
Classification and stability of black hole event horizon

births: a contact geometry approach

Oscar Meneses-Rojas
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Abstract. A classical result by Penrose establishes that null geodesics generating a
black hole event horizon can only intersect at their entrance to the horizon in “crossover”
points. This points together with limit points of this set, namely caustics, form the so-
called ”crease set”. Light rays enter into the horizon through the crease set, characterizing
the latter as the birth of the horizon. A natural question in this context refers to the
classification and stability of the structural possibilities of black hole crease sets. In this
work we revisit the strategy adopted by Gadioux & Reall [1] for such a classification in
the setting of singularity theory in contact geometry. Specifically, in such contact geome-
try setting, the event horizon is identified as a component (not connected to null infinity)
of a so-called “BigFront”. The characterization of BigFronts as Legendrian projections of
Legendrian submanifolds permits to classify the crease sets and “cuspidal sets” (or caus-
tics in Penrose’s terminology) by applying classical results established by V.I. Arnol’d.
Here we refine the stability discussion presented in [1] of that connected component of
the crease set that is not causally connected to null infinity and that constitutes the event
horizon birth. In addition, we identify the existence of other components of the crease
set that lie in the part of the BigFront that is causally connected to null infinity.

1 Introduction
In 1968, R. Penrose published one of his early works on the formation of black hole event horizons.
Specifically, in [2], Penrose defined the so-called crossover of a black hole event horizon as the set of
points where null geodesics meet and enter into the horizon. The limit points of such set, where null
geodesics converge at ”caustics,” along with the crossover, comprise the crease set of a black hole. In
this study, we examine structurally stable crease sets of black hole horizons using the contact geometry
framework, a geometric tool closely related to the so-called catastrophe theory [3]. For the sake of clarity,
we will focus on black hole horizons with spherical topology formed during a gravitational collapse process.
To study black hole event horizon formation under the terminology used in contact geometry, we study
the crease set of an event horizon as the cuspidal edge and self-intersection set of a so-called BigFront.

From the perspective of Huygens’ wave propagation theory in R3, a t-equidistant wavefront from a
light source S ⊂ R3 is the set of points reached by light rays emitted orthogonally from S and traveling an
Euclidean distance t. In spacetime, the union of the wavefronts equidistant to S is a null hypersurface that
shares the same geometrical and structural features of wavefronts, known as BigFront. Light phenomena
show that caustics have non-regular points. The latter implying a non-regularity on the wavefronts,
called singularities in contact geometry [4]. The union in spacetime of such singularities is a subset of
the BigFront, called the cuspidal edge. One of the most significant insights in the study of caustics
and wavefronts was made by V. I. Arnol’d in 1972, when he recognized that the underlying structure
of these phenomena is governed by the theory of singularities of differentiable maps. In [5], Arnol’d
established a classification of the stable singularities that appear on caustics and wavefronts. By using
such classification, we show that there is only one type of stable singularities in the crease set of black
hole horizons with spherical topology.
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2 Contact Geometry in Lorentzian Geometry
A contact manifold is an odd-dimensional smooth manifold endowed with a distribution of hyperplanes
that are maximally non-integrable. If the hyperplane distribution is given by the kernel of a differentiable
1-form α, called contact structure, the non-integrability condition is algebraically expressed as α∧(dα)n ̸=
0. The hyperplanes, called contact planes, are symplectic vector spaces with the restriction of dα to the
hyperplanes as symplectic form, that is, ω := dα|Kerα is a non-degenerate skew symmetric two form.

Definition 2.1 Let (M , g) be a 1 + n-dimensional time-oriented spacetime. A contact element based at
a point q ∈ M is a tangent hyperplane of TqM . A co-orientation of the contact element is the contact
element together with the choice of one of the two half spaces into which it divides the tangent space. A
light element based at a point q ∈ M is a contact element tangent to the null cone.

The set of all co-oriented contact elements, denoted as ST ∗M , is a contact manifold with a contact
structure defined as follows. By writing as π : ST ∗M → M , (q,Hq) 7→ q, where Hq is a contact element,
the map that sends a contact element to its base point, the hyperplane Πq,Hq

:= π−1
∗,q(Hq) is a contact

plane [6]. In ST ∗M , the set of all light elements based at each point in M is a hypersurface, called
the hypersurface of light elements and denoted by K. At a point Q = (q,Hq) ∈ K, the hyperplane
PQ = ΠQ∩TQK is a 2n−1-dimensional plane contained in a 2n symplectic vector space. The symplectic
orthogonal to PQ, defined as

lQ = {v ∈ ΠQ ;ω(v, u) = 0 ∀u ∈ PQ }
is a tangent line at the point Q. The set of such lines define a vector field whose vector flow is a set of
curves called characteristic curves [6]. The projection of the characteristic curves to M via π are the null
geodesics in M . The latter follows from the next result by computing the characteristic curves in K.

Lemma 2.2 Let q ∈ M and consider a null vector l ∈ TqM . The kernel of the 1-form αq,l := gq(l, ·) is
a tangent hyperplane to the null cone in TqM .

Let Nk ⊂ ST ∗M be a k-dimensional smooth manifold with k ≤ n. The submanifold Nk is said to be
integral if TQN

k ⊂ ΠQ for all Q ∈ Nk. If k = n, then Nn is said to be a Legendrian submanifold. A
point Q ∈ Nk is said to be non-characteristic if lQ ̸⊂ TQK.

Definition 2.3 Let Nn−1 ⊂ K be a non-characteristic integral submanifold. The Cauchy problem for the
hypersurface of light elements with Nk−1 as initial condition consist in finding a Legendrian submanifold
Ln ⊂ K containing Nk−1. Such Legendrian submanifold, Ln, is called a null Legendrian submanifold.

Theorem 2.4 [6] Let Q ∈ Nn−1 be a non-characteristic point. Then, there exists a neighborhood U of
Q where the Cauchy problem for the hypersurface K with initial contidion N exists and is unique.

Let L
ι
↪−→ ST ∗M be an immersed Legendrian submanifold. The map π ◦ ι : L → M is called a Legendrian

map and the image π ◦ ι(L) is called a front. If L is a null Legendrian submanifold solution to the Cauchy
problem for K with N as initial condition, the image of the Legendrian map, called BigFront, is a null
hypersurface. The projection of non-characteristic integral sections of L to M via π are called wavefronts.
The projection of the initial condition N to M via π is the light source S.

Lemma 2.5 Let Γ1+n−k be a spacelike submanifold. Then, Γ1+n−k is lifted to a non-characteristic initial
integral submanifold Nn−1 in the hypersurface of light elements. Moreover, the solution to the Cauchy
problem for the hypersurface of light elements with initial condition Nn−1 exists and is unique.

The proof of Lemma 2.5 is a consequence of Theorem 2.4 by taking N as the submanifold made of
light elements tangent to Γ. Lemma 2.5 implies that for a given spacelike surface, interpreted as a light
source or an initial wavefront, its BigFront is a null hypersurface that contains the dynamical evolution
of the initial wavefront propagating along null geodesics orthogonal to Γ. The set of critical values of a
Legendrian map is the set of points where the front is non-smooth. In singularity theory, the generic and
stable singularities are known and are classified for any smooth manifold of dimension less or equal than
6. In a 4-dimensional spacetime, the singularities of Legendrian maps are given by the following result.

Theorem 2.6 (Arnol’d,[5]) The only simple and stable singularities in wavefronts for dimension 2 are
cusps and transverse self-intersections. In dimension 3, the local singularities are showed in Fig. 1.

Consequently, the local shape of the simple stable singularities in dimension 2 and 3 allows to describe
the local shape of the self-intersection set in the wavefronts.



(a) Local classification of singularities in di-
mension 2 and 3. Figure of 2-dimensional
front perestroikas taken from [4].

(b) Local classification of self-intersection sets
in dimension 2 and 3. Figure taken from [7].

Figure 1: Classification of singularities and self-intersection sets in wavefronts.

Theorem 2.7 (Giblin et al., [7]) The local shape of the self-intersection sets in dimension 2 and 3 is
showed in Fig. 1.

By definition, the self-intersection set is the set of points where two sheets of a given surface meet. If
the given surface is a BigFront, then it is possible to know the local shape of its self-intersection set by
analyzing the self-intersection set of the wavefronts that forms the BigFront (also known as symmetry
sets. See [7, 8] for a formal study). The union in spacetime of the self-intersection set of each wavefront
is the self-intersection set of the BigFront, whose boundary consists of points of the cuspidal set.

3 Black Hole event horizons as BigFronts
As a toy model, let us consider a spacetime where the dynamics is subject to physical energy conditions
for the stress-energy tensor so that a mass distribution collapses, thereby ensuring the existence of a black
hole horizon with a crease set ([9, 10, 11, 12]). Let us consider now that at late times, a spacelike section of
the horizon is topologically a sphere. By taking such section as initial wavefront and by following the null
geodesics orthogonal to such section to the past, the event horizon is a BigFront with a self-intersection
and a cuspidal set [13]. By Penrose Theorems, the crease set is formed by crossover point and caustics
[2]. In the BigFront perspective, the crossover is a connected component (the first one when coming from
the past) of the self-intersection set of the BigFront. The caustic corresponds to the cuspidal set.

Theorem 3.1 (Meneses-Rojas, [8]) Let W be the null hypersurface generated by the null geodesics or-
thogonal to the spacelike 2-dimensional surface σ2 ⊂ H , where H ⊂ W is the event horizon resulting
from a gravitational collapse process. Let σ1 be the spacelike section of W such that it is no longer in the
event horizon. Assume the topology of σ2 to be a sphere. Then, W is the BigFront of a Legendrian map
L ⊂ ST ∗M → M where L is a null Legendrian submanifold such that in the perestroikas from σ2 to σ1

(the wavefronts) there is a cuspidal and a self-intersection set on the BigFront. Moreover, a component of
the self-intersection of W set splits the BigFront into two components: the non-visible (the event horizon
H ) and the component causally connected to I +.

The proof of Theorem 3.1 follows by rewriting the results of Penrose in the contact geometry framework
and recognizing that the self-intersection set of a BigFront suits with the description of the crossover set.
The results of Giblin et al. [7, 14] in this scenario allows to give a precise description of the self-intersection
set and the cuspidal set of event horizons ”births” as a result of a gravitational collapse process.

Theorem 3.2 (Meneses-Rojas, [8]) The stable cuspidal set of the event horizon is of type A3 in Fig. 1.

In conclusion, by using the geometric settings of singularities in contact geometry, it is possible to re-
interpret the event horizon as a component of a BigFront of a Legendrian map. Thus, the crease set is
naturally analyzed as a connected component of the self-intersection set of the entire BigFront. Moreover,
the local shape of the singularities is known. If in addition, by Theorem 3.2, there is only one possible
type of singularity allowed in the event horizon, then it is possible to study the caustic associated to such
singularity (e.g. diffraction at a caustics [15]).



4 Acknowledgments
The author is grateful to his PhD advisors Jose Luis Jaramillo and Ricardo Uribe-Vargas for proposing
the problem, the discussions and ideas shared that came along this work.

References
[1] Gadioux M and Reall H S 2023 Phys. Rev. D 108(8) 084021 URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.084021

[2] DeWitt-Morette C, Wheeler J and Institute B M 1968 Battelle Rencontres: 1967 Lectures in Math-
ematics and Physics (Benjamin) URL https://books.google.fr/books?id=u2w-AQAAIAAJ

[3] Arnold V I 1994 Bifurcation theory and catastrophe theory / V.I. Arnol’d (ed.). Dynamical systems
; 5 (Berlin ;: Springer-Verlag) ISBN 3540181733

[4] Arnold V and Uribe-Vargas R Geometry (Unpublished book)

[5] Arnol’d V I 1972 Functional Analysis and Its Applications 6 254–272 ISSN 1573-8485 URL
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01077644

[6] Arnol’d V I 1980 Chapitres supplémentaires de la théorie des équations différentielles ordinaires
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