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Abstract

In this article, we construct a broad family of spacetimes with spherically symmetric thin
shells in unimodular gravity. We analyze the dynamical stability of the configurations under
perturbations preserving the symmetry. In particular, we consider the case of thin shells with
charge surrounding vacuum, obtaining stable configurations for suitable values of the parame-
ters. We compare our results with those corresponding to general relativity.

1 Introduction

Unimodular gravity (UG) is an alternative theory of gravity closely related to general relativity
(GR), which was first considered by Einstein in 1919 [1]. In such an approach the gravitational
field is described by the trace-free Einstein equations and these ones can be derived from an action,
where a fixed non-dynamical 4-volume element appears, see e.g. [2-4]. The presence of this 4-volume
background can be thought as something that breaks the diffeomorphism invariance of GR, turning
UG into a theory invariant only under volume-preserving diffeomorphisms. An interesting feature
of UG, which relevance became more popular after the work [5], is that within the framework of
this theory of gravity the cosmological constant simply plays the role of an integration constant,
linked to initial conditions, but which allows to decouple it from a possible vacuum quantum energy,
since the latter does not gravitate in UG, see e.g. [3]. In this way, the huge discrepancy of up to
120 orders of magnitude between the observed value of the cosmological constant and the value
predicted by quantum field theory (QFT) [6], known as the cosmological constant problem, finds an
elegant solution that does not require new physicsﬂ But there is another feature of UG, the fact that
invariance of the matter action under the restricted volume-preserving diffeomorphisms brings the
possibility of a non-conservation of the energy-momentum tensor, usually represented by a diffusion
ternﬂ Within UG this conservation becomes an extra hypothesis, which, if assumed, recovers the
GR field equations. Once the conservation of the energy-momentum tensor is adopted, UG is
completely equivalent to GR and consistent with all observational tests. Only when one chooses
not to impose the conservation of the energy-momentum tensor it is possible to find deviations from
GR. For instance, in [7] it was shown that the non-conservation of the energy-momentum tensor
implies the non-geodesic motion of pointlike particles.
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LOf course this does not solve the mystery of why it has the particular value that it has today.

ZNote that this same result can be obtained, without imposing such limitations, through a slightly different
derivation. See Sect. 2.2 of [4]



In the last decade, interest in UG has resurged with special emphasis on the area of cosmology,
see e.g. [8-22]. In particular, misconceptions regarding the notion of diffeomorphism invariance
(mainly its use in UG) and the choice of gauges in the treatment of cosmological perturbations,
were considered and analyzed in depth in [4]. Spherically symmetric configurations were recently
explored in the context of UG [23], where the general equations for a static solution were set-
tled out, and some examples resulting from the non-conservation of the energy-momentum tensor
were shown, in the presence of an electromagnetic field as well as of a self-interacting scalar field.
Proposals discussing the construction of theories of gravity leading to a non-conservation of the
energy—momentum tensor can be found for instance in [24]. On the other hand, in [25] the au-
thors analyze the “fate” of energy conservation within the various viable paths to address conceptual
problems, when the standard quantum setting and the semiclassical gravity program are addressed,
concluding that we will probably have to accept the fact that, neither Einstein equations nor conser-
vation laws hold in the world we actually experience. It is also interesting to mention that, within
the context of QFT on curved spacetimes, considerations related to the issue of renormalization
of the energy-momentum tensor in the semiclassical gravity framework [26] also seem to suggest
a preference for UG. Some theoretical proposals coming from some quantum gravity approaches
suggest that, at the Planck scale, a more fundamental physics is expected to be discrete. For this
approach to be compatible with Lorentz symmetryﬂ such a discreteness would have to be real-
ized by the existence of some kind of 4-volume elementary building blocks, which would produce
a background 4-volume structure where only invariance under volume-preserving diffeomorphisms
would be present, thus allowing UG to be considered as a natural effective description of gravity at
low energies [28]. Also, Planck-scale discreteness could play a role in black hole physics [29], and in
a possible resolution of the information paradox associated with black holes [30}31]. For a recent
discussion of these topics, see e.g. [32]. On the other hand, since the detection of the accelerated
expansion of the universe, extensive studies are being conducted to understand whether this accel-
eration is due to a cosmological constant, a dynamical dark energy, or a modification of the theory
of gravity. The use of UG, with the perspective that the energy-momentum non-conservation is due
to a fundamental granularity of the spacetime at Planckian scales, was implemented to search for
answers about the nature of dark energy, the Hy tension, and the current value of the cosmological
constant in recent works [12-14], as well as to find a possible alternative for the inflationary phase
(without an inflaton field) of the early universe [20,33].

Thin shells of matter appear as idealized useful models in many physical contexts. In GR,
the Darmois-Israel [34,35] junction conditions provide the tools for the construction of a new
spacetime by joining two different geometries across a hypersurface. The formalism allows to
analyze the characteristics and dynamics of thin shells, relating the energy—momentum tensor
at the matching hypersurface with the geometries at both sides of it. The formalism has been
broadly applied in many situations because of its simplicity and flexibility; the stability analysis
is easy to perform in case of highly symmetric configurations, for perturbations preserving the
symmetry. Many researchers have adopted this formalism to model vacuum bubbles and thin
layers around black holes [36/41], fluid spheres supported by thin shells [42], wormholes [43-50],
and gravastars [51-54]. There are also studies in which the junction conditions are used to build
wormholes and thin shells of matter in N dimensions [55-58]. The junction conditions have been
obtained in some theories of modified gravity. Different physical scenarios have been considered
within F'(R) gravity in four dimensions by using this technique [59-63], and also in lower [64,/65]
and in higher [66] dimensionality. Spacetimes with thin shells were also analyzed within Palatini
F(R) gravity [67], in F(R,T) gravity |68, and in Brans-Dicke theory [69}/70].

3Issues related to compatibility with Lorentz invariance when a discrete spacetime is considered, can be found in,
e.g. |27].



In this article, we study thin shells within UG with the help of the corresponding junction
conditions introduced in [3]. We start in Sec. |2 with a review of the main aspects of the theory and
the recently found spherically symmetric black hole solutions in the presence of the electromagnetic
field [23]. In Sec. [3] we construct spherically symmetric thin shells within UG and we obtain the
condition for stability under radial perturbations. In Sec. 4l we provide examples of charged thin
shells surrounding vacuum (bubbles), with flat, de Sitter, and anti-de Sitter assymptotics. Finally,
in Sec. |5, we present the conclusions of this work. Throughout the paper, we use the (—, +, +,+)
signature for the spacetime metric and we adopt units such that ¢ = G = 1.

2 Black holes in unimodular gravity

Let us start this section with the field equations of UG, which can be obtained from a variational
principle, requiring the extremization 65 = 0, with the action written as [4]|ﬂ
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where we define k = 87, R is the Ricci scalar, and e4p.q and eg%)cd are a fiduciary 4-volume element

(given by the theory) and a 4-volume element associated to the metric g.p, respectively. The
scalar A(x) is a Lagrange multiplier function, and Sy, is the action of the matter fields generically
represented by W,s. Variations of with respect to dynamical variables ¢*®, A and ¥, lead to
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On the right-side of Eqgs. the energy-momentum tensor appears, which is defined as
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Note that in the last expression g is the determinant of the components of the metric tensor, g,
in a specific coordinate basis. On the other hand, Eq. yields the equation of motion of the
matter fields (i.e. a Klein-Gordon type equation).

At this point, the trace of Eq. allows us to write A as
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where T' = ¢™T,; is the trace of the energy-momentum tensor. Next, by substituting the former

expression into Eq. , it leads to the trace-free part of Einstein field equations, namely

1 1
Rab - ZgabR =K <Tab - 4gabT> ) (7)

4To avoid some of the misconceptions mentioned in [4], we will first use indexes following Wald’s convention and
notation for the geometrical objects [71], which makes a distinction between index notation and component notation.
Then, we will denote components of a tensor in a given basis by using Greek indices.



which are the UG equations for the gravitational field. Note that anything behaving like a cos-
mological constant or vacuum energy does not gravitate, since it automatically satisfies that the
right-hand side of @ is zero.

As we mentioned in the Introduction, one of the interesting features of UG that allows departures
from GR is the possibility of the non-conservation of the energy-momentum tensor; indeed, Eq.
lets V®Ty, # 0. This can be demonstrated rigorously in alternative ways, noting that the important
point is that, as the theory is presented through action , UG has a non-dynamical element that
can lead to the non-conservation of T,;. In UG, ¢%, A and ¥, are dynamical variables, while the
4-volume element e4p.q is fixed and non-dynamical. One can choose to consider the variation of the
action involving all the geometric objects, that is, applying diffeomorphisms on both dynamical
and non-dynamical variables or, alternatively, although the action (by construction) is invariant
under generic one-parameter family of diffeomorphism, one may restrict the consideration to the
volume preserving diffeomorphisms when performing the variation of the matter action Sy;. Both
paths lead to [4]

Va(T‘ab - gabD) =0, (8)
where D(z) is an arbitrary scalar field (i.e. the diffusion term) that encapsulates the non-
conservation possibility.

From Eq. , applying the covariant derivative V¢ to both sides of Eq. and using the
Bianchi’s identities V¢[Rgp, — % gapR] = 0 one obtain that

A(z) = Ao + kD(z), (9)

where A is simply a constant of integration, fixed by initial data. Note that, the case D(z) =
constant leads to the standard conservation law for T,;. In the present work, we will be analyzing
some particular forms for A(z) motivated by the recent results of |23].

In the article [23], spherically symmetric solutions of the unimodular field equations were found,
with a line element having the form

ds® = —A(r)dt* + A7) (r)dr® + 12 (d6? + sin® 0dig?), (10)

where the usual Schwarzschild (¢, r, 0, ¢) coordinates are used. Following [23], we adopt two different
functions A(r), corresponding to two distinct behaviors both asymptotically and in the center
(r =0), and we include a radial electric field E(r) associated with a charge Q.

Case A

With the choice of a power law
A(r) = Ao + Apr?, (11)

where A is a constant, the field equations have the solution [23] determined by
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e p=-3
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with the squared electric field given by Eq. ([L3).

It is important to note that:

e p = —4: this case is clearly pathological since the electric field becomes imaginary near r = 0
when A1 > 0, or for large r if A; < 0.

e p = 0: this case reduces to the GR solution (Reissner-Nordstrém with a cosmological con-
stant) after the redefinition Ag — Ag + Aj.

e p = —2: in this particular case, the metric function can be rearranged in the form

2M Q2 A()?"2
r2 37

so, after an appropriate change of coordinates, the spacetime presents an angular deficit if
A1 > 0 or an angular surplus when A; < 0.

Case B
For the second choice A
A(r) = Ao+ ————, 17
M=ot a7)
where b is a constant, the field equations have the solution [23] given by
2M Q2 AQ 2 2A1 T T T2
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Note that no change of sign in E?(r) can be assured by taking A; > 0.

In both cases, for small enough values of charge, the spacetime corresponds to a black hole
with a singularity at the center; as the charge grows beyond the extremal value, the event horizon
vanishes and the singularity is naked [23]. In particular, when A; = 0 both solutions reduce to the
Reissner-Nordstrom with a cosmological constant Ag spacetime of GR.

3 Spherical shells: construction and stability

In this section we study spherically symmetric thin shells, where a matter layer appears as the
result of cutting and pasting two manifolds at a surface in order to construct a new manifold. We
start from the geometries

dsiQ = —Al,g(rm)dtiz + Al_é(TLQ)dTiQ + ?”%72((192 + sin? Hdch), (20)

and we take the spherical surface X such as r1 2 = a. We define M as the set of points with radial
coordinate r1 < a and My the one with r9 > a. We join them at X, so the resulting manifold M
is the union of the inner part M; and the outer part Msy. With a suitable identification, we can



introduce a global radial coordinate r in M, with the surface ¥ located at » = a. For the study of
the stability of our construction, we let the radius a to be a function the proper time 7 measured by
an observer at the joining surface. The line element is contmuous across X as the time coordlnates
in each side are chosen to satisfy dr? = A;(a)? (41(a) +a?)~ dt2 = As(a)? (A2(a) + a? ) dt2,
where the dot stands for d/dr. The induced metric on ¥ then reads

ds? = —dr? + a®(7)(df? + sin? 0d?). (21)

We denote the coordinates of the embedding by X1’ 9 = = (t1.2,7,0,¢) and the coordinates at the

surface ¥ by ¢ = (7,0, ). The relation between the geometry and the matter on this surface in
UG takes the form [3]

1 1
— [K/w - K <hw, — QQW>] =87 <S/w — 45’9,“,) , (22)

where h,, is the induced metric on 3, K, is the extrinsic curvature, K is its trace, and S, is
the surface energy-momentum tensor; the brackets [Y] = Y?|s — T!|s denote the jump of T across
the surface. The geometry is continuous across 3, i.e. [h,,] = 0, as demanded by the junction
formalism. If [K;;] = 0 we speak of ¥ as a boundary surface and if [K;;] # 0 we say that there is a
thin shell of matter at ¥. The general form of the components of K;; at each side of X are given

by
0%X7, - 0X{, 0XY,
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where n%’2 are unit normals (n"n, = 1) to 3. With the definition H(r) = r — a(7) = 0, they take
the form
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where the unit normals at both sides of 3 are orlented outwards from the origin. In this way, the
normal to Y is unique and points from region 1 to region 2 as required by the sign convention used
in Eq. . We adopt the orthonormal basis {e; = e, e; = a~ Yeg,es = (asinf)~le,} at the shell.

Within this frame, for the metric , the first fundamental form reads hij = diag(—1,1,1), the

unit normal is
A1 2(&) + a2
1,2 . ,
nt =1\ —-a, ——————,0,0], 25

! ( Ai,2(a) (#)

and the second fundamental form has the only non-null components

1 )

K2 = K2 =~ \[Ava(a) + (26)
and A (a) + 2
a) + 2a

12 _ 1,2 (27)

T 2y/Aa(a) + a2’
where the prime stands for d/dr. We consider a conservative perfect fluid for the surface energy-

momentum tensor, which in the orthonormal basis has the form S, = diag(o, p,p), with o the
surface energy density and p the isotropic transverse pressure. From Eq. , with the help of

Egs. and , we obtain

<\/A2 +a2—/Ai(a) + a2> (28)
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and

p:
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The expressions of ¢ and p have the same form as in GR, the reason seems to be that we have
adopted a conservative surface energy-momentum tensor for the perfect fluid at the shell. These
two equations above, or any of them plus the equation

d(a’c) n @
dr p dr

=0, (30)

determine the evolution of the shell radius as a function of 7. Considering that A = 4ma? is the
area of X, the first term can be understood as the change of the internal energy ¢ = 0. A, while the
second one represents the work done by the pressure, so this equation provides an energy balance
on the shell. With the help of a given equation of state p = p(o), we can formally integrate Eq.
to give 0 = o(a). For the analysis of the mechanical stability of a static thin shell with radius
ag, we now consider small perturbations preserving the symmetry. In this static case, the energy
density and the pressure are given by

oo = —— (\/A2(a0) - \/Al(ao)) (31)

41 ag

and
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After some algebraic manipulations, from Eq. we obtain
a? +V(a) =0, (33)

where

2

is commonly interpreted as a potential, given the analogy between Eq. and the energy of a

point particle with only one degree of freedom. This potential can be expanded around the static
solution, to give

V// (ao)

5 (a—ag)*+ Ola —ag)® . (35)

V(a) = V(ag) + V'(ao)(a — ag) +

It is straightforward to see that V(ag) = 0. The first derivative of the potential takes the form
A1(a) + Ay(a)  (Ai(a) — As(a)) (A1(a) — Ay(a))
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from Eq. we find that ao’(a) = —2(o(a) + p(a)), then
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After some algebra one can verify that V/(ag) = 0. The second derivative of the potential reads

Vitg) - Al +A5(a)  (Ai(a) — Az(a)) (AY(a) — A3(a))
(a) 2 3272a%0(a)?
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- 32n2ad20(a)? + (a0'(@) = 2p(a)) 167m2a30(a)3

(A1(a) — Az(a))?

+ (o(a) (—2ap’(a) + 6p(a) + 30(a)) + 2a(3p(a) + o(a))o’(a))

32712ato(a)?
+872 (o(a) (2ap’(a) + 2p(a) + o(a)) + 2a(p(a) + o(a))o’(a)) . (38)
We adopt at the shell the linearized equation of state
p—po = n(o — a0) + O(c — a0)? (39)

where 7 is a parameter that can be interpreted as the fluid squared velocity of sound if 0 <7 < 1.
Using again that ao’(a) = —2(o(a) + p(a)), the second derivative of the potential evaluated at ag
reads

Af(ao) + A5(ao)  (Az(ao) — Ai(ao)) (A3(a0) — Af(ao))

V// — _
(o) 2 327202032
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(Ai(ag) — Az(ap))?
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— (2(5 — 2n)pooo + 1203 + (1 — 4n)a3)

where og and pg are given by Eqs. and , respectively. By replacing the expressions of og
and pg, we can rewrite the second derivative of the potential in the form

_ VAa(a0)Ai(ao) — v/ Ai(ag)A5(a0) Az(ag)®/? A (ag)* — Ai(ag)®/* Ah(ao)*
VAi(ao) — v/ Az(ao) 2 A1 (a0) Az(ap) <\/A1(ag) - ¢A2(a))

v/ A2(a0) (a0A3(ao) — 241(a0)) — /A1(ao) (aoA3(a0) — 242(ao))
ag (\/Al(ao) - \/A2(a0))
0.

The configuration is stable under radial perturbations when V" (ag) >

V”(ao) _

—(2n+1)

(41)

4 Charged shells surrounding vacuum

Let us introduce a concrete example. For the inner zone we adopt a Minkowski geometry, that is
Ai(r) = 1, and for the outer region the UG spacetime introduced in Sec. determined by the
metric function Aa(r), given by Eqgs. (12), (14), or in the case A and by Eq. in the case
B. The possible horizons are determined by the real and positive zeros of the function Ay(r). In our
construction, the radius ag of the thin shell is taken larger than the radius 7 of the event horizon
but smaller than the radius r. of cosmological horizon of the original manifold corresponding to the
outer part, if any of them exist. In this way, we obtain a vacuum region surrounded by a charged
thin shell, i.e. a charged bubble, without singularities and event horizons. In some scenarios, a
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Figure 1: Regions of stability in the (a/M,n) plane for AgM? = 0. The top row displays the results
corresponding to GR (A; = 0), for which Q./M = 1; the center row to the case A with p = —5
and A MPT2 = —0.4, for which Q./M = 0.54; and the bottom row to the case B with b/M = 1
and Ay/M? = 0.4, for which Q./M = 1.04. The left column shows the plots with @ = 0, the
center column with |Q| = 0.9Q., and the right column with |Q| = 1.1Q.. Configurations in the
light gray zone are stable, the dashed area represents thin shells not satisfying WEC, and the dark
gray region is non-physical.

cosmological horizon is present, located outside the shell. The energy density and the pressure
are given by Egs. (31) and , respectively. We distinguish between the configurations where
the matter at ¥ satisfies the weak energy condition (WEC), i.e. g9 > 0 and oo + pp > 0 for our
conservative perfect fluid, from those that do not. From Eq. we can determine the stability
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Figure 2: Regions of stability in the (a/M,n) plane for AgM? = —0.2. The top row displays the
results corresponding to GR (A; = 0), for which Q./M = 0.97; the center row to the case A with
p = —5and A;MP*2 = —0.4, for which Q./M = 0.40; and the bottom row to case B with b/M =1
and Ay/M? = 0.4, for which Q./M = 1.00. The left column shows the plots with @ = 0, the
center column with |Q| = 0.9Q., and the right column with |Q| = 1.1Q.. Configurations in the
light gray zone are stable, the dashed area represents thin shells not satisfying WEC, and the dark
gray region is non-physical.

of the static configurations by using that V" (ag) > 0 corresponds to the stable ones.

For the case A, we consider in our analysis the exponent p = —5 in Eq. , as a representative
example. There exists a critical value of charge ()., where the number of horizons changes, that
plays an important role. For Ag > 0 the metric always has the cosmological horizon; in addition,
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Figure 3: Regions of stability in the (a/M,n) plane for AgM? = 0.05. The top row displays the
results corresponding to GR (A; = 0), for which Q./M = 1.00; the center row to the case A with
p = —5and A;MP*2 = —0.4, for which Q./M = 0.58; and the bottom row to case B with b/M =1
and Ay /M? = 0.4, for which Q./M = 1.05. The left column shows the plots with Q = 0, the center
column with |@| = 0.9Q., and the right column with |Q] = 1.1Q.. The cosmological horizons are
located at the radius (from left to right) r./M = 6.42,6.54,6.59 (top row), r./M = 6.44,6.48,6.50
(center row), and r./M = 5.68,5.89,5.98 (bottom row). Configurations in the light gray zone are
stable, the dashed area represents thin shells not satisfying WEC, and the dark gray region is
non-physical.

if @ = 0 there is an event horizon, for 0 < |Q| < Q. it has the inner and the event horizons, and
when |Q| = Q. they fuse into one to finally disappear if |Q| > Q., having a naked singularity at the

11



origin. For Ag < 0, if 0 < |@| < Q. the inner and the event horizons are present, when |Q| = Q.
they merge, and finally if |Q| > Q. there is a naked singularity and there are no horizons. As
mentioned above, when A; = 0 we recover the Reissner-Norsdtréom with cosmological constant Ag
solution of GR. The electric field equation forces Ay < 0

For the case B, we take b/M = 1; the horizon structure is similar to the case A, the differences
lie on the values of @) and the horizon radii r, and r., when they are present. Again, for A1 = 0 we
recover the Reissner-Norsdtrom with cosmological constant Ag geometry of GR. Now, the electric
field equation forces A1 > 0.

We present the results graphically in Figs. and 3| displaying the most representative of
them. All quantities are adimensionalized with the mass. In order to keep our analysis as general as
possible, we extend the values of the parameters beyond the range that is physically expected. We
let 7 be outside the interval 0 < n < 1; for illustrative purposes the adimensionalized values of |Ag|
and |A1] used in the plots are quite large. The most interesting results come when the charge |Q|
is close to the critical value Q.. Configurations in the light gray zone are stable, the dashed areas
represent thin shells made of matter not satisfying WEC, and the dark gray region is non-physical
(i.e. agp < rp). In all figures, the top row shows for comparison the results corresponding to the
solution of GR, i.e. Reisner Nordstrém with a cosmological constant Ag. The stability regions
for the selected example of the case A metric are displayed in the center row, while those of the
case B in the bottom row. In Fig. [I] with Ag = 0, the three spacetimes are asymptotically flat,
in Fig. 2] with Ag < 0 they are asymptotically anti-de Sitter, while in Fig. [3] with Ag > 0 they
are asymptotically de Sitter. In this last figure, the range of ag/M displayed in the plots does not
include the cosmological horizon nor the region, with unstable configurations not satisfying WEC,
just before it.

From Figs. and [3| we can see that the value of Q./M and the sign of Ay play a crucial
role in GR as well as in both cases of UG. The main features shown in the plots are:

e In the three spacetimes considered:

— For any AgM?, as |Q|/M increases, the minimum allowed value of ag/M gets smaller and
the stability region grows; there is a dramatic change at Q./M, from which an arbitrary
small value of ag/M > 0 is possible and very large stability region is found.

— For Ag > 0, if 0 < |Q|/M < Q./M the matter at the shell always satisfies WEC, but
when |Q|/M > Q./M it does not for small values of ag/M. For Ag < 0, if 0 < |Q|/M <
Q./M the matter only satisfies WEC for small values of ag/M, and if |Q|/M > Q./M
there is one zone with the matter fulfilling WEC and two zones in which do not, one for
small values of ag/M and the other one for large ag/M.

— For Ag > 0, if 0 < |Q|/M < Q./M stability requires n > 0, but when |Q|/M > Q./M
any value of 7 is allowed if ag/M is small enough. For Ag < 0 stability with any value of
7 is possible, but 7 < 0 also requires matter not fulfilling WEC if 0 < |Q|/M < Q./M.

e A comparison of the three spacetimes shows:

— The value of Q./M, where an important change in behavior occurs, is smaller in UG
case A than in GR and larger in UG case B than in GR.

— For fixed values of AgM? and |Q|/M, it seems that in most scenarios the stability regions
are slightly larger in the UG cases than in GR.

— Both UG cases reduce to GR if A1 = 0. In our exploration with values of A; different
from those adopted in Figs. and 3], we have found similar features and a progressive
departure from the GR results as |A{] increases.
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5 Conclusions

We have presented a class of spherical spacetimes with thin shells within the theory of UG, con-
structed by using the junction conditions introduced in [3]. We have found the matter content for
a conservative perfect fluid at the shell and the formalism for the stability of the static configu-
rations under perturbations preserving the symmetry. For simplicity, we have taken a linearized
equation of state at the shell in our stability analysis. In particular, we have applied this procedure
to obtain a charged thin shell with an inner vacuum Minkowski region and an outer zone with
a radial electric field. The whole spacetime does not have event horizons or singularities, but in
some scenarios it has a cosmological horizon outside the shell. The energy-momentum tensor of
the solution adopted for the outer part is non-conservative and we have considered two different
possibilities for it, following the cases of spherically symmetric solutions found in [23]. We have
compared our results with those corresponding to the GR counterpart, in which the outer zone is
the Reissner-Nordstrom with a cosmological constant metric. We have found a qualitatively similar
behavior for the matter content and for the stability of the shell in GR and in both UG geometries
adopted in our construction. The value of Q./M, for which the main change in behavior takes
place, is smaller in UG case A and larger in UG case B than in GR. For given values of AgM? and
|Q|/M, the stability regions in the plane (ag/M,n) are generally slightly larger in the UG cases
than in the GR counterpart.
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