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Using the principle of least action, the motion equations for a singular hypersurface
of arbitrary type in quadratic gravity are derived. Equations containing the “external
pressure” and the “external flow” components of the surface energy-momentum tensor
together with the Lichnerowicz conditions serve to find the hypersurface itself, while the
remaining ones define arbitrary functions that arise due to the implicit presence of the
delta function derivative. It turns out that neither double layers nor thin shells exist
for the quadratic Gauss-Bonnet term. It is shown that there is no “external pressure”
for null singular hypersurfaces. The Lichnerowicz conditions imply the continuity of
the scalar curvature in the case of spherically symmetric null singular hypersurfaces.
These hypersurfaces must be thin shells if the Lichnerowicz conditions are necessary.
It is shown that for this particular case the Lichnerowicz conditions can be completely
removed therefore a spherically symmetric null double layer exists. Spherically symmetric
null singular hypersurfaces in conformal gravity are explored as application.
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1. Introduction

It is well known that any field theory can be described via variational principle. In
general relativity the metric tensor act as a dynamic variable. The action used in
this variational formulation is the Einstein-Hilbert action, which is second order in
terms of the metric derivatives. At the same time, this action is the simplest version
that can reproduce the Einstein equations. In theory, more complex actions with
higher order derivatives are possible. These theories, however, are frequently dis-
missed because they obey Ostrogradsky’s instability theoremX which classifies all
nondegenerate theories with higher derivatives as Lyapunov unstable. The Hamil-
tonian of these theories is unbounded from below. In spite of this, however, there
has been a recent flurry of interest in such theories for various reasons.

Unlike general relativity higher derivative theories are renormalisable 25 Thus
they might play an important role in quantizing gravity.
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Several groups of researchers have discovered independently®1% that the quan-
tum corrections that emerge in the one-loop approximation during renormalization
in any relativistic quantum field theory generate terms that are missing in in the
Einstein-Hilbert action. In particular, local terms quadratic in the Riemann tensor
and its contractions with coefficients of dimension of non-negative powers of energy
appear. The theory that include those quadratic terms in the gravitational action
is commonly known as quadratic gravity.

A.A. Starobinskyl? exploited these inevitable corrections to the gravitational
Lagrangian and obtained a singularity-free cosmological solution of the de Sitter
type. As a result, the first inflation model was created.

For the reasons listed above we have chosen quadratic gravity as an object of
study.

A hypersurface is called singular if the curvature tensor has singularities on
it namely terms proportional to f-functions or J-functions. These hypersurfaces
usually serve to describe the the local concentration of matter or energy on a given
hypersurface in both general relativity and quadratic gravity. Moreover, the study
of the singular distribution of matter makes it possible to construct an additional
class of exact solutions describing various physical models by using metrics that are
known solutions of the motion equations in the bulk for the corresponding theory
of gravity.

In general relativity field equations on a singular hypersurface were obtained
for the first time by W. Israel182% An analogue of Israel’s equations in quadratic
gravity was discovered by J.M.M. Senovilla 2120 Their main difference from the case
of general relativity is in the presence of the derivative of the delta function. Thus,
in quadratic gravity, in addition to thin shells, a new type of singular hypersurfaces
called double layer appears.

The paper Ref. 27l demonstrated that the field equations on a singular hypersur-
face in quadratic gravity can be obtained using the principle of least action. Such
a method has a noticeable advantage: the derivative of the delta-function does not
appear explicitly at all, and the delta-function itself appears only virtual.

This article generalizes the results obtained in the Ref. 27| to the hypersurfaces
of arbitrary type but the main focus is on the null hypersurfaces. A special case of
spherically symmetric lightlike shells and double layers along with the possibility
of weakening the Lichnerowicz conditions for this type of hypersurfaces have been
investigated. In addition, null spherically symmetric singular hypersurfaces separat-
ing two spherically symmetric solutions of conformal gravity presented in the paper
Ref. 28 are considered here.
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2. Preliminaries

The action of quadratic gravity in the general case can be represented as:

Sy = ! /\/—qud‘lx,
Q

7 16w

Ly = a1 Rapea R + aa Rop R™ + a3 R? + au R + asA. (1)

Here g is the determinant of the metric whose components act as dynamic variables
since we are working in the framework of Riemannian geometry, «; are arbitrary
constants, [29,; is Riemann curvature tensor:

a _ a a a e a e
bea = Ocl'pq — 0al'pe + Te g — Tl -

The Ricci tensor and scalar curvature are defined as follows: R., = R, R =
R . Signature (+, —, —, —) and geometric units in which ¢ = G = 1 are used in this
article.

For certain problems, it is also convenient to represent the Lagrangian of

quadratic gravity in the following form:
1 9 1 1 9
Lq: 2041—|—§042 ce — 041—|-5042 GB+§(3043+041+042)R+

1
+asR+ash, C? = Capea C*"" = Rypea R — 2Ra R™ + §R2’
GB = Rapea R — 4Ry, R + R?, (2)

where Cypeq is the Weyl tensor, which is defined as:

1
Oabcd - Rabcd + 5 (Rad Gbe + Rbc Jad — Rac gbd — Rbd gac) +

1
+ ER (gac gbvd — YJad gbc> . (3)

Let us consider a four-dimensional spacetime 2 divided by the singular hyper-
surface Yg into two regions Q7 and Q= with different geometries. As stated before
a singular hypersurface is a hypersurface where the Riemann curvature tensor has
a singular component.

Let the hypersurface equation in some coordinates continuous in the neighbor-
hood of ¥ have the form: n(z) = 0, then, without loss of generality, we can assume
that:

(No N[5y = (0an 0°n)|s, = €.

Here N¢ is the normal to the hypersurface, ¢ = —1 for a timelike hypersurface, 1
for a spacelike one and zero for a null one.

Let the domain Q™ correspond to negative values of the function n(z) and Q7
to positive values, then the outward normal to X is defined as:

N, = edyn,



where € = ¢ for timelike and spacelike hypersurfaces and ¢ = 1 for lightlike ones.
Such a definition will be necessary for the application of the Stokes’ theorem and is
dictated by the condition: N*9,n >0 .

Taking into account the accepted notation, the metric in the entire space-time
Q can be formally expressed as a sum:

gab = Gap 0(n(@)) + g4y, O(—1(2)) = gar (%) - (4)
Differentiating expressions (@) gives rise to a term with a delta function:
Ocgab = Ocgab(£) + Ocn(x) 6(n(x)) [gab)-

Here and below, d. denotes the partial derivative, the brackets [gqp] = g:b -9
denote the jump of the corresponding value on the surface 3.

If [gap] # O then the d-function occurs in Christoffel symbols. Here we will work
with the conventional theory of distributions, where the products §2(n(x)) and
d(n(x)) O(n(x)) are undefined. Therefore, both in general relativity and in quadratic
gravity, the continuity of the metric on ¥ is essential in order to avoid the appear-
ance of 62 in the Riemann curvature tensor and in the Lagrangian .

As it was shown , in particular, in the paper Ref.[29]it is always possible to make
the gqp tensor continuous on ¥ via coordinate transformations in the 0OF domains.
Thus for singular hypersurfaces in both general relativity and quadratic gravity one
should either work in a similar special coordinate system or explicitly impose the
restrictions [gqp] = 0.

If the metric is continuous on Xy, then from (@) we get the following expression
for the Levi-Civita connection components:

be = The(£), ()
from where, in turn, the formula for the Riemann tensor is derived:
Ryeq = Riea(E) +{0cn(z) [T5y] — Oan(z) [T7.]} 6(n()). (6)

In case of general relativity the singular part of the curvature tensor corresponds
to the surface part of the energy-momentum tensor+®2" therefore the expression (@)
is acceptable.

In quadratic gravity it is also necessary to require the continuity of the first
derivatives of the metric and the Christoffel symbols as a consequence in order to
avoid the appearance of undefined functions in the Lagrangian.The corresponding

restrictions are called Lichnerowicz conditions?

[The] = 0. (7)

For all physical models that we consider in this paper, the energy-momentum
tensor of matter fields has the following structure:

T% = §% §(n(z)) + T+ O(n(z)) + T~ O(—n(z)) = S 8(n(x)) + T(£), (8)

where S is the surface energy-momentum tensor, T+ are the values of the energy-
momentum tensor components in the domains QF respectively. Here we assume
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that 7% does not contain other singular terms, in particular, derivatives of the
o-function.

3. Thin shells in General Relativity

Before proceeding to the study of singular hypersurfaces in quadratic gravity, we
will demonstrate how the Israel equations can be derived using the principle of least
action.

The gravitational part of the action in this case is:

1 1
Ser=—— [ /g|lLgrd*z = —— R A) diz.
GR Tox l9|Lerd'x T6m Q\/|g| (uR+asA) dx

Using the expression (@) for the Riemann tensor, we obtain the scalar curvature
for a manifold with a singular hypersurface:

R=R(+)+ " Epq d(n(x)).

Here, for convenience, an additional tensor is introduced: Eypq = 9,n [I'f;]—0an [T'g,].
Next, we move on to varying the action for gravity with respect to the inverse
metric:

1 1
5SGR = —E/Q\/Lﬂ <5LGR_ EgacLGRzig“c) d4ZE.

Let us write out separately the variation of the scalar curvature:
OR = 09 (Rpa(£) + Epq 6(n(z))) +
+ 9" (6Rpa(%) + {0an [0T54] — 0an [015,]} 6(n(x))) -

The hypersurface equation n(z) = 0 is assumed to be unknown, but given during
the variation process, i.e. the function n(z) itself does not vary. Using the corollary
of the Palatini formula®! we get:

g0 Rpa(£) = " (VadTfy(£) — Vadll, () -

If we then write this term from JR as part of the original integral:

l/%mf%&dﬂfmz/ V110" (Va7 — 70T, diat
Q Q-

+/ 916" (VadT, — 746T%,) d'z.
O+

and apply the Stokes’ theorem for each of the integrals, then it turns out that this
term cancels out with [, \/[glg"* {9an [6T5;] — Oan [6T5,]} 8(n(x)) d*z. Taking into
account all of the above, we get:

/Q \/E(SRd‘l:v = /Q \/m5gbd (Rpa(£) + Epg 0(n(x))) d*z.



Substituting the resulting expression into a variation of the action of gravity, we
obtain:

1 1 1
0Sar = _16—7T/Q Vgl 6g° (a4 Rap(£) — 204 Gab R(£) - 505 Gab A) d*z+

1 1
+—— [ VI9l0gap s (E“b — g™ E) S(n(z))d*z, (9)
167 Jo 2

where E = gab E.p.
Similarly, for the action of matter, taking into account the structure of the
energy-momentum tensor (), we have:

1 1
58S, = 5 /Q V09| Tap(£) 69 d*a — 3 /Q V09| 8% 8gap 6(n(z)) d .
According to the principle of least action: § Sgg = —0S,, from this we obtain
a system of equations of motion:

1 1
y be — 5044 gap R — 5045 gab A = 87TT;%,

Eab_lgabE: 8_7rsab'
2 (%]

Once the variation is done and the equations of motion are obtained, it is possible
to move to specific coordinates. We choose a coordinate system {n, '}, where the
function n(z), which defines the hypersurface equation, is one of the coordinates,
y* denotes all coordinates except n. In addition, we require that the components
of the metric in these coordinates be continuous on the hypersurface. An example
of such coordinates can be Gaussian normal coordinates in the case of a timelike
(spacelike) hypersurface and the coordinate systems described in the fifth section
for a lightlike one.

A consequence of the standard relations for the transformation of the metric
components when the coordinates are changed from arbitrary to {n,y’} is the fol-
lowing formula:

9" s = (0and?n)|g, = €.

Let us write out the components of the tensor F,;, and the jumps in Christoffel
symbols in the coordinates {n,y'}:

Epa = [T4] = 04 05 [Ty,

1 1
[Ti) = 5 9% (67 Ougna) + 07 0ngea]) = 59" Dngicl. [Thul = 56" 0nal 5.

2

N | =

E = (g" g™ — g"" ¢"") [Ongea) = (¢"" g™ — ¢"" ¢") [Ongri], k.1 #n.

It follows from the relations presented above that E" = %g‘m E, therefore the
components S™™ and S™ of the surface energy-momentum tensor are zero in general
relativity.
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The motion equations of a singular hypersurface in the coordinates {n,y‘} are:
U 1 .. o 81 ..
(g‘“gb] -3 g”g“b) [Co] + (5 979" — g’”g’”) [Te.) = a—w SY, d,j#mn, (10)
4

in this form, they can be used not only for timelike (spacelike) hypersurfaces but
also for lightlike hypersurfaces.

A special case of (I0) are the Israel equations for a timelike (spacelike) thin
shell. In a Gaussian normal coordinate system, where the metric in the vicinity of
the hypersurface has the form: ds? = edn?++;; dz* dz’/, motion equations (I{) come
down to the following;:

g » 81 ..
e (K] — Y [K]) = —~ 5%,

Q4
where K;; = —%371 7i; is the external curvature tensor.

Let us also consider the case of null hypersurfaces. For this purpose we use the
special coordinates {n, A, 4} described in the fifth section. In these coordinates the
equations of motion () are:

Lo o i _ai 1 1o o oa 8T Lij
3 ( N9+ 0y ) [OnGar] — 59][3719,\,\] - 55,\ 83 9 [0nga] = o SY. (11)

In addition, let’s explore the spherically symmetric null thin shell. As it will be
shown below, the metric in the neighborhood of such a hypersurface has the form:
ds? = Ypn dn? + 2y, dndX — r2 dQ22. Therefore the motion equations for a null thin
shell ([I]) come down to the following in the spherically symmetric case:

2
[Onr] = — S

This formula is fully consistent with the result obtained in the article Ref. 29

4. Motion equations

The main purpose of this paper is to derive the field equations for a singular null
hypersurface in quadratic gravity. In order to achieve it we need to isolate the surface
part in the motion equations obtained by varying the action ({l) with respect to the
inverse metric in the case when the curvature tensor has a structure described by
(@) with () as a source.

It was shown in the previous section that for a singular hypersurface of any
type in general relativity, the components of the surface energy-momentum tensor
5™ and S™ are equal to zero. In the case of quadratic gravity, they are generally
nonzero. It was shown for the first time in the papers of J. M. M. Senovilla, /2126
where S™ and S™ are defined as “external pressure” and “external flow” respec-
tively.

In general relativity, the field equations are of the second order in the derivatives
of the metric tensor. If [I'f.] # 0 and a J-function arises in the Riemann tensor as
well as in the energy-momentum tensor then the Israel equations link these jumps



to S?. The hypersurface is a thin shell in this case. If [['¢] = 0 there is only a
jump in both 7% and curvature tensor then there is a gravitational shock wave
accompanied by a shock wave in matter.

In quadratic gravity, the field equations are of the fourth order in the derivatives
of the metric tensor. In the case of thin shell the curvature tensor doesn’t have a
jump on X so its second derivatives can contain at most d-function, which relates to
the d-function in the energy-momentum tensor. In the case of double layer discovered
by J. M. M. Senovilla the curvature tensor experience a jump on the hypersurface,
then its second derivatives contain a derivative of d-function. The curvature jump
describing the gravitational shock wave doesn’t have to be accompanied by a shock
wave in the distribution of matter, thus the existence of purely gravitational shock
wave is possible in quadratic gravity.

Due to the Lichnerowicz conditions the Riemann tensor and, as a consequence,
the Ricci tensor and scalar curvature may have at most a jump on the ¥y. Using
the fact that 6%(n(z)) = 0(n(x)) and (n(x))6(—n(x)) = 0, and substituting the
Riemann tensor (@) and its contractions into the action (), we get:

\/|?L+d4x—— \/EL diz, (12)

where LJr = ay RF, dR*“de + g R yRT + ozg(R*) + ayRT + asA, and L, is
defined in a similar way.
Varying the action ([[2)) with respect to the inverse metric, we obtain:*

Sa = 1671'

abe

2

1

5Sq - —m

\/m (H;rbagab + VCVJrC) d4$_
+

/ Vgl (H,,09% +v.V™=°) d'z. (13)

167

The following notation is adopted here:

H-Z = 20[1R

1 1
_ 5gabL;; + (a2 +4a1)OR}, + 5(4a3 + 2)gapORT — (201 + az 4 2a3)V, Vs R,

R™P—2(2a;+az)RICRYS

bac

—4oq RI°R} +203 R R +au R}, —

amlp

1
yte = {(4a1 + ) VERTY 4 5(042 + 4a3)gbdeR+} SGbd—

—ov? {(2041 + 042)R+Cd + a3 ngRJr} Ogba + (ca + 2043R+)(gabg°d gacgbd) Vadgba+
+ {a2(2gcdR+ab _ gacR+bd _ gbdR+aC) _ 4a1R+abcd} vaégbd i

Vector V¢ and tensor H, are defined in a similar way.

By definition variation with fixed ends is used to derive equations of motion
from the principle of least action. This means that the values of dynamic variables
are fixed on the boundary of the entire integration volume: dg,; = 0 on 9f2. Using
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the Stokes’ theorem, we obtain the following expression for 65;:

S, = —16% . Vgl (H,597) d%-miw . Vgl (H,89°) d4x+16i7r /E 0 (V] dS..
Here dS. is a directed surface element.

As in the previous section, we use the coordinates {n,y’}, where the metric
is continuous on Xy and the function n(z) is one of the coordinates. In such a
coordinate system we can use the definition of dS, that is applicable to both timelike
(spacelike) and null cases:

dS, = eN.\/|h|d®y, i#n,

where h = g(0,y%) is the restriction of the entire spacetime ) metric determinant
to Yo, {yl} are all coordinates except n, they are chosen as internal coordinates
on the hypersurface in this case. The directed surface element defined in this way
satisfies the relation:

N¢dS. > 0.

The variation of the matter action defined by the energy-momentum tensor ()
is divided into volume and surface parts in a similar way:

1 1
0Sm = —/ varl (T(;Zégab) dz + —/ varl (Ta_bégab) drz—
2 Jo+ 2 Jo-
1
- —/ var (Sabégab) dy.
2 Js,
From the principle of least action we obtain the system of motion equations:

HE = 87T, (14)

€[VE]N,. = 8755 gap. (15)

From (&) an analogue of the Israel equation for quadratic gravity can be ob-
tained. The case of timelike and spacelike hypersurfaces is considered, for example,
in Ref. 24 and Ref. 27l Here we focus on the null case. However, the expression (I5)
can be greatly simplified before moving on to a specific type of hypersurface.

Since the variation of the gravitational part of the action 4.5, contains a total
divergence from the vector V¢, this vector is defined up to the addition of another
divergence-less vector 2CU¢. It can be shown®? that in this case it is convenient to
choose U¢ as follows:

1
Uc = _vb <Rcd _ EngR> 5gbd + (Rabgcd _ Rbcgad) vaagbd-
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Also we set the constant C equal to 2ag, then:

1
V=Vt 4 4azUTe = {(4a1 + ap)VeRTH 4 g2+ 4a3)gde°R+} SGba—

— 2201 + as + 2a3) VPR g4 + (a4 + 2a3RT) (9% — g°°¢")V o0 gpa
+ {a2(2QCdR+ab _ gacR-i-bd _ gbdR-i-ac) _ 4a1R+“de} vaégbd‘f'
+ 4a3(R+abgcd _ Rercgad)vaagbd )
As before, the vectors U~¢,V=¢ are defined similarly to U+, V+¢ .
Let us explain why adding the vector U¢ does not change motion equations not

only in the bulk but also on the hypersurface. As noted in Ref. [32] the vector U€ in
fact is a total divergence:

U¢ = Va {(Rabgcd _ Rcdgab) 5gbd} )

It follows from the formula (@) that only the component U™ contribute to the
motion equations and it can be further simplified:

U" = Vn {(Rnbgnd _ Rndgnb) 5gbd} +V; {(Ribgnd _ Rndgib) 5gbd} _
_ vi{(Ribgnd_Rndgib) 5gbd}7 z;ﬁn
Let us show that on Vi {(R™®g"? — R"g"®) 5gq} \/|h|d®y is zero. Since the
expression under the integral sign is the total divergence of some three-dimensional
vector field on the X, this integral reduces to the integral over the boundary of the
hypersurface due to the Stokes’ theorem. The boundary of ¥ is a part of the entire

spacetime boundary 02 where dgpq = 0 that is why the integral is equal to zero.
In the coordinates {n,y'}: N, = €6, so replacing V¢ with V*¢ in (IJ) we get:

V"] = 875%8gap. (16)

If the Lichnerowicz conditions are satisfied, then [V,dgyq] = 0 as a consequence
so this factor can be taken out of the bracket when calculating the jump [V"] :

[17”] = {(4041 + ao)[V"R%] + %(az + 4a3)gbd[V"R]} Sgpa+

+ {2043[R](gabg"d _ gan bd) + a2(2gnd[Rab] _ gan[Rbd] _ gbd[RanD} Va5gbd+
+ {40(3( Rab]gnd _ [Rbn]gad) _ 4a1[Rabnd]} vaégbd_
—2(2a1 + ag + 2a3)[VP R dgpa.  (17)
It is necessary to obtain expressions for the jumps of the Riemann tensor and
its contractions in order to calculate [V"], keeping in mind that jumps are present
only in those quantities that contain derivatives of the metric with respect to the

coordinate n, starting with the second order derivative. The jumps of the first
derivatives of the metric are set to zero due to the Lichnerowicz conditions:

1
[Rikim] = 5 (9807 [0 gim] + 07 07,05 91a] — 07 07' (O 9hom] — 0% 07 [0 gal) » (18)
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[Rade] = gbn gcn [Rannd] + gan gdn [chnb] - gbn gdn [Rannc] - gan gcn [Rbnnd] (19)

[Rab] _ ( an bn cd nn ac bd an  bd _cn bn ad cn) [aingcd] _

—9797g —g9 799 +g9gTgTg +g 99
:gbn [Rnnna]+gan [Rnnnb]_gnn [Rannb]+gangbn [Rnn]u (20)

N | =

[R] = (—g""g°* + g°"g™) [02,,9ca] = 2[R, | + 29" [Run) - (21)

The factor in VE" at Vabgra (we denote it by AT?) requires a more detailed
consideration, taking into account the relations (ISI2I]) we get:

[Aabd] vaégbd _ { _ ﬁ2 gangbd[sznn] + 62 gan(gbngdn _ gbdgnn)[Rnn]+
+ (81 + B2)g" g R + (B2 — Br)g g (R ]+
+ (B2 + B1)g"" g™ R, 1 = Brg" g " [R, ] } Vabgea =

={- %ﬂz 9""g"[R] + %(ﬂl + B2) (9™ [R™) + g™ [R™)) —
— B1 g™ [R*] } Vaubgpa, f1=az+4a, f2=as+4az. (22)

Since in general: v;[A%4] #£ [v,A®?] but 9;[A??] = [0;A%9] for any i # n, it
makes sense to get rid of covariant derivatives V,dgpq:

(A 9 06 gpa = [A™] 0n0gpa+[A™] 0:6 gua— A TGy 6gea—[A® Y T4y 0ger, i #n.

In order to perform the following operation with [49%?], it is necessary to return
to the integration of [A%%] as part of [V"] over the hypersurface Yo:

/ [Aibd] aiégbd \/md3y _ / ) ([Azbd] 5gbd 1/|h|) d3y_
3o

Yo

. 1 .
- / ([&-Awd]+[Albd156iln|h|) dgva/|hld*y = / Vai ([4"") 6gsa) /10l d®y—
EU z:0
= [ (@A) 4 4™ 1) S/,
Yo

Similarly to the above reasoning for U™, the term on V3 ([A% 6gva) /|| dPy
vanishes when applying the Stokes’ theorem on the hypersurface. As a result we
get:

[Aabd] Va0gpqg = [Anbd] Ondgpd— ([&'Aibd] + [Aibd] ng + [AMd] I‘ZC + [Aad)] ch) OGbd -

Taking into account all of the above, the equation (I6]) can be presented in the
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form:

{81 ([9"BY] + [0 (6" R™)] + gF"Ta [R) + g™ [R*] + g°" T2, [R*]) +
1

+ 5 B2 (6" 10" R] + [0k (¢""g"'R)] + ¢"" ¢"T%,[R] + ¢*" g’ T [R]) —

(B1+ B2) ([VPR™) + [0 (9" R*)] + " Tay[R™] + " T4 [R*]) —

N~ DN =

(B4 B2) (IVR™] + [0 (9" B™)] + g™ Doy [R™] + 9" Too[R*]) +
1

1
+3 Bag®"g* T [R] — B (B1 + B2) (9" TL[R*] + g™ TL[R™]) } bgpat

+ {%[R] (6" g™ (B1 + B2) — g""g" B2) — Brg™" [Rbd]} Ond0gd =

= 87 5% Ogbd, k #n. (23)

It should be noted here that when deriving ([23)) the following consequence of (ISH21))
was used:

(R = 2o (R, (24)

It can be shown with the help of 24)) that the multiplier of V,,dgpq is equal to

zero if at least one of the indexes b or d is equal to n:
1 1
—5B29"" " [R] + 5 (B1 + B2)g™" g [R] = B g"" [R™] = 0.

As noted in Ref. 27] the variation 6(d,¢;;) of the derivatives of the metric on
the hypersurface relates to the variation dg;; of the metric on the hypersurface but
the connection between them is in a sense arbitrary, because the field equations in
quadratic gravity are of the fourth order in terms of the derivatives of the metric
tensor. It means their solutions are not uniquely determined by the initial conditions
on the metric and its first derivatives. Therefore, we are forced to demand:

8(0ngis) = B (y) Ogt, .4, 1.k # n,
where B (y) are arbitrary functions.
The appearance of arbitrary functions is indirectly connected to the presence of
the derivative of the J-function in the equations of motion and serves as a marker
of a double layer.

Eventually the field equations for a singular hypersurface of arbitrary type in
quadratic gravity are obtained:

5o (5107 R) = [9"R™) + 5 (51 + B2) T (479 [R] - 26[RV)) = 8w, (25)
5 (81— BV R™] + Bug® TR + 3 B {90 R] + g9 TLL[R]} -

1 1 , 1 . , 1 .
LBt B { — 0" ThlB] — 5 g TR+ TR~ S0k (679" R}
+ [viRnn] + E[akRk:i] + Ergk [sz] + gni I\ZC[Rac] + gnc I\ZC[RM'] } — 87 Sin, (26)
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81 {[7"RY) + 0h (6" RY)] + g T [R) + 7T [R9) + 6T [Re1)} +
1 n ij n _ijpa an ,cj i an ,ct 7j
+ 5 B2 {10k (69" R)] + g g7 TG [R] + 9" T [R] + 6" g T4 [R]} —

(Br + Ba) { [0k (9" RM)] + g™ Te, [RM] + g™ T4, [R*] + ¢" T, [R¥]} —

l\DI}—ll\DI)—'

(81 + 52) {0k (9 R¥)] 4+ g TG, [BY] + ™ T R*] + g™ TR} +
- %52 670" R] - %(61 + B2) { [V R ] + [VIR™]} +

+{ SR (g 514 o) — 29 o) 2 (14| BlG) = w7, (@)
where i, j,l,k #£n .

It follows from these equations that for 81 = B2 = 0 there is no singular hyper-
surface. This combination corresponds to the quadratic Gauss-Bonnet term. It is
known that in four dimensions it does not contribute to the equations of motion in
the bulk, since it reduces to a total divergence of some vector 2339 Ag it turned out,
the contribution to the motion equations on the Q% boundaries including £ as a
part of 07 is also zero if the Lichnerowicz conditions are satisfied. The absence of
terms with a4 in the motion equations is also related to them.

For a lightlike double layer, the system of equations (25H27) can be simplified
using the fact that ¢""|s, = ¢ = 0 for this case:

1 o 1
B (81— B2) I35 9" g’ [R] = 1 (81— B2) "9 "™ Orgij [R] = 0 = 875", (28)

1 , ,
5B = B2)g" Ve R™] + Brg" T [R7] + 5 ﬁ2 {9 9" [0 R] + g*" g T [R]} —

1 1 - 1 ,
_ E(ﬁl +ﬁ2) {_§gangcnl—\zc[R] _ 59 ngm a [ ]_ 5[6k (glmng)]} _

_ %(Bl +B2) {[viRnn] +gni FZC[Rac] +gncFZC[Rai]} _ 87TSm, (29)

81 {g™ (A RI] + [0k (6" RY)] + g T [RY] 4+ gL [R] 4 67T, [RV]} +
+ % B2 {[0k (9"" 9" R)] + ¢"" g T3i[R) + 9°" 9% Tie[R) + “" 9“' T [R] } —
— 5B+ B2) L [0k (" R)] + g TOIRY] + g7 TL[R™) + 9" T [RY]4
[T R+ [99 R 4 [0 (679 B9)] 497 D[R] 4+ 9™ T4, [R*] 4 7 T [R™] } +
+ 5 509" OuR] + 5 [R1 g™ (51 + 5a) Bl (y) = 8759, ik, L #n. (30)

nk jin

Let’s explain why the factor g"*g™g’" 9xg;; in the equation [28) is zero for a
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null hypersurface:

gnkgingjn 8kgij — NaNch acgab — 8(: (NaNbNC gab) _ 2gab Nb N¢ 8cNa —
= —2N,N®9. N = —2§" g"¢ 9, g"* = 0.

It means that S™" is zero in any coordinate system, since it is a scalar: S™"* =
N, NS,

Firstly it means that there is no “external pressure” for any null singular hyper-
surface. Secondly, lightlike double layer is possibly a source of radiation, since the
“external flow” S™ = S¢ N¢ is presumably associated with radiation, and it cannot
be zero if we are talking about a double layer and not a thin shell.

Without going into details, we note that the physical meaning of the surface
energy-momentum tensor components for the null case can be associated with the
thermodynamic interpretation of the gravitational moment on the lightlike hyper-
surface, which is presented in Refs. [36H38 In addition, it will be shown below that
in the special coordinates {n, \,04} the “external flow” has only one nonzero com-
ponent which can be expressed in the invariant form:

S = SNl

where \ is a parameter varying along the lightlike geodesic congruence forming
Yo, 1® is an auxiliary null vector. Projections of this type in the aforementioned
articles are associated with the analogue of the first law of thermodynamics for the
geometric quantities describing generic null hypersurface.

During derivation of (2527 the hypersurface was considered to be given a priori.
An inverse problem arises in applications, when the solutions of the equations of
motion in the domains QF - gfb are known, and it is required to find the equation
of the hypersurface on which the matching takes place. In this case, the equations
with S™" and S™ in the right hand side together with the Lichnerowicz conditions
define the singular hypersurface itself, while the rest of equations are necessary to
find B} ().

For thin shells the situation is different. The main criterion for the fact that g
is a thin shell and not a double layer is the absence of arbitrary functions in the
motion equations. This condition is equivalent to the absence of jumps in the Ricci
tensor for timelike and spacelike hypersurfaces: [R*] = 0. However, it is a continuity
of the scalar curvature: [R] = 0 for a null thin shell. Moreover, some jumps in the
Ricci tensor components can be nonzero, in particular, [R,,], since ¢""|yx, = 0
for a null hypersurface. The continuity of quantities corresponding to each type of
hypersurface not only ensures the absence of arbitrary functions, but alsoprovides
not only the absence of arbitrary functions, but also implies that S™* = ™ = 0.

The motion equations for timelike and spacelike thin shells are obtained from
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[527) by imposing the additional condition [R"?] = 0:
S = S = 0,
B1[V"RY) + %52 gI[o"R] — %(51 + B2) {[V'R™] + [V R™]} = 87 S7 . (31)
Similarly, for lightlike thin shells we get:

Snn — Snz — O,
B {9 [VeR7] + [0k (¢"" RY)] + ¢*"Te4[RY] + g“ T [RY] + g“ T [R]} —
-3 (B1 + B2) { [0k (9" R™)] + g™ Tex[R¥] + g™ T4 [R*] + g™ T, [RY]+
+ [V R+ [V R + [0k (¢ R*)] + g™ Ter[R*] + g™ T [R*] + g™ T} [R*] } =
=818Y i, 5,k#n. (32

In addition, it will be shown below that for a lightlike hypersurface the condition
[R] = 0 is satisfied in the case when Y is a leaf of some null foliation of (.

5. Junction conditions for null case

As noted before the continuity of the metric on the singular hypersurface under
consideration can be achieved by selecting the appropriate coordinates. For timelike
and spacelike hypersurfaces it is usually Gaussian normal coordinates.

For lightlike hypersurfaces, there are some analogs of Gaussian normal coordi-
nates, such as Gaussian null coordinates (GNC)****! or coordinates of null surface
foliation (NSFC)424 This article, however, has taken a more minimalistic ap-
proach. It does not require additional information about the behavior of a normal
vector field outside of . Coordinates which are a special case of {n,y’} for a null
hypersurface were constructed with the help of the formalism described in the book
Ref. [45 by E. Poisson. A short summary of this process is presented below.

Let us consider the lightlike hypersurface ¥¢ defined in Q% domains with arbi-
trary coordinates {z*} by the equations: n*(z*) = 0. A normal vector field to a
hypersurface is defined as: N1, = d,n*(2%). Let us temporarily omit the notation

€T

=+ for convenience and write down all the equations in one of the regions.

Since the scalar N*N, is zero on ¥y for any null hypersurface, the normal vector
N is defined up to multiplication by an arbitrary scalar function and also tangent
to the Xg.

It can be demonstrated that N® is tangent to the lightlike geodesics generators
of EQ :

1
VN, Nb = VapN 8bn = VipaN 8bn = §Va (Nb Nb) .
Since N®N, is zero on hypersurface its gradient is directed along N, then

VyNa N® = kN,
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where k is some scalar.

Let’s choose an arbitrary (not necessarily affine) parameter A on the above-
mentioned null hypersurface generators and two additional coordinates 4, A = 2,3
for labeling geodesics. Together they form the internal coordinate system y* =
{\, 04} of the hypersurface. The X is affine if the equation n(x) = const is a leaf of
some null foliation of Q.

The induced metric on ¥ is:

ds, = gapda®(y')da®(y7) = gapefeldy’dy’, e} = Er
The vector fields ef are orthogonal to the normal since they are tangent to curves
lying on the X:
a a axa a
NaeA :O7 Nael :Na W :NaN =0.
For null hypersurfaces the induced metric is effectively two-dimensional:

ds3, = gape’esdd*do? = o4pdd*do®.

The system of vector fields {N®, €%} can be extended to a basis in the restriction
of the manifold © vector bundle to the hypersurface - Ty, if we find an auxiliary
null vector field [* with the following properties:

I°N, =1, l,e% =0, 1%,=0

The existence of such vector field as well as the completeness of the system
{l1*,N*,e%} in TQ|s, are demonstrated in particular in the Ref. 45 and Ref. [46.
The latter also introduces the concept of a rigging vector, which is a generalization
of an auxiliary vector [* for singular hypersurfaces of a mixed causal nature.

The basis {I*, N%, €%} can be used to write down the completeness relations for
the inverse metric:

9" =1°N* + "N + 0" Pefely. (33)

Choosing the {n, \, 04} as local coordinates we obtain:

a a(,,i
N,=0d", N°= xagy g0 Lmim 1, L= la=0.  (34)
From (B3) follows that:
gn)\ — 1, gnn _ gnA _ 0, g)\)\ -9 l>\, g)\A — ZA, gAB _ UAB, (35)
gn=1, ga=0a=0, gum=—201"+0oaplP1",

gna = —0apl®, gap=oap. (36)
The form of the metric described by BHIB6]) is valid only on ¥, i.e. for n = 0.
The second derivatives with respect to n of g,x, gax, gr4 and their jumps on ¥y are

generally nonzero. The continuity of the first derivatives of the metric with respect
to n is ensured by the Lichnerowicz conditions. Relations (BHIB6) extend to the
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neighborhood of ¥y only if the vector field d,n(z) is null also in some neighborhood
of ¥y but even in this case: 92, g, # 0.

A proper coordinates common for QF are constructed using the following pro-
cedure. The coordinates n™ and n~ are continuously merged into one coordinate n
and either 4y or y~* serve as remaining coordinates. The continuity of the metric
on the hypersurface is provided by ([B3]) and the appropriate choice of the functions
yHiy ).

Let us use the coordinates {n, A, 9‘4} constructed above to simplify the equations
@8B032). In order to do this let’s write down the jumps they contain:

[R] =2 [R7,)"] = [079x),  [0:R] = [0:07,9x0], (37)

[R™Y] = = (6% g% [02,,9eA] + 08 9% (02 ,9ex] — 6% 6% 9% (07, 9cd]) - (38)

N~

1
TR = 0[]+ 8 (TRIRM) + TLAlRM] + T, 7)) +

R N RR WIS B S 7))
(iR = 5 05 (i) + T, [R] 4 205 [RY) + STAIRL (40)

Thus, we obtain the equations for the null double layer in quadratic gravity in
the coordinates {n, A, #4}:

s =, (41)

5 B2 (VO] + 01 (M R)] + g TiA[R] + 20 T [R]} -
—(B1+B2) {%[aAR] + %g”“[akR] - EQMQAB Ooap [R] — %Fﬁn[R] + %Fin [R]} +
+ 61 {293 BN + TLIRM) + SR (31 + 52) BR() = 875, (42

(B1 + B2) ([0xR] + Ly [R]) = 167w S™, (43)

1
55 {20 [OAR] + Oxg™ [R] + gM T2\ [R] + ¢"*TA[R]} —

1 a a
= 5P g TAR] + B {2[VARM] + TG, [RM]} -

(B1 + B2) {10"R] — B (v)[R]} = 8mS™,  (44)

N~

1
502 {2048 [0\R] + 050" [R] + 0*P T4\ [R]} +

+ = (B2 — B1) 020 PP dyo0p|R] + %(ﬁQ + 81)BLE(y)[R] = 87SAE . (45)

B~ =
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In addition, it is necessary to pay attention to an important special case when
Yo at is a leaf of some null foliation. It means that vector field d,n(x) is null also
in some neighborhood of ¥y and from B7HAQ) we get:

[R] = [R*] = [0:R] = [v:R"] = 0, (46)

[VARM) = 85 64 [0ARM. (47)
Thus, in this case singular hypersurface is a thin shell, the only non-zero motion

equation for which in the coordinates {n, \, 04} is:

B {2 AR+ T0, RV} — 2 (B + ) (0B = 87 5™ (48)

6. Spherically symmetrical null thin shells

This section explores spherically symmetric lightlike singular hypersurfaces sepa-
rating two spherically symmetric spacetimes.
Let’s consider a spherically symmetric metric of the most general form:

ds® = Yap(z) dz®da” — r*(z) (d6? + sin® 0 d¢*) =
=12(2) (Fap(x) dzvdz” — d9Q?) = r?(z) (d33 — dQ*) . (49)

Hereinafter 2 + 2 decomposition of the metric in the case of spherical symmetry is
used, the Greek indices take values {0, 1}. These indices apply to quantities related
to the two-dimensional “metric” 7,3.

For this type of spacetime the following relations hold:

Ropg=14+1r0+ A, R¢¢ = Ryo sin29, (50)

o 1~ 2
Raﬁ——26<§R+A—TO') —;Vanr:

€N

r2

_ (15 A 2. - 4
= Yop (§R— - — —) — ;VQVBT—F T—Qaaraﬂr, (51)

R:i(§—2—6m). (52)

r2

Here A, o, R are spherical geometry invariants:

1 ~
A = g® 9,1 Oyr = 4P ur Opr = — A,
r

2 1 1
_ _ ~aB _ =~
U—DT’-;A—’Y VQVBT—T—QU—T—QDT', (53)
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1 - ~ - 1 /. - - ~
R= 5 (=071 300 + 205,701 — B5711) + 77 (711 (81700)° + Foo (30711)2) +

1 ~ - S -~
+ 2—72 (01700 (—00¥11 Y10 + 01711 Yoo — 2017501 Y10)) +

1 - - - U
+ 72 (G011 (B0Yo0 Y11 — 2 DoY10 Y10)) +

+ # (00700 (01711 o1 — 2 01 Y10 Y11) — 2 0010 (1711 Yoo — 201710 Y10)) - (54)

The notation E, 5, Y, O is used for the two-dimensional scalar curvature, de-
terminant, covariant derivative and Laplacian of the two-dimensional “metric” ¥,z
respectively.

For any spherically symmetric lightlike hypersurface in the geometry (B0) given
by the equation n(x) = 0, the following is true directly on the hypersurface:

2 2

Y00 (0°n(2))” + 2701 9°n(z) 8°n(z) + 711 (0'n(z))” =0,
but if this equation can be solved with respect to the variable giz(i)
for any values of z, then the function n(x) defines a whole family of null hypersur-

or its reciprocal

faces n(x) = const; i.e. the vector field 0%n(x) is null in the entire spacetime under
consideration. Since it is a quadratic equation with respect to the specified variable,
in order for it to always have at least one solution, —v must be non-negative. This
condition is always satisfied for any Lorentzian spherically symmetric metric.

Thus, it was shown that for a lightlike spherically symmetric singular hypersur-
face in spherically symmetric geometry [R] = 0 if the jumps are calculated starting
only from the second derivatives due to the Lichnerowicz conditions. Another con-
sequence is that the metric (49) in the neighborhood of null spherically symmetric
hypersurface in the coordinates {n, A, 0, ¢} has a special form:

ds® = Yo dn® + 2y, dndX — 12 (n, \) dQ?. (55)

Let us express the jump [0y\R*] in the equation (@) in terms of spherical
geometry invariants presented above:

PRV =~ 2 00A], AR = 0y (—%[ainrl) = 510,41~ ~do]. (56)

Here we have used the relations (BING3) for the metric (B3) and also the fact that
Tnals, = 1:

1 nn nn 2
o= — 0 (28,17*—7—6”), A=-T" 02+ = 9,7 sr,
Tn Tn Tn Tn

Onr
YT

nn 15 2
Rnn—L(§R+A_TU>_;a7QLnT+ (2877,771)\_8)\77171)_'—

r2

(9)\7‘
AT Tn Tn
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By means of (52]) and (B6]) we obtain the motion equation of a thin lightlike shell
in the spherically symmetric case:

— %([31 + ﬂz)[ané] +7(B1 4 362)[0n0] = 8712 S (57)

It can be presented in the invariant form by multiplying both sides of the equation
by Oxr:
1 ~
= 5B+ B2) [9°°0ar OpR] + 7 (81 + 3 B2)[g*°Opr Du0] = 8712 SL0er.  (58)
The Lichnerowicz conditions can also be expressed in terms of spherical geometry
invariants:

[A]=0, [R]=0, (59)

where we have used the definition of R for the case of metric E5):

=0, (—‘M"" _2 ‘m’”> .
Tn TnA

The relations (B9) ensure that there are no jumps in 9,7, and 9,,r while for the
metric of the form (B3] it is also necessary to require: [0,,Vnn] = 0. However, in the
case of spherical symmetry, this component of the metric can always be eliminated
by coordinate transformations.

For null singular hypersurfaces the general form of the hypersurface equations in
the QF domains is determined by the condition of zero interval. At the same time,
the Lichnerowicz conditions (BY) together with (B7)) impose a certain restrictions
on the metrics to be matched and on the surface energy-momentum tensor. Let us
explain this fact with some examples.

Any spherically symmetric metric can be reduced to the form:

ds* = 2H (u,v)dudv — r?(u, v)dQ?.

Since it is preserved under certain coordinate transformations, namely: u —
u(u), v = v(v) or u = v, v = u, without loss of generality we can assume that
the hypersurface in the domains QF is given by the equations: u* = 0 = n*.
Therefore, the coordinates A* are defined by the relations: dA\* = H*(o,v*)dv?.
The function AT (A~) must be defined in such a way that the metric is continuous
on the hypersurface. Since 7$\|EO = %mo = 1, only one condition remains:
rt(0,AT) = r=(0,A\7). It also determines the relationship between the original
coordinates v (v™) on Xg.

The Lichnerowicz conditions impose additional restrictions on the functions r

and H* on the hypersurface:
O+ (0,07 (v7)) = 0y-1(0,v7), Ou+ HT (0,07 (v7)) = 9y-H (0,07).

+

In some cases the invariant form of (B9) allows us to determine whether the
matching of Q*F under consideration with a null singular hypersurface exist without
resorting to special coordinates {n, A}.
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For example, for the class of metrics: f(r)dt? — f=1(r)dr? — r?dQ?, it follows
from the continuity of A = — f(r) and r on the hypersurface that r = ro = const on
Y. On the other hand, if ¥ is a lightlike hypersurface, then f*(rg) = 0. In this case
[A] = 0 means that f*(r) = f~(r), i.e. QF are the same and matching doesn’t exist.
In particular, it means that, unlike the general relativity,*® in quadratic gravity
there is no null thin shell separating the Schwarzschild spacetime and the Minkowski
vacuum.

However, it will be shown below that for spherically symmetric lightlike singular
hypersurfaces in quadratic gravity the Lichnerowicz conditions are not necessary.
In this situation, the matching between Schwarzschild geometry and Minkowski
vacuum with the null hypersurface is actually possible, but it is a null double layer,
not a thin shell.

7. Conformal gravity

The following values of the coefficients in the original quadratic gravity Lagrangian:

as = —2a1, Qaz= 30, =05 = 0,

lead to the conformal gravity Lagrangian:

1 1
Sq = “Tor / V=g (Rabcd R4 — 2R, R™ + —R2> d'z =
67 Q 3
1
= 1o | V9 C?*d*z. (60)
T Jo

The corresponding equations of motion were derived for the first time by R.
Bach#® They are a special case of (I4):

2
T pab, (61)

1
A Oacbd 4+ = Oacbd Rcd _
2 (6751

Here, the sign in front of % in the Bach equation is due to the chosen signature.

Certain types of spherically symmetric solutions of (GI) were obtained in the ar-
ticle Ref. [28. Since the radius acts as a conformal factor their general form coincides
with [@3J) provided that r%(z) are arbitrary functions.

The null thin shells separating two spherically symmetric solutions of (G1I) will
be considered next. In particular, we are interested in vacuum and Vaidya-type
solutions.

The motion equation of null thin shell in spherically symmetric conformal gravity
is a special case of (&1)):

[0, R] = —15—1” 2 S (62)
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7.1. Vacuum solutions

Let’s consider first the situation where QF are two spherically symmetric vacuums
of conformal gravity.

The article Ref. 28| presented three types of spherically symmetric conformal
gravity vacua: two with constant two-dimensional scalar curvature R = F2 and
one with variable R. The two-dimensional “metrics” in double null coordinates for
different vacua are:

ds? = 2H (u, v) dudv, (63)
Jr— R=72 (64)
- (u=£w) i
1?—1|A§ , AR L _nrec
= 3[R, v)), <>—6( ).
R=R(v—u) %(v—u), A(R) >0,
~ 1 ~
R = R(v+u) §(U+u), A(R) <0,

(65)

where C is some constant.

Condition [R] = 0 dictates the existence of the following combinations: matching
a vacuum with a constant R = +2 and a vacuum with a variable R and matching two
vacua with variable R. Matching two vacua with coinciding constant R is possible
but according to the equation (62) there is no thin shell in this case.

Let’s consider the case when Q~ is a vacuum with a constant R = +2 and Q*
is a vacuum with a variable R.

From the continuity of the two-dimensional scalar curvature, we obtain that the
hypersurface equation in the QF is nt(z+) = RT F2 = 0. Such a hypersurface
could be null only if Cp = +16 when n™ = 0 is an analogue of the double horizon
with respect to the variable RT. In the coordinates {n™,u*} the two-dimensional
“metric” in the QT is:

~ 1
ds)? = 6(n+)2(n+ +6)du™? + 2dutdnt. (66)
In the domain Q~ the hypersurface equation is n= (=) = F~(v~) = 0, where
F~(v™) is an arbitrary function of v~ (the case when F'~ is an arbitrary function of

u™ is similar to this one). In the coordinates {n~,u~ } the two-dimensional “metric”
in the Q7 is

4 af-
TR

where f~(n7) is a function inverse to F'~(v™).

~—2
dsy~ =

(67)
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From the continuity of the metric on X it follows that:
rT0,ut) =r=(0,u").

The condition [A] = 0 defines the relationship between functions r*(z%) on the
hypersurface:

Op+ 1 |50 = O (2,u™) = 017 |5y = 0= f7(0) Dp-r™ (F7(0),u7). (68)

Let’s consider next the matching of two vacua with variable R. Without loss
of generality we can assume that Y, is described by the equations: n*(z%) =
F*(u*) = 0 in QF, where F*(u™) are arbitrary functions of variables u™. The

coordinates n®, R* arc the most suitable in this case:

dsy? = A* f ’ dn*? + 28ign(Ai)£dn+df~€i (69)
2 dn#* dn#* '

From the continuity of the metric and R on Sy we get that %(O) = :l:j{f:(O)

when Cf = Cj . It means that the two given vacua can only differ in conformal

factors r*(nt, ]Tli), but they must also coincide up to the second order in n* on

202
770, RT) =77 (0,R™), 8p+rt(0,RY) = 08,-77(0,R™). (70)

7.2. Vaidya-type solutions

Let’s proceed to the study of null thin shells separating the Vaidya-type metric as Q
and the vacuum or another Vaidya-type metric as {27. These Vaidya-type solutions
for spherically symmetric conformal gravity were also obtained in the paper Ref. [28]

The two-dimensional “metric” of the outgoing Vaidya-type solution chosen as
Q* in the coordinates {R*,ut} is:

dsf? = AY(RT, u)dut? + 2dutdR™, (71)

where AT(RT,ut) = %(RH —12RT + Cf (ut)), CF (u™) is an arbitrary function
of variable u™.

Two types of spherically symmetric lightlike hypersurfaces exist for this space-
time. A hypersurface defined by an arbitrary function of u™ is the first type. The
second type is a hypersurface given by any function F*(u', RT) that obeys the
following equation:

B+ FT = —(R™® —12R* + Cf (u*))dz, F™. (72)

1
12
In what follows, the second class of surfaces will be used because in theory it
could represent a thin shell with radiation which is transversal to X.
Let’s choose a vacuum with constant R~ = £2 as Q. From the continuity of
the two-dimensional scalar curvature it follows that n*(z) = R* +2 but according
to (72) a hypersurface of this type can be lightlike only if Cf (ut) = £16. In this
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case a Vaidya-type solution boils down to a vacuum with variable R and it means
that such matching does not exist.

If the Q™ is a vacuum with variable R we can assume that the hypersurface
equation is given by an arbitrary function of variable u™: n=(z7) = F~(v~) = 0.
Let’s use the coordinates {n*, INEi} in the QT when the two-dimensional “metrics”
of the corresponding domains have the following form:

df_ 2 f_

dsy? = A~ (d—> dn=? + 2sign(A~ )—dn dR~, (73)
n

d532 = AT (0 FH) 2dn*? = 2(9,4 F*) ' dn*dR*. (74)

Here f~(n~) denote a function inverse to F~(u~) and F*(u™, RY) is a function
defined by (72)).

From the continuity of the metric and two-dimensional scalar curvature on the
hypersurface we get that % (0) = +0, 4 FT(RT,u)|y, and AT (RT,ut)|y, =
A= (R7)|s,. Whence it follows that Co (ut)|s, = Cy |, = const. In this case %
in Q7 belongs to the first type of null hypersurfaces in the Vaidya-type metric and
this type corresponds to the absence of radiation.

Finally, let’s consider null thin shells separating two Vaidya-type metrics. The
hypersurface equations in the domains Q% in this case are functions n*(z%) =
F*(u®, RF) given by the equation (Z2). Using the coordinates {n*, R} we get:

dsy? = AT (8,4 F*) " dn*? — 2 (0,4 F*) ™ dn*dR*. (75)

The following relations are a consequence of the continuity of the metric and
the two-dimensional scalar curvature on the hypersurface:

au*Fi(Rivuiﬂzo = u+F+(§+7u+)|an A+(R+au+)|20 = Ai(éiauiﬂxoa

which in turn implies that : Cj (u*)|s, = Cy (u™)|s,. Thus the two spacetimes
under consideration can differ only by the conformal factors r*(n®, R¥) starting
from the second derivative with respect to n*, since the first derivatives must be
continuous due to the Lichnerowicz conditions:

(0, RT) =77 (0,R7), psrt(0,RY)=8,-77(0,R7). (76)

The hypersurface could be of the second type in this situation, but it still cannot
be interpreted as a thin shell with radiation.

8. Weakening of the Lichnerowicz conditions in spherical
symmetry

Let us study the existence of models in quadratic gravity for which the Lichnerowicz
conditions can be weakened or eliminated in the framework of spherically symmetric
metrics and hypersurfaces.
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It was previously shown that the quadratic gravity Lagrangian can be expressed
as a combination of the square of the scalar curvature, the square of the Weyl tensor
and the Gauss-Bonnet term. Using the relations presented in the papers Ref. 28|
Ref. [47 for a spherically symmetric metric (@9) we obtain the following:

1, — i~ 2 , — [~ 6_\°
VIglC? = 3 sin6y/F] (3—2) . Vgl R? = sin0/[7] (R—2—;a) . (T7)

o A=~ . N 8 [\ 24,
\/|g|GB:sm9\/|’y|{T—QR(3A—T —2ra)+T—30(TJ—A>—T—4A+
32 U N
+ 5 Oar 0ar ¥ vﬁr—ﬁvavﬁrv VPr} . (78)

In the fourth section, it was noted that the Gauss-Bonnet term does not con-
tribute to the motion equations not only in the bulk but also on the boundary. There-
fore, it can be excluded from the original quadratic gravity Lagrangian. Strictly
speaking, this point requires more detailed study because the Lichnerowicz condi-
tions were used in the derivation of (25H27]) and here we are exploring the situations
where they can be weakened or removed completely. In this regard, let us clarify
that we consider problems where singular hypersurface arises as the limit of some
non-singular matter distribution in the  spacetime without singularities on the
boundary 02 for which the above assumption can be applied.

Substituting the expressions ([T7)) into the original action for quadratic gravity
without the Gauss-Bonnet term and integrating over the angles, we obtain a two-
dimensional effective action:

qu:—i/ﬂ\/W{%@ag—i—%q—i—ag) (E—2)2+(E—2) (a4r2—12ﬁg>+

52 _ 1 =
+36ﬁ0—2—6a4r0+a5r4A}d2x=—Z/\/|7|L2qd2$= (79)
r Q

where 8 = a3 + %al + %ag .
%ag, then the resulting action will be linear in R. In this
case the existence of a jump in the derivatives of 7,5 and a delta function in the
curvature could be possible but the product of the delta function and the theta
function forbidden in the conventional theory of distributions still appears.

On the other hand, it follows from the definition of the invariants R and & that
they contain only the first derivatives with respect to n for lightlike hypersurfaces,
since Y"|s, = NoNpg® = 0 for this case. Thus, for spherically symmetric null
hypersurfaces the presence of jumps in t}ie derivatives of the metric does not lead

If we set ag = —ay —

to the appearance of a delta function in R, ¢ and in the Lagrangian Log.

This reasoning does not work for timelike (spacelike) hypersurfaces, because for
them the spherical geometry invariants must include the second derivatives with
respect to n:

(6] = er?[02,7], [R] =2er*[0,K]+ 6er[d2, 7],
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where K = —V, N is the trace of the hypersurface extrinsic curvature tensor.

Let’s consider a null singular hypersurface given by the equation n(z) = 0 re-
quiring only the continuity of the metric on . In this case, the above invariants
can be represented in the following form:

R=R'0(n(z)) + R 0(—n(z)), &=35"0(n(x)+5 6(—n(x)).
Substituting these expressions into the two-dimensional effective action, we get:
1 =
S2q = — / VALY -1 [ VRl
Q5
Let’s vary the resulting action with respect to the two-dimensional “metric” ¥,z

and the radius r, which acts as a dilaton here. According to the properties of the
variational derivative:

SLT 1. _ SLT
082 = — / VI { jg 57 5%5 L;_q 57a5 + 72(1 or o d’x—

Loy np 1. —op . 0L,
VI {5~ag 578 — 3 Vap Ly, 0% Ay 5rq 5r} d*z. (80)

In the action variation we single out the terms that appear on the hypersurface
after the application of the Stokes’ theorem:

1 ~ S —Q
85245 = ——/ V1A Va V+°‘ A’z — Z/ VA Va Vs d*xz,
Qy

« ~Pbrv T UV o = 6:\}7 v ~
V2Jr = ('76 yH =y B) {X+2VB (X—lff) —3(%7‘}/"' 5%&1’}_

_ _ (6
— 39 rFHY T 63, + 6Y 2T <—T) :

v+
OLT 12 -
X+:a§2f=a4r2—7ﬁ5 +(2a3+2a1+ag)(R+—2>,
10L3, 28 [~ 120 _
+ _ q _ + + _ +
Y = 55t ——T(R _2>+r—20 —ayr ==2BrR" —agr. (81)

The vector V, ® as well as the scalars X~ and Y ~ are defined similarly to the V, %,
Xt v+,

Let’s move on to the coordinates {n, X} which are related to the original ones
by changing the variable \: A = [ -
Y,5(0,2) =1

The components of the two-dimensional “metric” 7;; are continuous on Xy in

Eio b . As a result of this replacement, we get:

these coordinates. In addition, it is necessary to require the continuity of the radius
on the hypersurface: r=(0,\) = r1(0,\) .
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Ounly the n-th component of the vector [V3] is present in the motion equations
of the ¥y. Discarding the terms that are total divergence on the hypersurface, we
get:

Vi) = = ((610ur Y]+ 35" 057 [Y] 4 00 X] + O57un [X] ) 0355+
+ [X 0, 0955 + 2005 X] 67,5 — 12[05Y] or. (82)

It should be clarified that in this model, the jumps of a certain variable on the
hypersurface X are determined taking into account the first derivatives with respect
to n as well.

In a way similar to the gravitational action, we integrate over the angles and
single out the surface part in the variation of the matter action:

0Sam|s, = —271'/ 7"4\/:?(0,7\) (So‘ﬂ&yag +25%2 5922) d\ =
Yo
=21 / VAO,X) (1 8°P55,5 +2r3S o) dX,  (83)
Yo

where S = 72 (So‘ﬂ Yap — 2 522) is a trace of the surface energy-momentum tensor.
The surface part of the motion equations is obtained from the principle of least
action:

— (610ur Y]+ 35" 057 [Y] 4 00 X] + O57un [X] ) 055+
+ [X 0 0955] + 2005 X] 07, 5 — 12[05Y] 61 = 8 (r® S*P 67,5 + 2r3S or) . (84)

If we require the continuity of the scalars X and Y on ¥ in the equation (&4,
then we get (57) in the variables {n, A\}. Moreover, from (&4) it follows that even
for such a model of null singular hypersurface S™" = 0.

Here the term [0, 69xx] # 0 can no longer be bracketed, as it was done before.
However, due to the implicit presence of the derivative of the delta function in the
motion equations, it is still expressed through the combination of dg;; with arbitrary
functions as coefficients:

[X 0, 0%55] = B2 (A7) 8955 + BE(\,r) or. (85)

Let’s also investigate thecase of conformal gravity, for which: 8 = a4 =0, «a3=
%al, a2 = —2qaq in order to compare this model with the previous results.
From (B4)) with the appropriate coefficients, we obtain the motion equations for

spherically symmetric null double layer in conformal gravity:
~ 127 3
O~ R = 6 Sn)\ 86
O] = =105, (36)

R ~ P Y 127 5
[anR] + 8}”)/77,71 [R] — B%’?()\, 7") = _a_l T6 S)\)\7 (87)

BZ(X,r) =167r*S =0. (88)
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It is known that the trace of the energy-momentum tensor is equal to zero
for conformal gravity?® It means that the trace of the bulk parts of the energy-
momentum tensor is zero: T£ g*® = 0. However the trace of the surface tensor
energy-momentum S¢ is not necessary zero, since we did not assume by default
that conformal invariance is preserved directly on Y. Nevertheless, if our model is
a limiting case of some non-singular distribution of matter, then it makes sense to
demand explicitly: S§ = 0.

Ounly the first equation from the system (BGI8Y) determines the dynam-
ics o£ the 11~1111~d0uble layer, since the other two define unknown functions:
B%%()\,T), B%i‘()\,r). )

It follows from the equation (88) that S22 = S"*. This means in particular
that the null double layer cannot consist of dust, for which S5 = S5 = 0 in the
spherically symmetric case. It makes sense since dust particles cannot move at the
speed of light. -

On the other hand, a null double layer with S* = 0 that simulates vacuum
burning® is possible. In this case, there is a connection between the so-called entropy
source which is part of S?? and the radiation from the double layer, presumably
given in terms of S™*. The concept of an entropy source was first introduced in the
above article Ref. [491

The double layer exists only if the jump [8X§] is non-zero. This automatically
implies that the matching of two vacua with constant R does not create a double
layer.

For a vacuum with a variable R described by the two-dimensional “metric”
(3] the null hypersurface is an arbitrary function of the variable w or v. Let’s
choose a hypersurface defined by an arbitrary function of u: n = F(u), then A=
J %(O) H(f(0),v)dv. In the coordinates {n, A} the two-dimensional “metric” has
the form:

N

BN L) -
dsf? = o 2N () n ") 4 3,
(0,2 4 (0)

where f(n) is a function inverse to F'(u).
Thus for a vacuum with the variable R the following holds:

~ ~ dv
a}:RlEO == ((%R ﬁ) |EO - af . (89)

For the matching of two vacua, namely, the vacuum with the variable R and the
vacuum with the constant R or two vacua with the variable R, the dynamics of the
double layer is given by the equation:

12 5 12
ZET 6 gnd = 25T 4 gnd — copst (90)
(651 (651

As an example, let’s consider a null double layer separating the Schwarzschild

spacetime as 27 and the Minkowski vacuum as 2~. Two-dimensional “metric” in
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QF is:
1 r
ds3? = 1— —— ) dudv.
T P u) ( r(u,w) o
Let’s choose a null hypersurface u = wug for which: n = u — wuy, A =
dv Tg .
f 2712(uo,v) (1 - T(uo,v)> then:
~ 6r 67 dv
6XR|EO = a}: ( — Tq> |Zo = T_anvrﬁ |Zo = 6’]°g. (91)
For this case the dynamics of a double layer is defined by:
T -1
() = ﬁal (S™(N) . (92)

Let’s also clarify that (@1]) differs from (8) because the coordinates {u,v} in
the formula (B5) for a vacuum with variable R do not match the standard double
null coordinates for the Schwarzschild metric:

1 dudv 1 /~ ~
dsf?= —— (1- T8 dudv:u—g—(R3—12R+16),
r2(u,v) r(u,v) (6ry)" 6
namely, a replacement - +— u, - +> v is necessary to bring the two-

dimensional “metric” for the Schwarzschild spacetime to the form (G3)).

Taking into account the uncertainty in the definition of the normal to a null
hypersurface, it makes sense to rewrite the motion equation (86l in the invariant
form:

Nyo = T p2geny o BT 2 gen (93)
a o YapB o blc-

In contrast to spherically symmetrical null thin shells in conformal gravity, there
is a null double layer corresponding to the matching between Vaidya-type metric
and a vacuum with constant R. The motion equation for this case is:

67
+ 9, F(2) = — r* S8 (z) Yap (), (94)

o
where {z%, 6, ¢} are arbitrary coordinates that are continuous in the neighborhood
of Xy, F(z) is a function given by the equation (72)). The upper sign corresponds
to the case when Q~ is a Vaidya-type metric, Q7 is the vacuum with constant R,

and the lower sign corresponds to the reverse situation.

9. Conclusion

It was demonstrated that not only for timelike and spacelike singular hypersur-
faces?l but also for null singular hypersurfaces both in general relativity and in
quadratic gravity the field equations can be derived using exclusively the least ac-
tion principle.

The coefficient combinations 1, S2 present in the motion equations of singular
hypersurface of the most general type in quadratic gravity are zero for the quadratic
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Gauss-Bonnet term. It means that for this particular case there are no double layers
or thin shells if the Lichnerowicz conditions are met.

Unlike timelike and spacelike double layers null double layer in quadratic gravity
does not have the so-called “external pressure”. In addition, we can suppose that
the lightlike double layer radiates, since for this type of null singular hypersurfaces
the “external flow” which is three-dimensional vector S™ = S! N® presumably
associated with radiation cannot be zero.

As it turns out, the criterion for a hypersurface to be a thin shell rather than a
double layer, which is the most general case of a singular hypersurface in quadratic
gravity, depends on the type of hypersurface. For a null thin shell, it is the absence of
a jump in scalar curvature; for the rest, it is the absence of jumps in the components
of the Ricci tensor.

It was demonstrated that for null singular spherically symmetric hypersurfaces
in quadratic gravity, the Lichnerowicz conditions imply a continuity of the scalar
curvature [R] = 0. This means that such singular hypersurface can only be a thin
shell. In this case the system of field equations ([B32)) reduces to one that is expressed
in terms of spherical geometry invariants along with the Lichnerowicz conditions.

On the other hand, if we consider the effective action of quadratic gravity without
the Gauss-Bonnet term for the case of spherical symmetry, then it turns out that the
Lichnerowicz conditions can be removed completely for null singular hypersurfaces.
In this model a spherically symmetric null double layer exist end it doesn’t have
“external pressure” as well.

Spherically symmetric null thin shells and double layers separating two spher-
ically symmetric solutions of conformal gravity were explored as an application.
Namely, the matchings between spherically symmetric vacuum and Vaidya-type
solutions were investigated.

For thin shells the continuity of the two-dimensional scalar curvature imposes
certain restrictions on the possibility of matching. As a result there are only four
types of matchings for the metrics considered here. The first type is a matching
between a vacuum with a constant R and a vacuum with a variable R where Yo
turned out to be an analogue of the double horizon in the metric with variable R.
The second type is a matching of two vacuums with a variable R. Tt exists only if
the metrics coincide up to a conformal factor. The third type is a matching between
Vaidya-type solution and a vacuum with variable R where the resulting null thin
shell is in fact a singular part of the Vaidya-type spacetime. The fourth type is
matching between two Vaidya-type metrics and it also exists only if they coincide
up to a conformal factor. The lack of radiation in the last two cases is presumably
due to the absence of “external flow” for thin shells.

For a spherically symmetric null double layer in the conformal gravity only the
matching of two vacua with the constant R does not exist. All other options for
matching vacuum solutions and Vaidya-type solutions are available.
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