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Abstract

We explore the phase space of non-uniform black branes compactified on oblique lattices

with a large number of dimensions. We find the phase diagrams for different periodici-

ties and angles, and determine the thermodynamically preferred phases for each lattice

configuration. In a range of angles, we observe that some phases become metastable.
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1 Introduction

Periodic deformations of black strings and black branes provide a natural playground to

explore the rich phenomena of black holes in higher dimensions. First identified in [1,2], the

Gregory-Laflamme (GL) instability introduced the possibility of spontaneous breaking of

the translational symmetry and opened the door for cosmic censorship violations (CCV).

Evidence of the existence of static non-uniform black strings in asymptotically flat (AF)

spacetimes was found in [3, 4], but such solutions were not adequate as endpoints of the

GL instability as they had a lower entropy than the uniform phase [5]. The breakup

and transition to localized black holes remained as the only possible endpoint at low

dimensions, thus implying a topology change and a CCV. The numerical evolution of the

D = 5 black string turned out to be a continual self-similar cascading into smaller and

smaller satellite black holes, which could lead to CCV [6]. The same self-similar cascades

leading to the formation of singularities have also been observed in more general setups

in D = 5, 6, 7 [7–9].

However, the dynamics in much higher dimensions is different, as it is known that the

static non-uniform black string is stabilized above a critical dimension D∗ = 13.5 [10].

The phase diagrams below and above the critical dimension were carefully studied in [11],

revealing the existence of stable non-uniform black strings above, and in some cases even

below, the critical dimension.

Given the rich variety of physical phenomena that appear on the S1 compactification

of strings, it is a natural extension of the research to explore lattice deformations of p-

dimensional black branes compactified on T p. Such analysis was performed in detail by [12]

for 2-branes in D = 6. Particular attention was placed on the equiangular case, where the

torus contains two equilateral triangles. In this particular case, two different arrangements

arise from opposite sign excitations of the same zero mode at the GL branching point:

triangular an hexagonal lattices. See also [13, 14] for a similar analysis in asymptotically

Anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetimes.

The large D limit is a useful approximation with a wide applicability to grasp an-

alytical features of higher dimensional black holes [15–17]. At large D, the gravity of

black holes/branes is localized around the thin near-horizon region, which defines a simple

effective theory of the horizon deformation dynamics [18–23].

Particularly, the large D effective theory approach has made great contributions in

understanding the black string dynamics, which include the GL instability and the non-

linear evolution to non-uniform phases [16–21,24]. The aforementioned critical dimension

has also been analytically estimated by using the 1/D expansion, with good agreement

with the numerical result [19, 24]. While the large D effective theory cannot be applied

to the topology-changing transition from the black string phase to the caged black hole

phase, this phenomenon can also be studied at large D with a different limit which leads

to the Ricci flow equation [25].
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Figure 1: Triangular (left) and hexagonal (right) equiangular lattices at k = 0.95 kGL.

The heatmap reperesents the mass density on the black brane.

From the success in the black string analysis, it is natural to apply the large D limit

to the study of more general black brane instabilities. In ref. [26], by solving the large

D effective equation with different lattice inclinations, it was shown that the inclination

angle plays an important role in the phase of the lattice black brane.

In this paper, we apply the large D effective theory approach to understand the ther-

modynamics in the rich variety of deformed black p-branes compactified in a p-dimensional

oblique lattice. We solve the large D effective equation both perturbatively around the

branching points from the uniform brane and numerically with p = 2, with arbitrary

wavelengths and angles, and then compare the mass-normalized scale-invariant entropy

introduced in [27] and brane tension to study the thermodynamical properties of lattice

solutions. We obtain two important solutions: the hexagonal and triangular lattices (see

Figure 1) described in [12]. We also find another relevant solution, the black stripes, which

presents non-uniformity only in one direction. We show that the black stripes can be

thermodynamically stable for a certain range of the angle and periodicity. We also find

that either the triangular or the hexagonal phase branches off from the uniform phase,

while the other phase branches off from the black stripes. In the equiangular case, both

branches merge together in a two-sided branch. The branches of black stripes always start

from the uniform phase. We also observe the appearance of a cusp in the triangular phase

when the lattice angle α is in the range cosα1 = 1/
√

10 < cosα < cosα3 ≈ 0.57, in which

the stable triangular phase is extended slightly beyond the threshold of the GL instabil-

ity. More interestingly, other phases shadowed by this extended triangular phase become

metastable, i.e., thermodynamically not favored but still dynamically stable. This feature

was not observed for D = 6 [12].

The paper is structured as follows: Section 2 introduces the large D effective equations

and their periodic solutions. In Section 3 we study perturbatively the lattice configura-
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tions for general black p-branes distinguishing between equiangular and non-equiangular

cases. We then focus on the particular case p = 2. Section 4 is devoted to the numer-

ical techniques and presents the the fully non-linear solutions of the effective equations,

including the phase diagrams for highly non-uniform lattice black branes. We conclude in

Section 5.

2 Setup

In the large D limit, the leading order metric solution of the dynamical black p-brane in

D = n+ p+ 3 is solved by [20,21]

ds2 = −
(

1− m(t, x)

r2n

)
dt2 + 2dtdr − 2pi(t, x)dtdxi

r2n
+

1

n
dxidxi + r2dΩ2

n+1, (2.1)

where i = 1, . . . , p. The brane dimension p is assumed to be finite at large D, and then the

metric is expanded in 1/n rather than 1/D. The factor 1/n in front of dxidxi is crucial to

capture the GL instability and its related dynamics on the black brane, since the typical

wavelength of the GL mode is given by 1/
√
D ' 1/

√
n at large D [10,16]. The dynamical

degrees of freedom on the horizon m(t, x) and pi(t, x) follow the effective equations

∂tm− ∂2m = −∂ipi (2.2)

∂tp
i − ∂2pi = ∂im− ∂j

(
pipj

m

)
, (2.3)

where pi behaves as a vector with respect to δij . By perturbing the uniform solution

m(t, x) = m0 + ε m̂ eΩt cos(k · x), pi(t, x) = ε p̂i eΩt sin(k · x), (2.4)

the dispersion relation Ω(k) = |k| − |k|2 is easily obtained, which shows the uniform

solution is dynamically stable for any k with |k| > kGL = 1. For static solutions, the

equations reduce to the soap bubble equation,

∂2 lnm+
1

2
(∂ lnm)2 + lnm = C, (2.5)

where C is an integration constant. Introducing R = lnm, we have

∂2R+
1

2
(∂R)2 +R = 0 (2.6)

where we set C = 0 by the scaling degree of freedom R → R+ C.

Now, we focus on the black lattices, i.e., the static solutions with lattice structure. The

lattice structure in Rp is characterized by p independent vectors {ki}i=1,...,p, with which

the solution is written as

R = R(θ1, . . . , θp), θi = ki · x, (2.7)

with the identification θi ∼ θi+2π. If we choose another set of p vectors {νi}i=1,...,p which

satisfy ki · νj = δij , the periodicity of the solution is expressed by

x→ x + 2π

p∑
i=1

niνi, ni ∈ Z. (2.8)
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Phase diagram Up to the leading order in 1/n, the normalized total mass in a cell is

given by

M =

∫
cell

eR(x)dpx. (2.9)

However, at the leading order, the effective equation is scale invariant, and the solutions

can scale to have arbitrary mass by R(x) → R(x) + C. Thus, the solutions must be

compared in scale invariant quantities. One of such quantities is the mass normalized

entropy [27]

S1 = n

(
S

M
n+p+1
n+p

− 1

)
' δS
M
− logM, (2.10)

where the entropy difference from the total mass is given by the leading order solution

δS =

∫
cell

(
−1

2
(∂R)2 +R

)
eRdxp. (2.11)

However, by using the leading order equation (2.6), it turns out this quantity vanishes

when integrated over a period1,

δS =

∫
cell

(
−1

2
(∂R)2 +R

)
eRdxp = −

∫
cell

∂ ·
(
eR∂R

)
dxp = 0. (2.12)

And therefore, the mass normalized entropy is given by the total mass

S1 = − logM. (2.13)

Note that this total mass cannot be scaled arbitrarily since the scaling is fixed in eq. (2.6).

Particularly, for the uniform black brane R(x) = 0, we have

MUBB = Vcell, S1,UBB = − log Vcell, (2.14)

where Vcell is the p-dimensional volume of a cell.

The Kaluza-Klein background also allows to define the tension related to the variation

of the total mass with respect to the spatial boundary metric hij ,
2

T ij :=
δM
δhij

= −1

2

∫
cell

T ijdpx, (2.15)

where Tij is the quasi-local stress tensor of the effective theory. In the static configuration,

Tij is given by

T ij = eR(−δij + ∂iR∂jR) + ∂2(eRδij)− 2∂i∂jeR, (2.16)

1A non-zero scaling parameter C in eq. (2.6) gives δS = CM, which simply adds a constant to S1.
2Ref. [26] related the tension and quasi-local stress tensor with the wrong signature, and hence the

conclusion is different. Particularly, the minimum of the enthalpy is now given by the maximum of the

bulk tension, which is dominated by the uniform solution. Therefore, we do not agree on the enthalpy.
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where i, j are raised by δij . The last two terms vanish when integrated over a cell. As

opposed to the one dimensional case, the tension consists of multiple components corre-

sponding to various changes in the lattice configuration. To characterize the solution, we

particularly focus on the bulk tension

T :=
1

n
δijT ij =

1

2n

∫
cell

eR(p− (∂R)2)dpx =
1

n

∫
cell

eR(p/2−R)dpx, (2.17)

where in the second equality the effective equation (2.6) is used with partial integration.

To eliminate the scale dependence, we rather use the mass-normalized tension

τ :=
nT
M

=
p

2
−
∫

cellRe
Rdpx∫

cell e
Rdpx

. (2.18)

For the uniform black brane, we have

τUBB =
p

2
. (2.19)

From the middle form in eq (2.17), it is obvious that the normalized tension reaches the

maximum τ = p/2 if and only if the solution is uniform.

3 Perturbative analysis

Figure 2: Unit wavenumber vectors {k̂i} and actual lattice period in the two-dimensional

lattice. The dashed line represents the substructure formed by 2π(ν1 − ν2).

We start by studying the static perturbation around the uniform black brane R(x) = 0,

R =
∞∑
i=1

δRi. (3.1)

At each order, the equation takes the form of

(∂2 + 1)δRi = Si, (3.2)

where Si is i-th order source term. With the periodicity vectors {ki}i=1,...,p, the linear

order solution is given by

δR1 = ε
∑
i

λi cos θi, θi = ki · x. (3.3)
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Here we expand for small ε, and λi determines the relative amplitudes between modes. The

linear order equation requires each wavenumber to be on the threshold of the instability,

ki := |ki| = 1 +O (ε) . (3.4)

As in the non-uniform black string analysis, we expect the wavenumber ki to be corrected

by nonlinearities.

As observed in ref. [12], if a pair (k1, k2) forms an equiangular lattice, i.e.,k1 · k2 =

−1/2 +O (ε), a special treatment is required. In this case, the triplet (k1,k2,−k1 − k2)

forms an equilateral triangle, and hence one should respect the symmetry between the

three, that is, cos(θ1 + θ2) should be added to the linear solution. In higher dimensions,

we will have more equiangular lattices. For example, a triplet (k1,k2,k3) will make a

three dimensional equiangular lattice if they satisfy ki ·kj = −1/3 +O (ε) for any pair, in

which case the quartet (k1,k2,k3,−k1 − k2 − k3) forms a regular tetrahedron and then,

cos(θ1 + θ2 + θ3) joins the linear solution. These properties can be seen more clearly by

examining higher order perturbations in the later section.

Next, we study the lattices on general p-branes in the non-equiangular case by pertur-

bative expansion. Then, we present more detailed results for the two dimensional lattice

in both non-equiangular and equiangular cases.

3.1 General analysis on non-equiangular lattice

First, we consider general cases with non-equiangular configuration. We assume that for

q = 2, 3, . . . , p any set of q different wavenumber vectors (ki1 , . . . ,kiq) do not satisfy

γinim := −k̂in · k̂im = 1/q for all n 6= m, (3.5)

where γij denotes the minus cosine between two vectors3. The second order source from

eq. (3.3) is given by

S2 = −1

2
(∂δR1)2 = −ε

2

4

∑
i,j

λiλjγij [cos(θi + θj)− cos(θi − θj)] . (3.6)

This is easily integrated to give the second order solution

δR2 = −ε
2

4

∑
i,j

λiλj

(
a

(+)
ij cos(θi + θj) + a

(−)
ij cos(θi − θj)

)
(3.7)

where

a
(±)
ij =

γij
2γij ∓ 1

. (3.8)

3We added the minus sign because the angle in the momentum space ᾱij and the actual lattice angle

αij are related by ᾱij = π − αij .
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As we mentioned, if any pair of periodicity vectors has the equiangular configuration,

the perturbative expansion breaks down as a
(+)
ij diverges. This simply indicates that

cos(θi + θj) should be promoted to the linear order.

Using the linear and second order solutions, the third order source is obtained as

S3 = −∂δR2 · ∂δR1

= ε3

1

4

∑
i

χ
(2)
i λi cos θi +

1

8

∑
i,j,k

λiλjλka
(+)
ij (γik + γjk) cos(θi + θj + θk)

−1

8

∑
i,j

∑
k 6=i,j

λiλjλk

(
a

(+)
ij (γik + γjk) + 2a

(−)
jk (γik − γij)

)
cos(θi + θj − θk)

 (3.9)

where

χ
(2)
i =

∑
j

λ2
j

[
(1− γij)a(+)

ij + (1 + γij)a
(−)
ij

]
− a(+)

ii λ2
i

=
∑
j 6=i

2γ2
ij

4γ2
ij − 1

λ2
j +

1

3
λ2
i . (3.10)

The first term in eq. (3.9) is the source of the secular behavior, and hence should be

absorbed into the parameter renormalization

ki = 1− ε2

8
χ

(2)
i . (3.11)

Thus, the third order solution becomes

δR3 =
ε3

8

∑
i,j,k

a
(++)
ijk λiλjλk cos(θi + θj + θk) +

ε3

8

∑
i,j

∑
k 6=i,j

a
(+−)
ij,k λiλjλk cos(θi + θj − θk)

(3.12)

where

a
(++)
ijk =

a
(+)
ij (γki + γjk) + a

(+)
ki (γjk + γij) + a

(+)
jk (γki + γij)

6(γij + γjk + γki − 1)
(3.13)

and

a
(+−)
ij,k =

a
(+)
ij (γki + γjk) + a

(−)
ki γkj + a

(−)
jk γik −

(
a

(−)
jk + a

(−)
ki

)
γij

2(γki + γjk − γij + 1)
. (3.14)

As in the second order, a
(++)
ijk diverges if the triplet (ki,kj ,kk) is in the equiangular

configuration, which indicates cos(θi + θj + θk) should come to the linear order.
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3.2 Two-dimensional lattice

Now, we perform a more detailed analysis on the two-dimensional lattice, both in the

non-equiangular and equiangular cases. For simplicity, we only consider the equilateral

configuration where two directions are symmetric

k := k1 = k2, λ1 = λ2 = 1. (3.15)

Then, the solution is characterized by the wavelength k and the cosine of the lattice angle

γ := −k̂1 · k̂2, (0 < γ < 1). (3.16)

3.2.1 Non-equiangular lattice

First, we consider the non-equiangular case γ 6= 1/2. Repeating the procedure in the

previous section, we obtained the perturbative solution up to the fifth order in which the

periodicity is determined up to O
(
ε4
)

by

k = 1− ε2

24

10γ2 − 1

4γ2 − 1
+

(
8800γ8 − 16456γ6 + 8232γ4 − 1567γ2 + 19

)
ε4

6912 (γ2 − 1) (4γ2 − 1)3 . (3.17)

The mass and entropy are computed accordingly as

M =

(
1 +

(1− 10γ2)

48(4γ2 − 1)
ε4

)
1

k2
√

1− γ2
(3.18)

and

S1 = S1,UBB(k(ε), γ) +
10γ2 − 1

48(4γ2 − 1)
ε4, (3.19)

where the entropy for the uniform black brane is given by

S1,UBB(k, γ) = − log

(
(2π)2

k2
√

1− γ2

)
. (3.20)

The tension is also given by

τ = 1− ε2

2
+

11− 178γ2 + 464γ4

72(1− 4γ2)2
ε4. (3.21)

Note that the physical quantities only have even powers of the amplitude ε. This reflects

the fact that the change of the signature ε → −ε gives the identical solution with the

spatial translation θi → θi + π. Thus, this branch is one-sided.

3.2.2 Equiangular lattice

Next, we consider the equiangular case. The periodicity vectors k1,k2 are such that

k̂1 · k̂2 = −1/2 and k1 = k2 = k. The linear order solution should have the symmetry with

respect to the rotation by 60◦, or symmetry between cos θ1, cos θ2 and cos(θ1 + θ2),

δR1 = ε(cos θ1 + cos θ2 + cos(θ1 + θ2)) (3.22)

8



where

θi := ki · x, k1 = k2 = k = 1 +O (ε) . (3.23)

The second order source is given by

S2 = −ε
2

4
(cos θ1 + cos θ2 + cos(θ1 + θ2)) +

ε2

4
[−3 + cos(2θ1) + cos(2θ2) + cos(2θ1 + 2θ2)

+ cos(2θ1 + θ2) + cos(2θ2 + θ1) + cos(θ1 − θ2)] . (3.24)

Here we see that the first three terms in the source are resonant and hence to be absorbed

to the period

k = 1 +
ε

8
. (3.25)

Then, the second order solution becomes

δR2 = −ε
2

4

[
3 +

1

3
cos(2θ1) +

1

3
cos(2θ2) +

1

3
cos(2θ1 + 2θ2)

+
1

2
cos(2θ1 + θ2) +

1

2
cos(2θ2 + θ1) +

1

2
cos(θ1 − θ2)

]
. (3.26)

Repeating the analysis up to O
(
ε5
)
, we obtain

k = 1 +
1

8
ε− 43

384
ε2 − 427

9216
ε3 +

24137

884736
ε4 (3.27)

and

M =

(
1 +

1

16
ε3 − 7

128
ε4 − 319

3072
ε5

)
2√
3k2

. (3.28)

Thus, the entropy and tension are given by

S1 = S1,UBB(k(ε), 1/2)− 1

16
ε3 +

7

128
ε4 +

319

3072
ε5 (3.29)

and

τ = 1− 3

4
ε2 − 9

16
ε3 +

329

768
ε4 +

205

288
ε5. (3.30)

S1,UBB is the entropy of the uniform black brane (3.20). As opposed to the non-equiangular

case, the different signs of ε lead to distinct branches. This corresponds to the fact that

the linear solution (3.22) cannot flip the entire sign only by the translation θi → θi + π.

4 Numerical solution

In order to properly solve the soap bubble equation (2.6) with the suitable periodicity, it

is convenient to introduce oblique coordinates (u, v), adapted to the lattice, defined as

u := θ1 = k(
√

1− γ2x− γy), v := θ2 = ky , (4.1)

9



where x = (x, y) are the Cartesian coordinates. The wavenumber vectors are given by

k1 = (k
√

1− γ2,−kγ), k2 = (0, k). (4.2)

Inversely, we have

x =
u+ γv

k
√

1− γ2
, y =

v

k
. (4.3)

In these coordinates, the periodicity of the solution becomes as simple as

y

x

α

(u ,v ) = (0 ,0 ) (u ,v ) = (1,0 )

(u ,v ) = (0 ,1) (u ,v ) = (1,1)

Figure 3: Unit cell of the lattice, with γ = cosα, as defined by (4.3).

(u, v)→ (u, v) + 2π(nu, nv), (nu, nv) ∈ Z2, (4.4)

as visualized in Figure 3. The soap bubble equation is then solved by the standard

Newton-Raphson method on a square two-dimensional N ×N Fourier grid with spectral

differentiation matrices following the procedure in [28]. Particularly, we represent R as a

column vector of length N2 by co-lexicographic ordering of its values at the collocation

points and iterate

Rn+1 = Rn −∆n (4.5)

until the desired precision. Here ∆n is the solution (at the n-th iteration) of the linear

system

J ·∆ = F, (4.6)

where (·) denotes matrix multiplication and

F = R+ k2

[
∂2R+

1

2
(∂R)2 − γ(∂uR∂vR+ 2∂v∂uR)

]
, (4.7)

J = I + k2
[
D2
u +D2

v + diag(∂uR) ·Du + diag(∂vR) ·Dv

]
− k2γ [diag(∂uR) ·Dv + diag(∂vR) ·Du +Dv ·Du] ,

(4.8)

with Du and Dv the pseudospectral differentiation matrices with respect to coordinates u

and v respectively. The initial guess for the iterative method can be taken as

R0 = A cosu+B cos v + C cos(u+ v). (4.9)

The value of the constants A,B,C can be varied to select the branch of solutions the

where we want the method to converge. A resolution of N = 20 is often sufficient,

although solutions at small values of k or large values of γ require more resolutions.
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4.1 Equiangular lattice

In the equiangular case (γ = 1/2) we have a two-sided branch originating at the Gregory-

Laflamme point kGL from the mode (3.22). We refer to these two sides as hexagonal and

triangular branches for ε < 0 and ε > 0 respectively. The numerical solution for both

branches at k = 0.95 kGL are shown in Figure 1 as heat maps. In the phase diagram of the

entropy S1, we observe the presence of a cusp in the triangular branch (Figure 4), where

both k and S1 simultaneously reach a maximum. The triangular phase is entropically

favored over the uniform brane for k < 1.027 kGL.

Additionally, we obtain three one-dimensional branches, which we call black stripes.

They are branching from the modes R ∼ cosu, R ∼ cos v and R ∼ cos(u+ v) separately.

These phases are equivalent under rotations of 60◦, and hence have an identical phase

diagram bifurcating from k = kGL.
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Figure 4: Entropy S1 (top left) and tension τ (top right) for the equiangular lattice. The

triangular branch presents a cusp at k ≈ 1.03 kGL, and becomes entropically favored over

the uniform brane at k ≈ 1.027 kGL. The bottoms are the mass density plots showing the

change between the triangular equiangular lattices before (a) and after (b) the cusp.
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4.2 Non-equiangular lattice

For γ 6= 1/2, as seen in the perturbative analysis in section 3.2.1, only one non-uniform

branch with 2-dimensional dependence emerges from the Gregory-Laflamme point at k =

kGL. Namely, the triangular branch for γ < 1/2 and the hexagonal branch for γ > 1/2.

The black stripes now split into two types. The modes R ∼ cosu and R ∼ cos v give rise

separate phases, that are equivalent under the transformation u ↔ v, which together we

will call (0)-stripes. The R ∼ cos(u+ v) zero mode now appears at k = kGL/
√

2(1− γ),

as shown in Figures 5, 6, originating a third branch of black stripes, that we will call (+)-

stripes. This branch contains a zero mode on its own, where the “remaining” 2-dimensional

branch starts, i.e., the hexagonal branch for γ < 1/2 and the triangular branch for γ > 1/2.

In this case, the translational symmetry of the black brane is broken along two orthogonal

directions in two steps: First in the u+ v direction, and then in u− v. Only at γ = 1/2,

both triangular and hexagonal branches merge in a single, two-sided branch.

Interestingly, the cusp in the triangular branch observed for γ = 1/2 (Figure 4) only

exists for a finite range of the angle parameter γ, namely between two critical values that

we will call γ1 and γ3.
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Figure 5: Entropy phase diagrams for non-equiangular lattice above and below γ = 1/2.
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curves. The triangular phase reaches the maximum of k at (γmax, kmax) ≈ (0.65, 1.084kGL).

At γ → 1, the (+)-stripes become dominant. The dotted regions over gray and green

backgrounds depict the presence of metastable phases of uniform branes and (+)-stripes,

respectively. The curve beyond γ = 0.9 is an extrapolation.
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From eq. (3.17) one can derive that γ1 = 1/
√

10 ≈ 0.32, where the coefficient of ε2

flips sign. The value of γ3 has been numerically approximated as γ3 ≈ 0.57. Additionally,

we define another critical angle, γ2 ≈ 0.54, where the triangular phase intersects the

branching point of the (+)-stripes in (k,S1)-plane (see the lower panels in Figure 5). In

other words, for γ > γ2 there exists a segment of stable black stripes. We summarize the

thermodynamically preferred phases for given lattice parameters (γ, k) in Figure 7.

It is important to mention that the cusp in the triangular branch causes the presence of

metastable states in the phases of uniform branes and (+)-stripes it bifurcates from. This

happens at values of k where the parent branch is dynamically stable but the triangular

branch has a larger entropy.
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Figure 8: Tension as a phase of the angle parameter γ, for two fixed values of k. The value

of γ that minimizes τ is an increasing function of k.

We also plot the angular dependence of the tension in Figure 8, which shows that it

has a minimum for a certain value of γ. This is a similar behavior to the one observed

in [26].

4.2.1 Branching from stripes

Figures 9 and 10 show the transition from the (+)-stripes to the triangular and hexagonal

lattices respectively. One can see that each transition takes place in a different way. For

γ > 1/2, the stripes start to fragment into isolated blobs. For γ < 1/2, on the contrary,

the stripes start to stick together forming bridges.
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Figure 9: Transition between parallel (+)-stripes and the triangular lattice at γ = 0.6.

The branching point happens at k ≈ 1.08kGL.
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Figure 10: Transition between parallel (+)-stripes and the hexagonal lattice at γ = 0.4.

The branching point happens at k ≈ 0.90kGL.

4.3 Asymptotic phases at large deformation

As k → 0 both non-uniform phases with 2-dimensional dependence (triangular and hexag-

onal) asymptote to a lattice of Gaussian blobs of the form described in [29]. The evolution

of such phases as we take smaller values of k is depicted in Figures 11, 12 as heat maps.
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Figure 11: For small k, the triangular lattice approaches a lattice of isolated Gaussian

blobs, with one blob per unit cell.
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Figure 12: For small k, the hexagonal lattice approaches a lattice of isolated Gaussian

blobs, with two blobs per unit cell.

The two phases, however, differ in the number of blobs per unit cell: The triangular

phase has a single blob, while the hexagonal phase ends up having two blobs per unit

cell. This results in S1 approaching two different values for small k (see Figure 13). The

limiting values at k → 0 are easily estimated by approximating the solution as a group of

isolated Gaussian blobs. A blob centered at (x0, y0) in Cartesian coordinates is written by

eR(x,y) ' e2− 1
2

((x−x0)2+(y−y0)2). (4.10)

Then, q-blobs in a cell make the mass

M' q ×
∫
R2

e2− 1
2

(x2+y2)dxdy = 2πe2 q, (4.11)

and the entropy is given by

S1 ' − log(2πe2q). (4.12)

The tension is also evaluated as

τ ' 1− 2πe2q

2πe2q
= 0. (4.13)

In a similar way, the limiting phase of black stripes is approximated by the direct product

of a Gaussian blob and S1, by which one can expect the topology changing transition to

parallel black strings. For example, (+)-stripes is approximated by

eR(u,v) ' e1− 1
4k2(1−γ)

(u+v)2
. (4.14)

This leads to

M' 1

k2
√

1− γ2

∫ 2π

0
dv

∫
R
e

1− 1
4k2(1−γ)

(u′)2
du′ =

4π3/2e

k
√

1 + γ
, (4.15)

and hence

S1 ' − log

(
4π3/2e

k
√

1 + γ

)
. (4.16)
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The entropy of (0)-stripes is also estimated by

S1 ' − log

(
2
√

2π3/2e

k
√

1− γ2

)
. (4.17)

The tension of both branches approaches the same value

τ ' 1

2
. (4.18)
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Figure 13: At low values of k/kGL both triangular and hexagonal lattices approach a

lattice of Gaussian blobs. One blob per unit cell in the triangular case, and two blobs per

unit cell in the hexagonal case. The black stripes approach a Gaussian section as well.

5 Discussion

In this paper we have explored the phase space of static lattice deformations of AF black

branes in the large D limit. We focus on the cases where the primitive translation vectors

have equal magnitude, i.e., where the unit cell of the lattice is a rhombus. Among these

cases we distinguish between two different scenarios, whether the unit cell has an angle of

60◦ (equiangular) or some other value (non-equiangular).

In the equiangular case (γ = 1/2) we obtain two distinct phases of lattices that branch

off from the two signs of excitation of the same zero mode, R ∼ cosu+ cos v+ cos(u+ v),

at k = kGL. These two phases have triangular and hexagonal structures, respectively, as

observed in the D = 6 case [12].

Interestingly, the triangular phase presents a cusp in its phase diagram, which makes

the triangular branch thermodynamically preferred over the uniform branch slightly be-

yond the zero mode wavenumber (kGL < k < k∗1/2 ≈ 1.027kGL), while the uniform branch

dominates for shorter periods. This is not the case in D = 6, where no cusp has been

observed and the triangular branch becomes stable simply for k < kGL, indicating the
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existence of a critical dimension between 6 < D <∞. We have also obtained a set of one-

dimensional phases which correspond to deformations in a striped pattern, black stripes.

These three deformations are equivalent under 60◦ rotations: R ∼ cosu, R ∼ cos v and

R ∼ cos(u+ v).

In the non-equiangular cases, the zero mode R ∼ cosu+cos v+cos(u+v) splits in two.

The mode R ∼ cosu + cos v still starts at k = kGL, but now it gives rise to only one of

2-dimensional phases depending on the value of γ, i.e., the triangular phase (for γ < 1/2)

or the hexagonal phase (for γ > 1/2). The other phase no longer branches off from the

uniform solution directly, but via the black stripes from the cos(u+ v)-mode, (+)-stripes,

which comes out from the uniform solution at k = kGL/
√

2(1− γ). The modes R ∼ cosu

and R ∼ cos v, (0)-stripes, create other phases of black stripes equivalent under u ↔ v.

We have found that the phase of (+)-stripes becomes thermodynamically favored in a

certain range of the parameter for γ > γ2 ≈ 0.54. The (+)-stripes are going to dominate

the stable phase as the lattice becomes narrower (γ → 1).

We have observed the appearance of the cusp in the triangular phase for γ1 = 1/
√

10 <

γ < γ3 ≈ 0.57. As in the equiangular case, the cusp makes the triangular phase thermody-

namically preferred slightly beyond the zero mode of the uniform brane (kGL < k < k∗(γ)).

The extended upper bound k∗(γ) is determined by the intersection between the triangular

and uniform branches (γ < γ2) or triangular and (+)-stripes branches (γ > γ2) in the en-

tropy plot. In the extended domain of the stable triangular phase, the uniform brane and

(+)-stripes are still dynamically stable above the onset of their instability, which makes

them metastable states. Here we note that similar metastable phases are observed in the

large D effective theory on AdS black strings [30].

At large deformations, we have found that both the triangular and the hexagonal

lattices asymptote to a periodic distribution of the Gaussian blobs described in [29]. How-

ever, the triangular lattice leads to a single blob per unit cell, while the hexagonal lattice

contains two blobs per unit cell, thus leading to a different value of the mass-normalized

entropies. The black stripes end up as an array of one dimensional Gaussian blobs, ex-

tended in the perpendicular direction. In ref. [31], the asymptotic phases of black strings

and other rigidly rotating solutions [32] can be expressed as the expansion of the large

distance between separate blobs, by assuming the solution as a linear combination of basic

blobs and glueing thin necks. One can try to find the analytic expansions at the large

deformation limit by using this blob and neck construction.

There are several possible extensions of this work. Having a more general setup with

non-equal periods, or more brane dimensions, are straightforward extensions. The dy-

namical evolution of the brane in the same lattice setup would also be an interesting topic

to explore. One could use the large D effective equations to find the endpoint of the GL

instability as in the black string case [20]. With more than two brane dimensions, the

large D effective theory admits turbulence [33]. Therefore, one can expect an interplay

between the GL instability and turbulence.
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Solving higher order corrections in the 1/D-expansion will also be informative. Usually,

largely deformed solutions at the leading order theory are expected to break down when

the minimum of mass density reaches ∼ e−D, where the topology-changing transition

would take place. At large enough deformations, the triangular and hexagonal phases can

be connected to a black hole lattice, while the black stripes lead to parallel black strings.

Since the evolution of the hexagonal phase consists of two separate stages (Figure 12), its

topology-changing transition could be more complicated, that is, the black brane can first

experience a transition to a lattice of holes punched in it as in bumpy Myers-Perry black

holes to black rings [34], and then fragment into a lattice of black holes. The branching

from the black stripes to the triangular or hexagonal branches can also lead to multiple

topology-changing scenarios, depending on where the pinch-off occurs, before or after the

branching. To unravel the details of these topology changes, a fully-numerical analysis at

finite dimensions would also be a viable option.
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A Brane tension

Here we make manifest the relation between the mass and brane tension. The quasi-local

stress tensor is defined for the metric solution (2.1) by

Tµν = lim
r→∞

Ωn+1r
n+1

8πG
(Kgµν −Kµν) + (regulator), (A.1)

where gµν and Kµν are the metric and extrinsic curvature on a surface at constant r. The

boundary metric hµν = limr→∞ gµν is given by

hµνdx
µdxν = −dt2 +

1

n
dxidxi = −dt2 +

1

n
γabdθ

adθb. (A.2)

where (xi, hij = δij/n) are the Cartesian and (θa, hab = γab/n) are the lattice-adapted

oblique coordinates with fixed period θa ∼ θa + 2π, respectively. Note that all the lattice
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configuration is encoded in the oblique metric γab. At the large D limit, the quasi-local

stress tensor in the Cartesian coordinates up to the leading order in 1/D is given by

T tt = m, T ti = pi − ∂im, T ij = (−m+ ∂tm+ ∂kp
k)δij − 2∂(ipj) +

pipj

m
, (A.3)

where the indices i, j are raised by δij . The components are normalized so that they

remain finite at large D

Tµν =
(n+ 1)Ωn+1

16πG
Tµν . (A.4)

The ADM mass for a unit cell is given by

Mass =

∫
cell

Ttt d
px

np/2
=

(n+ 1)Ωn+1

16πGnp/2
M (A.5)

where M is the normalized mass (2.9). On the other hand, the variation of the ADM

mass with respect to the spatial boundary metric hij is given by [13,35]

δ

δhij
Mass = −1

2

∫
cell

Tij d
px

np/2
=

(n+ 1)Ωn+1

16πGnp/2
T ij , (A.6)

where T ij is the normalized tension (2.15). The brane tension in the oblique coor-

dinates gives the mass variation with respect to the lattice parameter. In the (u, v)-

coordinates (4.3), we have

δk,γM =
1

n
T ab δγab

δk

∣∣∣∣
γ

δk +
1

n
T ab δγab

δγ

∣∣∣∣
k

δγ (A.7)

where

γabdθ
adθb =

(du2 + 2γdudv + dv2)

k2(1− γ2)
. (A.8)

The bulk tension (2.17) is related to the conformal change in the metric

δM|γ = T δ(k
−2)

k−2
. (A.9)

B Black stripes

In the two dimensional lattice setup, we also have branches with non-uniformity only in

one direction, which we call black stripes. These branches play an important role in the

non-equiangular lattice phases. The relevant branches of black stripes bifurcate from the

following perturbations in the oblique coordinates (u, v) in eq. (4.3)4

δR ∝ cosu, cos v, cos(u+ v), (B.1)

4We do not consider the (−)-stripes branching off from cos(u − v) mode with k = 1/
√

2(1 + γ), since

they always have lower entropy for 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1. For −1 ≤ γ ≤ 0, the (+) and (−)-branches switch their

roles.
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where the first two modes have k = 1 and the last k = 1/
√

2(1− γ). The branches

from cosu or cos v, which we call (0)-stripes, take the form R(u, v) = F (u) orF (v). Plug-

ging this into eq. (2.6), we obtain the dimensionless version of the black string effective

equation [18,19,24]

F ′′(u) +
1

2
F ′(u)2 +

1

k2
F (u) = 0. (B.2)

The other branch, the (+)-stripes, takes the form R(u, v) = F̃ (u + v). F̃ (u) follows the

same equation with k → k
√

2(1− γ). Now, let us assume Fk(u) as the non-uniform

solution of eq. (B.2). We define the following integrals

µNUBS(k) :=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
eFk(u)du, τNUBS(k) :=

1

2π

∫ 2π

0
Fk(u)eFk(u)du. (B.3)

Then, the normalized entropy and relative tension of the black stripes are given by

S1,stripe = S1,UBB − log
(
µNUBS(k̃)

)
, τstripe = 1− τ(k̃)

µ(k̃)
(B.4)

where S1,UBB = − log((2π)2/k2
√

1− γ2) and

k̃ =

{
k for (0)− stripes

k
√

2(1− γ) for (+)− stripes
. (B.5)
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