cartesian coordinates
z = (x) we set

1 ( b+ iz? —z3 )

T = — .
AB \/§ —z? —z! +iz?
A

and the spinor o is part of a normalised spin dyad
{04, 1"} adapted to S—that is, 14 = 6. A computation
reveals that

ea=(1-")oa+onlr), (60)
3m _
DaBéc) = —5,3%(ABOC) T 0 (r°?). (6b)

A. Relation to the ADM mass

Central to our analysis is the functional
Ilka] = / DaplcyDAB(Cdp > 0,
s

first considered in [2]. If L(k4) = 0 then integrating by
parts it is possible to rewrite I[k 4] in terms of boundary
integrals at the sphere at infinity (0S~) and the inner
boundary (9S):

As a consequence of the asymptotic expansions (Gal)-(6h)
the integral over 0S,, can be shown to equal 4wm. Thus,
it follows that

47Tm2‘7§ nABCcD(ABCC)dS. (7)
oS

napCeDABCOAS— ]f napCeDABCOIS,
oS

oo

B. A boundary value problem

The inequality (7)) suggests considering boundary con-
ditions of the form (4 = ¢4 where ¢4 is a smooth, freely
specifiable spinorial field over dS. Written in terms of
K 4 one obtains the condition

DAQKQ = —%(JSA, on OS. (8)
The approximate twistor equation together with the
above transverse boundary condition can be shown to sat-
isfy the Lopatinskij-Shapiro compatibility conditions—see
e.g. B, @] It follows that the boundary value problem
over S given by (@) and () is elliptic. In the following we
consider solutions to the associated boundary value prob-
lem with the asymptotic behaviour (@) and the Ansatz

HA:/OQA—F@A, HAEHE:[/Q (9)

with /4 given by the leading term in (&) and where H 3
with s € Z* and B € R denotes the weighted L? Sobolev
spaces. We follow the conventions for these spaces set in
[]. In view of the decay conditions (I&)- (D) the elliptic
operator L is asymptotically homogeneous —see ,&]
This is the standard assumption on elliptic operators on
asymptotically Euclidean manifolds.

C. Solvability of the boundary value problem

To discuss the solvability of the approximate twistor
equation we need to consider Green’s identity for the ap-
proximate twistor operator L. That is,

/L(KA)ﬁAdu—/mAL(wA)du
S S
:% (D(ABlic)nABﬁ'c—
oS

where in the above expression it has explicitly been used
that L is self-adjoint. The first task is to rewrite the
boundary conditions in terms of the boundary opera-
tor D4%kq so that one can identify the natural adjoint
boundary conditions. One aims for an identity of the
form

nABncb,(;];ﬂ'\c)) ds,

LL(HA)ﬁAdu—/nAmdu

S

_ és (B(AA)frA - /-;AB*(WA)) ds,

where B is some natural boundary operator yet to be
identified and B* is its formal adjoint over dS. Now,
the decomposition of the 3-dimensional Sen connection
yields

V2D apkoyn®P7 = Prei® + EayAer©.



A further computation shows that the normal derivative
Dke can be expressed in terms of &4 and the intrinsic
derivative P 4%kq as

Prc = 217D prq — 31c%0.
Combining the above expressions one obtains
Dapkoyn*Pa =2 (WCPPQPHQfTC - 70P5Pﬁ0> -
For convenience, define the boundary operator
B(ra) = —V2yaTep = — 227, 7D prg.

Notice that £4 = 0 if and only if B(k4) = 0. Thus, one
can write

Diaproyn™P7C = (Blre) + V210 P pre) 7€

A similar calculation as before shows that

nABACD(ABwC) = —x¢ (B(ﬂ'c) + \/E”YCP%QPTFQ).

Thus, one finds that
/ L(ka)7?dp — / HAL/(Ed/L
s s

B ]gs (B(FJA)%A - HAB(WA)) dS+1,

where

I=v2 (vePPpOroi© + Ky PP pOmg)ds.
oS

In order to simplify the integral I it is convenient to write
the 2-dimensional Sen connection D p in terms of the
Levi-Civita connection D g as

_ g
- 9
Dapkc = Daprc +Qap®cks

where Q 4p” ¢ is the associated transition spinor between
the connections. It follows then, after some calculations,
that

I=V2 - (veP D pPror© + ke Pphg
+79cPQp¥ grsi® — KOy QP97 g7ts)dS,
= \/5%98 (- e koD p?7Y + ke D phg
+107 QP grsit” — k" QpP gtis)dS,
where in the second equality integration by parts on a
manifold without boundary has been used on the first

integrand. Remarkably, using the Jacobi identity for esp
one has that

WCPﬁQlﬁPQfTC = —VQP“QﬂpchC,

from where one concludes that
I=V2¢ (1cPQp¥qrsi® — kP Qp%ns)dS.
9S8

Thus, the integrand in I contains no differential operators
acting on k¢ or #¢. Accordingly, the boundary operator
B is, up to the vanishing of I, self-adjoint. Now, it can
be shown that, in fact, one has that

Qalsp=—-Qp"ap =poatp — plraog, (10)

where the GHP coefficients p and p’ are closely related
to the expansions of the boundary 0S—see [@). From
the expression ([I0) one readily concludes that I = 0.
Consequently, it follows that

B*(ma) = B(mwa).

Hence, we conclude that the boundary operator B is self-
adjoint.

Substituting the Ansatz (@) into the approximate
Killing spinor equation () one obtains the following in-
homogeneous equation for 64:

L(@A) = FA, FA = —L(/OQA). (11)

As by construction Daphc) € HE%/Q, one concludes
that Fla € H> /2 To analyse the solvability of equation
(1) we make use of a boundary value problem version
of the Fredholm alternative adapted to weighted Sobolev
spaces—see e.g. M] More precisely, as L and B are

self-adjoint, one has that
L(@A) = Fly, with B(@A)bg =G2a (12)

has a solution if and only if

/ Farddp+ ¢ Gar?dS =0,
S o8
for all vy € H31/2 such that
L(VA) =0, with B(VA)|35 =0. (13)

Thus, in the following we analyse the conditions under
which the adjoint problem ([3) has a trivial Kernel.

D. Analysis of the Kernel of the adjoint problem

From the ellipticity of the operator (L,B) it follows
that the Kernel of the boundary value problem (I3)) is fi-
nite dimensional. Assume one has v4 € Hil /2 satisfying
([@3)). Using integration by parts and the fall-off of v,4 it
follows that

/D(ABVC)DABVCdMZj{ n*PrED apreydS
S oS

= Hlva, 7p] > 0, (14)



where following the discussion in the introduction we
write

H[VA,DB/] = f ﬁCWCP'pQPVQdS >0
oS

and to obtain the second equality we have used the iden-
tity

nAPoCD yprey = (Bve) + V2re PP prg) 0. (15)

Crucial in the sequel is that the eigenspinors of the 2-
dimensional (Levi-Civita) Dirac operator PP avp form
a base of the space of smooth valence 1 spinors over 0S
which is orthonormal with respect to L? inner product
induced by the Hermitian conjugation—this follows from
the ellipticity and self-adjointness of the operator—see
e.g. [11, 12, 21]. Now, if the Kernel of (L,B) is non-
trivial, it must contain spinors whose restriction to 9S are
eigenspinors of the 2-dimensional Dirac operator. Now,
if DB vp = Avy then for a MOTS (p = 0, p' > 0) a
calculation readily gives that

H[VA, DB/] = /\f QC’YCPVpdS
oS

1
+—j§ o' (0P vp — 1%vc)dS.
2 Jos

The reality of H[va, 7p/] and the fact that the eigenvalue
A is purely imaginary (i.e. A = —\) imply

A]f 7CyePvpdS = 0.
oS

From the latter and making use of the expansion vy =
Vota — V104, one concludes that

0 S H[I/A,DB/] = —% p/|l/0|2dS.
as

This can only occur, for p’ > 0, if v4 = 0 over 9S.
It follows then from (I4) that if OS is a MOTS then
Dapvcy =0 on S. That is, v4 is a solution to the spa-
tial twistor equation that goes to zero at infinity. Using
Proposition 5 in [3] then it follows that 14 = 0 on S. This
implies that there are no obstructions to the existence of
solutions to the system ([[2)). The previous argument can
be summarised in the following:

Proposition. If p' > 0 and p = 0 over S, then the
boundary value problem

L(rka) =0, B(ra)las = V2yal op,

with ¢4 a smooth spinorial field over OS admits a unique
solution of the form (@). Accordingly, there exists a
spinor Ca such that in the asymptotic end it satisfies

Ca = —(1 — %)LA +on (r32).

The above proposition holds even in the case that dS has
several connected components each one being a MOTS
—that is, in the case (S, hij, K;j) is a multiple back hole
initial data set.

E. Main inequality in terms of boundary data

The right-hand side of the main inequality () can be
written in terms of the boundary data. The key obser-
vation is that the boundary condition é A = ¢4 together
with the the approximate twistor equation () and its
alternative form

1
DB Dpekia + QapepDECRP + gKDABnB =0 (16)

allow to systematically eliminate all the transverse
derivatives Pkc in the integral over 9S. We can write
the right-hand side of main inequality as

1 j{ o
— YapCcDABE()AS
V2 Jas

1 n R
=51 S (¢DQABCD + §¢A0¢B> ds

2

3 ¢“PécdS.
08

The alternative form of the approximate twistor equation
given by equation ([I6]) yields

1 1 -
DBCpoa —DAPep + §7AB¢§B + §K¢A
+ QapcpDPKP =0,

but from approximate twistor equation the first and the
last terms cancels each other out, so that

Péc = —27c*PuPép — Ky éa.

After performing integration by parts, the main inequal-
ity () reads

Arm > V2 ¢ A yaPPpoodsS.
oS

IV. MASS INEQUALITIES

We are now ready to state the main result of this paper.
Given a hypersurface S and smooth spinor ¢4 defined
over a MOTS OS one has that

dxm > %H[m,w, (17)
where
H{pa, pa] = v b ¢ aPPpepCds.

Given two spinors k4 and wy, the functional H[ka,wp]
coincides with the Nester-Witten functional—see e.g.
ﬂE, , @]—which plays a role in various quasilocal en-
ergy constructions. If the spinor ¢a could be chosen in
such a way that H[k 4, wp]| is manifestly non-negative, one



would have obtained a mnon-trivial bound on the ADM
mass of the black hole. Consequently, inequality () can
be used as the starting point for the construction of new
geometric inequalities involving the mass. As examples
of interesting choices of ¢ 4 consider:

(i) The simple choice ¢4 = 0 over JS leads to a new proof
of the positivity of the mass of a black hole, i.e. m > 0.

(i) Choosing ¢4 to be an eigenspinor of the 2-
dimensional Dirac operator, i.e. D,Bop = A4, it fol-
lows from the fact that the eigenvalue must be pure imag-
inary, i.e. A = —)\, and the reality of H[¢, ¢.a/] that

f 160[2dS = f 16128, (18)
oS oS

Moreover, inequality (I7) takes the form
dwm > ﬁf P |¢o|?dS. (19)
a8

Now, on generic topological spheres the eigenspace asso-
ciated to a given eigenvalue is 2-dimensional. The pair
{da, (JBA} can be shown to be a basis of the eigenspace and
to be non-zero everywhere on S see e.g. [16], Theo-
rems 6.2.5 and 6.2.6. Now, choosing the (pointwise) nor-

malisation ¢4 = 1, it readily follows from [I8) that

fas 60[2dS = 1[os],

where |0S]| denotes the area of 9S. Combining this last
observation with inequality (1) one concludes that

\/_ . /
/ > .
™m (mmp)|38|

It is worth to notice that for a MOTS p’ coincides with
the mean curvature h of the 0.5, such that this inequality
is equivalent with

drm > @(min h) |0S].
2 oS

To the author’s best knowledge, this inequality is new.

(iii) Relation to the area variation [34]. Let Haa =
piata + p'oaoa denote the spinorial counterpart of the
mean curvature vector to dS. The variation of the area
|0S] in the direction of a vector v on M is given by the
formula

5U|8S| = —f UAA,HAA/dS,
oS

where v44" is the spinorial counterpart of v*. In the

space-spinor formalism the mean curvature vector reads

Hap = —pLaop + p'oats.

Making the choice ¢4 = —dota (i.e. ¢1 = 0) one then
has that

N 1
VAB = —QadB) = §|¢0|27AB

can be interpreted as the spinorial counterpart of the
(outwardpointing) radial vector to dS. For this choice
the right-hand side of (7)) for a MOTS can be written
in terms of a variation of its area with respect to flow
generated by v®. More precisely, one has that

4rm > 2v/26,]08).

For the sake of simplicity, the above statements have
been formulated for dS consisting of a single connected
component. However, the methods presented here also
applies to an inner boundary consisting of several com-
ponents, each one with the topology of S? and satisfying
the MOTS condition.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this article we have developed a new strategy for
the construction of geometric inequalities involving the
ADM mass of a black hole spacetime. This approach re-
lies heavily on the use of spinors and has the remarkable
property of allowing the specification of the two compo-
nents of a valence-1 spinor ¢4 defined over a MOTS. The
use of the MOTS condition is central in the solvability of
the boundary value problem for the approxmate twistor
equation. However, it is not necessary in the argument
showing that the rigth-hand side of inequality (I7)) can
be expressed purely in terms of boundary data.

The main question is whether the methods developed
in this article can be used to make inroads towards a
general proof of Penrose’s inequality. In ﬂﬂ] Witten’s ap-
proach to the positivity of the mass was used to obtain a
Penrose-like inequality—i.e. an inequality involving the
ADM mass and the square root of the area which, in ad-
dition, contains further constant which is hard to control
given the rigidity in the specification of boundary data.
The main idea in that article was to study the change
of the mass under conformal rescalings of the 3-metric.
A similar strategy can be followed with the framework
presented in the present article. The further flexibility
given by the possibility of prescribing full boundary data
could prove crucial in controlling constants appearing in
the analysis.

Finally, it is pointed out that it would also be interest-
ing to analyse whether the methods in this article can be
adapted to settings with different asymptotic boundary
conditions—e.g. hyperboloidal ones so that a connection
with the Bondi mass can be established.

The ideas expressed in the previous paragraphs will be
pursued elsewhere.
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VI. APPENDIX
A. Irreducible decompositions

Given a spinor k4 define
éa = 2D A%, §apc = Dapkc)-
One then has the decomposition

Daptic = Eapc — §aem)c-

B. Integration by parts

Integration by parts on the 3-manifold S with respect
to the Sen connection D4p is carried out according to
the identity

/ DapreABCdu = ]f FAmRCCABOdS
u ou

+/ k9 (QcABPCapp — DABapc)dp,
u

with 4 C S and where dS denotes the area element of
OU, nap its outward pointing ("outside” of U) normal
and (apc is an arbitrary symmetric spinor.

Integration by parts on dS proceeds in the same lines
as on S with the added simplification of not giving rise
to boundary terms. Thus, for symmetric spinors k4 and
Capc one has that

DaprcCtBCds = —]{ kel apCtPeds.
a5 a5

In some cases it is necessary to use integration by parts on
expressions involving components. The following identi-
ties have been proven in m]

7{ xondS = —7{ noxdS
oS oS

if the GHP types of x and n add up to {—1,1}, and

]{ x0'ndS = —7{ nd' xdS
88 0S

if the type of x and 1 add up to {1,—1}.

C. Commutators

Several of the calculations require the commutators be-
tween the various covariant derivatives. The commutator
between the 3-dimensional Sen connection on an hyper-
surface, assuming the vacuum Einstein field equations
hold, can be expressed as

[Das,Deplie = 5(eacOpys + €5 cOpya) ke
+KcpoaPr) ke — KapgcDPp)®ke,

see e.g. @], where U4 p denotes the usual Penrose box—
see ﬂﬁ] Now, using the above commutator one can write

DagDp® = %EABDPQDPQ + Auap
where
Aup =DeaDp)°.

A calculation using the expression for [D4 g, Dop] readily
yields that

Auaprc =0apkc—KapgpDP"kc—Kpajg  Dr)“ke.
One can rewrite the action of Asp as
Aup = 304 — $QappeD " + LK Dap.

Similarly, for the 2-dimensional Sen connection one can

define
AB
A = wABﬁ )
In particular, we have that

¢CA¢BC = %EABA + Aap.

AAB = pc(AﬁB)c-

D. The Lopatinskij-Shapiro conditions

To establish the compatibility of the approximate
twistor equation and the transverse boundary condition-
none needs to consider the so-called Lopatinskij-Shapiro
conditions—see e.g. ﬂg, @] Using the decomposition of
Dap in terms of P and P45, the principal part of the
approximate twistor equation takes the form

P
'DPQ'DPQKA = ﬁ QﬁpQﬁA - %¢2"$Au (20)

while for the transverse boundary condition one gets

P
D akp =D akp — 297 aDrp. (21)

In a neighbourhood of 0S8 one chooses coordinates so
that the location of the boundary is given by the condi-
tion p = 0 and P = 9,,. To verify the Lopatinskij-Shapiro
conditions one considers decaying solutions to the auxil-
iary ordinary differential equations problem

Ky —2|¢ka =0,

(7" ar’p — 2i€" akp) =0 =0,

(22a)
(22b)



obtained from the principal parts (20) and (21I)) by the
replacements P ', D5 — i€ap where E4p = §(AB)
is an arbitrary non-zero real rank 2 spinor —i.e. é AB =
—Eap, |E]? = €pEPQ, v BEsp = 0. Moreover, ’ denotes
differentiation with respect to p. The decaying solutions
of equation (22al) are given by

_ 2
KA = KAsC €] 2

where k44 1s constant. Substitution of the latter into
equation (22D)) leads to the condition

(2i§PA + ”YPA|§|2)I€P* =0 on oS,

from which, taking into account that both {45 and vap
are real spinors, it follows that k4, = 0. Thus, the ap-
proximate twistor equation with the transverse boundary
condition satisfies the Lopatinskij-Shapiro condition, so
the associated boundary value problem is elliptic.

E. Proofs of various properties of the Kernel of the
adjoint problem

1. The Kernel of (L, B) includes the Kernel of D

To show that an element of the kernel of the adjoint
problem is also a solution to the Sen-Witten-Dirac equa-
tion one starts by considering the L?-norm of the Sen-
Witten-Dirac operator acting on the element of the Ker-
nel of (L, B). Then, using integration by parts it follows
that

OS/DABVBDAcucd;L
S
:% I)CnAC'DABVBdS—% I)CnACDABVBdS
oS 0S80

+/ (ﬁcDACDABuB — %KﬁADABuB)dM.
S

Now, the boundary integral at S vanishes as a conse-
quence of B(v4) = 0 while that at the sphere at infinity
also vanishes as 74D4% ¢ = o(r~?) in the asymptotic
end. Now, making use of the decomposition

DacDp® = LecpA+ Acs

one has, further, that
/DABVBDACVCdu = %/ v° Avedp
S S
—/ QCACBquu + %/ KﬁcDCBVBd,u.
S S
Observing that in vacuum one has

1 K
Acpr? = —§QCBADDADVB + §DCBVB

10

and using the expression for Avg = DapD*Pre given
by the approximate Killing spinor equation one concludes
that the right-hand side of the last equality vanishes and
thus

/ DAPvDACYadp =0
S

so that D4Brg =0on S.

F. Properties of the 2-dimensional
Sen-Witten-Dirac operator

A calculation readily shows that in GHP notation the
equation P AB vp = 0 implies that

vy +pv1 =0,

81/1 + p/ vy = 0.
Using the methods of the Appendix in HE] one can show
that if either p = 0 or p’ = 0 then necessarily vy =11 =0
so that v4 = 0—that is, the Kernel of ﬁABVB is trivial.

Now, a computation readily shows that

P iPrpds — jf

oS

(P amp — 2Q5C aci®)rAdS
oS

so that D ,Bvp is not self-adjoint unless p = p’ = 0.
Expanding the adjoint operator

DaPrp —2Q4Pcrp
in terms of a dyad yields the components
6/7T0 — P71,
am — p'mo.
Of particular interest in the present analysis is the

eigenvaule problem for the 2-dimensional Sen-Witten-
Dirac operator—i.e.

DPAPrp = Nea.

Applying the operator once more and integrating gives

jf HOPBD pradS = A2 jf
o8

aS

kekCdS.

Integration by parts plus some further manipulations
eventually leads to

05§ (P anr) (P no)as
oS
ST ésqfeoﬁ + lra[?)ds

#2204 (olal? + ).
a8

From the above inequality it follows the (classic) obser-
vation that if p = p’ = 0 then the eigenvalues of the Dirac
operator are pure imaginary. If, for example, p = 0 and
p' > 0 (MOTS) then this is no longer true a the eigen-
values are general complex numbers.



G. Nester—Witten functional

Sparling’s form is defined as
T\, in') = Ve AaVee fiadzd AdzBB Ad2CC
It is Hermitian in the sense that
T4, i) = T(Aa, i)

In vacuum Sparling’s form is exact—i.e. du = I for some
2-form u = u,,dz* A dz¥. This 2-form is used, in turn,
to define the Nester-Witten functional over a 2-surface
dS via

2
H[)\R,ﬂs/] = —% uwj(}\,ﬂ)dfb‘u Adax”.
oS

KR

11

In @] it has been shown that the above functional can
be rewritten as

_ 2 _R'g s
H[AR, fis'] = E}é S i P ¢ AsdS,
S

A calculation shows that, in terms of SU (2, C) (i.e. space
spinors), the above expression is equivalent to

2 s
HARr, fisr] = — ﬁs Ar° TP p® psdS.

KR

[1] A. Ashtekar. Lectures on non-perturbative canonical grav-
ity. World Scientific, 1991.

[2] T. Béackdahl and J. A. Valiente Kroon. Approximate
twistors and positive mass. Class. Quantum Grav.,
28:075010, 2011.

[3] T. Bédckdahl and J. A. Valiente Kroon. The ”non-
kerrness” of domains of outer communication of black
holes and exteriors of stars. Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A,
467:1701, 2011.

[4] R. Bartnik. The mass of an asymptotically flat manifold.
Comm. Pure Appl. Math., page 661, 1986.

[5] D. R. Brill. On the positive definite mass of the Bondi-
Weber-Wheeler time symmetric gravitational waves.
Ann. Phys., 7:466, 1959.

[6] M. Cantor. Elliptic operators and the decomposition of
tensor fields. Bull. Am. Math. Soc., 5:235, 1981.

[7] S. Dain. Angular momentum-mass inequality for axisym-
metric black holes. Phys. Rev. Lett., 96:101101, 2006.

[8] S. Dain. Elliptic systems. In J. Frauendiener, D. Giulini,
and V. Perlick, editors, Analytical and Numerical ap-
proaches to General Relativity, volume 692 of Lect. Notes.
Phys., page 117. Springer Verlag, 2006.

[9] S. Dain. Proof of the angular momentum-mass inequality
for axisymmetric black holes. J. Diff. Geom., 79:33, 2008.

[10] S. Dain and M. E. Gabach-Clement. Geometrical in-
equalities bounding angular momentum and charges in
general relativity. Living. Rev. Rel., 21:5, 2018.

[11] L. C. Evans. Partial Differential Equations. American
Mathematical Society, 1998.

[12] T. Friedrich. Dirac operators in Riemannian geometry.
American Mathematical Society, 2000.

[13] R. Geroch, A. Held, and R. Penrose. A space-time cal-
culus based on pairs of null directions. J. Math. Phys.,
14:874, 1973.

[14] G. W. Gibbons, S. W. Hawking, G. T. Horowitz, and
M. J. Perry. Positivite mass theorems for black holes.
Comm. Math. Phys., 88:295, 1983.

[15] M. Herberthson. On the differentiability conditions at
spacelike infinity. Gen. Rel. Grav., 15:3873, 1998.

[16] A. Hermann. Dirac eigenspinors for generic metrics. In
arXiv:1201.5771v3, 2012.

[17] M. Herzlich. A Penrose-like inequality for the mass of
Riemannian asymptotically flat manifolds. Comm. Math.

Phys., 188:121, 1997.

[18] M. Herzlich. The positive mass theorem for black holes
revisited. J. Geom. Phys., 26:97, 1998.

[19] G. T. Horowitz and K. P. Tod. A relation between lo-
cal and total energy in general relativity. Comm. Math.
Phys., 85:429, 1982.

[20] G. Huisken and T. Ilmanen. The inverse mean curvature
flow and the Riemannian Penrose inequality. J. Diff.
Geom., 59:353, 2001.

[21] H. B. Lawson and M. L. Michelson.
Princeton University Press, 1989.

[22] R. B. Lockhart. Fredholm properties of a class of elliptic
operators on non-compact manifolds. Duke Math. Jour-
nal, 48:289, 1981.

[23] J. M. Martin-Garcfa, https://www.xact.es

[24] M. Mars. Present status of the Penrose inequality. Class.
Quantum Grav., 26:193001, 2009.

[25] R. Penrose. Naked singularities. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci.,
224, 1973.

[26] R. Penrose and W. Rindler. Spinors and space-time. Vol-
ume 1. Two-spinor calculus and relativistic fields. Cam-
bridge University Press, 1984.

[27] O. Reula and K. P. Tod. Positivity of the Bondi energy.
J. Math. Phys., 25:1004, 1984.

[28] R. Schoen and S. T. Yau. On the proof of the posi-
tive mass conjecture in general relativity. Comm. Math.
Phys., 65:45, 1979.

[29] R. Schoen and S. T. Yau. Proof of the positive mass
theorem, II. Comm. Math. Phys., 79:231, 1981.

[30] P. Sommers. Space spinors. J. Math. Phys., 21:2567,
1980.

[31] L. B. Szabados. Two-dimensional sen connections in gen-
eral relativity. Class. Quantum Grav., 11:1833, 1994.

[32] L. B. Szabados. Two-dimensional sen connections and
quasi-local energy-momentum. Class. Quantum Grav.,
11:1847, 1994.

[33] L. B. Szabados. Total angular momentum from dirac
eigenspinors. Class. Quantum Grav., 25:025007, 2008.

[34] P. K. Tod. Looking for marginally trapped surfaces.
Class. Quantum Grav., 8:1.115, 1991.

[35] J. A. Valiente Kroon. Conformal Methods in General
Relativity. Cambridge University Press, 2016.

Spin geometry.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1201.5771

12

[36] E. Witten. A new proof of the positive energy theorem. [37] J. Wloka. Partial differential equations. Cambridge Uni-
Comm. Math. Phys., 80:381, 1981. versity Press, 1987.
[38] J. Wloka, B. Rowley, and B. Lawruk. Boundary value
problems for elliptic systems. Cambridge University
Press, 1995.



