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Abstract

| present analytic time symmetric initial data for five disems de-
scribing “bubbles of nothing” which are asymptotically fiatthe higher
dimensional sense, i.e. there is no Kaluza-Klein circlexgsgtically. The
mass and size of these bubbles may be chosen arbitrarily gdticular the
solutions contain bubbles of any size which are arbitrdigit. This sug-
gests the solutions may be important phenomenologicatlyirmparticular |
show that at low energy there are bubbles which expand odsyauggest-
ing a new possible instability in higher dimensions. Furtime may find
bubbles of any size where the only region of high curvatumeigined to an
arbitrarily small volume.
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1 Introduction

Kaluza-Klein “bubbles of nothing” were introduced a quaré¢ a century ago
by Witten [1] as an instability in the Kaluza-Klein (KK) vaocm. By performing
an analytic continuation on a Schwarzschild black hole he alale to find an
instanton which describes the nucleation of a “bubble” whfie Kaluza-Klein
circle smoothly pinches off in the interior of the spacetjmesulting in a minimal
two sphere. Once produced the bubble accelerates out tanfinlty, “eating”
up the spacetime. The production of these bubbles is faelyntorbidden in a
theory with fundamental fermions and supersymmetric bamndonditions. At
the point where the circle pinches off (the end of the “ciyaie fermions are,
by definition, antiperiodic. Since the cigar is a simply ceated manifold with
a single spin structure a KK bubble requires antiperiodigriatary conditions for
the fermions at infinity. Those boundary conditions are, énmv, inconsistent
with supersymmetry. In the intervening years since thdmogtuction bubbles
have been useful in a wide variety of applications in timeestglent spacetimes
and black hole physics (see e.gl. [2] and [3] and referenagsith).

One might wonder whether it is possible to find purely graiotaal bubbles
in asymptotically flat space. Any such smooth solution pmeeoly requires at
least five dimensions and the present discussion will bedinalmost entirely
to that case. Initially one might be skeptical that such swhs could exist; to
form a bubble one needs a circle to pinch off and the asynmptstihas none
available. Indeed it has become commonplace in the litexaturefer to bubbles
which asymptotically approach a flat Kaluza-Klein metricasgmptoticaly flat.
However, the symmetries, if any, of the interior of a spanetneed not be the
same as its asymptotic symmetries. The manifélds S? and.S® are cobordant,
so one only has to inquire whether this transition can oatuacuum general rel-
ativity. Fortunately, it is easy to answer in the afirmativieck rings[4] smoothly
interpolate between an asymptafi¢ and aS* x S? horizon. To find the desired
solution then one only need find a metric where instead ofthgoing to a finite
value (the “size” of the black ring) it smoothly goes to zero.

If such bubbles did exist they would likely be very interagti Such solutions
would not have any inherent scale, unlike in the KK case, atté one could
find bubbles of either arbitrary size or positive mass. Farrtihe existence of



such bubbles could not be ruled out by the supersymmetrindeny conditions
argument given by Witten; the circle associated with thebtbellvill be absent by
the time one reaches infinity.

Various cousins of this desired solution have appearedqusly in the lit-
erature. LeBrun pointed out quite some time &go [5] that & wassible to find
negative mass bubbles in a spacetime which was locally,diwglabally, asymp-
totically flat. Much more recently Ross has found [6] pog&itinass bubbles which
are asymptotically AdS, although these solutions requar@msitive charge and
depend crucially on the existence of a Chern-Simons terrnaB&@/arner and
Wang have constructed|[7] asymptotically flat solutionshvatlarge number of
two-cycles supported by flux.

By considering an ansatz along the lines of the black ringtamnis | construct
time-symmetric initial data describing regular solutiamsich locally look like
KK-bubbles but which are asymptotically flat. The next settiescribes the form
of these solutions and their geometric properties. Nona@gblutions are static
and the third section discusses the time evolution of thmlmata for small times.
In particular | show there are small mass bubbles of arlyitsaze which initially
expand. Hence, they represent a new possible instabiligspiptotically flat
space. In the fourth section | examine the curvature of th&isas and note that
for light solutions the curvature is small almost everyvehdtinally, | summarize
the solutions, discuss some of their implications and descrarious possible
generalizations and directions of research.

2 A New Bubble

2.1 General Solution

Motivated by form of black ringl[8] and C metric solutions siater time sym-
metric initial data for a five dimensional solution witllg1) x U(1) symmetry
which is diagonal and apart from a typical overall conforfaator is factorizable:
F(y) J(x)

[A(x) [_ G(y)dy® - @dﬂ + B(y) [H(x)dgbz + mdﬁ”

2.1)

R2
(x —y)?




Note the constant R, which | take to have dimensions of leroghld be absorbed
into the various functions, but writing the metric this wdlpas the remaining
parameters to be dimensionless. Searching for a solutiotif@ symmetric
initial data, one needs only satisfy the vacuum constrafnt)@ = 0). This,
combined with the factorized form of the solution, specifiee metric almost
uniquely. Consider asymptotically flat solutions contagha bubble formed by
the« angle pinching off, leaving a minimal two sphere paramettibyx and¢.
This implies thay,,, vanishes at two values of y (at the bubble and at some point
in the asymptoticS®) and thatg,s vanishes at two values of x (i.e. the poles of
the minimalS?). Requiring that in such solutions whegg, and g,, vanish the
metric is smooth gives the metric

ds? — R [A(a:) [_ @d¢2_%dy2] +B(y) [P(x)d¢2+ A(z) deH

(x —y)? B(y) P(y) A(z) P(z)
(2.2)
where
P(&§) = Q& — (€ — &) (1 — &6)(1 — &58) (2.3)
and
B(y) = ks(1 — kay)? (2.5)

If one tookk, = k; = 0 (2.2) would just be the Euclidean charged C-metric.
That solution is automatically valid initial data in five demsions since the four
dimensional scalar curvature is proportional to the trdt¢bestress energy tensor
of a Maxwell field (which vanishes in four dimensions). Howewhat metric
has conical singularities. The parametefsand, allow one to eliminate these
singularities. Note regularity also requires thftr) # 0 and B(y) # 0 for = and

y in the allowed ranges; fortunately this requirement turasto be consistent
with the absence of conical singularities.

Spatial infinity is reached as bothandy go to&;. There is a bubble at the
lower bound ofy where the coordinate pinches off. This leads to, as desired, a
minimal two sphere parametrized byand¢. This metric also contains a second
bubble; ¢ pinches off at the upper bound ofleading to a minimal two-sphere
parametrized by andv. Regularity of [2.2) will not allow both x and y to have
arbitrarily large ranges and, via a simple renaming of coates if necessary,
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one can always take x to be finite.zffalso has a finite range then, without loss of
generality, one may take

1>é§y§£3§x§£4 (& #0) (2.6)

Requiring that the metric does not change signature imghisemaining zero of
P(¢) is outside of the relevant ranges and leads to a series cirsill#s, i.e.

a)és =0 (2.7)

1 1
b)— < — 2.8
s : @9
)y < — (2.9)

55

Alternatively, allowing the range of y to be semi-infinite
2>—oo<ysggs:csg4<€i (2.10)
5

in which case regularity implies, # 0, & = 0 and; # 0. Treating case 2
carefully produces just the same results as those obtamed Ic in the limit
& — 0~ and for the sake of brevity | will state results explicitlylprior case
1. This somewhat exotic coordinate system is shown in FigurBote the two
bubbles touch at a single point but the solution is perfestfyular there; locally
the point is just the intersection of two orthogonal planed as one moves away
from the origin a plane wraps around each of the bubbles.

Demanding the absence of a conical singularity as £, sets the period of

o:

2A ) )Agb (2.11)

Similarly, regularity ag) — é sets the period af:

(L)
P'(g)

Ay =27 (2.12)
1
el

Later | will show thatk, andk, can be chosen so that there are no conical singu-
larities atz = &3 or y = &3 and doing so determines their values uniquely.
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r = &3
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Figure 1: Lines of constant y (solid) and constant x (dashged3 & andz = &3

are axis for) and¢, respectively, and bubbles are formed, at é asy pinches
off and atx = £, as¢ pinches off.



2.2 Simplifying the Solution

The solution[(2.R2) simplifies substantially if one rewritessparameters and vari-
ables in terms of physical quantities. In particular, one waite the overall scale
of the solution in terms of the size of one of the bubbles, bayone at constant
y. | will refer to this minimalS? as the y-bubble and define its sizg, via its area
A = 47r2. Then one finds:

1 —&&3)(1 — &) (1 —&&)?

R? =2 @ 2.13
TO‘ kyks ) (1 — ko&a)? (ks — &2)? ( )
The area of the bubble at constant x, known hereafter as dubkle, is

(1 = &E)(1 — &&6)
(&5 — &2) (&4 — &3)
(2.14)
It is handy to introduce a parametel0 < w < 1) for the ratio of A’ to A:

A=Ay /163 dy\/gyy(x = &4)Gyy(r = &) = 47TTS‘
&

A= zm&(% . 1) (2.15)

Thenw < 1 corresponds to!’ large relative toA while w ~ 1 corresponds to
an A’ small compared tol. Equal size bubbles corresponduato= 1/2. More
generically,A’ is a monotonically decreasing functionwfand it is easy to write
w in terms of A’/ A. Specifically, definingd’ = 47rr62,

= 2.16
“ h? + 72 ( )
Note then )
7'/
l—w=—"2 2.17
S (2.17)
and hencev <+ 1 — w if one exchanges the areas of the bubbles.
Now defining
P(&) = (&4 — &€ — &)1 — &1 - &¢) (2.18)
and angles) and¢ such that the new angles have periad i.e.
_ P
é = ‘2 Aif) ¢ (2.19)
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and

—)235"¢ (2.20)

and using[(2.13) the metric (2.2) can be written

2 _ Tz(l —6H86)1 - 681 - &8P . da*  dy’
B = T )2k — )20 — )? {“ ko) (1= k) 505 By
(2.21)

P(y)dy? +

4

ka

0 8) 0y A0 = ko)t (L= ka)® M}
5, 21—k 5, 2 (1 — ky)?
(Py) - hor (Pen) 770

Note the scaling parameters (R, &, k3) have all vanished in favor of the size of

the y-bubbler.
One can further shift and rescale the coordinates x and y:

E=A+B (2.22)

The zeroes of (£) automatically scale and shift appropriately (€.9= A& +B)
but if the form of [2.21) is to be unaltered under(2.22) onestmaquire that if

ko # 0

1 1

—=A—+B 2.23

" 0 (2.23)
and similarly ifky # 0

1 1

—=A—+B 2.24

" 0 (2.24)

Provided this is true, then the only changelof (2.21) und&@is that the coor-
dinates and parameters are replaced by the correspondamgities with tildes.
These conditions turn out to be automatic once the absencenatal singular-
ties is imposed. Thewl andB can be chosen to set one paramétdo zero and
rescale another to a desired constant. In particular itlvalconvenient to take
& =0and¢, = 1.

Now turn to the choice of, andk, such that conical singularities are absent.
To avoid a conical singularity at = &; take

1 VP
54_\/353

7
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where
(1 —&&) (1 — &)
(1 —&&) (1 — &583)

It is straightforward to check is invariant under scaling and shifting the zeroes
& and hencé:, has the desired transformation properties. The ¢48¢ = &,
can be dealt with either as a limit whekg — oo or, noting if k; # 0 the metric
(2.21) can be written so only/k, appears, as a point whetgk, (defined via the
inverse of[(2.25) ) vanishes. In either case the metric ifeptly regulati Also
note any coordinate shift will take a divergéntto a finite one:

8= (2.26)

1 _4l.s (2.27)

2 ]{52
In particular if one takeg; = 0, &, is always finite. Finally, there is a second
value ofk, that would eliminate the conical singularity:at= &3, but in that case
& < 1/ky < &4 and so the metric would not be regular.
Similarly to avoid a conical singularity gt= &5 take

_ Ja-1

ky = Vet L (2.28)
where ( N ¢ )
_|-u-g

‘- (64— &3)(1 — &&3) (2.29)

Making comments analogous to those abaduehas the desired transformation
properties and/aé:¢3 = 1 is a perfectly regular limit. This limit may again be
avoided by shifting coordinates (in particular, such that 0). Finally, note one
can check that whilé, or &, may diverge individually they can not both do so
simultaneously provided the zerogsare distinct.

Now consider generically whethe¥(z) could have a zero in the range <
r <& For0< pg<1

1 VB4 — &3)

S = 2.30
§ T >0 (2.30)

ks

Un this limit A(z) = k(1 — kox)? — ki(k2)%22. Since\/BEs3 = &4 requirests and¢, to
have the same sigm, and thusA(z), never vanishes.
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and hence the zero of(z) is larger thar€,. Fors = 1, ks = 0 and A(z) = 1.
Forp > 1
1 &—-8&
ke  B—1
and the zero ofi(z) is less thargs. For3 = 0, ;- = & = ¢ but this case is
singular and excluded if the zerogsare distinct.

Similarly investigating whetheB(y) has a zero in the rangg; <y < &if

O0<ax<l
11 ﬁ(fs—é>

& —

>0 (2.31)

—_—— = "7 > 2.32

& b 1-va (2.32)
while fora > 1 )
1 5—5—2

R (2.33)

and in both cases the zero Bfy) lies outside of the relevant range. For the case
a = 1, k4 vanishes and there are no zeroesBgf)). If o = 0, k4, = & would
yield a singular case, but taking tijeto be distinct eliminates this possibility.
Finally note that while it is easiest to derite andk, away from spatial infinity
(r = y = &) the given forms are sufficient to make the solutions asytigatity
flat, as will be shown in detail below.

The forms ofk, andk, mean one is free to go to a gauge whéye= 0 and
& = 1 and | now do so. In fact, even after such a choice is made teestlli
gauge freedom left i (2.21). To see this define a physicaldinatez by the
fraction of the area of the y-bubble covered in a disk frompbke atz = 0 to a

given x:
2m

47702

/ '\ /G Gas = 7(1 - ?)f (2.34)
0 2

T =

and inverting

o X
R
Similarly, define a physical coordinatevia the area of the x-bubble between
y=0andagiveny:

(2.35)

2

Yy
1_g_ 72 /1 dy/ /gy/y/g,&*:

4mry

1—-&y
-y

(2.36)
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or

1 —

7= _( §2)y (2.37)

-y

and inverting -
Y

=" 2.38

Y 1-y—-& (2.38)

Note, by construction) < z < 1,0 < y < 1, there are bubbles at= 1 and at

y = 1 and spatial infinity is at = y = 0.
Plugging this change of variables into the solution (2.24¢ €inds the only
parameters in the metric arg andw:

2 _ ro” 7 AP(Y) @ 92

= OBy P e @39

+B(9) [rotdr + 21 ai|

where )
Az) = [1 - (1 VIs MM (2.40)
B = [1- (1-v&)s| (2.41)
Py =(1-9)yl - (1-w)y) (2.42)

and

R(z)=(1-2)z(1 —wx) (2.43)

Note [2.39) is determined entirely by the areas of the twdokegh In particular,
then, [2.3D) should be invariant under exchanging the arkethe bubbles, <
ry)- Recalling this exchange implies<» 1 — w and noting that

7“02 12 2

relabeling the coordinateg, ¢) «» (7,v) demonstrates this symmetry. On the
other hand,[(Z2.39) also implies that one can determine thieeegeometry by
examining in detail one of the bubbles (ew.s determined uniquely by, and
the minimal proper distance on the y-bubble between thespote 0 andz = 1).
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2.3 Geometric Properties

In order to see the solutioh (2139) is indeed asymptotidédlyand to obtain the
guantities to be used in calculating the mass it is handyvoites the metric in
asymptotically spherical coordinates. The simplest sumrdinates which ex-
plicitly reflect the invariance undeg «+» r(, and lead to a metric diagonal through
leading order (i.e1/r?) corrections are

o 4(ro® 4 1)°) cos®(0) _ A(re® +rp?)sin?(0) (2.45)
2 4 4r? cos?() + 4rg? V= + 412 sin?(0) + 4r}? '
Then the asymptotics of the metric become
Orr 1 do0 1
ds® = [1+ﬁ+O(ﬁ)]dr2+r2[1+ﬁ+O(T—4)}d92 (2.46)
1 2 2 0y 1 72
+O<ﬁ>drd9 + 7°sin”(0) [1 + = + O(ﬁ)] di)
035 1 .
+1? cos?(6) [1 + % + O(ﬁ)] d¢?
where
Spr = 4(1o + 10)7 — 67 + 2(rg — 14)(ro + r{, — 2F) cos(26) (2.47)
o9 = 4(ro +1))F — 27 + 2(rg — 14 (ro + 14 — 27) cos(26) (2.48)
Opp = 4<T02 + (rg — ro)T + F(ro + 145 — 7) cos(29)> (2.49)
033 = 4(7“62 + (ro —ro)T + 7(F — 19 — 1) Cos(26’)> (2.50)

and7 = /72 + r,°. Recally and¢ both have perio@r and so there are no
conical singularities asymptotically. Itis fairly easys®ee these asymptotics mean
the solutions have finite ADM mass (the explicit expressian@mesented below)
and are asymptotically flat under, for example, the definibtbMann and Marolf
[9].

Given a spacelike slicg, the ADM mass for asymptotically flat spaces may
be written in covariant form as

1
E—
167G

/ dS°N (Db(dhab) - hbcDa(5hbc)> (2.51)
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where the integral is over over the (asymptotic) spatialnolany of>:, h,, is the

spatial metric induced ol anddh,, = ha — h°, whereh?, is the spatial metric
induced by a background (in this case flat) metricXan For asymptotic line
elements of the form_(2.46) this gives

= o | (80 + do0 + 8+ 035) (2.52)

where the integral is over a unit three sphere. For the nsetniquestion this

means 9
E = g h? + 72 [7“0 + 7l —\[1h% + 7’02] (2.53)

While (2.53) displays explicitly the symmetry « 7, the conditions for low and
high energy solutions are somewhat complicated. It is aftempler to regard the
solutions as a function a§ and one of the bubble sizes, say Then the energy
can then be written as

2 2

gro VI—w+ Vo -1 (2.54)
w

Noting the term in brackets is positive due to the triangkgjmality, the energy is

positive definite, as one expects from the positive energgrems|[10]. Further,

one can show that E is a monotonically decreasing functian é¢forw < 1

E =

2
o

E =~
Gyw

(2.55)

while forw ~ 1

2 2
E ~ ZO VI—w (2.56)

and so, given any positive energy and y-bubble sjzev is determined. Note for
the sake of brevity | will refer to solutions whetg/r,? is large (small) as high
(low) energy solutions.

For the sake of concreteness | have chosen to-gias a parameter and only
if w > 1/2 does this correspond to the area of the larger bubble. Atdbeaf
some added complication one could, however, select theoie larger bubble
and the energy independently:

G rs? rs rs?

2 2 2 2
g="T" 1+Ti<1+r—<— 1+Ti> (2.57)
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It is then straightforward to show (2)57) is a monotonicaligreasing function of
r</Ts.

Consider in detail the shape of the bubbles in the low enengy (r, fixed,
w ~ 1). Inthis case it turns out the curvature of the y-bubble bee®vanishingly
small away from the x-bubble. Defining

p=2roVT (2.58)

the metric on the y-bubble becomes
<1+\/1—wﬁ)2 (1+(1—w)%)

ds® = - dp?® +
(1+(1—w)ﬁ) (1+\/1—w%)

and so provided/1 — w < 1, until Z gets close to one
1—z~V1-w (2.60)

the metric on the bubble can be approximated as flat spacesidaly what has
happened is that all the curvature on tfiehas been pushed into a small disk
around the poing = 1. By definition this disk has a small proper area and ex-
amining [2.39) for a moment it is clear the disk has a smalpproadial distance
(i.e. along thez-direction). The circumference around this region is sfilbrder
ro Since the disk of high curvature is smoothly matched ontdmost flat region.
As a result there is large curvature on the y-bubble in thregroundz ~ 1.

On the other hand, in the low energy limit the x-bubble becoareundistorted
S2. Defining

AP (2.59)

sin(f) = 2v/y(1 — 7) (2.61)
and taking?(0) = 0 the metric[(2.39) on the x-bubble becomes
2
[1 — (1 — /@) sin? (g)]
ds* = r{’ do* (2.62)
1—(1—w)sin? (g)

1 — (1 —w)sin? (g)

T v (2)]

. sin2(e)dqz2]
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As w — 1 with r fixed, 7, becomes small and the x-bubble becomes an un-
squashed smal?. While the x-bubble “touches” the y-bubbleat= 1,5 = 1,
the two bubbles have no directions in common and the largertien on one
does not affect the other. As mentioned above, in the highggrienit the role
of the bubbles will be reversed. In other words, in the linmedubble is much
larger than the other the smaller one becomes an undist6ttedile the larger
one becomes nearly flat everywhere except near the smalleoubb

Finally one would like to know whether any of these solutibasnside an ap-
parent horizon and hence simply describe a slightly moréerteans of making
a black hole than collapsing a shell of matter or gravitaloadiation. Finding
apparent horizons for these solutions analytically istéily difficult and | will
leave detailed the consideration for numerical analysige €an, however, make a
few relevant observations. In the case one bubble is of fizedsd the other bub-
ble is made arbitrarily small the energy, and hence the diaaypevent horizon,
becomes arbitrarily small. More generically, one can makeugh estimate of
when the bubbles are inside an event horizon by comparinigethergy to that of
a KK black hole (or equivalently a black string of finite lehyybf Schwarzschild
radiusr,. There is of course no KK direction asymptotically for thésébles but
in the intermediate region between the bubble and infinigygloper distancé

aroundy and¢ is of orderry /\/w = 1/ro? + 7. Then

el \fro? g =i 4]
~ G5 ~ G5

M,, =
DTN

(2.63)

and so

Ty~ 1o+ 1h — A/ Th 4 72 (2.64)

Hence if one bubble is much smaller than the other the Sclsefild radius of
the black hole is of the same order as the small bubble sizeth©nther hand,
if the two bubbles are comparable in size the bubbles migldide a horizon.
This suggests bubbles of comparable size will collapse amalM turn to such
dynamical questions.
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3 Initial dynamical behavior

| have described only the initial states for these bubblegadt, an examination
of the asymptotics is sufficient to show none of the solutanesstatic. While the
dynamical evolution of this initial data will hopefully bexglored via numerical
techniques, analytically one may at least discuss thalitithe dependent behav-
ior. In particular, one would like to ask whether the bubbtesally expand or
contract. The technique of Corley and Jacobson [11] regu@pderical symme-
try and hence does not help here. However, one can simplyheddamiltonian
evolution equations in Gaussian coordinates (Ne= 1, N* = 0). For a vacuum
solution of time symmetric initial data evaluated at the sygtry point (t = 0) the
expressions are rather simple:
-G

Par(0) = Bf ( T + 3 : dhab) B ETNE[_B N\/Ecd_l)Rab_ (d;)RhZ;,)l)

() 1) 2 o

where all expressions are evaluated at the moment of timengym.

One can then easily check that, at least through afgdéhe metrics for these
bubbles retain theit/ (1) x U(1) symmetry and are diagonal with the exception
of the developement of ary cross- tern{ﬂ Further, any zeroes of an angle, say
remain at the same coordinates for any regular initial dataes

(d_l)RW —@-Np, <%>a<%)b =0 (3.2)

evaluated at any point vanishes initially. Then, since the area of the y-bubble is
given (at least through ordet) by

1
A= 27T/ dZ\/9zz 950 (3.3)
0

2Specifically

4(V1I—w+Jw—1)
Z+7-725)(1-Z4+ V1 —w) (1 -7+ 7V1 —w)

Hence, with the same observation about the triangle inéywaed for the energ)ﬁfg > 0.
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where all quantities are evaluatedyat 1,

1 . .

p 2z 933 t+ 9zz 933

A:%/ dz 232999 T 955 93¢ (3.4)
0 2, /Tzz Jop

and the initial acceleration of the area is
1 .o .
- 77 933 + 97z 933
A:27r/ g 52 986 T Jas 944 (3.5)
0 2\/957:5: 93¢

L @DR g g [@DR.
o [ag s s
0 v/ 9zz 9¢

evaluated ag = 1. The integral turns out to be an elementary one and yields

A= 3m[3f—2M—(1+w)] (3.6)

The acceleration of the area is a dimensionless quantityhande depends only
on the ratior{/ry or, equivalentlyw. In fact it is a monotonically increasing
function ofw. Forw < 1 (high energy solutions)

A~ —87 (3.7)

while for w ~ 1 (low energy solutions)

. i
A~ —— 3.8
3V1—w (3.8)

which is to say the y-bubble begins to expand at nearly thedspélight.
The transition between contraction and expansion occurs at

w ~ 0.803815 (3.9)

corresponding to a relative ratio of the two bubble sizes

/
"0~ 0.494032 (3.10)
To
and energy
E = 2.653661] (3.11)
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The results for the acceleration of the x-bubble may be obthsimplify via
w < 1 —w. For the sake of comparison, however, it is useful to writarirout
explicitly:
“ 8
A= —
3w
and hence!’ is a monotonically decreasing functionof For high energy solu-
tions (v < 1)

[3\/1 o tw—2-2V@ (3.12)

" 8m
A~ —— 3.13
N (3.13)
while for low energy solutionsy ~ 1)
A~ 87 (3.14)
and the transition between expansion and contractioti otcurs at
w =~ 0.196185 (3.15)
which translates into a relative ratio of the two bubble size
7,,/
0 ~2.02416 (3.16)
To
and an energy of
E = 10.8726r] (3.17)

Hence if the bubbles are of comparable size both collapskewhine is much

larger than the other the larger bubble expands while thdlename contracts.
Energetically this behavior does not seem surprising; #ggons of large cur-
vature tend to collapse while the regions of small curvatxgand to relax away
their gradient energy. This type of behavior is also famfliam the Kaluza-Klein

context, although of course in that context “large” and “Bhaae relative to the

KK scale [11] .

In terms of stability, however, this result is rather dibing. In particular
at low energy one can form a bubble of arbitrary size whichineegxpanding
at nearly the speed of light. If this expansion of the largdskde continues for
any significant period of time the spacetime far away fromititéal disturbance
is radically altered and the bubbles represent a stimulatebility. While the
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results in this section do not answer the question of thetifuk evolution of the
bubbles, it seems unlikely that a bubble which begins exipgnalill stop at some
point and start contracting. In the KK case, numerical ssidif bubbles|[12]
have found that bubbles which begin expanding continuedtsadindefinitely.
The closest KK analogy to these bubbles are arguably onekighwhe KK circle
grows asymptotically instead of going to a fixed size. In,faath solutions have
been constructed [13] by analytically continuing the MyBesry solutions|[14]
and in five or more dimensions these bubbles also expandgioréle initial data
| have described includes bubble of arbitrarily large sizach, at low energy,
expand so any process halting the expansion would have tegendent entirely
upon the dynamics. Finally, as discussed above, this exgassems to be driven
energetically and there is no apparent reason why the ogesld reverse at
some point.

| have so far only discussed the dynamics of a single pair bblas. Several
pairs of bubbles should, however, be able to nucleate fay dwan each other.
This then introduces the possibility several pairs of babldould collide. In the
KK case [3] this type of collision produces a spacelike slagty that extends out
to null infinity. The singularity has a horizon, but the spaoe resembles maxi-
mally extended Schwarzschild including the second asytigggion and a white
hole. If a similar process takes place in the present coetext the existence of
bubbles for relatively short periods of time could have daimconsequences for
the spacetime.

Collapsing bubbles which are relatively heavy should fotatk holes which
will then evaporate. Note even in the event one bubble expartkfinitely, the
smaller bubble apparently collapses; in this case one médypnaeluce a small
black hole in the throat of an expanding bubble. A KaluzauiKigersions of that
system has been previously described [15] by Emparan anlili Résen these
solutions suggest small black holes may be relatively eagyréduce even in
models without large extra dimensions. A black hole is, h@wenot necessarily
the only result of such a collapsing bubble; some light bebbhight become
sufficiently small that quantum corrections become sigaiifiover the surface of
the bubble before a horizon can form. If so then one would haygantum version
of cosmic censorship violation and quantum gravity effecisid be accessible to
distant observers.
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4 LargeCurvaturesand o' Corrections

From a quantum mechanical, and in particular stringy, pofntiew one only
expects a supergravity solution to be trustworthy when thrgature is less than
the Planck scale. Hence this section discusses the squtire Biemann tensor
for these solutions. It turns out for time symmetric initi@ta this is equivalent to
any other measure of the curvature, in a sense which will teldd below. First
one would like to write the square of the d-dimensional (mpihesent case d = 5)
Riemann tensor in terms of the (d-1)-dimensional quastiierived from initial
data. Using the Gauss-Codacci relation

@D R = RERRERT D Ryt — KooK + Ky K¢ (4.1)

whereh,,, is the metric induced on the spatial slice of the initial daa K, is
the extrinsic curvature of that slice. Going to Gaussianmabrcoordinates (i.e.
lapse N = 1 and shifv* = 0) for time symmetric initial data,, = 0) one finds
the square of the Riemann tensor may be expressed

(d) Rabcd(d) Rabcd — (d_l)Rabcd(d_l)Rade +4 (d—l)Rab(d—l)Rab (42)

Note that the quantities ih_(4.2) are contracted with thespective natural met-
rics, i.e. the spacetime metrig, on the left hand side and the induced spatial
metric h,;, on the right. In view of the fact that in Gaussian normal cauates
@=DR,, = —he/2 @) one may view{4]2) as the result that the d-dimensional
curvature is the sum of curvature due to spatial gradierddta curvature due to
time dependence. Note that the right hand side of (4.2) isecpositive definite
terms and hence the only way it can become small is for theatums to become
small. This demonstrates that for time symmetric initialad&® being small is
entirelty equivalent to all components of the Riemann tebsang small (in good
coordinates). This is, of course, in contrast to the moreegersituation where
one may have null curvatures which leaké small while allowing components
of the Riemann tensor to become large.

For the particular solution$ (2.2) under considerationgheare of the Rie-
mann tensor is rather lengthy. However, for low energy sohst(v ~ 1)

12(z + g — 77)*
rof(l—z+z2v1 —w

T [(1 — 551 - w) (332(3332 — 927+ 3) (4.3)
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2725322 + 1)(1 — 2) + (1 — 2)*(372 + 27 + 3)@2) + O((l —w)*(1 - 5)5”

Then, away fromr ~ 1, for fixed ry the square of the Riemann tensor becomes
arbitrarily small asu — 1. SinceR? is the sum of positive definite termis (4.2), this
implies the Riemann tensor is arbitrarily small, comporwmtomponent, in good
coordinates. In particular, recall from section 2 that thdace of the y-bubble
away from the x-bubble approaches flat space. Note finallpthigted terms in
(4.3) contain multiplicative factors af andy | have not written explicitly so that
the given term is dominant everywhere, including asympédiiy, aside from near
T~ 1.

Near the x-bubble, the metric is perfectly regular but ctuxes become large.
Forz ~ 1 the square of the Riemann tensor is

7
2

o [2401 — @) 4+ 96(1 —w)

(1—f+f 1—w) rot . @9

5

+192(1 — w)*(1 — 2)? +288(1 — w)2 (1 — x)* + 312(1 — w)*(1 — z)*
+192(1 —w)? (1 — 2)° +48(1 —w)(1 — 2)° + . ..
where the omitted terms are suppressed relative to the gives by a factors of
V1 —w andl — z. As a simple order of magnitude estimate it is easy to[se@ (4.4
is large only when — z < /1 — w and in this case

1
2
= —_— 4.

& O((l—td)27’04> ( 5)
More precisely, one can check that the given term&in (4.4¢ m@ extrema for
w ~ 1 and soR? is largest at the x-bubble, as one would expect physicaily, a
has a maximum value of

R 4+o( L ) (4.6)

(1 —w)2ry (1 —w)2ryt

By construction the region of high curvature £ +/1 — w) covers a small
proper area of the y-bubble. Of course, to be precise, onednas such a region
of high curvature the y-bubble can only reliable be descrig®a minimal sphere
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outside of that area. Further consider a surface of constént< 1) bounding
this region of high curvature. The area of this three surface

1
Az = 4n? / dY\/955950953 (4.7)
0
87T ro’ — — o
= o) 00+ ave) /I D)1 —wD) (1 -2+ 2V1 —w)
wT
and so forw ~ 1 andz ~ 1 this volume is small. In particular, fav ~ 1 if
1l—Z~+1—-w
Az ~ 321%r* (1 — w) (4.8)

Hence taking the y-bubble size to be fixed but the energy smnallobtains large
curvature near the x-bubble but small curvature everywblkse Intuitively, this
should not be surprising; spatial gradients require enargy as one takes the
limit that the energy goes to zero any significant gradientstibe confined to
a vanishingly small volume. Note this also implies that oaa always confine
o’ effects to a region much smaller than the area of the largeblbuegardless
of how small the later becomes. Of course, should the sn&ligrble” become
of order the string scale’ corrections will become significant in that region and
the description of supergravity there will not be reliabkpart from this small
region, however, curvatures will remain small in the reghefsolution and hence
there supergravity should remain a reliable guide. It sthdnd noted, however,
other quantum effects are expected to be important everméolarger bubble if
it reaches the string scale. Of course, supergravity wily de a good guide
everywhere provided the smaller bubble is always signifigdarger than the
string scale.

Regarding quantum corrections, one should note that the@syic proper-
ties of these solutions, and in particular the mass, shoalldhe affected. | have
referred to these solutions as bubbles, but in the regiorrevjeantum correc-
tions are large this has been a matter of terminology rabiar & result. Quantum
corrections might potentially change the geometry in soumel@émental way or
more likely keep one from talking about geometry. Theseemtions should not,
however, make a classically smooth solution not regular. ti@ncontrary, one
expects that string theory should smooth out many singdidarand in particular
produce smooth solutions from what classically are singubsitive mass black
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holes. Itis hard to see how a theory could do this but maksidally smooth but
strong curvature regions such as those | have describedlaing

5 Summary and Discussion

| have presented a two parameter family of asymptoticaltgtiéutions describing
pairs of bubbles where one can either choose the sizes oltiidds or the size
of one bubble and the mass of the solution. If one bubble ishnaiger than
the other, the larger one will expand while the smaller onetre@ts. As the
initial size of the smaller bubble goes to zero the solutieadmes arbitrarily
light. Further, for low energy bubbles the curvature is¢aogly in a small region
and is vanishingly small elsewhere. This suggests that ptioally flat five
dimensional space may have an instability, although onehvheéquires some
initial energy to stimulate. This amount of energy may, appty, be arbitrarily
small and physically one can only specify the energy of aesgsinly up to some
finite resolution.
Explicitly the simplest form of the solutions is

2 _ ro’ = AP(y) -5 B) , »

= OB 9 Fe ) &9)

o0 [0 + )5

where )
A7) = [1 - (1 VIs MM (5.10)
B =[1- (1-va)i] (5.11)
P(y)=01-9y(1—(1-w)y) (5.12)

and

R(z)=(1—-2)z(1 —wx) (5.13)

The angles) and ¢ have perio®r, 0 < 7 < 1,0 < § < 1 and0 < w < 1.
One has bubbles at = 1 with area4rr,? and atz = 1 with areadrr)® =
47r*(1 — w)/w. Spatial infinity is atz = § = 0. This coordinate system is
illustrated in Figure 2.
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Figure 2: Lines of constant (solid) and constant (dashed).y = 0 andz = 0

are axis fory andgE_ respectively and bubbles are formedjat 1 asv pinches
off and atz = 1 as¢ pinches off.
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Perhaps the most important open question regarding thagess is the time
evolution of this initial data. This must be addressed, agmtdy, via numeri-
cal techniques, although | have argued physically bubblaswstart expanding
should continue to do so. It would also be very interestingumerically study the
existence of apparent horizons and the formation of bladt&shaa the collapse
of bubbles.

Even in five dimensions, it is possible there are many moré&lestihan those
described here. One possible route of advance is to allowra generic form
of the original ansat4 (2.1) and, in particular, non-disajcierms. There may
also be single asymptotically flat bubbles, analogous tedHound by Ross [6]
in AdS. It would also be interesting to find static solutionsl @ particular static
solutions which, like these bubbles, can be made arbigramilall while restricting
the region of high curvature to a still smaller region.

Further, one can imagine embedding bubbles in any locallysflstem pro-
vided they are much smaller than scale of the original systemparticular, there
ought to exist AdS versions of these bubbles. The presereceagmological con-
stant prevents the ansaltz (2.1) from producing a solutiom thie correct asymp-
totics and so one must find another way to find these bubblesddition to the
obvious interest vis-a-vis AdS-CFT, one might expect thdSAshould prevent
such bubbles from expanding indefinitely. One also oughetaltde to find such
bubbles in compactifications provided the compactificaticale is much greater
than the bubble size. Even if these bubbles do expand intidfinn asymptoti-
cally flat space, one might hope to find a compactification eiieey do not. The
prospect of an instability or low energy signals for geneompactification man-
ifolds (at least for those which are locally geometric) digaeserves attention.
For braneworld scenarios, it is unclear whether or not thiegss is significant.
If a bubble nucleated intersecting a brane, an observerairbtiane would pre-
sumably see the same instability as that described hers. nitti entirely clear,
however, whether the matter of brane might prevent sucheatioh. If a bub-
ble nucleated away from the brane, even if it expanded oditfeaever it would
presumably just push the brane along with it. Whether thesegnences to an
observer on the brane would be severe, or even significamtkisown.

Whether or not these bubbles indicate a true instabilityigfiér dimensions
remains an open question. This question is sensitivelyribgd on whether there
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are any bubbles which expand for a significant period of tifnaiexpanding
bubbles immediately stop expanding and collapse theredvatlappear to be any
cause for concern. In the absence of anything preventinfptngation of these
bubbles, one would expect their formation would be compylsdhere are no
conserved charges preventing the formation of these bsibblat least at present
there does not appear to be any topological argument to ultheir formation.
While there is no obvious obstruction, it has not yet beemshthese bubbles are
cobordant to flat space or that a suitable spin structuréssarsthese manifolds.
Such considerations could conceivably act to stabilizédriglimensions.

| have not discussed the quantum mechanical process ofatungesuch bub-
bles. Finding an instanton to produce these or other sirbidables would be
quite interesting but represents a significant challengmwve¥er, it is difficult to
see how the production of these bubbles could be generisalgfl. Even if the
relevant probability contained a Planck level supressasnjvitten’s bubble does,
one could simply examine bubbles an order of magnitude fdlga the Planck
scale. Further, from a path integral perspective, ther@@gumably many quan-
tum paths of action of orde# producing bubbles several times the Planck size
which can then expand outwards rapidly. Hence a processasftqon mechan-
ical production and classical expansion would seem to predoany such bub-
bles even if no instanton could be found. On the other hane noight interpret
these observations as evidence that transitions in quagtawty must be more
restricted than one normally expects.

It seems extremely likely that there are higher dimensianalogues of these
bubbles. As with black rings, however, it is not entirelyarievith what ansatz
one ought to begin. Also as with black rings, one might imadime class of
solutions is much larger in higher dimensions; for examplee can imagine a
sphere or even more generic manifold pinching off instead cifrcle. The dy-
namical behavior of such bubbles, and in particular exmaner contraction, is
also of interest. However, if these five dimensional bubblggand indefinitely it
seems likely there will be bubbles in higher dimensions #hsd do so. The rea-
son is simply that one does not expect an instability in a dsm@ally reduced
description to disappear in the higher dimensional theory.

It would be interesting to better understand quantum mechheffects on
these backgrounds. While the curvature is low in most of gaestime, Mathur
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and collaborators [16] have suggested low curvature reggan obtain large
stringy corrections. To substantially alter the resultshils case, however, such
effects would have to extend far outside of the region of @myislassical horizon.
The solutions do appear to be safe from closed string tachjdaf}); any time one
has anS! of the string scale the circle pinches off within that sansesc
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