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Notation and conventions

We mostly follow the notations used in Poisson (2004) [1]. We use the mostly plus

metric signature (−1,1,1,1). Greek letters (α, β, . . . ) used as indices range from 0

to 3, lower-case Latin indices (a, b, . . . ) range from 1 to 3, and upper-case Latin

indices (A,B, . . . ) range from 2 to 3. Throughout the text we will adopt convention

of Kαβ...
γδ... = Kαβ...

γδ... . We use geometrized units where G = c = 1.

List of frequently occurring and important symbols (adapted from [1]):

Symbol Description

xα Arbitrary coordinates on a manifold

ya Arbitrary coordinates on a hypersurface

θA Arbitrary coordinates on a two-surface

eαa = ∂xα/∂ya, eαA = ∂xα/∂θA Holonomic basis vectors

gαβ Metric on a manifold

hab Induced metric on a hypersurface

σAB Induced metric on a two-surface

ξ,α = ∂αξ Partial differentiation with respect to xα

ξ,a = ∂aξ Partial differentiation with respect to ya

Aα;β = ∇βA
α Covariant differentiation in a manifold

£wA
α Lie derivative of Aα along wα

1



1. Introduction

The topic of this thesis is junction conditions in general relativity. The junction

conditions arise from the study of discontinuities in matter and spacetime. The

discontinuities in the matter and spacetime arise when soldering two spacetimes with

each other. The soldering is done such that the boundary between the spacetimes is

confined in a hypersurface. This hypersurface is infinitesimally thin to make some

calculations manageable. Unlike in the Newtonian theory, where there is flat space

and the coordinates are well-defined, the study of discontinuities is not as simple

or easy in general relativity [2]. This is because, in general relativity, where we

have curved spacetimes, we also have to account for different coordinate systems

that might not be smooth everywhere, which means we have to disentangle the

discontinuity arising from coordinate bumps from the ones present physically [2].

The discontinuities arise from the fact that the union of two metrics in the two

distinct spacetimes does not form a smooth solution to the Einstein field equation

[3]. Then the junction conditions are derived by demanding a sufficiently smooth

transition from one spacetime to another.

The study of junction conditions in General relativity has been going on since

the 1920s. The studies done by Lanczos, Darmois [4], Lichenerowicz [5], and O’Brien

and Synge [6] investigated junction conditions for time- and spacelike hypersurfaces

but it was in 1966 when W. Israel [2] formulated it in purely geometric way which was

also independent of the coordinates of the background spacetime. The case for null
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3

geometries (null hypersurface) is more complicated since the induced metric on the

hypersurface becomes degenerate. The null case was investigated by Taub [7] and

Clarke [8] and the complete formulation was done by Barrabes and Israel [9], where

they laid out a general algorithm for calculating the discontinuities across hypersur-

faces, which was better suited for practical applications [3]. The junction conditions

for singular hypersurfaces are usually called Israel junction conditions while the junc-

tion conditions for non-singular hypersurfaces are called Darmois–Israel conditions.

For a more detailed historical account see the introduction chapters of [10–12]. The

main area of focus in research relating to junction conditions is Israel junction con-

ditions and their wide applications. For example, the Israel junction conditions are

useful for calculating phase transition bubbles in cosmology.

I have chosen this topic because of my interest in differential geometry in

general relativity and a desire to learn more about it. This thesis aims to serve

as a basic introduction to junction conditions in a way that is understandable for

students with an introductory level knowledge of general relativity.

The thesis is divided into two parts: in the first part we derive the Israel

junction conditions using the distributional method closely following the derivation

by Poisson in his book “Relativist’s Toolkit” [1]. More specifically we follow closely

chapter 3 of the book. The material that we follow in the book is based on the papers

[2,9]. In this thesis, I have provided more detail in some parts of derivations while

leaving the non-essential parts that are not required to familiarize with the topic.

In the second part, we do an example calculation for general spherically symmetric

metrics being joined by a stationary null spherical hypersurface. We also present a

concrete example of the Reissner–Nordström exterior joined to the de Sitter interior.

This part is based on the calculations of Barrabes and Israel in [13], but we present

the calculations using the formulation of Poisson [1].

In Chapter 2 we introduce the basic geometry needed to understand hypersur-
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faces, while in Chapter 3 we derive the junction conditions for non-null hypersur-

faces. We also discuss thin shells that are the result of the Israel junction condition.

In Chapter 4 we derive the Junction conditions for null hypersurfaces completing

the Israel formalism. In Chapter 5 we present an example calculation based on the

examples of Barrabes and Isreal [13] using the formulation and notations of Poisson

[1] that are used in this thesis. We present some of the practical applications of the

Junction conditions in Chapter 6 and conclude the thesis in Chapter 7.



2. Geometry of hypersurface

Understanding the geometry of hypersurfaces is necessary to understand the physics

of soldering two spacetimes together. This is because the soldered spacetimes are

separated by a hypersurface whose geometry determines the conditions for the sol-

dering. In this chapter, we introduce all the necessary geometrical concepts.

2.1 Definition

Generally a hypersurface is a (n − 1)-dimensional submanifold of a n-dimensional

manifold [1,14]. In this thesis, we will be working in four-dimensional spacetime.

We will use the following definition for a hypersurface: in a four-dimensional space-

time manifold, a hypersurface is a three-dimensional submanifold that can be either

timelike, spacelike, or null [1].

A specific hypersurface Σ in a manifold V with coordinates xα can be defined

via the restriction on the coordinates

Φ(xα) = 0 , (2.1)

where Φ(xα) is a function that describes the shape of the three-dimensional hy-

persurface in the four-dimensional space. For example, a two-sphere in a three- or

four-dimensional space is described by Φ(xα) = x2 + y2 + z2 − r2 = 0. We can also

define Σ via parametric equations of the form

xα = xα(ya) , (2.2)

5



2.2. NORMAL VECTOR 6

where ya (a = 1, 2, 3) are coordinates intrinsic to the hypersurface Σ [1]. An

example of parametric equations for two-sphere are x = r cosϕ sin θ, y = r sinϕ sin θ,

and z = r cos θ, where {θ, ϕ} are the intrinsic coordinates of the two-sphere.

For Σ defined via Φ = 0, the vector Φ,α is normal to it since the derivative of

Φ is zero along all tangent directions. For null hypersurfaces the vector Φ,α is null,

which means that it is norm squared gµνΦµΦν is zero.

2.2 Normal vector

For non-null Σ we can define a unit normal nα:

nα = εΦ,α

|gµνΦ,µΦ,ν |1/2 , (2.3)

which is defined such that nα point in the direction of increasing Φ: nαΦ,α > 0, with

nαnα = ε ≡


−1 if Σ is spacelike

+1 if Σ is timelike
. (2.4)

[1]. Because gµνΦ,µΦ,ν is zero for null Σ, the unit normal is not defined for null Σ.

Instead in the null case we only define the normal vector

kα = −Φ,α (2.5)

where the sign is chosen for kα to be future directed when Φ increases toward future

[3]. Because kα is orthogonal to itself it is also tangent to the null Σ. The null

normal vector satisfies kα;βkβ = κkα, the general form of the geodesic equation [1].

This means that a null Σ is generated by null geodesics as shown in Figure 2.1 and

kα is tangent to the generators. These generators are parameterized by λ such that

the displacement along each generator is dxα = −kαdλ.

For a null Σ it is beneficial to use a coordinate system that suits the concept of

generators. In particular, it is useful to let the parameter λ be one of the coordinates.
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-
Figure 2.1: A null hypersurface Σ, its generators denoted by the lines running along the hyper-

surface, and a null tangent vector kα.

As such we introduce the following coordinates for null Σ:

ya = {λ, θA} , (2.6)

where A = 2,3. The coordinates θA label the generators, are constant along each

generator, and span the 2d-space transverse to the generators. One can go from one

generator to another via a change in the θA coordinates. This is demonstrated in

Figure 2.1

For the null case, we need to introduce a transversal vector Nα over Σ in

addition to and independently of the normal vector kα [13]. This is required to

complete the basis and we will need this vector to calculate the discontinuities in

the transverse direction. The transversal null vector is defined such that [1]

Nαk
α = −1 & Nαe

α
A = 0 . (2.7)
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2.3 First fundamental form

The line element in a manifold V is

ds2 = gαβdx
αdxβ

To get a line element and the metric in Σ, we must restrict the line element of the

spacetime manifold along Σ. We do this via projecting the metric along Σ with

the help of projection vectors eαa ≡ ∂xα

∂ya , where xα satisfies the parametric equation

(2.2) for the Σ. These are holonomic basis vectors of Σ and are tangent to curves

contained in it [1]. Projecting the metric with these we get the induced metric, or

the first fundamental form, of Σ

hab = gαβe
α
ae

β
b (2.8)

such that the line element in Σ becomes .

ds2
Σ = habdy

adyb (2.9)

The induced metric transforms as a scalar under the transformation xα → xα
′

and as a tensor under the transformation ya → ya
′ . Objects that transform like

tensors on coordinates of Σ but as scalar in coordinates of V are referred to as

three-tensors. Similarly, if the surface is a two-dimensional subsurface, an object

that transforms as a tensor in the two-dimensional coordinates while transforming

as a scalar in the coordinates it is embedded in, is called a two-tensor.

Because kα is null we can simplify the first fundamental form for null Σ. We

have eα1 = (∂xα

∂λ
) ≡ kα, which means h11 = gαβk

αkβ = 0 and h1A = gαβk
αeβA = 0

because eαA is orthogonal to kα. This means that on the null Σ the metric simplifies

to

ds2
Σ = σABdθ

AθB , (2.10)
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where

σAB = gαβe
α
Ae

β
B (2.11)

is a two-tensor.

We conclude this section by listing the inverse metric completeness relations

directly from [1]. These will be useful for later calculations. When Σ is not null, the

inverse metric is

gαβ = εnαnβ + habeαae
β
b , (2.12)

where hab is the inverse induced metric. When Σ is null, we have

gαβ = −kαNβ −Nαkβ + σABeαAe
β
B , (2.13)

where σAB is the inverse of σAB.

2.4 Second fundamental form

For non-null Σ, we can define the following symmetric three-tensor

Kab ≡ nα;βe
α
ae

β
b , (2.14)

which is called the extrinsic curvature, or the second fundamental form [1]. It can

also be written in terms of the Lie derivative of the metric along the unit normal n,

Kab = 1
2
(
£ngαβe

α
ae

β
b

)
. (2.15)

The second fundamental form is a useful intrinsic property of Σ because it carries

information about the derivative of the metric in the normal direction [1]. The

contraction of the extrinsic curvature is defined as

K ≡ habKab = nα;α . (2.16)
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For null Σ, if we define the extrinsic curvature to be

Kab ≡ kα;βe
α
ae

β
b (2.17)

= 1
2
(
£kgαβe

α
ae

β
b

)
, (2.18)

we get a tangential derivative £kgαβ which is not what we desire [1]. What we

want is an object that carries information about the derivative of the metric in the

transverse direction. For this purpose, we introduce the transverse curvature that

is defined as [1]

Cab ≡ −Nαe
α
a;βe

β
b (2.19)

= 1
2
(
£Ngαβe

α
ae

β
b

)
. (2.20)

This quantity will be useful for the intrinsic formulation of junction conditions for

null shells.



3. Junction conditions for non-null

geometries

Since we are aiming to solder two spacetimes, we must first specify the situation and

define some notations and quantities. We want to solder two spacetimes V − and V +

which together form a spacetime V , such that the boundary between V + and V −

is the hypersurface Σ. We want to solder the spacetimes smoothly such that they

form a valid solution to the Einstein equation. This gives us some conditions on the

metric and its derivative, called the junction conditions [1].

We denote the quantities in the spacetime regions V ± with ± in either the

subscript or the superscript, for example, g+
αβ is the metric in V + and the coordinates

in V − are xα−. We want the union of the metrics g+
αβ and g−

αβ to form a valid solution

to the Einstein equation in V and this is not a simple task, because it might not be

possible to directly compare the coordinates in V − to those in V + [1,2]. Because

of this, it is best to formulate the junction conditions in a coordinate-independent

way, using the intrinsic properties of the hypersurface Σ that sits at the boundary.

In this chapter, we will derive the junction conditions and the thin shell for-

malism for non-null hypersurfaces and leave the treatment of null hypersurfaces for

the next chapter. The null and non-null geometries are distinct, and separating

their treatment is natural. However, it is noteworthy that it is possible to formulate

the junction conditions for a general hypersurface, that can be null or non-null at

11
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different points in the hypersurface as done in [11]. We will not be discussing them

as they are beyond the scope of this thesis.

3.1 Preliminaries

3.1.1 Assumptions

These assumptions are directly from Poisson’s book [1]. We assume the coordinate

system ya is the same on both sides of the hypersurface Σ. We assume the normal

vector always points from V − to V +. We assume there is a continuous coordinate

system xα, different from xα±, on both sides of the Σ that overlaps with xα± in an

open region in V ± that contains Σ. We will be working with these coordinates to

develop the coordinate-independent junction conditions.

3.1.2 Distributions

Suppose we have a variable l such that it is 0 at Σ and l > 0 (l < 0) in V + (V −). One

such variable could be the proper distance (or the proper time) along a geodesics

that intersects Σ orthogonally. In the scope of this thesis, it is not important what

the l is as long as it satisfies the properties we need it to have. We can use this

variable to write the metric as a distribution with the help of Heaveside distribution.

The Heaveside distribution Θ(l) is +1 when l > 0, 0 when l < 0, and indeterminate

when l = 0. It is also possible to use a Heaviside distribution with Θ(0) = 1/2 to

derive the junction conditions like in [8], but we will stick to the distribution where

it is indeterminate. The Heaveside distribution has the following properties:

Θ2(l) = Θ(l) (3.1)

Θ(l)Θ(−l) = 0 (3.2)
d

dl
Θ(l) = δ(l) , (3.3)
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Figure 3.1: Example of two spacetimes being joined by a non-null hypersurface Σ.

where δ(l) is the Dirac distribution.

We will also be using the following notation,

[A] = A
∣∣∣
Σ+

− A
∣∣∣
Σ−

, (3.4)

which tells us the difference in the quantity A on different sides of the hypersurface,

or a jump of the quantity A across the hypersurface.

3.2 The metric in a soldered spacetime

We will proceed with formulating junction conditions with a distributional approach

following in the footsteps of Poisson [1]. The distributional formulation is equivalent

to the Darmois–Israel formulation that is based on the Gauss–Codazzi decomposi-

tion of spacetime [10]. The derivation of the second junction condition is based on

exercise 4 from chapter 3 of Poisson’s book [1].

The situation is as described at the start of the chapter: we have a spacetime

manifold V that is partitioned into two spacetime regions by Σ. We are working

with the metric formulation of general relativity with 4 dimensions and a Levi-Civita

connection. In the distributional approach, we demand the solution of the Einstein

equation for V to be,

gαβ = Θ(l)g+
αβ + Θ(−l)g−

αβ , (3.5)
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which is a reasonable demand, since the metrics g±
αβ are the full solutions in their

own spacetimes regions that they characterize. Unfortunately, some problems arise

at the boundary of these spacetimes at Σ, and there needs to be some additional

constraint on the metric for the distributional metric to be the solution. These

constraints come from the demands for the geometry to be well-defined with no

singularities. Since Θ(l = 0) is undefined, we will use the induced quantities on Σ

when we have l = 0. For example, the metric in (3.5) is not defined at l = 0, so we

use the induced metric to describe the metric at l = 0 at each side of Σ. In the case

of the metric, it turns out that the first junction condition demands the induced

metric be the same on both sides which means we have a single induced metric on

both sides of Σ. However, not all quantities are the same on both sides. This leads

to a quantity having a different value or definition at l = 0 depending on which side

of Σ it is in.

3.3 First junction condition

Now let us look into what the concept of geometry being well-defined means for the

metric. One way to think about it is that the requirement for the geometry to be

well-defined means that the metric must be continuous everywhere including across

the hypersurface Σ. This can be thought of as the first junction condition, albeit not

formulated in terms of the intrinsic quantities of Σ. However, since we are looking

at this through the distributional solutions to the Einstein equation, it is best to

develop the first junction condition from this approach.

We start from the requirement that a well-defined geometry must have a well-

defined metric connection across Σ [1]. The metric is already well-defined in equation

(3.5). We also want to define the connection similarly,

Γαβγ = Θ(l)Γα+
βγ + Θ(−l)Γα−

βγ . (3.6)
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But this is not what we get when we calculate the connection from the metric (3.5)

using the standard definition of the Christoffel symbols,

Γαβγ ≡ 1
2g

αλ (gλβ,γ + gλγ,β − gβγ,λ) , (3.7)

because the derivative of the metric (3.5) is

gαβ,γ = Θ(l)g+
αβ,γ + Θ(−l)g−

αβ,γ + εδ(l)[gαβ]nγ . (3.8)

We see that the derivative of the metric contains a term proportional to δ(l). This

means that the Christoffel symbols (3.7) will have a term proportional to δ(l)Θ(l)

which is not defined distributionally. As such, we demand that this term must dis-

appear. This is the same as demanding that the δ(l)-function part of the derivative

of the metric must disappear. So we demand

[gαβ
] = 0 , (3.9)

for a joining of two spacetimes to be possible. This equation is formulated in the

coordinates xα and to get it in terms of the properties of Σ we make use of the

holonomic basis vectors to project it [1]:

[gαβ
] = 0 (3.10)

[gαβ
]eαae

β
b = 0 (3.11)

[hab] = 0 . (3.12)

(3.12) is the first junction condition: the jump of the induced metric must be zero

across the hypersurface. This is also called the first Darmois condition or the first

Darmois–Israel junction condition. The condition (3.9), before the projection with

the holonomic basis vectors, can be called the first Lichnerowicz condition [10]. The

first Lichnerowicz condition implies the first Darmois–Israel condition (3.12) and

they are equivalent when the coordinates xα± are continuous at Σ [10]. Since one of
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our assumptions is the continuity of the coordinates xα± at Σ, these conditions are

equivalent to us and we call them the first junction condition.

When the first junction condition is satisfied the connection becomes well-

defined and has the form we wanted it to have,

Γαβγ = Θ(l)Γα+
βγ + Θ(−l)Γα−

βγ . (3.13)

So when the first junction condition is satisfied the full connection of the spacetime

V is the distributional connection with only Heaveside distribution terms. Note

that this does not eliminate a possible discontinuity in the connection at Σ, which

means that the first junction condition makes only the metric continuous everywhere.

The possibility of the discontinuity of connection means a possible discontinuity in

the first derivative of the metric. The curvature of the spacetime depends on the

first derivative of the connection. Thus to get a good picture we must compute

the Riemann curvature tensor and see how it behaves when calculated from the

distributional Christoffel symbols.

3.4 Distributional Riemann curvature tensor

Since the first junction condition is critical for any spacetime to be soldered smoothly,

we will now discuss only the situations where it holds. When the first junction

condition is satisfied we have the connection as written in (3.13). To construct the

Riemann (curvature) tensor we need the derivative of Γαβγ,

Γαβγ,δ = Θ(l)Γα+
βγ,δ + Θ(−l)Γα−

βγ,δ + εδ(l)[Γαβγ]nδ . (3.14)

The Riemann tensor for the Levi-Civita connection is defined as

Rα
βγδ =

(
Γαδβ,γ − Γαγβ,δ + ΓαγµΓµδβ − ΓαδµΓµγβ

)
. (3.15)
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Calculating this by plugging in the equations (3.13) and (3.14) we get

Rα
βγδ = Θ(l){Γα+

δβ,γ − Γα+
γβ,δ + Γα+

γµ Γµ+
δβ − Γα+

δµ Γµ+
γβ }

+ Θ(−l){Γα−
δβ,γ − Γα−

γβ,δ + Γα−
γµ Γµ−

δβ − Γα−
δµ Γµ−

γβ } (3.16)

+ εδ(l)[Γαδβ]nγ − εδ(l)[Γαγβ]nδ

= Θ(l)Rα+
βγδ + Θ(−l)Rα−

βγδ + δ(l)Aαβγδ, (3.17)

where,

Aαβγδ ≡ ε
(
[Γαδβ]nγ − [Γαγβ]nδ

)
, (3.18)

is the δ-function part of the Riemann tensor. As we can see, the Riemann tensor is

well-defined distributionally but there is a δ-function singularity part. The question

then remains on how to handle this singularity. It turns out there are two ways to

go about it. The first is to demand that there is no singularity and that the full

Riemann tensor must be a distribution of the Riemann tensors in their respective

spacetime regions similar to the metric. This would lead to the second junction

condition. The second option is to give a physical explanation to this singularity,

which leads to interpreting the δ-function part of the Riemann tensor coming from

a thin shell of matter at Σ [1,2].

3.5 Second junction condition

As noted in the previous section, requiring the δ(l) part of the Riemann tensor

to vanish leads to the second junction condition. The constraints Aαβγδ = 0 or

[Γαβγ] = 0 make the δ-function part of the Riemann tensor vanish, but these are not

the constraints we are looking for since they are only valid in the coordinates xα. We

are looking for coordinate-independent formulation in terms of intrinsic properties

of Σ. To get to such formulation we start with the condition [Γγαβ] = 0 and project
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it onto Σ,

[Γγαβ]eαae
β
b = 0 (3.19)

[Γγab] = 0 . (3.20)

The constraint

[Γγab] = 0 (3.21)

is enough to make the Riemann tensor regular for non-null cases, the proof for this

is given in the appendix A.1. We now try to relate this to the extrinsic curvature.

Using the following relations from chapter 3.7.5 from Poisson’s book [1],

[nα;β] = −[Γγαβ]nγ & [Kab] = [nα;β]eαae
β
b , (3.22)

we get

[Kab] = −[Γγab]nγ . (3.23)

Since the discontinuity of Γγab is directed along the normal nγ—this follows directly

from equations (3.27) and (3.28)—we can also write

[Kab]nγ = −ε[Γγab] . (3.24)

The equations (3.23) and (3.24) tell us that

[Kab] = 0 ⇔ [Γγab] = 0 . (3.25)

This means that [Kab] = 0 implies Aαβγδ = 0 in (3.18). Thus our second junction

condition is

[Kab] = 0 . (3.26)
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3.6 Surface energy-momentum tensor

As mentioned earlier, it is not strictly necessary for all physical systems to satisfy

the second junction condition, if we can find an interpretation for the δ-function

singularity of the Riemann tensor. We can interpret the δ-function part of the

Riemann tensor as coming from the δ-function part of the energy-momentum tensor

via the Einstein equation. This δ-function term in the energy-momentum tensor

would mean that there is a singular thin layer of matter, or a thin shell, at Σ [1,2].

We can show this by computing the δ-function part of the Ricci tensor and Ricci

scalar and using the Einstein equation to relate this to the δ-function part of the

energy-momentum tensor. Before doing that, however, it is helpful to write the

discontinuity of the derivative of the metric in terms of a tensor [1],

[gαβ,γ] = καβnγ (3.27)

⇒ καβ = ε[gαβ,γ]nγ . (3.28)

The second equation follows from the discontinuity of the derivative of the metric

only being directed along the normal vector, see appendix A.2 for proof.

Using (3.28) allows us to write the discontinuity of the Christoffel symbol as

[Γαβγ] = 1
2
(
καβnγ + καγnβ − κβγn

α
)
, (3.29)

which, using (3.18), gives the following equations for the δ-function parts of the

Riemann tensor Aαβγδ, the Ricci tensor Aαβ, and the Ricci scalar A,

Aαβγδ = ε

2
(
καδ nβnγ − καγnβnδ − κβδn

αnγ + κβγn
αnδ

)
(3.30)

Aαβ ≡ Aµαµβ = ε

2 (κµαnµnβ + κµβn
µnα − κnαnβ − εκαβ) (3.31)

A ≡ Aαα = ε (κµνnµnν − εκ) , (3.32)

where κ ≡ καα [1]. The raising and lowering of the indices of Aαβγδ can be done by us-

ing the Lichnerowicz condition (3.9). For example, Aαβγδ = ε
(
[Γαδνgνβ]nγ − [Γαγνgνβ]nδ

)
.
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The δ-function part of the Einstein tensor Gαβ = Rαβ − 1
2gαβR is then

Eαβ = Aαβ − 1
2Agαβ . (3.33)

Then the Einstein tensor as a whole is

Gαβ = Θ(l)G+
αβ + Θ(−l)G−

αβ + δ(l)Eαβ . (3.34)

The Einstein equation is

Gαβ = 8πTαβ . (3.35)

We can then infer that the energy-momentum tensor can be written as the following

distribution,

Tαβ = Θ(l)T+
αβ + Θ(−l)T−

αβ + δ(l)Sαβ , (3.36)

with

Sαβ ≡ 1
8π

(
Aαβ − 1

2Agαβ
)

(3.37)

being the δ-function part of the energy-momentum tensor. We interpret the δ-

function terms with the presence of a thin distribution of matter at Σ with the

energy-momentum tensor Sαβ [1]. This surface layer is usually called a thin shell

or a bubble wall. We can also write the δ-function part of the energy-momentum

tensor in terms of the extrinsic curvature of Σ. Sαβ is tangent to the hypersurface

Σ and admits the decomposition [1],

Sαβ = Sabeαae
β
b (3.38)

⇒ Sab = Sαβe
α
ae

β
b (3.39)

Sab = −καβeαae
β
b + hmnκµνe

µ
me

ν
nhab . (3.40)

Using the relations (3.23) and (3.29) we get

[Kab] = ε

2καβe
α
ae

β
b . (3.41)
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l= 0
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Figure 3.2: Penrose diagram of Minkowski spacetime interior joined to Schwarzschild spacetime

exterior via singular timelike hypersurface Σ. The different regions of the full Schwarzschild space-

time have been omitted.

This gives us the Lanczos equation [1,2,10],

Sab = − ε

8π ([Kab] − [K]hab) . (3.42)

The complete surface energy-momentum tensor of Σ is then

TαβΣ = δ(l)Sabeαae
β
b (3.43)

and it is zero if [Kab] = 0 as expected [1]. This means that when our second junction

condition is violated we have a spacetime that is singular at Σ, but one that is not

unphysical. This singularity comes from a thin surface layer with energy-momentum

tensor TαβΣ . An example of a thin shell is denoted by a Penrose diagram in Figure

3.2, where a Minkowski spacetime is joined to a Schwarzschild spacetime via singular

timelike hypersurface. For an example calculation regarding collapsing thin shell,

see section 3.9 of Poisson’s book [1].
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Summary We have now derived the junction conditions for timelike and spacelike

hypersurfaces. The first junction condition is

[hab] = 0 , (3.44)

and the second junction condition is

[Kab] = 0 . (3.45)

In the case where the second junction condition is violated, we get a description

of a thin shell on the hypersurface. This formulation of the junction conditions

is called the Darmois–Israel formalism/junction conditions or Israel junction con-

ditions. When the second junction condition is violated it is called the thin shell

formalism or the Israel formalism. In the next chapter, we will derive the junction

conditions and the thin shell formalism for null hypersurfaces.



4. Junction conditions for null

geometries

We now consider a null hypersurface Σ that partitions the spacetime into two regions

V ± with metrics g±
αβ in the coordinates xα±. We use the convention where V − (V +)

is in the past (future) of Σ. We also use the variable τ , instead of l as in the non-null

case, to describe the distributions defined in section 3.1.2 of the previous chapter,

such that Σ is located at τ = 0. We use the coordinates that we defined in section

2.2,

ya = (λ, θA) , (4.1)

on Σ and assume them to be the same on both sides of Σ. λ is taken to be an arbi-

trary variable in the null generators of Σ while θA are used to label the generators.

We have the following tangent vectors eα±a = ∂xα±/∂y
a on each side of the

G e
0

R
X*

V
T ↑

l =
0

E(x) = 0
E ya

X
lo

v-

T70

X*
T
V #
·

T = 0

ya= (x ,
07) E(x)

= 0

E

X
+ 0

v-

Figure 4.1: Example of two spacetimes being joined by a null hypersurface Σ.
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hypersurface:

kα =
(
∂xα

∂λ

)
θA

= eαλ & eαA =
(
∂xα

∂θA

)
λ

, (4.2)

where kα is a null vector tangent to the generators and eαA are two spacelike vectors.

We have suppressed ± to simplify the notation. These vectors satisfy

kαk
α = 0 = kαe

α
A . (4.3)

The metric is degenerate in a three-dimensional null hypersurface so we use the

non-degenerate metric in a two-dimensional subsurface S of Σ to describe Σ

σAB = gαβe
α
Ae

β
B . (4.4)

4.1 Junction conditions

The junction conditions for null hypersurfaces are similar to the ones for non-null

hypersurfaces. In the null case, we get

[gαβ] = 0 ⇔ [σAB] = 0 (4.5)

from requiring that the metric be continuous and the geometry be well-defined, just

like in the non-null case. The second condition is also similar to the non-null case,

but this time we have the transverse curvature Cab instead of the curvature Kab.

The second junction condition for null hypersurfaces is

[Cab] = 0 . (4.6)

The difference with the non-null case is that in the non-null case, κab = 0—defined in

the equation (3.28)—is enough to make the Riemann tensor regular, while in the null

case, the tensor γab—defined in the same way as κab via the equation (4.7)—being

zero is not enough to make the Riemann tensor regular [8].

Now that we have established the first and the second junction conditions, we

will derive the thin shell formalism for null shells in the next section.
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4.2 Thin shell formalism

We can describe the discontinuity of the derivative of the metric in terms of a tensor

γαβ defined by

[gαβ,γ] = −γαβkγ . (4.7)

Using (2.7) we get

γαβ = [gαβ,γ]Nγ . (4.8)

This means that any derivative of the metric tangent to the subsurface S is zero,

which means that the discontinuity can only be along the normal vector just like in

the non-null case. We use

[Γγαβ] = [Nα;β]kγ ⇒ [Nα;β] = −[Γγαβ]Nγ (4.9)

to get

[Cab] = [Nα;β]eαae
β
b (4.10)

= −[Γγαβ]Nγe
α
ae

β
b (4.11)

= −[Γγab]Nγ . (4.12)

Because Sαβ is tangential to Σ, we get

[Cab] = 0 ⇒ Sαβ = 0 . (4.13)

This was the junction condition we had presented for the null Σ.

The Riemann tensor can be singular since we can interpret the singularity as

being a thin shell of matter. This matter can be radiation, such as gravitational

waves, or neutrino bursts from a supernova (when approximating the neutrino mass

as zero), or matter at the event horizon [9]. Let us investigate the more interesting

case where the energy-momentum tensor is singular at the junction. The δ-function
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part of the Riemann tensor is [1]

R(Σ)αβγδ = −(−kµuµ)−1([Γαδβ]kγ − [Γαγβ]kδ)δ(τ) . (4.14)

The difference with the equations (3.17) and (3.18) for the non-null case comes from

the term −kµuµ, where uµ is the velocity of the observer, which depends on the

choice of observers. Since the term kµu
µ is a scalar that depends on the observers,

it does not change under the contractions required to get the energy-momentum

tensor. We can define the δ-function of part of the energy-momentum tensor as

TαβΣ = (−kµuµ)−1Sαβδ(τ) . (4.15)

As such we can write

R(Σ)αβγδ = (−kµuµ)−1Aαβγδδ(τ) (4.16)

⇒ Aαβγδ = −([Γαδβ]kγ − [Γαγβ]kδ) (4.17)

⇒ Sαβ = 1
8π (Aαβ − 1

2Ag
αβ) , (4.18)

where Aαβ = Aµαµβ and A = Aµµ. When contracting, we raise or lower the indices of

Aαβγδ just like in the non-null case by raising or lowering the indices before calculating

the jump in connection across Σ. Using the definition of the Christoffel-symbol (3.7)

and (4.7), we get

[Γαβγ] = −1
2(γαβ kγ + γαγ kβ − γβγk

α) . (4.19)

Substituting (4.19) in (4.17), we get

Aαβγδ = 1
2
(
γαδ kβkγ − γδβk

αkγ − γαγ kβkδ + γγβk
αkδ

)
. (4.20)

Contracting the first and the 3rd indices, we get

Aαβ ≡ Aµαµβ = 1
2(kαγµβkµ + kβγµαk

µ − γµµkαkβ) . (4.21)
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With further contraction we get

A ≡ Aνν = 1
2(2kνγµν kµ − γµµk

νkν) (4.22)

A = γµνk
νkµ . (4.23)

Using the contractions above we get the energy-momentum tensor of Σ (4.15), up

to a factor of (−kµuµ)−1,

Sαβ = 1
8π (Aαβ − 1

2Ag
αβ) (4.24)

= 1
16π (kαγµβkµ + kβγµ

αkµ − γµµk
αkβ − γµνk

νkµgαβ) . (4.25)

To simplify Sαβ, we first do the following expansion using the completeness relation

(2.13):

γµ
αkµ = γµνk

µgαν (4.26)

= −(γµνkµN ν)kα − (γµνkµkν)Nα + (σABγµνkµeνB)eαA . (4.27)

The completeness relation also gives us

−2γµνkµNν = γµµ − σABγµνe
µ
Ae

ν
B . (4.28)

Defining γA ≡ γαβe
α
Ak

β and γAB ≡ γµνe
µ
Ae

ν
B and substituting (4.28) into (4.27), we

get

γµ
αkµ = 1

2(γµµ − σABγAB)kα + (σABγB)eαA − (γµνkµkν)Nα . (4.29)

Using (4.29) we can simplify (4.25),

Sαβ = 1
16π

(
−σABγABkαkβ + σABγB(kαeβA − eαAk

β) − γµνk
µkνσABeαAe

β
B

)
(4.30)

= µkαkβ + jA(kαeβA + eαAk
β) + pσABeαAe

β
B , (4.31)

where

µ ≡ − 1
16π (σABγAB) (4.32)
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can be interpreted as the surface density of the shell,

jA ≡ 1
16π (σABγB) (4.33)

as the surface current, and

p ≡ − 1
16π (γαβkαkβ) (4.34)

as the pressure [1]. While the energy-momentum tensor of the shell is tangent to

Σ it is not worthwhile to decompose it like in the non-null case (3.38). This is

because we already have the energy-momentum tensor of the surface in terms of

the quantities we can measure: the surface density, the surface current, and the

pressure. The physically observable quantities are given by multiplying the base

quantities by (−kµuµ)−1, for example

µphysical = (−kµuµ)−1µ . (4.35)

We can write the quantities µ, jA, and p in terms of the jump in transverse

curvature

[Cab] = [−Γγαβ]Nγe
α
ae

β
b , (4.36)

which using (2.7) and (4.19) becomes

[Cab] = 1
2γαβe

α
ae

β
b , (4.37)

giving us

[CAB] = 1
2γαβe

α
Ae

β
B = 1

2γAB ⇒ µ = − 1
8πσ

AB[CAB] (4.38)

[CλB] = 1
2γαβk

αeβB = 1
2γB ⇒ jA = 1

8πσ
AB[CλB] (4.39)

[Cλλ] = 1
2γαβk

αkβ ⇒ p = − 1
8π [Cλλ] . (4.40)

By writing the surface quantities in terms of the jump in transverse curvature we

have completed the thin shell formalism for null shells.
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Having completed the thin shell formalism, there is one thing left to do: apply

it to calculations. In the next chapter, we will apply the thin shell formalism to

calculate the junction conditions for two spherically symmetric spacetimes joined

by a singular null hypersurface.



5. Stationary lightlike shells in

spherical geometries

As an example of the thin shell formalism developed in the section 4, we will calcu-

late the junction conditions for stationary spherical null shells in general spherically

symmetric geometries. As a concrete example, we will use these results to calcu-

late the junction conditions for the stationary null shell soldering interior de Sitter

spacetime with exterior Reissner–Nordström spacetime.

The stationary null shell is interesting in that having a continuous parameter

across the spacetime (usually the radius r) is an initial condition and does not tell

us if the soldering of the spacetime is affine or not [13]. This is in contrast to

non-stationary null shells, for which a continuous parameter across the hypersurface

means that the connection is affine. For stationary null shells, we can define different

kinds of solderings corresponding to shells with different physical characteristics,

such as different surface quantities.

5.1 Junction conditions for the general spheri-

cally symmetric metrics

We will be using the Eddington–Finkelstein coordinates, that has the advanced time

u and the retarded time v. These are defined as u = t + r∗ and v = t − r∗, with

30
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r∗ =

∫ dr
f(r) , where f(r) is the function that appears in the spherically symmetric

metric of the form ds2 = f(r)dt2 + f(r)−1dr2 + r2dΩ2 [15]. For our use case in this

section, it is enough to use only the advanced time u.

The general spherically symmetric metric is, in terms of advanced time u,

ds2 = −eψdu(feψdu+ 2ζdr) + r2dΩ2 , (5.1)

where ψ and f are functions of u and r [13]. ζ is a sign factor which is +1 if r

increases towards the future along a ray u = const [13]. For example the function

f(u,r) for static Reissner–Nordström spacetime is fRN(r) = 1 − 2m
r

+ e2

r2 and for

static de Sitter spacetime it is fdS(r) = 1 − 8
3πρ0r

2.

We now consider a stationary shell Σ, for which we have f±(u, r) = 0 at the

soldering radius of r = r0 common to both geometries of the form (5.1). The induced

metric of Σ is

σABdθ
A ⊗ dθB = r2dΩ2 , (5.2)

where σAB is the metric of Σ from (4.4). Since Σ is null, we get the conditions

ds2 = 0 and dΩ2 = 0. This gives us the relation between u and r at Σ,
(
f(u, r)eψ(u,r)du

) ∣∣∣
r=r0

= (−2ζdr)
∣∣∣
r=r0

(5.3)

⇒ ∂r

∂u

∣∣∣
r=r0

= −ζ

2(f(u, r)eψ(u,r))
∣∣∣
r=r0

. (5.4)

Note that while the function f(u,r) is zero at r = r0, the derivatives of f(u,r) aren’t

necessarily zero. This is why we only set r = r0 at the end of the calculations.

The integral of the equation (5.4) gives us the equation Φ(xα) = 0 that defines

the hypersurface in the coordinates xα. We do not need to integrate this to get the

junction conditions since it is easier to get them using the parametric equations that

describe Σ. The intrinsic coordinates of Σ are ya = (λ, θ, ϕ), with the parametric

equations

u = λ & θ = θ & ϕ = ϕ . (5.5)
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The null vector is then

kα = ∂xα(ya)
∂λ

∣∣∣
r=r0

(5.6)

= (1, ∂r
∂u

∣∣∣
r=r0

, 0, 0) . (5.7)

The transverse null vector, given by the condition NαNα = 0 and kαNα = −1, is

Nα = (0, 1, 0, 0)ζe−ψ
∣∣∣
r=r0

. (5.8)

The spacelike tangent basis vectors of Σ are

eα2 = (0, 0, 1, 0) & eα3 = (0, 0, 0, 1) . (5.9)

Now that we have the necessary vectors along with the metric, we can calculate

the junction conditions using the equation (4.37): [Cab] = 1
2γαβe

α
ae

β
b , where γαβ =

[gαβ,η]Nη as defined in the equation (4.7). This means that we can write the second

fundamental forms on their respective sides as

⇒ C±
ab = 1

2(g±
αβ,ηN

η
±e

α
ae

β
b )
∣∣∣
r=r0

. (5.10)

Since from now on we will only be calculating on the shell Σ with r = r0, let’s

suppress the notation
∣∣∣
r=r0

until the end of the section. Looking at the metric (5.1)

and the null vectors (5.7) and (5.8) we see that the non-zero components of γαβ

are γ00, γ01, γ10, γ22 and γ00. Let’s start by calculating the components of C±
ab, the

component C±
λλ is

C±
λλ = 1

2g
±
αβ,ηN

η
±k

αkβ (5.11)

= 1
2g

±
00,1N

1
±k

0k0 + g±
01,1N

1
±k

0k1 (5.12)

= −1
2(e2ψ±

f±),rζ±e−ψ± + (−eψ±
ζ±),rζ±e−ψ± ∂r

∂u
(5.13)

= −1
2(f±

,r e
ψ± + 2f±eψ

± ∂ψ±

∂r
)ζ± − ∂ψ±

∂r

∂r

∂u
(5.14)

= −1
2f

±
,r ζ

±eψ
± + ∂ψ±

∂u
, (5.15)
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where in the last step we used (5.4) to get −f±eψ

± ∂ψ±

∂r
ζ± = 2∂ψ±

∂u
, the components

of C±
AB are

C±
AB = 1

2g
±
αβ,ηN

η
±e

α
Ae

β
B = 1

2g
±
AB,1N

1
± (5.16)

⇒ C±
22 = 1

2(r2),rζ±e−ψ± (5.17)

⇒ C±
33 = 1

2(r2 sin2 θ),rζ±e−ψ±
, (5.18)

(5.19)

and the component CλB is

C±
λB = 1

2g
±
αβ,ηN

η
±k

αeβB (5.20)

= 1
2g

±
αB,1N

1
±k

α = 0 . (5.21)

These give the junction conditions

[Cλλ] =
[
−1

2f,rζe
ψ + ∂ψ

∂u

]
(5.22)

[C22] = r0[ζe−ψ] (5.23)

[C33] = r0 sin2 θ[ζe−ψ] (5.24)

[CλB] = 0 . (5.25)

Using equations (4.38)–(4.40) we get the surface quantities of the null shell:

the surface density is

µ = − 1
8πσ

AB[CAB] (5.26)

⇒ 4πr0µ = −[ζe−ψ] , (5.27)

the pressure is

p = − 1
8π [Cλλ] (5.28)

⇒ 8πp = −
[
−1

2f,rζe
ψ + ∂ψ

∂u

]
, (5.29)
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and the current is

jA = 0 . (5.30)

We have arrived at exactly the same result as Barrabes and Israel in their paper

[13]. From this result, we can see that the surface current is always zero for a null

stationary shell with spherical geometry and that the junction conditions depend

on the soldering parameter ψ(u, r), the radial derivative of the function f(u,r), and

the sign factor ζ.

For everywhere-static spacetimes, where there is no radial energy flow, we can

simplify with ψ = ψ(u) and f = f(r) [13]. From here on out we assume our examples

to be with everywhere-static spacetimes.

5.1.1 Different types of solderings

As mentioned earlier, we can freely choose the soldering type via the function ψ(u)

and these solderings correspond to different kinds of shells. Two examples are static

soldering, where we choose ψ±(u) = 0, and affine soldering, where the soldering

parameter u is an affine parameter such that the surface pressure vanishes. Using

the equations (5.27) and (5.29), we get the surface quantities

4πr0µ = −[ζ] & 8πp = 1
2[ζf,r] (5.31)

for static soldering [13]. For affine soldering we have e−ψ = −κ0ζ(u − u0)—by

integrating equation (5.29) with the condition that the pressure vanish—with κ0 =
1
2
∂f
∂r

∣∣∣∣
r=r0

and u0 = const, which, using the equations (5.27) and (5.29), gives us the

conditions [13]

4πr0µ = [κ0(u− u0)] & 8πp = 0 . (5.32)

We see that the junction conditions look very different for the two soldering types

and they indeed describe shells with different physical characteristics. The difference
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in physical characteristics comes from the shells having different surface quantities.

We can see from equations (5.31) that the statically soldered shell has non-zero

surface density and non-zero pressure. In contrast, equations (5.32) tell us that the

affinely soldered shell has zero pressure, and surface density that is different from the

surface density of the statically soldered shell. The pressure and the surface density

of the statically soldered shell are time-independent while the affinely soldered shell

has time-dependent surface density [13].

Now that we have derived the surface quantities of the stationary null shell

soldering two general spherically symmetric spacetimes, we are left with presenting

an example.

5.2 De Sitter interior in Reissner–Nordström ex-

terior

For a concrete example, let us examine a Reissner–Nordström (RN) exterior with

a de Sitter (dS) interior shown in Figure 5.1. The null shell Σ separating the dS

interior with RN exterior is along ABC in Figure 5.1. Let us first investigate the

segment AB, where we have the dS interior being in the future of the RN exterior.

Since the dS interior is to the future of the segment AB, we have dS spacetime as

V + and the Region II of RN spacetime to the past of segment AB as V −.

We start by listing the function f(r) in the metric (5.1) for both the dS interior

and the RN exterior. For dS spacetime we have [13]

fdS(r) = 1 − 8
3πρ0r

2 = 1 − r2

r2
0

. (5.33)

For RN spacetime we have [13]

fRN(r) = 1 − 2m
r

+ e2

r2 . (5.34)
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Since we want to look at a stationary null shell, we have f±(r0) = 0, which gives us

the relation [13]

2mr0 = r2
0 + e2 . (5.35)

Along the segment AB in Figure 5.1, we have fdS(r) = f+(r), fRN(r) = f−(r),

ζ+ = −1, and ζ− = +1 [13]. Since we have a choice in the type of soldering, let’s

compute the junction conditions for static and affine solderings.

5.2.1 Static soldering

In the case of static soldering, using the first equation from (5.31), we get the surface

density of Σ along the segment AB:

4πr0µ = −(−1 − 1) (5.36)

µ = (2πr0)−1 . (5.37)

Using the second equation from (5.31) and the relation (5.35), we get the pressure

along the segment AB:

8πp = 1
2(−f+

,r − f−
,r )
∣∣∣
r=r0

(5.38)

= 1
2

(
−
(

−2 r
r2

0

)
−
(

2m
r2 − 2e

2

r3

)) ∣∣∣∣∣
r=r0

(5.39)

=
(

1
r0

− m

r2
0

+ e2

r3
0

)
= m

r2
0

. (5.40)

These are the results for the segment AB. Along the segments BC, we have the

dS interior being to the past of Σ and the RN exterior being to the future of Σ.

Because of this, both the surface density µ and the surface pressure p change sign at

the point B and are negative along the segment BC [13]. This result is unphysical

since it produces negative energies. The negative energies can be prevented, but it

requires an ad hoc intervention by a momentary infinite surface tension at point B

and this still leads to Σ being unphysical [13].
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Mj
Figure 5.1: Penrose diagram for the de Sitter interior (dS) joined with Reissner–Nordström

(RN) exterior. The diagram for the RN exterior is part of the maximally extended diagram. The

coordinates r± are solutions to fRN (r) = 0, such that r± = m ± (m2 − e2) 1
2 , and are not to be

confused as being coordinates on either side of a hypersurface. r+ = r0, because of the way we

constructed the spacetime and since f(r0) = 0. The dS interior is to the future of Region II of the

RN exterior connected via the segment AB of the null shell ABC and it is to the past of Region II

of the RN exterior connected via the segment BC of the null shell ABC. For more detail regarding

the Reissner–Nordström spacetime see [15].
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5.2.2 Affine soldering

While the static soldering leads to an unphysical result, the affine soldering is dif-

ferent since the surface density is time-dependent. Using the junction conditions

for the affine soldering from (5.32), we get the following pressure and the surface

density along the segment AB in Figure 5.1:

p = 0 (5.41)

4πr0µ =
(1

2f
+
,r (u− u+

0 ) − 1
2f

−
,r (u− u−

0 )
) ∣∣∣

r=r0
(5.42)

= − 1
r0

(u− u+
0 ) − 1

r0

(
1 − m

r0

)
(u− u−

0 ) (5.43)

⇒ 4πr3
0µ = −(2r0 −m)u+ r0u

+
0 + (r0 −m)u−

0 , (5.44)

where the variables u+
0 and u−

0 are constants that depend on the initial conditions.

Along the segment BC, we again have the dS interior to the past of Σ and the RN

exterior to the future. This makes dS interior V − and RN exterior V + along the

segment BC. Doing a calculation identical to the one for segment AB using the

equations (5.32), we get, along the segment BC,

p = 0 (5.45)

4πr3
0µ = (2r0 −m)u− r0u

−
1 + (r0 −m)u+

1 , (5.46)

where u±
1 are constants different from the constants u±

0 and also depend on the

initial conditions. This result doesn’t make Σ unphysical, since we can have µ = 0

at point B, and due to initial conditions, it is possible to have µ ≥ 0 along the whole

segment ABC of the Σ [13].

While the statically soldered Σ couldn’t join a dS interior with an RN exterior,

as shown in Figure 5.1, the affinely soldered Σ could join these two spacetimes

together. This concludes our example of how to use the thin shell formalism to

calculate the surface quantities for different shells. In the next chapter, we list some

applications of the thin shell formalism.



6. Applications of thin shell

formalism

So far we have formulated the junction conditions and seen an example of how to

use thin shell formalism to calculate the properties of a thin shell. In this chapter,

we will look at some of the applications of thin shell formalism.

6.1 Cosmological phase transitions

The thin shell formalism is useful when studying phase transitions in the early

universe, for example, in inflation [13]. When two phases exist, the wall separating

them can be approximated as a thin shell, or a bubble, to a first approximation

[13,16]. These bubbles can be timelike, spacelike, or null depending on the situation.

The junction conditions can also be used to study the collision of the bubbles, which

could leave a detectable impact on the cosmic microwave background radiation [17–

23]. For a review of bubble collisions see [24].

6.2 Black hole dynamics

The thin shell formalism can be used to do calculations regarding black hole dy-

namics. For example, the Oppenheimer Snyder collapse [25] can be modeled using

the junction conditions for a timelike hypersurface with the exterior metric being

39
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Schwarzschild and the interior metric being Friedmann–Lemaître–Robertson–Walker

(FLRW) [1]. We can also model the changes in black holes with thin shell formalism,

for an example calculation regarding accreting black hole see Chapter 3.11.7 of [1].

Another interesting but speculative use of the junction conditions is the idea

of a black hole universe. According to this idea, our universe could be inside a black

hole, since it is possible to construct spacetimes with exterior Schwarzschild metric

with interior FLRW metric [26].

6.3 Brane world Cosmology

The Israel junction conditions are also used in Brane world cosmology [27,28]. In

Brane world cosmology the observable universe is on a hypersurface (called brane)

which is embedded in a higher dimensional spacetime (called bulk) [28]. In this

model the standard model particles are confined in the brane [28]. For a review of

the brane world cosmology see the paper [28].



7. Conclusions

This thesis has presented the junction conditions for soldering two different space-

times together and the thin shell formalism associated with it. We have learned that

demanding the distributional connection to be well-defined leads to the first junc-

tion condition and demanding the Riemann tensor to be regular leads to the second

junction condition. We can also let the Riemann tensor be singular since it describes

a case where the hypersurface separating the two spacetimes has an infinitesimally

thin layer of matter. The junction conditions and the thin shell formalism were

derived separately for null and non-null hypersurfaces.

After deriving the thin shell formalism we put it to use by deriving the junction

conditions for two general spherically symmetric metrics being joined by a stationary

null hypersurface and showed a concrete example by calculating soldering of interior

de Sitter spacetime with exterior Reissner–Nordström spacetime. We also briefly

mentioned the practical applications of the thin shell formalism.

While we have derived the junction conditions of two spacetimes being sol-

dered, we only considered the situation with the metric field. We have not covered

the junction conditions for the other fields such as scalar fields and gauge fields,

since they are out of the scope of the thesis. For those interested to read more

about them the following resources can be consulted [29,30].
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A. Appendices

A.1 Appendix 1

We want to prove that for non-null hypersurface [Γγab] = 0 is enough for the Riemann

tensor to be regular. Since [Γγαβ] = 0 ⇒ Aγβαδ = 0, it is enough to show that there

exists a gauge where [Γγab] = 0 ⇒ [Γγαβ] = 0 and that Aγβαδ is gauge invariant.

From (3.29) we have

[Γγαβ] = 1
2(κγαnβ + κγβnα − καβn

γ) (A.1)

⇒ [Γγab] = −1
2κabn

γ . (A.2)

It follows that [Γγab] = 0 ⇔ κab = 0, so it is enough to prove κab = 0 ⇒ καβ = 0. It

turns out that for non-null shells the components of καβ that are not κab can always

be set to zero via gauge transformation, since καβ has gauge degree of freedom [13].

Therefore we can say that there exists a gauge where καβ = 0 ⇔ κab = 0. In this

gauge, we have [Γγαβ] = 0 ⇔ [Γγab] = 0. Since

Aαβγδ = ε
(
[Γαδβ]nγ − [Γαγβ]nδ

)
(A.3)

is gauge-independent, we can say [Γγab] = 0 is enough for the Riemann tensor to be

regular. To confirm this we will show that Aαβγδ is indeed gauge-independent.

The gauge transformation of of καβ is καβ → κ′
αβ = καβ + λ(αnβ), where

λ(αnβ) = λβnα + λαnβ and λα is some four-vector on the hypersurface [13]. This
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gives us the gauge transformation of [Γγαβ],

[Γγαβ]′ = 1
2(κ′

αδg
δγnβ + κ′

βδg
δγnα − κ′

αβn
γ) (A.4)

= [Γγαβ] + (λ(αnδ)g
γδnβ + λ(βnδ)g

γδnα − λ(αnβ)n
γ) (A.5)

= [Γγαβ] + λγn(αnβ) . (A.6)

This gives us the gauge transformation of (A.3),

A
′α
βγδ = ε

(
[Γαδβ]′nγ − [Γαγβ]′nδ

)
(A.7)

= Aαβγδ + ελα(nγn(δnβ) − nδn(γnβ)) (A.8)

= Aαβγδ . (A.9)

As we can see Aαβγδ is gauge invariant. This means that if [Γγab] = 0, the Riemann

tensor is regular.

A.2 Appendix 2

We want to prove that [gαβ,γ]eγa = 0 , i.e. [gαβ,γ] is only directed along nγ.

We start from the first junction conditions and the definition of the derivative

for a function f(x),

f ′(x) ≡ lim
h→0

f(x+ h) − f(x)
h

≡ lim
h→0

∆f(x)
h

. (A.10)

The first junction condition says [gαβ] = 0, i.e. the value of the metric on the

hypersurface Σ is the same on both sides. We now look at the hypersurface Σ in

Figure (A.1). At point A we have g+
αβ

∣∣∣
ΣA

= g−
αβ

∣∣∣
ΣA

. And at point B, such that

the distance between A and B is infinitesimally small h, we have g+
αβ

∣∣∣
ΣB

= g−
αβ

∣∣∣
ΣB

.

Because of this, we can write

g+
αβ

∣∣∣
ΣA

− g+
αβ

∣∣∣
ΣB

= g−
αβ

∣∣∣
ΣA

− g−
αβ

∣∣∣
ΣB

(A.11)

∆g+
αβ

∣∣∣
Σ

= ∆g−
αβ

∣∣∣
Σ

. (A.12)
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=IIII .
Figure A.1: Two points A and B in a hypersurface Σ. The distance between A and B is h and

it is infinitesimal.

The tangential derivative of the metric is

g
′+
αβ

∣∣∣
Σ

= lim
h→0

∆g+
αβ

∣∣∣
Σ

h
. (A.13)

Now the difference in the tangential derivative across Σ, using (A.12), is

[
g

′+
αβ

∣∣∣
Σ

]
= lim

h→0

∆g+
αβ

∣∣∣
Σ

h
− lim

h→0

∆g−
αβ

∣∣∣
Σ

h
(A.14)

= lim
h→0

∆g+
αβ

∣∣∣
Σ

− ∆g−
αβ

∣∣∣
Σ

h
(A.15)

= 0 . (A.16)

So the tangential derivative is always continuous due to the first junction condition.

The only discontinuity can be along the normal direction, which means that we can

write

[gαβ,γ] = καβnγ . (A.17)
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