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We define an attractive gravity probe surface (AGPS) as a compact 2-surface S, with
positive mean curvature k satisfying r®D,k/k* > a (for a constant o > —1/2) in the
local inverse mean curvature flow, where r®D k is the derivative of k in the outward
unit normal direction. For asymptotically flat spaces, any AGPS is proved to satisfy the
areal inequality A, < 47[(3 + 4a)/(1 + 2a)]?(Gm)?, where A, is the area of S,, and m is
Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) mass. Equality is realized when the space is isometric to
the ¢ =constant hypersurface of the Schwarzschild spacetime and S, is an r = constant
surface with r*D,k/k? = . We adapt the two methods, the inverse mean curvature
flow and the conformal flow. Therefore, our result is applicable to the case where S, has
multiple components. For anti-de Sitter (AdS) spaces, the similar inequality is derived,
but the proof is performed only by using the inverse mean curvature flow. We also
discuss the cases with asymptotically locally AdS spaces.

1. Introduction

Strong gravitational field can make any objects trapped in some region. Even photons cannot
escape from such a region, which leads to the existence of a black hole. The strong gravita-
tional field would be created by compactly concentrated gravitational sources, and thus the
trapped region must be small. The Penrose inequality [1] is an argument about the area of
its boundary; the area of an apparent horizon Ay must satisfy Aag < 47(2Gm)?, where
m is the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) mass and G is Newton’s gravitational constant (we
use the unit ¢ = 1). The proof for the Penrose inequality has been done for time-symmetric
initial data [2—4]. To be more precise, their results are applicable for a minimal surface (MS)
in an asymptotically flat space with a Ricci scalar that is nonnegative everywhere. This
version of the inequality is called the Riemannian Penrose inequality.

The Riemannian Penrose inequality may seem to provide a way to test the theory of general
relativity. However, if the cosmic censorship holds, an apparent horizon Ay is hidden by an
event horizon, inside of which we cannot observe by the definition of a black hole. It is desired
to derive an inequality that is applicable to a surface outside the event horizon for the purpose
of testing general relativity. The authors in this paper have succeeded in deriving such an
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inequality [5]; We introduced the loosely trapped surface (LTS) as a surface with positive
mean curvature k > 0 satisfying the nonnegativity of the derivative of k in the outward
unit normal direction r*Dyk > 0, and proved that the LTS satisfies an areal inequality,
Arrs < 47(3G'm)?, where Arrg is the area of the LTS. The upper bound is realized if and
only if the space is isometric to the time-constant slice of the Schwarzschild spacetime and
the surface is the photon sphere. The photon sphere exists outside the horizon, and thus an
LTS is observable for a distant observer. The proof for the areal inequality for the LTS is
done with the inverse mean curvature flow in Ref. [5].

In this paper, we further generalize the Riemannian Penrose inequality so that it is appli-
cable to a surface in a region where the gravity is moderately strong or even weak. The
surface that we consider in this paper is a compact 2-surface S, with positive mean cur-
vature k that satisfies 7*D,k/k* > a (for a constant a > —1/2) in the local inverse mean
curvature flow, which we name the attractive gravity probe surface (AGPS) . We show that
an AGPS with a satisfies A, < 47 [(3 4+ 40)/(1 4 20)]* (Gm)?, where A, is the area of the
AGPS. For a — oo, the AGPS becomes the MS and the Riemannian Penrose inequality is
obtained. Moreover, for a = 0, we have the theorem for the LTS in Ref. [5]. Therefore, the
inequality for the AGPS is the generalization of the Riemannian Penrose inequality and the
areal inequality for the LTS. We derive the inequality in two different ways; one is by using
the inverse mean curvature flow [2, 3, 6] and the other is by using Bray’s conformal flow
[4]. Both methods were applied for proving the Riemannian Penrose inequality. Since Bray’s
proof is applicable to a surface with multiple components, our inequality can be applied to
an AGPS with multiple components as well.

We also show areal inequalities for AGPSs in asymptotically (locally) AdS spaces. Since
Bray’s proof based on the conformal flow is not applicable to asymptotically (locally) AdS
spaces, our inequality is only derived by using the inverse mean curvature flow for these
setups.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we show the proof by usage of
the inverse mean curvature flow in the case for asymptotically flat and AdS spaces. We also
discuss the case for asymptotically locally AdS spaces. In Sect. 3, we show another proof of
the areal inequality for asymptotically flat spaces, by applying Bray’s method [4]. We will
give a summary and discussions in Sect. 4. An example of the matching function used in
Sect. 3 is presented in Sect. A.

2. Inverse mean curvature flow

One of the ways to prove the Riemannian Penrose inequality is applying the monotonicity
of the Geroch energy in the inverse mean curvature flow. The idea of the monotonicity was
introduced in order to prove the positivity of the ADM mass by Geroch [6]. By applying
Geroch’s monotonicity, the Riemannian Penrose inequality was proved by Wald and Jang [2]
under the assumption of the existence of a global inverse mean curvature flow. This method
was extended by Huisken and Ilmanen [3] to resolve the possible singularity formation in the
flow. Hence, the monotonicity exists even if a global inverse mean curvature flow cannot be

! For a Schwarzschild spacetime, 7 Dok + k2/2 = ®) Ry 7®r? = 2m/r® > 0 holds. Then, the condi-
tion may reflect the positivity of mass or gravity as attractive force. This is the reason why we adopt
the name, an AGPS.
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taken. Geroch’s monotonicity was generalized to spaces with negative cosmological constants
by Boucher, Horowitz and Gibbons [7, 8].

We first review the monotonicity with and without the negative cosmological constant,
based on Ref. [8] in Sect. 2.1. Then, we show the generalized areal inequality in Sect. 2.2. It
is applicable also for asymptotically AdS spaces. The areal inequality is further generalized
to asymptotically locally AdS spaces, which is shown in Sect. 2.3.

2.1.  Geroch Monotonicity

We consider a three-dimensional space ¥ where the scalar curvature ¥ R satisfies
GR—-20>0 (A<O). (1)

Let us introduce an inverse mean curvature flow. We first consider the foliation of {Sy},ecr-
The lapse function is denoted by ¢. Geroch’s quasilocal energy of Sy is defined as

AV2(y) 4A
Bly) = | (2PR -k~ "2 )dA 2
W)= oama Sy< R—k 3>d, (2)

where A(y) is the area, dA is the areal element, and (?)R is the scalar curvature of Sy. Under
the condition of the inverse mean curvature flow kp = 1, the first derivative of E(y) is shown
to satisfy the nonnegativity

dE(y) Al/z(y)/ -2 2 1 fab  (3)
= 2 D + @4+ YR —-2A|dA >
dy 64m3/2 Jg, [ o (Do) + kak }d =0, (3)

where l;:ab is the traceless part of the extrinsic curvature kg, that is,

];'ab = kap — %kgaby (4)
with g,p being the metric of S;. Here, we used the assumption that the topology of .S does not
change under the flow, and thus, [ () RdA is a constant for all Sy because it is the topological
invariant. Therefore, F(y) is an increasing function, which leads to E(co) > E(y).? Since
Geroch’s energy at infinity coincides with the ADM mass in an asymptotically flat spacetime
and with the Abbott-Deser mass [9] or the Ashtekar-Magnon mass [10] in asymptotically
AdS spacetimes, the inequality implies m > E(y). If E(y) is expressed with the area of Sy,
we have an areal inequality as shown below.

2.2.  Attractive Gravity Probe Surface

In an asymptotically flat space without the cosmological constant, F(y) for a minimal surface
(MS) and for a loosely trapped surface (LTS) [5] is evaluated as

W) =5\ 0w Bl 2 MY )
respectively. Together with the inequality m > E(y), they give the inequalities A(y) <
4m(2Gm)? for an MS and A(y) < 4m(3Gm)? for an LTS. Let us show similar areal inequalities
by considering a broader class of surfaces, which includes MSs and LT'Ss.

2 The extension including the singularity resolution in the inverse mean curvature flow was done by

Huisken and Ilmanen [3] under the assumption ()R > 0. It may be true in the case with the negative
cosmological constant as pointed out in Ref. [8].
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We consider a surface S, satisfying k£ > 0 and
r?Dgk

T2 > a, (6>
where « is a constant satisfying
1
> ——, 7
a> 7)

T.a

is the outward unit normal vector to S, namely r, = pD,y, and the derivative of k is
taken for the foliation of the inverse mean curvature flow. We call a surface satisfying the
above conditions an attractive gravity probe surface (AGPS). The limit o — oo gives the
condition for an MS, i.e. k = 0, while the case with o = 0 is corresponding to an LTS [5].
Thus, this surface is a generalization of MSs and LTSs. Note that in the limit o — —1/2, S,
coincides with the S? surface at spacelike infinity. In this sense, the concept of the AGPS
can cover from the surfaces in extremely strong gravity regions to those in very weak gravity
regions by choosing the value of o appropriately. We show that its area A, satisfies an
inequality similar to the Penrose inequality.

On S,, we have a geometrical identity

1 1 1
Dok = —p D2 — §<3>R + 5(2)}2 — 5K+ kapk®). (8)
Integrating this relation over S,, we have
1 1, 1~ -
- / @A RdA = / [raDak—i— 0 2 (D) + O R 4 Zkgpk® + 312 aa
2 Js, s.. 2 2 4

> /S [<i+a>k2+A]dA, 9)

where we used the inequalities of Eqgs. (1) and (6). Note that in the case without a cosmo-
logical constant, A = 0, this inequality leads to the positivity of its left-hand side. Thus, as a
consequence of the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, the topology of S, is S2. Moreover, for a generic
negative cosmological constant, A < 0, the Gauss-Bonnet theorem gives us

-1
/ k*dA < (i + a> [27x — AAy], (10)
Sa

where A, is the area of S, and x is the Euler characteristic of S,. The Geroch energy E(y)
for the surface S, is estimated as

AY? ) , 4A
L+2a x (4a)"? 20 A (A (11)
34+ 4a2G \ 4n 33+ 4a) G \ 47 '

Under the assumption of the global existence of the inverse mean curvature flow, the topology
of S, should be S? even in the case with negative cosmological constant, because the flow
cannot change the topology of all leaves of the foliation. Then, the inequality m > E(y) gives

1420 (A2 20 A\
Gm > — - A= : 12
"= 31 40 <47r> 3(3+ 4a) <47r> (12)
Equality in the inequality of Eq. (12) occurs if and only if equalities hold in the inequalities
in Egs. (3) and (9), that is, all Dy, ke, and 3) R — 2A vanish on all of S, and r*D,k/k? = a

us
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holds on S,. Hence, the metric of ¥ is

-1
di? = <1 _2Gm Aﬂ) dr? + r2dQ2, (13)
r 3

which corresponds to the metric of the maximal slice of an AdS-Schwarzschild spacetime
(or, for A =0, a Schwarzschild spacetime), and S, is located at r = constant on which
Dok /k? = « is satisfied.

Since A is nonpositive, the right-hand side of the inequality of Eq. (12) is an increasing
function with respect to A, and the maximum occurs when equality holds. Hence, A, is
bounded by the area of the r = constant surface satisfying r*D,k/k? = a on the maximal
slice of the AdS spacetime for A < 0, and the Schwarzschild spacetime for A = 0.

In asymptotically flat spacetimes without the cosmological constant (i.e. A =0), the
inequality of Eq. (12) can be rewritten as

(14)

2
Ay <A <3+4aGm> .

1+ 2«
For a — oo (the MS) and for aw =0 (the LTS), the quantity in the bracket of the above
inequality becomes

3+ da { 2Gm (v = 00) (15)

142277 36m (a=0)

Hence, the inequality of Eq. (14) includes the known results for the MS and for the LTS.

2.83.  Asymptotically Locally AdS Spacetime

One often considers asymptotically locally AdS spacetimes. Simple examples are given by

the metric
ds® = —f(r)dt2 + f_l(r)alr2 + T‘Zdwz, (16)
with
2Gm A,
— _ 2 17
firy=~x . 37‘ , (17)

where £ = +1 or 0. Here, dw? denotes the metric of a two-dimensional maximally symmetric
surface with the Gauss curvature «:

df? +sin? 0d¢? (k= +1)
dw? = { db? + d¢p? (k=0) (18)
df? + sinh? d¢? (k= —1)
Note that two-dimensional section of this space can be compactified into a torus in the
case of kK = 0, and into a multi-torus in the case of x = —1, and such black holes are called
topological black holes. See Ref. [11] for the procedure for making topological black holes.

Based on these vacuum solutions, it is natural to consider asymptotically locally AdS
spaces whose metrics asymptote to

di? = f=Y(r)dr? + r2dw? (19)

at infinity. Here, the two-dimensional sections with the metric r2dw? are compactified so that
it has genus g =0 for k =41, g=1for k =0 and g = 2,3,... for K = —1. Supposing the
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existence of a global inverse mean curvature flow, the topology of S, satisfying the inequality
of Eq. (6) is the same as that of the compactified two-dimensional sections. We modify the
definition of the Geroch energy as

A2 (y) 4
E(y) := 2R k% - ) dA 2
) u%ﬁm;%( Rk S)d, (20)

where wy; is the area of the compact two-dimensional surface with the metric dw?. Then,
E(y) converges to m in the limit y — oo, and we have the inequality

1+2a [(Ag\"? 20 A\ P2
> o == il
Gm‘-3+4a“<wﬁ> 3@4ﬂmoA<wH> ’ (21)

where we used kw, = 2mx. Here, the area of the unit compact two-dimensional surface wy,

is given by
47 (k = +1)
wyx = § arbitrary (k= 0) (22)
tr(g—1) (x=-1)

3. Conformal Flow

There is another approach for proving the Riemannian Penrose inequality based on the
conformal flow (Bray’s theorem [4]). It works for the case of a minimal surface with multiple
components, and thus it is more generic than the approach based on the inverse mean
curvature flow. In this section, with the aid of Bray’s theorem, we prove our inequality of
Eq. (14) to make it applicable to an AGPS with multiple components. Since Bray’s approach
can only be applied to asymptotically flat spaces (not asymptotically AdS spaces), our areal
inequalities for AGPSs are only applicable to asymptotically flat spaces as well.

In Sect. 3.1, we present our theorem explicitly. Remaining subsections are devoted to the
proof. In Sect. 3.2, we show the sketch of the proof. The main idea is as follows. Our initial
data ¥ with boundaries S, (each of which is supposed to be one component of an AGPS)
is glued at S, to certain manifolds ¥ with inner boundaries that are minimal surfaces Sp.
¥ is constructed so that Bray’s method works for ¥ U X. There, we find that the proof is
completed if the following two statements hold: that the minimal surface Sy is the outermost
surface and that the extension of the manifold is smooth. The former is proved under certain
conditions in Sect. 3.3. With respect to the latter, the extended manifold is generically
nonsmooth (C%-class) on the gluing surface S,. However, we can show the existence of
a sequence of smooth manifolds, which uniformly converges to the nonsmooth extended
manifold. Therefore, we will be able to apply Bray’s theorem by taking the limit. This issue
will be discussed in Sect. 3.4.

3.1. Main Theorem

The areal inequality that we will prove is for attractive gravity probe surfaces (AGPSs),
which we have introduced in Sect. 2.2. To make our theorem clear, we explicitly give the
definition of the AGPS here.

Definition 1. Suppose ¥ to be a smooth three-dimensional manifold with a positive definite
metric g. A smooth surface S, in X is an attractive gravity probe surface (AGPS) with a
parameter « (o > —1/2) if the following conditions are satisfied everywhere on Sy, :
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(i) The mean curvature k is positive.
(i) With the local mean curvature flow in the neighborhood of S,

Dok > ak? (23)

1s satisfied, where r® is the outward unit normal vector to Sy and D, is the covariant
derivative of the metric g.

Note that the mean curvature flow always can be taken at least locally around a smooth
surface [3]. Now, we present our main theorem:

Theorem 1. Let ¥ be an asymptotically flat three-dimensional smooth manifold with non-
negative Ricci scalar. The boundaries of 3 are composed of asymptotic infinity and an AGPS
Sa, which can have multiple components, with a parameter o. Suppose that no minimal
surface satisfying one of the following conditions exists:

(i) It encloses (at least) one component of S
(ii) It has a boundary on S, and its area is less than 4w (2Gm)?.

Then, the area of S, has an upper bound;

3+ 4da 2
<
A, <Adr <1 % Gm) , (24)

where m is the ADM mass of the manifold, G is Newton’s gravitational constant. Equality
holds if and only if ¥ is a time-symmetric hypersurface of a Schwarzschild spacetime and
S, is a spherically symmetric surface with r*Dgyk = ok?.

The proof of the theorem is given in the following subsections.

3.2.  Sketch of Proof

The local inverse mean curvature flow gives a metric
ds® = o%dr? + gapdz®da®, (25)

where each r-constant surface is a leaf of the foliation in the local inverse mean curvature
flow with ¢k = 1. Here, we take r such that r =0 on S, and r increases to the outward
direction. Since ¢ is supposed to have the dimension of the length, the coordinate r is a
nondimensional quantity.

On (each component of) S,, we attach a manifold > with a metric in the range 7 < 0 (see
Fig. 1),

45 — 1—2exp (—%0)

= 25 exp (1) i () dr? + exp (1) go,p(2")dx"da”, (26)
1= 2exp (=55 |

where go qp 1S gaplr—o in the metric of Eq. (25) and ¢¢ = ¢|,—o. The r-constant surface is
umbilical, that is, the extrinsic curvature is

1-
kab = 5]{@@(,. (27)
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)y S.
‘Sa |

Fig. 1  Extension of the manifold: ¥ is an asymptotically flat space with a boundary

S, which is an AGPS with the parameter « (with multiple components, in general). The
shaded region is the neighborhood of S, in X, where the local inverse mean curvature flow
of Eq. (25) is taken. On S, the manifold ¥ with the metric of Eq. (26) is glued to ¥. In 3,
a minimal surface Sy exists at » = —rg + 2log2 (< 0) in our current setup.

Hereafter, quantities with bar indicate that they are associated with the metric of Eq. (26).
The mean curvature and its derivative are

-y [1—2exp (——“5”0) B

]{7—@0 \/ 1—2€Xp(—%)) exp( T)? (28)
_ _r+ro

FDok = — gLz e (275) (29)

2 1—-2exp (—T‘;’”O)'

Note that the lapse function in the metric of Eq. (26) has been tuned so that k|s, = k|g, is
satisfied. Meanwhile, 7o is tuned so that

faDaE’,ga = Ozl%ﬂsa (30)
holds, which is equivalent to
0 3+ 4o
) = ) 1
P ( 2 ) 1+ 2a (31

The manifold ¥ is continuously glued to ¥ at » = 0 because the induced metrics on the gluing
surface S, (r = 0) are the same. However, the metric is generally C-class there because S,
may not be umbilical, i.e. the extrinsic curvature k., may have nonvanishing traceless part.

The three-dimensional Ricci scalar of ¥ is expressed with the two-dimensional quantities
as

WR =R - 257D% 25" D,k — SR, (32)

where @ is the lapse function in the metric of Eq. (26), that is,

o= @o@:a)\/ L=2e (25) . (33)

1= 2exp (=55

8/24



Each term in the right-hand side of Eq. (32) can be explicitly calculated as

AR = exp(—r)(2)Rg, ¢ 'D*@ = exp(—7)py 1 D po,

27" Dk + gl? = exp(—r) <2a + g) 4,062. (34)
Therefore, we have

3 3\ _
BR — exp(—r) {(2)R0 — 2¢, P2y — <2a + 2) Yo 2}

= exp(—r)(3)Rg, (35)

where 3) Ry is defined by

G Ry := lim ®R. 36

0 := lim (36)

Since ¢ 2= k2|~ holds in the inverse mean curvature flow and r*Dyk|,—g > ak?|,—o holds
from the definition of the AGPS, () Ry turns out to be nonnegative,

@Ry > @Ry — 205Dy — 2r*Dyk|,._, — K2 o= kol _,

- (S)RO 2 07 (37)

where )Ry is the Ricci scalar of ¥ on S, (r =0), that is, GIRy = R|,—o. Thus, the three-
dimensional Ricci scalar of the glued manifold ¥ U X is nonnegative everywhere. Hence, it
is expected that Brays’ proof to the Riemannian Penrose inequality [4] by the conformal
flow would be applicable for ¥ U . However, it requires the smoothness of the manifold as
an assumption, while our manifold ¥ U ¥ is generally C%-class, not C®-class at the gluing
surface. This problem will be fixed later (see Sect. 3.4), and in the rest of the present
subsection, we assume that Bray’s theorem is applicable to the manifold ¥ U X.

The manifold ¥ has a minimal surface at r = —r + 2log2 (the value of —rg +2log?2 is
always negative because of Eq. (31) and o > —1/2). The minimal surface is denoted by Sp.
From the metric of Eq. (26), we find the direct relation between the area of Sy and that of
S, as

Ay = exp(—ro+2log2)A,

2(1 4 2a)7?
A 38
[ 3+ 4a ] . (38)
where Ay is the area of Sy. Supposing Sy is the outermost minimal surface, the required

conditions for which will be discussed in Sect.3.3, the Riemannian Penrose inequality [4]

gives
Ap < 47(2Gm)>. (39)
Combining this with Eq. (38), we have
3+ 4o 2
A, <4 . 4
< 7T<1+2aGm> (40)

When equality in the inequality of Eq. (40) holds, that for the Riemannian Penrose inequal-
ity of Eq. (39) holds as well. Then, the manifold has the metric of the time-symmetric slice of
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a Schwarzschild spacetime. Hence, each of the manifolds ¥ and ¥ is isometric to a part of it,
and in particular, the surface r = —rg + 2log2 is a spherically symmetric minimal surface.
Hence, because of the construction of the manifold ¥ whose metric is given in Eq. (26), S,
should also be spherically symmetric and must satisfy 7D,k = ak?. As a result, equality
in the inequality of Eq. (40) holds if and only if ¥ is the time-symmetric hypersurface of a
Schwarzschild spacetime and S, is the spherically symmetric surface with 7*D,k = ak?.

As stated before, the remaining task is to show that the manifold X UX can be made
smooth at the gluing surface S, and Sy is the outermost minimal surface. We will discuss
the latter in Sect. 3.3, and then, prove the former in Sect. 3.4.

3.83. Outermost Minimal Surface

In the previous subsection, we used the assumption that the minimal surface Sy at r =
—rg + 2log 2 in the extended manifold ¥ is outermost. Our Theorem 1 is carefully stated to
guarantee this assumption, as we explain below.

The minimal surface at r = —rg 4+ 2log 2 is not outermost if an outermost minimal surface
exists in r > 0, in r < 0, or across r = 0. We examine these three possible cases, one by one.
The first possibility is prohibited by the assumption of the theorem that any part of S, is
not covered by a minimal surface.

The second case is impossible, that is, we cannot take minimal surfaces in the extended
manifold ¥ not touching with the boundary of ¥ except the minimal surface r» = —rg +
2log 2. To show this, let us assume that the second case is possible. Such a surface has
maximum r at some points. However, we can show that the mean curvature k there becomes
positive (that is, non-zero), and thus, it is not a minimal surface.

Let us begin with a generic discussion of geometry. Suppose we have a codimension-one
surface ¢ in a manifold and we take the Gaussian normal coordinates in the neighborhood
of o,

di* = dy* + hijda'dz?, (41)

where the surface o is supposed to exist at ¥y = 0 and its unit normal vector is

Ny = OuY- (42)
We take another surface ¢ characterized with § = 0 and
g =y—oy(a"). (43)

Suppose that this surface has maximum ¥ at 2 = 0 and its value is y = 0. Hence, & is tangent
to o at 2° = 0 and Hessian matrix of dy(z°) is negative-semidefinite there, i.e. we have

0udy

2i=0 = 0, hij&-ajéy

po S0 (44)
The unit normal vector of & directing to the same side as n* is

Ny = d,y. (45)
with

o = (1+ h(9,0y)(8;0y)) 2. (46)
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Fig. 2 Examples of the third case where Sy is not the outermost minimal surface: The
thick solid curves show the surface S,. The outside of S, is ¥ and the shaded region is . The
other boundary of ¥ inside of S, is the minimal surface Sy. Minimal surfaces in ¥ touching
with S,, which possibly exist, are shown by solid curves. They might be further extended
into ¥ as described with dashed curves. If there exists such a smooth closed minimal surface
with a vanishing mean curvature, Sy is not the outermost minimal surface.

The induced metric of & is

h;w =9 — ﬁuﬁua (47)

and (iluy,flu) coincides with (h,,,n,) at 2' = 0. The mean curvature of &, k, is calculated
as

k= g"'V i, = g™ (0ua) (ny, — 0u0y) + g (Vuny, — 00,0y — T%,0a0y) - (48)

Since we have

alpico =1, 9" 0,0,0y| i _y = 1" 0;0;0y,
1 . g
@ﬂﬂﬁ:“EQW%W@®X%@®H%%WW@MX@®H =0, (49)
=0
the mean curvature k is related to k as
klyico = (k — hY70;0;0y)|izo > klsizo, (50)

where we used Eq. (44).

We apply the fact expressed in Eq. (50) to surfaces on ¥; o, & and the point z’ =0
correspond to r-constant surface, a minimal surface o, other than r = —ry + 2log 2 which
is assumed to exist, and the point py; where the maximum of r(= rj) occurs on the minimal
surface, respectively. Hence, the r-constant surface which we take here is indicated by r = rj;.
Then, from Eq. (50), at pps the mean curvature k,, of o, satisfies

km >k, (51)

where ks is the mean curvature of the r = rj; surface. Since rj; is larger than —rg + 2log 2,
the mean curvature kj; is positive and then k,, should be positive at pp;. This is inconsistent
with the assumption that the surface oy, is minimal. Therefore, there exists no minimal
surface in ¥ not touching with the boundary of ¥ other than » = —r¢ + 2log 2.

The last possibility may occur in the following situation. In general, there exist minimal
surfaces touching with the boundary of ¥. If one of them can be extended to a compact
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minimal surface in ¥, we could have a minimal surface enclosing the minimal surface at
r = —rp + 2log 2 (see Fig.2). If this occurs, we cannot apply Bray’s theorem to the minimal
surface at r = —rg + 2log 2.

In our theorem, however, we assume that no minimal surface exists in ¥ whose area is
less than 47(2Gm)? and which has a boundary on S,,. It prevents the situation in Fig. 2 for
the following reason. If we have a minimal surface crossing S, like Fig. 2, its area has to be
smaller than or equal to 47(2Gm)? by Bray’s theorem. However, by assumption, the area
of its part existing in the domain ¥ is equal to or larger than 47(2Gm)?. Hence, the area
of the connected minimal surface becomes larger than 47 (2G'm)?, which contradicts Bray’s
theorem. This means that such a surface cannot exist.

Summarizing all above discussions together, the minimal surface at r = —rg + 2log2 is
guaranteed to be the outermost one under the assumptions of Theorem 1.

3.4. Smooth Eztension

To apply Bray’s proof for the Riemannian Penrose inequality, the manifold should be
smooth [4]. However, the constructed manifold ¥ UY in Sect. 3.2 is C°-class at the glu-
ing surface, generally. Here, we show that there is a sequence of smooth manifolds with a
nonnegative Ricci scalar () R which uniformly converges to ¥ U X. On each smooth mani-
fold, we can apply the Riemannian Penrose inequality, and taking the limit, we achieve the
inequality of Eq. (39) on X U X.

First, without details, we give a brief sketch on the smooth deformation and extension
of the manifold (see Fig. 3). We take the foliation of the local inverse mean curvature flow
with the metric of Eq. (25) in the neighborhood of S, (6 > r > 0). The first procedure is to
smoothly deform the lapse function ¢ to ¢ in § > € > r > 0 to make the three-dimensional
Ricci scalar strictly positive. The distorted manifold is denoted by ¥ and the deformed metric
is written as (¢, g). The second procedure is to consider the C?-extension of the manifold in
the similar way to that in Sect. 3.2, but the position at which the two manifolds are glued
is slightly shifted: We choose the gluing position to be r =6 (¢ > & > 0), not r = 0. The
extended manifold is denoted by Y with the metric (4, 9), and it uniformly converges to .
As seen in Sect. 3.2, 3 has the nonnegative Ricci scalar everywhere. The third procedure is
to introduce a manifold ¥ in the domain § > r > § — € > 0, where the metric (p, §) is given
by the mixture of (¢, g) of & and (&, §) of ¥ so that 3 is smoothly connected to 3 and 3 at
r =6 and r = § — €, respectively. Then, we can show that ¥ with the metric (¢, 9) has the
positive Ricci scalar everywhere. Therefore, the obtained manifold, which is the combination
of the original manifold in r > ¢, ¥ with the metric (¢, g) in € > > §, ¥ with the metric
(3,§)iné >r >3 —¢ and Y with the metric (,§) in 6 — € > r, is smooth, has the positive
Ricci scalar everywhere, and uniformly converges to ¥ U Y in the limit ¢ — 0. Below, we
provide the detailed description.

Since the original manifold ¥ is smooth, we can take a smooth local inverse mean curvature
flow [3], where k is also a smooth function in the neighborhood of S, . Because of the positivity
of k on S, k is positive in a sufficiently small neighborhood, 0 < r < §. Similarly, since r® D,k
and kg are smooth as well, there exists a positive constant 3 satisfying

0 < 2r"Dyk + k?* + k2, < Bk? (52)

a
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Fig. 3 Smooth deformation and extension of the manifold. There are three procedures.
The upper-left is the original manifold . The shaded region is the neighborhood of S,
(0 > r > 0) where the local inverse mean curvature flow can be taken. In the first procedure,
the lapse function is smoothly deformed in § > € > r > 0, which is described in the upper-
right, to make the Ricci scalar ¥R strictly positive. The obtained manifold is described
by 3 with the metric (,g). In the second procedure, a manifold ¥ with a metric (¢, §) is
attached at r = § (e > 0 > 0) to obtain the lower-left manifold. Since the method of gluing
the two manifolds is the same as that in Sect. 3.2 except that the gluing position is slightly
shifted, the glued manifold is C%-class at r = §. In the third procedure, we smooth the glued
manifold by introducing a manifold ¥ with the metric (¢, §) in the domain § > 7 > § — € > 0,
and a smooth manifold in the lower-right is obtained.

everywhere in the neighborhood 0 < r < §, where we used our assumption, r*D,k > ak? >
—(1/2)k? on S,.

On S,, the three-dimensional Ricci scalar ()R is nonnegative by assumption. The first
procedure is to deform the metric so that ()R becomes strictly positive on and near S,.
If it is already satisfied, this first procedure is unnecessary and we can skip to the second
procedure. Otherwise, we introduce another metric in the region 0 < r < e < J as

ds? = WP (r)pdr® + gadz®da®
= P2dr? + gudada®, (53)
&)
= 1- - 4
u(r) exp( E_T) : (54)

where C'is a constant. At r = €, this metric is smoothly connected with the original metric of
Eq. (25). The connected smooth manifold is denoted by 3. This metric uniformly converges
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to the metric of Eq. (25) in the limit € — 0. The geometrical quantities with the metric of
Eq. (53) on a r-constant surface are written as

@OR=OR,  ¢'D* = 'D%,
ap = u ™ kap, k=u'k, Dok = —u k% (0, logu) + u= 3 Dyk,  (55)
where we used ¢k = 1 in the last equation. Here, the variables with and without hat, such as k

and k, indicate those of the metrics of Egs. (53) and (25), respectively. The three-dimensional
Ricci scalar of the metric of Eq. (53) can be expressed as

R = @BR-2071D%p — 209D,k — k* — k%,
= OR+ (1—u?) (2r"Dok + k* + k2,) + 2u~?k%0, log u. (56)

The functions involving u in the above equation are estimated as

0 > 1—u? = u? [—Qexp <—C(5) + exp (—2 ¢o >]
E—T e—r

> —2uZexp (— ¢o ) , (57)
€—r
co Co C co
_ -1 _ - _
Orlogu = wu (er)Zexp< er> > 6exp( €T>. (58)
These relations, together with Eq. (52), imply

. k2 )
GR > BR+2- (C - ﬂ) exp <— ¢ ) . (59)

u? \ ¢ €e—r

Therefore, if we take C' > 36 > 0, ®)R is strictly positive in the region 0 < r < e. On Sa,
(7*Dok) /k? is estimated as
7 Dok

;2

r*Dgk
= (kQ) e Orlogulg

@
(r®Dgk) cs P €
2 2
K Sa 1o exp (_C’(S)
€

> a+ Cie=:a, (60)

Sa

where C} is a (negative) constant.
We now describe the second procedure. We introduce a manifold ¥ with the following
metric:
1—2exp(—% - -
d$? = p( 2 ) exp (r —0) cﬁ(%(x“)dr2 +exp (r —0) g; () dada®
1—2exp <_L—52+7“s) ’

= @2dr? + §apda®dal, (61)

where @5 = ¢|,_5 and g5 ,;,(z*) = gap|,—s. Here, this metric has one parameter §, which is
required to satisfy 0 < § < €, and r5 is determined later. This manifold ¥ uniformly converges
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to ¥ in the limit € — 0 (which leads to § — 0). We glue the two manifolds S and ¥ along the
surface r = § denoted by Sj. Since 7*Dyk and k are smooth regular functions in 0 < r < 6,
the relation between the values of f‘lf)al% / k2 on Ss and on S, is estimated as

79D,k 7D,k .
= > = + Che
k s kg
> a+ Oy =a+ O =: &, (62)

where Cy and Cy(= C; + C3) are constants, and & is determined in Eq. (60). Note that & >
—1/2 can be satisfied by taking a sufficiently small €, because Cy is a constant independent
of €. Similarly to the case of the metric of Eq. (26) in Sect. 3.2, ¢ and 75 are taken so that
k =k and ('F“DQI::) = &k? are satisfied on Ss. Here, the geometric quantities with circles
(such as k) are with respect to the metric of Eq. (61). At this point, the obtained manifold,
N glued to ¥ on Sy, is still C%-class, generally.

The third procedure is as follows. Let us deform the glued manifold in the domain § — € <
r < 0 to make it smooth, where € is any constant satisfying 0 < € < §. We consider the
difference of the metrics of Egs. (53) and (61) around S5. On Sj, the components of the
two metrics have been set to be equal to each other. Since k and k are equal on S5, and
the first order derivative of the metric component proportional to gg|,_s is continuous as
well. By contrast, the first order derivative of the traceless components of the metric is
not continuous. Therefore, since each metric is smooth, the difference between them can be
written as

9ab = Gab = (1 = 0)*Tgap + (r = O)hap, ¢ —p = 2(r — 6)¢2, (63)

with smooth functions T, hyp and ®, where hyp is traceless, §%hg, =0.Ind — € < r < §, we
consider a manifold with the following smoothed metric:

ds? = ¢? (1 + l:;iFQ(’l“)] <I>>2dr2 + (gab [1 + F2(r)T] + F(r)hqp) dzda®,
= @*dr? 4 gapdadab, (64)
where
F(r) = (r—20)f(r—9) (65)

with a function f(r) defined on —€ < r < 0 that satisfies
lim f(r) =1, lim f(r)=0, lim f™ @)= lim f™(@) =0,
lig £ =1, lim J() =0, lim /0 = lim f(r)

d

. —(rf)* <2 (66)

(rf)‘ <1,

Here, (™ is the n-th order derivative of f for arbitrary positive integer n. Note that there
exist functions satisfying the above requirements, as we show an example in Appendix A.
Then, this manifold can be smoothly glued to ¥ with the metric of Eq. (53) on S5 and ¥ with
the metric of Eq. (61) at 7 = § — & Moreover, the obtained manifold uniformly converges

3 This is required for 3 to uniformly converge to .
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to ¥ U Y with the metrics of Egs. (25) and (26) in Sect. 3.2 in the limit € — 0 (which gives
§ — 0 and € — 0). The metric of Eq. (64) and its derivatives with respect to r are estimated
in terms of those of the metric of Eq. (53) as

$=¢l_s +O@ ~7),  Jab = Jablr—s + OF — 1),

gab — éab|r:3 _ Fhab +0 ((5 _ 7“)2) ’

Drlog ¢ = (D log §)l,_s + (F)"® + O — 1), (67)

8rgab = (8r§ab)|r:5 + (F)/hab + O(S - ’I"),

029ab = (02Gab)|,_5 + Gab (F2)" T+ F"hap + 2F' 8, hap + O(8 — 1),
where the prime means the derivative with respect to r, that is F' = dF/dr, and h® :=
G%hegg®. Note that the order of F, F? and their derivatives are F' = O(¢), F' = O(1),
F" = 0O(1/8), F? = O(&?), (F?) = O(é), and (F?)" = O(1). Then, the geometric quantities

are expressed as

/

fiab = kaply—s + =o—hay + O —7),  k=k|,_5+ 06 —r),

2¢ ’r 5
L . AT — 44Dk — h? _
7 Dok = (F*Dok)|,_5 + (F2)" ( 210@2 ) + 00 —r). (68)
OR=CR,_;+06G-7). ¢ D= (s"D%)| +06G-0).

where the geometric functions with check (such as k) are with respect to the metric of
Eq. (64). Note that we used the traceless condition of hgp, i.e. §%hq, = 0, to simplify the
expressions. The three-dimensional Ricci scalar for the metric of Eq. (64) is reduced to

i [ AT — 4p®k — h?
o (FQ) < 22 b)
r=0

2¢

2
(3)R = (3)]O%|7‘:5 - FIQ (;ahab>
1%

r=0

+0(0 — 1), (69)
where we used k%hg, = 0 since r = constant surfaces are umbilical for the metric of Eq. (61).
Here, we evaluate the value of the three-dimensional Ricci scalar 3R for the metric of
Eq. (53) (i.e. on ) on r = 4. Since ¥ R and ) R have the same value on r = §, we have

. . 1.)\? AT — 440k — h?
(3)R|r:(§ = (3)R|r:(§ - (Qhab> - ( 9002 ab> ) (70)
2¢ _ %) _
r=0 r=4
using F’ =1 and (F?)” =2 at r = §. In the same way, we have
- . AT — 4Dk — h?
(7Dak)| _ = (7Dak)| _+ o Ra (71)
r=4 r=0 2@2
r=4
Since
Dok 2Dk \
e T T and  k=k (72)
k r=30 k r=0
are satisfied from the construction of the metric of Eq. (61), we have
(4T — 4pdi — hib) _zo. (73)
r=
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Using the above and the inequalities of Eq. (66), we find

§ R 1 2
(3)R = (3)R|r:5 + (1 - FIQ) <2 S hab>
¥

+0(0—r)

AT — 4Dk — h2
2\ 14 ab
+P—(F)}< ~ )

=5

> OR,_5+0(). (74)

Since (3)R|r:5 is strictly positive, (¥ R can be made positive everywhere by setting € to be
a sufficiently small value. In other words, there is a critical value €. such that ®) R becomes
nonnegative for € < €.

As a result, there exists a sequence of smooth manifolds with a nonnegative Ricci scalar,
which uniformly converges to ¥ U Y with the metrics of Eqs. (25) and (26). Moreover, for
r < ¢, the mean curvature k& on each r-constant surface is positive. Thus, the discussion in
Sect. 3.3 is applicable.

4. Summary

In this paper, we have introduced the new concept, the attractive gravity probe surface
(AGPS), to characterize the strength of the gravitational field. An AGPS is a two-
dimensional closed surface that satisfies k > 0 and r*Dyk/k? > « for the local inverse mean
curvature flow, where « is a constant satisfying o > —1/2. This concept can be applied to
surfaces in regions with various strength of the gravitational field, including weak-gravity
regions: The parameter o controls the strength of the gravitational field. For instance, for
r-constant surfaces in a t-constant slice of a Schwarzschild spacetime, 7*D,k/k? is a mono-
tonically decreasing continuous function of r. It converges to oo in the limit where the surface
approaches the horizon, while it converges to —1/2 at spatial infinity. Hence, « is interpreted
as an indicator for the minimum strength of the gravitational field on the surface, because
it gives the lower bound of 7*D,k/k? on that surface.

Then, we have generalized the Riemannian Penrose inequality to the areal inequality for
AGPSs; for asymptotically flat or AdS spaces, the area of an AGPS surface has an upper
bound, A, < 47[(3 +4a)/(1+ 2a)]?(Gm)? (the exact statement is presented in Sect. 2.2
and as Theorem 1 in Sect. 3.1). In the limit & — oo and in the case o = 0, our inequality is
reduced to the Riemannian Penrose inequality and its analog for the LTS, respectively. The
proof for asymptotically flat spaces is done by applying Bray’s theorem derived using the
conformal flow. This means that our inequality is applicable to the case of an AGPS with
multiple components. For asymptotically AdS spaces, our argument relied on the Geroch
monotonicity in the inverse mean curvature flow. The proof for the areal inequality for
AGPSs based on the conformal flow, which requires the generalization of Bray’s method to
AdS spaces, will be an important remaining problem.

It would be interesting to extend our inequality to that in Einstein-Maxwell systems, as in
the case of the Riemannian Penrose inequality [12-15] and its analog for the LTS [16].
Moreover, the extension to the higher-dimensional cases is expected to be possible for
asymptotically flat spaces. We leave these topics for future works.

It is also important to consider the relation to behavior of photons and the possible connec-
tion to observations. For LTSs, the relations to dynamically transversely trapping surfaces
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£, (rf), and (r2f%)"

Fig. A1 The behavior of the functions f, (rf)’, and (r2f2)” for the matching function
given by Eq. (Al).

(DTTSs), which is a generalization of the concept of the photon surface for generic space-
times based on the photon orbits, have been discussed [16-19]. It would be interesting to
explore the relation between the AGPSs and the photon behavior.
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A. An example of the matching function f

An example of the matching function is

=(1 - =0 Al
f) = hepa() ", el =S4 o, (A1)
defined on —€ < 7 < 0. The behavior of f, (rf)’, [(rf)?]” is shown in Fig. A1, where the

prime means the derivative with respect to r (not to ), that is, f' = %f(x(r)). From this

figure, one can expect that the requirements of Eq. (66) would be satisfied. Here, we provide
a solid proof for this fact.

A.1.  Ewvaluation of the first three equations of conditions of Eq. (66)
It is trivial that the first two equations of Eq. (66) are satisfied because of

lime* =0, lim e* = oc. (A2)
r,/0 rN—€
Since the function f converges to 1 and 0 very rapidly in the limit of » 0 and r \, —¢,

respectively, the third equation of Eq. (66) is expected to be satisfied. Let us show it exactly.
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The nth-order derivatives of f(xz(r)) with respect to r are written by the finite sum of
terms, each of which has the form

d™f ¢ d*z

Udgm drox’

(A3)

where m is a positive integer, ¢; is a constant and a;’s are positive integers satisfying

n= Z ag. (A4)
k=1

Different ax’s may take the same integer. The third equation of Eq. (66) holds if each term
of Eq. (A3) converges to zero in the limits r /0 and r \, —€.
The agth-order derivatives of z(r) become

d%z 1 1
= (—1)%ay! €. A5
d?"ak ( ) af (Tak+1 + (7‘ + g)ak+1> € ( )
Around r = 0, the absolute value of it is bounded from above as
d%x 1
drak Cax rak—&-l ’ (A6)

where c¢,, is a positive constant. Thus, the absolute value of the product of the derivatives
of z in Eq. (A3) is bounded from above as

m

[]

k=1

d* x
drax

Ca

m m
, where Cq 1= H Chs a:= Zak. (A7)
k=1 k=1

Ta—&-m

We now estimate the mth-order derivative of f(z(r)) with respect to x. The first-order
derivative is calculated as

df
= p-n). (A8)
Defining a functional space F as
F=A{f(f = p(f) Ip(f) is a polynomial of f}, (A9)
we show
amf
gg%—e.F (A10)

for m > 1 by the method of induction. For m = 1, it is true because of Eq. (A8). Suppose
Eq. (A10) is satisfied for m = ¢. The assumption indicates that d?f/dx? is written by f(f —
1)pq(f) with a polynomial p,(f), and its derivative becomes

q+1
e = 1 =1 [2r ~ vpyt) + 2t

dxat+l

eF. (A11)

Therefore, Eq. (A10) is proved for arbitrary m > 1.
Now, we know that each of mth-order derivatives is written as

dmf

— L = — Dpm(f), A12

S~ (= Vpulh) (A12)
with a polynomial p,,(f). The function f converges to unity in the limit r ,* 0. Therefore,

| fom (f)] is bounded from above by a positive constant ¢,, around r» = 0. On the other hand,
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|f — 1] is estimated around r = 0 as

exp T _ _ € € _ €
If —1| = Tt e < Cm €XP T = Cpy €XP <r + r+€+ 1) < Cp €XP (;) , (A13)
with a positive constant ¢,,. Therefore, we have
dmf - € €
T < CmCm €XP <;> =: ¢y €Xp <;> , (A14)

around r = 0. As a result, Eq. (A3) is estimated around r = 0 as

A" f £ d%a 1 ¢
g kl;[l g | < le1| cacm ‘TCLH exp (;) T—/—‘O—> 0. (A15)
This leads to
lim ™ (r) = 0. (A16)

r,/0

In a similar way, we can show the vanishing of f(")(r) for the limit r \, —.

A.2.  Estimate of (rf)

We now show that the condition |(rf)’| < 1 is satisfied. First, we show the upper bound of
(rf)" as follows:

(rfy = — [1+ rée’ <1+ ! )] L (A17)

P <
14 e* 1+er \r2  (r+e)? 14 e*

Note that f(r) is defined on —€ < r < 0, i.e., r is negative.
Next, we estimate the lower bound of (rf)" in the cases of —€/2 <r <0 and —e <r <
—€/2, separately. It is useful to express (rf)" as follows:

(rf) = 1+1@w {1+1fex —<6ir>2—1” (A18)
_ 1—:633{1—’_1—7—:565” [m—(m—;—1>2—1]}. (A19)

A.2.1. The case —¢/2 <r < 0. In this case, we have the inequalities

x <1, e’ <e, 1< - <2 (A20)
€+
From Eq. (A18), (rf)’ is bounded as
> 1+ (a5 (A21)
L+e” 1+e” '

The derivative of the right-hand side of the above is
d 1 e’ e’(1—e")
— 1 — =—(x—5). A22
dx <1+em[ +1+€x(x 5)]> (1+4e7)3 (z-35) (A22)
This is negative for z < 0 and positive for 0 < x < 1. Thus, the minimum of the right-hand

side of Eq. (A21) occurs at = = 0, and hence, we have

(rf) > 1i1 [1+ 1—11(_5)} = —Z > —1. (A23)
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A.2.2. The case —é < r < —€/2. In this case, we have

xz>1, e’ > e, 1<—E§2. (A24)
r

From Eq. (A19), the lower bound is evaluated as

)y > {1+ ¢ [$—<w+1>2—1}}

1+ev 1+e®
= m [1—e" (2° +2+1)]
> _(14‘16_"”)26_36 (:1:2 +x + 1) . (A25)
Since
a e (22 +2+1)] = —e"a(z — 1) < 0 (A26)

dx

holds, e ® (22 + 4+ 1) is a decreasing function for z > 1. Meanwhile, 1/(1 +e~")? is an
increasing function. Then, (rf)’ is found to be bounded from below as

() > - [(Hi_)Q} e @ )] e > 1 (A27)
for 1 <z <2, and
! 1 —x 2
(rf) > - [M] o e (2 +2+1)] [p=2 > —1 (A28)

for 2 < z.

A.3.  Estimate of [(Tf)g}”

The second-order derivative of (rf)? can be written as

2
(14 ex)?

8
|
—_
|
N
Y
+ |
=
~
w

[(rf)?]" = {(1 + )2 4 26°(1 + €)

(A29)

We will show that [(rf)2]” < 2 is satisfied, in the three cases, e* < 1/2 (i.e. x < —log?2),
1/2 <e” <e (ie. =7/10 < —log2 <z < 1), and e < €” (i.e. 1 < x), separately.

A.3.1. Thecasee® <1/2 (i.e.x < —log2). Sincex and (2¢” — 1) are negative, Eq. (A29)
gives

[(r£)?]" < m(l +e)? <L (A30)
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A.3.2. The case 1/2<e* <e (ie. =T/10< —log2 <x <1). We can express €/r in
terms of €/(r + €) as

_ _ _ o\ -1
S = 6_(1— E_) : (A31)
T r4e r+e€

and then, we can see a relation between €/(r + €) and =z,
_ 2 _
) =@+ (@1 (A32)

r+€ r+é ’
The terms including é/(r + €) in the right-hand side of Eq. (A29) are rewritten as
e \’® é
_< > =— (2P +2+2) —— +a? -1, (A33)
r+€ r+€

2
:(m3—x2+3w+5)%_—z3+3$2—7w+5. (A34)
r+é

(ri€>2_($_1)

Solving Eq. (A32) for €/(r + €), it is estimated as

€ 1 —1)2+4
Z< ¢ _(@+h)+y(@-1)°+ <9

A35
5 r4e€ 2 -7 ( )

where we used 1 < €/(r + €) to choose the sign in the front of the square root and —7/10 <
x < 1. As a consequence, we find

[("”f)g]” = (1_‘_2655)4{1 + (:U3 — 2?4+ 9z — 7) e’ + (—23:3 + 822 — 12x+7) e

+[—($3+$2+5$—|—9)+(2$3—4$2+4$+6)6x] e’ ¢ }
r+e€

2
— (1+e$)4{1+ (:U3—x2+9;1:—7) e’ + (—23:3—1—83:2—12;10—1—7) 2"

+[— (32* + 32 +6) + (2 — 227 + 20 + 3) (26" — 1)] exrie}

2
< M{H<w3—x2+9x—7>em+(—zx3+8x2—12x+7>e”
7
+ [—5 (32% + 3z +6) + 2 (2 — 22% + 22 + 3) (2¢" — 1)} ex}
2 s 6, 4 107\ , 5 20
— (1+6$)4[1+<—x — 7 +5x—5>e + (227 — 4z 4+ 19) e*| . (A36)

For —7/10 < z < 0, we have e* < 1 and then [(rf)2]” is bounded from above as

2 6 4 107
21 3 2 x 3 x
< 2 iy (-ad -2yt 225 — dz + 1
[(rf)?]" < (1+ex)4[+<x P T 5)6 + (22 x+ 9)€:|
2 6 16 12
- = N 3_ 2.2 -V =~ T
<1+ex>4[ +<$ 5050 5)%
2
— <2 A
S [Trent © (AST)
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For 0 <z <1, we have ¢ < e < 3, and it gives

2 1 41
[(Tf)2:| " < m |:1 + g <—.’L'3 — ng + gflf — 27> €2x + (21‘3 —4x + 19) €2x
2 2e%*
= b [250% — 62% — 56z + 178] . (A38)

(1+er)* * 15(1+e®)

The part in the square bracket of the second term in the second line is positive in the
interval 0 < x < 1 since its function has a minimal value at = = (6 + 21/1059)/75 (< 1) and
a maximal value at x = (6 — 21/1059)/75 (< 0). Then, the maximum value in 0 < x < 1 is
under 178. Moreover, we can estimate its coeflicient as

2e%" 1
—_— < — A
151+ en)t = 120° (A39)
where we used the fact that €2 /(1 + e*)* monotonically decreases for = > 0.
Then, [(rf)z]” is evaluated as
2 178
2711 e 1o
T < Grey T 10
1 178

A.8.3. The case e < e (i.e. 1 <x). We estimate the first and second lines of Eq. (A36).
The terms in the square bracket in the second line is shown to be positive as

—(2® +2? + 524+ 9) + (20° — 42 + 42 +6) €
=—(®+2°+50+9)+2[z(z —1)* +z+3] €
> —(2® +2° +52+9) +5 [z(z — 1) + z + 3]
=42 — 112% + 52+ 6 > 0, (A41)

where we used 5/2 < e < €® and = > 1 in the first inequality and used z > 1 in the second
inequality. Since for z > 1 we have €/(r +€) < z + 1 [see Eq. (A35)], the value of [(rf)Q]H
is bounded as

[(r))?]" < 2 ji {1+ (2% 22+ 92 —7) e + (—22° + 822 — 122+ 7) ¥

Tr e
+ [~ (2®+2® +52+9) + (22° — 42® + 4z +6) "] " (1 + 2) }

2
e

x4+x3+7x2+5m—|—16)e$

+ (2:1:4 —4a® + 822 — 2z + 13) 62”0}

2 2e% 4 3 2 A
< (1+ez)4+(1+ew)4 (20% — 42° 4+ 82* — 20 +13) . (A42)

23/24



Here, the first term has the maximum value 2(1 4 e)~* < 1/50 at = = 1. Derivative of the
second term is shown to be negative as

d 2%

— | (22* — 423 + 8% - 2 13
o (1+6$)4(90 2”4 8% — 2z + 13)

4 2z
:@j?;gK%4+zﬁ+6w+m)—awm#—&ﬁ+1m9—un+1@]
(&
48233 A )
<(1+e$)5[(23«" + 2z +6:p—|—12)
1
—<1+x+2xﬁ(m%-&ﬁ+1@?-um+1@]
de?” 3_ 2 2 )
T Tty [(x —?—z—1) +a@@—1)(z+4)+ 3 +1} < 0,(A43)
(&
where we used
20% — 827 + 142® — 100 + 14 = 2(2 = 2)%2” + 5(z = 1)* + 2° + 9> 0 (Add)

and e® > 1+ x + 2%/2. Thus, the second term of the right-hand side of Eq. (A42) is a
decreasing function. The maximum of the right-hand side of the inequality of Eq. (A42)
occurs at x = 1 and its value satisfies

34e2 14

Atot < 0" (A45)

Therefore, the value of [(rf )2}” is less than 2.
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