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We show that a generic relativistic membrane with in-plane pressure and surface density having the same sign
is unstable with respect to a series of warping mode instabilities with high wave numbers. We also examine the
criteria of instability for commonly studied exotic compact objects with membranes, such as gravastars, AdS
bubbles and thin-shell wormholes. For example, a gravastar which satisfies the weak energy condition turns
out to be dynamically unstable. A thin-layer black hole mimicker is stable only if it has positive pressure and
negative surface density (such as a wormhole), or vice versa.

Introduction. The detection of binary black hole (BH) merg-
ers with ground-based gravitational-wave (GW) detectors [1–
4], images of the supermassive BHs M87 & Sgr A* with radio
interferometry [5, 6], and the observation of S stars orbiting a
small dark region in the galactic center [7], all point to the ex-
istence of BHs, of which a description was first obtained by
Karl Schwarzschild more than one hundred years ago using
General Relativity. The study of BHs is not limited to astro-
physics and General Relativity, but also plays a role in other
major areas of physics, such as quantum fields and strings,
condensed matter physics and quantum information. Because
of its unparalleled conceptual and observational importance, it
is paramount to test the more refined features of BHs against
all viable alternatives allowed by the laws of nature. Any sig-
nal, e.g. ringdown quasinormal modes [8, 9], that favors a BH
mimicker over BHs themselves would represent a fundamen-
tal breakthrough/revolution in physics. In the coming decades
the third-generation ground-based GW detectors [10, 11], the
space-borne GW detectors [12, 13] and the next-generation
Event Horizon Telescope, will likely improve the precision of
such tests by many orders.

Horizonless compact objects are important candidates for
BH mimickers [14]. One class of them, such as boson stars,
has smooth distributions of matter/fields that are convenient
for stability analysis and numerical simulations. However,
it appears difficult to construct stable configurations of these
compact stars that approach the compactness of BHs. For ex-
ample, a fluid star with causal equation of state can achieve
maximum compactness at around M/R ≤ 0.355 [15, 16], with
M its mass and R its radius as measured from the surface area.
The bound for boson stars is around 0.44 [17]. There are pro-
posals for constructing compact stars with anisotropic stress
[18–24] to increase the maximum compactness, but they often
feature problems such as superluminal sound speed, violation
of energy conditions and lack of stability analysis. A recent
study showed that the bound can be improved to ∼ 0.376 by
including various prescriptions of elastic stress [25].

Another class of compact objects often include a (or mul-
tiple) membrane(s) that separates spacetime regions, such as
gravastars [26] and thin-shell wormholes [27, 28]. These are
interesting because this type of construction allows the tran-
sition to the exterior spacetime, which is the same as the BH

spacetime, to be arbitrarily close to the horizon of a corre-
sponding BH. Therefore, these models can have compactness
arbitrarily close to that of BHs. In addition, membranes are
often invoked if there is interesting physics happening near a
certain surface, such as proposals considering hard structures
near BH horizons motivated by firewalls or 2−2 holes [29, 30].
Moreover, compact objects with membranes are expected to
have distinct strong-gravity dynamic behavior from more uni-
form compact objects. For this latter reason, two-dimensional
domain walls have been extensively studied in cosmology.

Here, we present a perturbation study of self-gravitating
membranes with nontrivial energy and stress. We find that
if the signs of the in-plane pressure and surface density in the
membrane are the same, there is a generic warping instabil-
ity for modes with sufficiently high wave numbers. We apply
these results to commonly studied compact objects, and find
that a significant portion of the parameter space of gravas-
tars — which are usually modeled by a de Sitter interior and
Schwarzschild exterior with a spherical shell of matter at the
boundary — and AdS bubbles (with anti-de Sitter interiors)
are dynamically unstable. Static thin-shell wormholes al-
ways have positive pressure and negative surface density, so
that they are free from these instabilities. Therefore, requir-
ing membranes to have negative pressure (for positive sur-
face density) and positive pressure (for negative density) be-
comes a powerful qualifier for the stability of compact objects.
Throughout this work, we adopt geometric units (c = G = 1).

Membrane instability. Let us consider a self-gravitating
membrane with intra-surface pressure surrounded by vacuum.
If the pressure is positive, any local vertical displacement re-
sults in an “anti-restoring” force that pushes the mass element
away from equilibrium, see Fig.1. On the other hand, the grav-
itational attraction from surrounding mass elements tends to
bring it back to equilibrium. We shall show that the anti-spring
force always wins in the eikonal limit, leading to a series of
instabilities with high wave number. To illustrate the basic
picture, we present the analysis in the Newtonian regime first
before proceeding to the relativistic case.

Consider a membrane placed in the (x − y) plane, with sur-
face density σ and surface pressure P. The displacement field
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(x, y, z' )

Fgrav
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Vacuum/AdS/dS
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Perturbed z= ξ(x,y)

Unperturbed z=0

(x, y, z )

Perturbed z'=0

Unperturbed z'= -ξ(x,y)

FIG. 1. A self-gravitating membrane separating two spacetime re-
gions, which are vacuum solutions to Einstein’s equations with pos-
sibly a non-zero cosmological constant. The positive pressure gen-
erally produces an anti-spring force out of the plane and the gravita-
tional pull may act as a spring force trying to bring back the displace-
ment to its equilibrium position. For the analysis presented in both
the Newtonian and relativistic regime, we use a coordinate transfor-
mation to map the membrane to the equatorial plane of the new co-
ordinates to facilitate the derivation of the equation of motion.

ξ(x, y) can be decomposed as

ξ = ξxêx + ξyêy + ξzêz . (1)

We use δ to denote Eulerian perturbations and ∆ to denote
Lagrangian perturbations. For example, the Eulerian density
fluctuation is given by δσ = −∇‖·(σξ), where∇‖ here operates
on the two horizontal directions, and the Lagrangian density
perturbation is given by ∆σ = δσ + ξ · ∇‖σ. For the purpose
of this analysis, we only need to consider the case with ξz

nonzero, in which case the local area change of mass elements
is second order in ξ, i.e. δσ = ∆σ = 0 at linear order.

The equation of motion for three-dimensional fluid ele-
ments, in terms of Lagrangian variables, can be written as [31]

ρ0

(
∂2ξ

∂t2 + ∇∆U − (∇ · ξ)∇U0

)
= ∇ · ∆t , (2)

where ρ0 is the unperturbed mass density, U0 is the unper-
turbed gravitational potential and t is the stress tensor so that
the right hand side represents the hydrodynamical force act-
ing on the fluid element. In other words, the left hand side of
the equation is the kinetic term and the right hand side of the
equation represents the external force. Similarly, for a mass
element on a two-dimensional disk, we can write down the
equation of motion as

σ0

(
∂2ξ

∂t2 + ∇‖∆U − (∇‖ · ξ)∇U0

)
= Fdisk−in + Fdisk−out , (3)

where σ0 is the unperturbed surface mass density and ∆U is
the Lagrangian potential perturbation. Since we only consider
the vertical displacement, ξ is divergence-free ∇ · ξ = 0, i.e.,

there are no density perturbations. In the equilibrium case, U0
satisfies ∇2U0 = 0 except at the disk plane, where the vertical
derivative is discontinuous:

∂U0

∂z

∣∣∣∣∣
+

−
∂U0

∂z

∣∣∣∣∣
−

= 4πσ0 . (4)

The right hand side of Eq. (42) can be obtained by integrating
Eq. (2) across the membrane (for details, see the Supplemen-
tary Material ). It can also be derived directly from the mem-
brane configuration — as we motivate here — since it physical
represents external forces. The external force is given by two
components of disk forces. The in-plane component is gener-
ated by the pressure variation and the tilt of the disk plane:

Fdisk−in = −∇‖∆P + (∇‖P · ∆n)êz , (5)

where n = êz − ∂xξzêx − ∂yξzêy = êz + ∆n is the normal
vector to the disk. The pressure perturbation is related to
the density perturbation through the disk equation of state:
∆P/P = Γ1 ∆σ/σ [32], where Γ1 depends on the equation
of state and the nature of the perturbation (e.g., adiabatic or
isothermal). Therefore, the Lagrangian pressure perturbation
is zero for vanishing ∆σ. The off-plane disk force is due to the
warping of the disk. If we imagine the local disk surface has
a radius of curvature R, then the magnitude of out-of-plane
force is just 2P/R. For general mean curvature κ, we have

Fdisk−out = −Pκ n, with κ =
∂2ξz

∂x2 +
∂2ξz

∂y2 . (6)

In order to compute the potential perturbation ∆U, in par-
ticular, its value and derivatives on the disk plane, we make
a coordinate transformation so that z′ = z − ξz, with x, y co-
ordinates unchanged. The disk is mapped to the z′ = 0-plane
in this new coordinate system, which is more convenient for
solving the boundary value problem. Using

∂

∂x′
=

∂

∂x
+ ∂xξz

∂

∂z
,

∂

∂y′
=

∂

∂y
+ ∂yξz

∂

∂z
,

∂

∂z′
=
∂

∂z
,

(7)

the original Laplace equation ∇2U = 0 (for z , ξz) becomes

∇′2U = 2∂x′ξz
∂2U
∂x′∂z′

+ 2∂y′ξz
∂2U
∂y′∂z′

+
(
∂2

x′ξz + ∂2
y′ξz

) ∂U
∂z′

(8)

with the matching conditions that ∂z′U |+ − ∂z′U |− = 4πσ and
U |+ = U |−. Because ξ is an infinitesimal displacement, we
can write U as U0 +U1, with U0 satisfying ∇′2U0 = 0 together
with ∂z′U0|+ − ∂z′U0|− = 4πσ and U0|+ = U0|−. The solution
of U0 is obviously known, and U1 may be obtained by solving

∇′2U1 = 2∂x′ξz
∂2U0

∂x′∂z′
+ 2∂y′ξz

∂2U0

∂y′∂z′
+

(
∂2

x′ξz + ∂2
y′ξz

) ∂U0

∂z′
,

(9)

with ∂z′U1|+ − ∂z′U1|− = 0 and U1|+ = U1|−, so that U1 is
completely regular in the entire spacetime. In particular, U1
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evaluated on the disk surface can be mapped back to ∆U with
∆U := U(z′) − U0(z) = U0(z′) + U1(z′) − U0(z), and ∇∆U is
is the gravitational backreaction described in Eq. (42).

At this point, we consider a planar mode with ξ ∝ eik·x

in the eikonal limit, that is, |k| � 1. The right hand side of
Eq. (42) is dominated by Fdisk−out, which is proportional to
k2. On the other hand, as U1 is also proportional to eik·x and
the source term for U1 in Eq. (9) is dominated by the term
proportional to k2, we have U1 ∝ k0, ∇′U1 ∝ k and ∂z′U1 ∝ k
(∂z′ ∝ k as 1/k is the only length scale in the problem). So
the gravitational restoring force is subdominant compared to
the anti-restoring force by the warping disk. The dispersion
relation is approximately (with ∂t → −iω)

ω2 ≈ −P/σ0 k2, (10)

which leads to exponential mode growth if P/σ0 > 0.

Relativistic case. In the relativistic setting, we consider a
model problem for compact objects with a membrane: an infi-
nite membrane with surface mass density σ and surface pres-
sure P, which is a good approximation for perturbations of
(spherical) compact objects in the eikonal limit. We discuss
all the steps of the derivation of the equation of motion of
the membrane perturbations. Detailed manipulations are rele-
gated to the Supplementary Material.

If we consider the spacetime of a gravastar or a
thin-shell wormhole, the metric can be expressed as
diag[− f (r), 1/h(r), r2, r2 sin2 θ], with different prescriptions
for f (r) and h(r). As we focus on perturbations of small wave-
length, we can zoom in on the neighborhood of any point on
the membrane, and rewrite the metric as

ds2 = g(0)
µνdxµdxν

= −U(z)dt2 + Uz(z)dz2 + Up(z)(dx2 + dy2) , (11)

where x = θ cos φ and y = θ sin φ. This local representation
of the membrane metric is generic. The Israel boundary con-
ditions on the membrane relate the extrinsic curvature Ki j to
the surface-layer property by [33] (dτ =

√
Udt)

Kx
x|

+
− = Ky

y|
+
− =

1
√

Uz

U′p
2Up

∣∣∣∣∣∣+
−

= −4πσ ,

Kτ
τ|

+
− =

1
√

Uz

U′

2U

∣∣∣∣∣∣+
−

= 8π(P + σ/2) (12)

where |+− indicates the difference between 0+ and 0− of the
membrane in the z-direction. Since we can always rescale z
in the vertical/radial direction, in the rest of the discussion we
shall set Uz = 1.

Let us now assume the membrane is perturbed with verti-
cal displacement ξz = ξ(x, y, t). The membrane stress energy
tensor is given by

τµν = δ(z − ξ)
[
(σ + P)uµuν + P(gµν − nµnν)

]
, (13)

where n is the normal vector of the membrane. It is given by
ez(1 − hzz/2) −

∑
α=t,x,y(ξ,α + hαz)eα/g

(0)
αα and ex is given by ∂

∂x

(similarly for ey and ez), where hµν is sourced by the mem-
brane motion (compare with the right hand side of Eq. (8)). In
order to derive the equation of motion for ξz, we transform to
the coordinate system with z′ = z−ξ, t′ = t, x′ = x, y′ = y, such
that the membrane is mapped back to the “equatorial” plane in
the new coordinates. The spacetime metric in the new coordi-
nates can be written as gµν = g(0)

µν + ξµ|ν + ξν|µ + hµν = g(0)
µν + h̃µν,

where | represents the covariant derivative with respect to g(0)
µν .

The gravitational perturbation is more conveniently computed
in the original (t, z, x, y) coordinate system:

h̄µν|αα + 2Rαµβνh̄αβ = 0 , (14)

with the trace-reversed h̄µν := hµν − 1
2 h g(0)

µν and assuming the
Lorenz gauge condition h̄ |α

µα = 0, which is preserved along
the evolution driven by the wave equations if it is initially
satisfied. The waves should be outgoing at infinity and the
matching condition at the membrane leads to∫ +

−

dz h̄µν|αα = h̄µν,z|+− = 8π δτµν (15)

with δτxz = P∂xξ/Up, δτ
yz = P∂yξ/Up, δτ

tz = σξ̇/U. The
metric functions are continuous across the membrane, and
only ∂zhµν may be discontinuous (we shall assume a simple
setup with reflection symmetry, where ∂zhµν|− + ∂zhµν|+ = 0,
but the final result does not rely on this assumption). In the
eikonal limit, ∂t, ∂x, ∂y, ∂z all scale as k, which suggests that
the boundary value for h̄µν = O(k)0 and ∂h̄µν = O(k). Their
interior value should have similar scaling laws following the
wave equation in Eq. (14). (Such coupled wave equations
in Lorenz gauge can be solved numerically in Schwarzschild
spacetime [34], or perturbatively with WKB method because
the separation of scales in 1/k and the curvature radius of the
background spacetime ∼ U/U′.)

The equation of motion for ξ is given by T z′ν
;ν = 0. We

integrate it from lower side to the upper side of the membrane
(z′ = 0− → 0+), which becomes (evaluated at z′ = 0)

(σ + P)(uz′uν);ν = P(nz′nν);ν (16)

or, more explicitly,

σ + P
2U

(2h̃tz′,t − h̃tt,z′ ) = −
P

2U
h̃tt,z′ +

P
2Up

(h̃xx,z′ + h̃yy,z′ )

+
Ph̃tz′,t

U
−

Ph̃xz′,x

Up
−

Ph̃yz′,y

Up
. (17)

By noticing that h̃µν = hµν+ξµ|ν+ξν|µ and hµν,z′ |+ +hµν,z′ |− = 0,
the equation reduces to

σ

U
ξ,tt +

P
Up

(ξ,xx + ξ,yy) = −
σ

U
htz,t −

Phxz,x

Up
−

Phyz,y

Up
. (18)

It is clear that the ξ,xx + ξ,yy terms here provide the anti-spring
force that potentially drives the instability. However, to fully
address the mode dispersion relation, we also need to account
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for the gravitational backreaction. The relevant terms in the
eikonal limit are described by the terms on the right-hand side,
which all scale as k according to the discussion under Eq. (15).
Therefore similar to the Newtonian case, the relativistic anti-
spring force effect scales as k2 and gravitational backreaction
scales as k. In the eikonal limit, we therefore find

ω2 ≈ −
U(0)P
Up(0)σ

k2 , (19)

which signals an instability if P/σ > 0. This result can be
straightforwardly extended to cases for which the upper and
lower spacetime have different cosmological constants.

Gravastars. A gravastar can be modeled by a spherical mem-
brane separating an inner de Sitter spacetime and an outer
Schwarzschild spacetime. If the inner region is an anti-de
Sitter (AdS) spacetime, it is usually called an AdS Bubble
[35, 36]. Defining ρ as the “energy density” or cosmological
constant in the inner space, a as the radius of the membrane, σ
as the membrane surface energy density and P as its pressure,
the total mass M of the spacetime is (following the notation in
[37])

M = Mv + Ms

√
1 −

2Mv

a
+

M2
s

2a
, (20)

where Ms = 4πa2σ is the thin-shell mass and Mv = 4πρa3/3
is the volume energy within the shell. The pressure within the
shell is related to these masses through

P =
1

8πa

[
−

1 − 4Mv/a
√

1 − 2Mv/a
+

1 − M/a
√

1 − 2M/a

]
=

1
8πa

[
3Mv/a

√
1 − 2Mv/a

−
1 − Mv/a
√

1 − 2Mv/a
+

1 − M/a
√

1 − 2M/a

]
.

(21)

To ensure meaningful values for P, we require that M/a ≤ 1/2
and Mv/a ≤ 1/2. If the gravastar satisfies the weak energy
condition, the surface density σ and Ms are both positive.
We notice that M ≥ Mv > 0 according to Eq. (20) (note
(1 − x)/

√
1 − 2x is a monotonically increasing for 0 ≤ x ≤

1/2). From the second line of Eq. (21), it is straightforward
to see that the pressure is always positive. Intuitively it can
be viewed as a consequence of the outer spacetime squeez-
ing the inner spacetime, as the outer spacetime has larger ef-
fective pressure than the inner spacetime (also with the self-
gravitation of the membrane). Although the analysis in the
previous section was with topology R2 while the membrane
of gravastars has topology S2, this distinction is irrelevant
as we consider local perturbations in the eikonal limit. This
simple observation, together with the analysis of the warping
mode instabilities, immediately suggests that gravastars sat-
isfying the weak energy condition are unstable. The instability
timescale is determined by Eq. (19) and depends on the pre-
scription for P and σ.

In the more general setting, as we consider both de Sit-
ter and AdS interiors and surface density with arbitrary sign,

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
M/a

0.4

0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

M
/a P > 0, > 0

P > 0, < 0

P < 0, > 0

FIG. 2. The “phase diagram” of gravastars (with Mv > 0) and AdS
Bubbles (with Mv < 0). The regime with positive pressure and den-
sity is associated with the warping instability.

the warping instability applies part of the parameter space of
gravastars and AdS Bubbles, as shown in Fig. 2.

The modal stability of gravastars was initially studied in
[37], which explicitly computed the quasinormal mode fre-
quency for ` = 2 axial and polar perturbations. However, the
analysis in [37] treats the membrane as the provider of the
matching condition between the inner and outer spacetime, in
the same spirit as Eq. (4), but did not incorporate the mem-
brane oscillations into the coupled mode equations. An ex-
plicit discussion of the gravastar mode analysis is included in
the Supplementary material. It is indeed the membrane modes
that destabilize the whole system in the eikonal limit.

Thin-shell wormholes. There are other horizonless com-
pact objects generally considered in the literature as BH mim-
ickers, or as candidates sourcing gravitational wave echoes.
For example, thin-shell wormholes are commonly studied ob-
jects with compactness arbitrarily close to a BH. Consider
two Schwarzschild solutions of the same mass M attached at
radius r0 [33, 38], the corresponding thin-shell pressure and
density at the wormhole throat are

P =
1

4πr0

1 − M/r0
√

1 − 2M/r0
, σ = −

1
2πr0

√
1 − 2M/r0 (22)

so that the pressure is positive and the density is negative,
which implies that static thin-shell wormholes are free from
the warping instability. On the other hand, the empty shell
models (which have positive surface energy density) as con-
sidered in [39, 40] naturally require positive in-shell pressure
to support against gravity, and are all unstable to warping per-
turbations in the eikonal limit [41].

Discussion. We have discovered a generic instability for thin-
layer structures in General Relativity, if P/σ > 0, with ap-
plications highlighted in exotic compact objects with mem-
branes. One may imagine various ways to “cure” these sys-
tems so that they are free from warping instabilities. One pos-
sible way is to add additional rigidity against warping for the
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membrane, e.g, a new term in the action with

S = α

∫
d3ξ Ki jKi j (23)

where ξ is the parametrization for the “world tube” of the
membrane, Ki j is the extrinsic curvature and α is a positive
constant characterizing the rigidity. A possible caveat is that
such an additional term in the action may lead to higher-order
derivative terms in the equation of motion, which may raise
concerns regarding well-posedness of the problem. Moreover,
adding dissipation to the system does not cure the instability.
This is because the anti-spring force causes run-away behav-
ior of the displacement instead of oscillations. If the displace-
ment were to saturate at some value, the dissipation becomes
zero as there is zero velocity, but the anti-spring force contin-
ues to drive the displacement to larger values, i.e., there is no
saturation point. On the other hand, if we replace the mem-
brane with a shell of matter of thickness d, this can remove the
instability. The thickness essentially adds a spatial frequency
cutoff k ∼ 1/d in the above analysis. The caveat is that d
has to be sufficiently large so that the anti-spring in Eq. (10)
becomes sub-dominant. Note that in this case the description
for the dynamic behaviour of matter with anisotropic stress is
highly nontrivial and currently unknown.

A membrane with density and pressure having the same
sign generically prefers configurations with higher surface
curvature as they are associated with a lower energy state, if
gravitational backreaction is neglected. For example, a mem-
brane with an ellipsoidal shape has lower potential energy
than that with a spherical shape. Mathematically the potential
energy is ∝ Q2

i j/(2λ) where Qi j is the mass quadrupole mo-
ment and λ the tidal Love number. Negative potential energy
means that λ is negative. Even with gravitational backreac-
tion included, if it is weaker than the anti-spring force such
that the potential energy is still negative, the Love number λ
will also be negative [42]. Therefore the warping instability
is connected to the negativity of tidal Love numbers, which
applies to generic deformations with any ` ≥ 2 [43]. In the
eikonal limit, the tidal Love number λ` has to be negative if
P/σ > 0.
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-P',x
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R
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FIG. 3. This figure illustrates the physical meaning of Fdisk−in (top)
and Fdisk−out (bottom).

SELF-GRAVITATING MEMBRANE IN THE NEWTONIAN
SETTING

The treatment of membrane motion in the Newtonian limit
offers an intuitive example for various driving terms in the
membrane’s equation of motion, especially the dominant disk
force and the gravitational back-reaction. By integrating the
fluid variables from 0− side to the 0+ side of the membrane,
it is straightforward to obtain the left hand side of Eq. (3) in
the main text. Here, we will present a derivation for the right
hand side of Eq. (3), followed by explanations for the physical
meaning of the different parts.

The anisotropic stress of the membrane can be written as

ti j = −P(δi j − nini)δ[z − ξ(t)] (24)

where n is the normal vector of the membrane. After per-
forming the average from the bottom to the top side of the
membrane, the δ(z − ξ) function in ∆t is removed and ∇ · ∆t
becomes ∇‖ · 〈∆t〉+−, where ∇‖ = ∇ − n(n · ∇) is the gradi-
ent within the surface of the membrane. With nonzero ξ, the
normal vector becomes

n −→ êz + ∆n = êz − ∂xξêx − ∂yξêy (25)

so that

∇‖ = ∂xêx + ∂yêy + (∂xξ∂x + ∂yξ∂y)êz + (∂xξêx + ∂yξêy)∂z .
(26)

The term (∂xξ∂x+∂yξ)êz ·t in ∇‖ ·∆t isO(ξ2) and therefore does
not contribute at linear order. The (∂xξêx + ∂yξêy)∂z · ∆t term
also does not contribute because after performing the average
across the vertical direction of the membrane 〈∆t〉+− has no
explicit dependence on z, i.e., ∇‖ · ∆t = (∂xêx + ∂yêy) · ∆t.
Therefore, we find that
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∇‖ · 〈∆t〉+− −→ −∇‖,i
{
(P0 + ∆P)

[
δi j − (êz,i + ∆ni)(êz, j + ∆n j)

]
− P0

[
δi j − êz,iêz, j

]}
, (27)

where ∇‖,i can be thought of as the unperturbed derivative op-
erator along the membrane. This is equal to

−∇‖∆P + (∇‖P · ∆n)êz − P0(∂2
xξ + ∂2

yξ)êz = Fdisk−in + Fdisk−out .

(28)

Let us now proceed to discuss the physical meaning of differ-
ent terms. For simplicity, we can neglect the y-dependence
and visualize the two forces in Fig.3. Fdisk−in is shown in
the top panel, with its first term corresponding to the addi-
tional force generated by the pressure perturbation and the
second term is produced by the tilt of the orbital plane, so
that the pressure force ∇P points to a slightly different direc-
tion. Fdisk−out is shown in the bottom panel and is generated by
the warping of the membrane. For example, in this effective
one-dimensional scenario for Fig.3, ∂2

xξ = −ξ/R, with R being
its local curvature radius. It is straightforward to see that the
net force is along the z-direction, with force density P/R as
consistent with the expression for Fdisk−out.

SELF-GRAVITATING MEMBRANE IN THE RELATIVISTIC
SETTING

In this section, we will show how the equation of motion
for ξ in Eq. (18) in the main text derives from Eq. (16), which
we repeat here for convenience:

(σ + P)(uz′uν);ν = P(nz′nν);ν . (29)

Let us start by expanding the left hand side, but first note
that in (t, z′, x, y) coordinates gµν = g(0)

µν + ξµ|ν + ξν|µ + hµν =

g(0)
µν + h̃µν where g(0)

µν = diag{−U(z), 1,Up(z),Up(z)}, ξµ =

(0, ξ(t, x, y), 0, 0) and uµ = (ut, uz′ , ux, uy) = (ut, 0, 0, 0), where
ut is constrained by its normalization. In particular, ut accu-
rate to the linear order is

ut =
1√

U(z) − h̃tt

=
1

U1/2 +
1
2

h̃tt

U3/2 . (30)

Substituting these expressions, we obtain

uz′
;νu

ν = uz′
;t u

t = (uz′
,t + uγΓz′

γt)u
t = ututΓz′

tt
O(h̃)
=

1
U

(
h̃tz′,t −

1
2

h̃tt,z′

)
(31)

and uz′uν;ν
O(h̃)
= 0, where we have used the reflection condition

U,z′ |+ + U,z′ |− = 0. Therefore, the left hand side of Eq. (29),
up to linear order in the perturbations, is given by

(σ + P)(uz′uν);ν
O(h̃)
=

σ + P
U

(
h̃tz′,t −

1
2

h̃tt,z′

)
. (32)

For expanding the right hand side, we start with the normal
vector n that is perpendicular to the surface z′ = 0 so that
nµ ∝ (0, 1, 0, 0) and

nµ = (nt, nz′ , nx, ny) =

 h̃tz′

U
, 1 −

1
2

h̃z′z′ ,−
h̃xz′

Up
,−

h̃yz′

Up

 , (33)

accurate to the linear order, where we have normalized the
vector gµνnµnν = 1. Then it is straightforward to show that

nν;ν = nν,ν + nγΓνγν = (nz′
,z′ + nz′Γνz′ν) + (nt

,t + nx
,x + ny

,y + ntΓνtν + nxΓνxν + nyΓνyν)

O(h̃)
=

1
2

− h̃tt,z′

U
+

h̃xx,z′ + h̃yy,z′

Up

 +

 h̃tz′,t

U
−

h̃xz′,x + h̃yz′,y

Up


(34)

and nνnz′
;ν
O(h̃)
= 0. Consequently, the right hand side of Eq. (29)

is

P(nz′nν);ν = −
P

2U
h̃tt,z′ +

P
2Up

(h̃xx,z′ + h̃yy,z′ ) +
P
U

h̃tz′,t −
P

Up
(h̃xz′,x + h̃yz′,y)

(35)

Equating both sides, we obtain

σ

U
(htz,t + ξ,tt) +

σ

U
htt,z′ =

P
2Up

(hxx,z′ + hyy,z′ )

−
P

Up
(hxz,x + ξ,xx + hyz,y + ξ,yy) ,

(36)

where we have used h̃µν = hµν + ξµ|ν + ξν|µ. Finally, using the
reflection condition hµν,z′ |+ + hµν,z′ |− = 0, the above equation
reduces to Eq. (18) in the main text:

σ

U
ξ,tt +

P
Up

(ξ,xx + ξ,yy) = −
σ

U
htz,t −

P
Up

(hxz,x + hyz,y) . (37)

EXPLICIT APPLICATION TO GRAVASTAR
PERTURBATIONS

The derivation for the warping instability of thin-layers ap-
plies for general settings. To emphasize and illustrate its ap-
plication for black hole mimickers, we discuss non-radial os-
cillations of gravastars, as initially presented in Ref. [37] of
the main text, but now with the membrane motion properly
taken into account. This example should provide intuition for
the warping instability.

Let us consider a gravastar with the thin-shell located at
r = a with surface density σ and surface pressure P. Af-
ter performing the spherical decomposition, we focus on even
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partity/polar metric perturbations in the interior and exterior
regime of the gravastar for which the non-zero metric pertur-
bations are

htt = f (r)H(t, r)Y`m, htr = H1(t, r)Y`m, hrr = H2(t, r)/h(r)Y`m ,

hθθ = r2K(t, r)Y`m, hφφ = r2 sin2 θK(t, r)Y`m . (38)

The functions f (r), h(r) are f (r) = αh(r) = α(1 − 2Mvr2/a3)
in the interior and f (r) = h(r) = 1− 2M/r in the exterior, with
α = (1−2M/a)/(1−2Mv/a). At any time slice, the even-parity
displacement of the membrane for a given spherical harmonic
index (`,m) can be written as

ξα(1) = [0, h(r)z(t)Y`m, 0, 0], ξα(2) = [0, 0,
w(t)
r2 Y`m,θ,

w(t)
r2 sin2 θ

Y`m,φ] ,

(39)

for two independent vector spherical harmonic basis. To de-
rive the matching conditions and the equations of motion of

the membrane, it is convenient to perform a coordinate trans-
formation to map each mass element to its original coordinate
value, as implemented in Ref. [37]. So in the new coordinate
we have h̃µν = hµν + h(ξ)

µν, g̃µν = g0µν + h̃µν, where h(ξ)
µν is

h(ξ)
µν =


− f ′hz ż 0 0
∗ h′z/h z∂θ z∂φ
0 ∗ 2rhz 0
0 ∗ 0 2rhz sin2 θ

 Y`m

+


0 0 ẇY`m,θ ẇY`m,φ
0 0 − 2w

r Y`m,θ − 2w
r Y`m,φ

∗ ∗ 2wY`m|θθ 2wY`m|θφ
∗ ∗ ∗ 2wY`m|φφ

 , (40)

with ∗ being the nonzero symmetry elements and | the covari-
ant derivative on the 2-sphere.

In the new coordinates, as discussed in Ref. [37], the Israel
junction conditions imply that

[
√

hz]+
− = 0, K+

− = 8πσ0
√

hz, H+
− = 8π(σ0 + 2P0)

√
hz ,[√

h
(H

a
− K′

)]+

−

+

[
2h
a2 −

h′

a

]+

−

√
hz = 8πδσ ,[

√
h
(
K′ − H′ +

2Ḣ1

f

)]+

−

−

[
√

h
(
1 +

a f ′

2 f

)
H
a

]+

−

+

[
h′

a
−

2h
a2 +

f ′′h
f
−

f ′h′

2 f

]+

−

√
hz = 16πδP . (41)

At this point, it was assumed in Ref. [37] that both the interior
and exterior metric perturbation satisfy the Regge-Wheeler
gauge condition, so that the metric quantities are all functions
of the master variable Ψ,Ψ′. As a result, one only needs two
independent matching conditions, which can be directly ob-
tained from the above equations after imposing δP = v2

s δσ
(where vs can be interpreted as the speed of sound on the thin
shell). With the matching conditions implemented, the met-
ric quantities in the entire spacetime is solved. Finally, the
resulting metric can then be plugged back into Eq. (41) to ob-
tain the values of z, δσ, δP, which are consequently no longer
independent quantities.

This observation already hints at an inconsistency in the
above analysis, as the membrane can also be assumed to have
certain prescribed motion (e.g., with prescribed amplitude
and frequency), and the metric perturbations in the spacetime
should respond to the prescribed membrane motion by solv-
ing the wave equation with the Israel matching conditions. In
other words, there are infinite ways to construct z, δP, δσ and
find the corresponding metric quantities, as we have not spec-
ified the membrane equation of motion in the above analy-
sis. Indeed this inconsistency comes from the Regge-Wheeler
gauge condition. It is allowed to impose this gauge condi-
tion in both the interior and exterior space, but then the metric
perturbations will not necessarily satisfy the continuity con-

ditions as required in Eq. (A14)-(A20) in Ref. [37]. Put dif-
ferently, if we were to impose the Regge-Wheeler gauge in
the interior and use the matching conditions to compute the
value and the derivatives of the metric quantities on the exte-
rior side of the membrane, the resulting exterior perturbations
generally do not satisfy the Regge-Wheeler gauge condition.

An appropriate procedure to compute the quasinormal
mode can be that imposing the Regge-Wheeler gauge in the
interior space, writing down the matching conditions and the
membrane equations of motions (which give the prescription
for z,w, δP, δσ). After that the value and derivative of met-
ric quantities on the upper surface of the membrane is known,
one can compute the value and derivative of the master vari-
able Ψ, which is gauge invariant. Finally by solving the wave
equation of Ψ and imposing the outgoing condition at infinity,
the quasinormal mode frequency can be determined.

For our discussion here, as we want to reveal the existence
of the warp instability in the eikonal limit ` � 1, a few ob-
servations can be made. First of all, as we focus on the radial
oscillation mode, for reasons that will become clear later, the
amplitude of w is 1/` times smaller than the amplitude of z,
i.e., |w| ∼ |z|/`. As the perturbation of the surface density is
expected to be δσ ∝ ∇|| · ξ ∝ `w, and δP ∝ v2

sδσ, we find the
following scaling δP, δσ ∼ O(`)0z. The matching condition in
Eq. (41) implies that H,K,H1 ∝ O(`)0z as well. Second, we
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can write down the membrane equation of motion[
(σ0 + δσ + P0 + δP)uµuν

]
;ν =

[
(P0 + δP)(nµnν − gµν)

]
;ν
(42)

where nν ∝ (0, 1, 0, 0) and uν = (1/
√
−g̃tt, 0, 0, 0). The equa-

tion of motion for z̃ :=
√

hz (which is continuous across the
membrane) is obtained from the µ = r component:

4h
r

h̃rr +
2 cot θ

r2 h̃rθ +
2
r3

h̃θθ +
h̃φφ

sin2 θ

 − σ0

P0

h f ′

f
h̃rr +

σ0

P0

f ′

f 2 h̃tt

+
2

r2 sin2 θ
h̃rφ,φ +

2
r2 h̃rθ,θ −

1
r2

(
h̃θθ,r +

1
sin2 θ

h̃φφ,r

)
+
σ0

P0

2
f

h̃tr,t

−
σ0

P0

h̃tt,r

f
−

4
rP0

δP +
f ′

f P0
δσ = 0 (43)

where an average over plus and minus side of the membrane
is implicitly performed. By assigning the derivatives an order
O(`), we can read of the O(`2) terms in the above equation

−
σ0

f
¨̃z +

`2

a2 P0z̃ = O(`) , (44)

so thatω2 ∼ −`2P0/σ0 which is consistent with the scaling we
obtained in the main text. The equation of motion for w can
be obtained by setting µ = θ in Eq. (42), where the relevant
terms have order ω2w, `2w and ∂hµν ∼ O(`). As a result, we
have w ∼ zO(`−1).
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[7] R. Schödel, T. Ott, R. Genzel, R. Hofmann, M. Lehnert,
A. Eckart, N. Mouawad, T. Alexander, M. Reid, R. Lenzen,
et al., Nature 419, 694 (2002).

[8] E. Berti, A. Sesana, E. Barausse, V. Cardoso, and K. Belczyn-
ski, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 101102 (2016), arXiv:1605.09286 [gr-
qc].

[9] H. Yang, K. Yagi, J. Blackman, L. Lehner, V. Paschalidis,
F. Pretorius, and N. Yunes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 161101
(2017), arXiv:1701.05808 [gr-qc].

[10] M. Punturo et al., Class. Quant. Grav. 27, 194002 (2010).

[11] D. Reitze, R. X. Adhikari, S. Ballmer, B. Barish, L. Barsotti,
G. Billingsley, D. A. Brown, Y. Chen, D. Coyne, R. Eisenstein,
et al., arXiv preprint arXiv:1907.04833 (2019).

[12] P. Amaro-Seoane et al. (LISA), (2017), arXiv:1702.00786
[astro-ph.IM].

[13] J. Luo et al. (TianQin), Class. Quant. Grav. 33, 035010 (2016),
arXiv:1512.02076 [astro-ph.IM].

[14] V. Cardoso and P. Pani, Living Rev. Rel. 22, 4 (2019),
arXiv:1904.05363 [gr-qc].

[15] P. Haensel and J. Zdunik, Nature 340, 617 (1989).
[16] S. Koranda, N. Stergioulas, and J. L. Friedman, The Astrophys-

ical Journal 488, 799 (1997).
[17] M. Kesden, J. Gair, and M. Kamionkowski, Phys. Rev. D 71,

044015 (2005), arXiv:astro-ph/0411478.
[18] R. L. Bowers and E. P. T. Liang, Astrophys. J. 188, 657 (1974).
[19] S. S. Bayin, Phys. Rev. D 26, 1262 (1982).
[20] K. Dev and M. Gleiser, Gen. Rel. Grav. 34, 1793 (2002),

arXiv:astro-ph/0012265.
[21] M. K. Mak and T. Harko, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 459, 393

(2003), arXiv:gr-qc/0110103.
[22] L. Herrera, A. Di Prisco, J. Martin, J. Ospino, N. O. Santos,

and O. Troconis, Phys. Rev. D 69, 084026 (2004), arXiv:gr-
qc/0403006.

[23] K. Yagi and N. Yunes, Phys. Rev. D 91, 123008 (2015),
arXiv:1503.02726 [gr-qc].

[24] G. Raposo, P. Pani, M. Bezares, C. Palenzuela, and V. Cardoso,
Phys. Rev. D 99, 104072 (2019), arXiv:1811.07917 [gr-qc].

[25] A. Alho, J. Natário, P. Pani, and G. Raposo, (2022),
arXiv:2202.00043 [gr-qc].

[26] P. O. Mazur and E. Mottola, arXiv e-prints , gr-qc/0109035
(2001), arXiv:gr-qc/0109035 [gr-qc].

[27] M. Visser, Phys. Rev. D 39, 3182 (1989), arXiv:0809.0907 [gr-
qc].

[28] M. Visser, Nuclear Physics B 328, 203 (1989),
arXiv:0809.0927 [gr-qc].

[29] B. Holdom and J. Ren, Phys. Rev. D 95, 084034 (2017),
arXiv:1612.04889 [gr-qc].

[30] D. E. Kaplan and S. Rajendran, Phys. Rev. D 99, 044033
(2019), arXiv:1812.00536 [hep-th].

[31] P. Gregorian et al., Nonradial neutron star oscillations, Mas-
ter’s thesis (2015).

[32] E. Poisson and C. M. Will, Gravity (2014).
[33] E. Poisson and M. Visser, Phys. Rev. D 52, 7318 (1995),

arXiv:gr-qc/9506083.
[34] L. Barack and C. O. Lousto, Phys. Rev. D 72, 104026 (2005),

arXiv:gr-qc/0510019.
[35] U. H. Danielsson, G. Dibitetto, and S. Giri, JHEP 10, 171

(2017), arXiv:1705.10172 [hep-th].
[36] U. Danielsson, L. Lehner, and F. Pretorius, Phys. Rev. D 104,

124011 (2021), arXiv:2109.09814 [gr-qc].
[37] P. Pani, E. Berti, V. Cardoso, Y. Chen, and R. Norte, Phys. Rev.

D 80, 124047 (2009), arXiv:0909.0287 [gr-qc].
[38] V. Cardoso, E. Franzin, and P. Pani, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116,

171101 (2016), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 117, 089902 (2016)],
arXiv:1602.07309 [gr-qc].

[39] V. Cardoso, S. Hopper, C. F. B. Macedo, C. Palenzuela, and
P. Pani, Phys. Rev. D 94, 084031 (2016), arXiv:1608.08637 [gr-
qc].

[40] B. Bonga and H. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 104, 084040 (2021),
arXiv:2106.08342 [gr-qc].

[41] The purpose of [40] is to theoretically demonstrate that a com-
pact object can have the same set of multipole moments of Kerr,
instead of proposing its astrophysical relevance.

[42] Private communications with Eric Poisson.
[43] P. Pani, Phys. Rev. D 92, 124030 (2015), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D

95, 049902 (2017)], arXiv:1506.06050 [gr-qc].

mailto:hyang@perimeterinstitute.ca
mailto:bbonga@science.ru.nl
mailto:zpan@perimeterinstitute.ca
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.03837
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.031040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.031040
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.12907
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.021053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.021053
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.14527
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.03606
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab0ec7
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab0ec7
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac6674
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac6674
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.101102
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.09286
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.09286
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.161101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.161101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.05808
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/19/194002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.00786
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.00786
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0264-9381/33/3/035010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.02076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s41114-019-0020-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.05363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.044015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.044015
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0411478
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/152760
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.26.1262
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1020707906543
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0012265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2002.1014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2002.1014
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0110103
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.69.084026
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0403006
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0403006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.123008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.02726
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.99.104072
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.07917
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.00043
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0109035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.39.3182
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.0907
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.0907
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90100-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.0927
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.084034
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.04889
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.044033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.044033
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.00536
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.7318
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9506083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.104026
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0510019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2017)171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2017)171
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.10172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.124011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.124011
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.09814
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.80.124047
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.80.124047
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.0287
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.171101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.171101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.07309
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.94.084031
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.08637
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.08637
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.084040
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.08342
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.049902
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.06050

	Dynamical Instability of Self-Gravitating Membranes 
	Abstract
	 Self-gravitating membrane in the Newtonian setting
	 Self-gravitating membrane in the relativistic setting
	 Explicit application to gravastar perturbations
	 References


