
Black hole interactions at large D: brane blobology

Ryotaku Suzukia,b
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Abstract

In the large dimension (D) limit, Einstein’s equation reduces to an effective theory on the

horizon surface, drastically simplifying the black hole analysis. Especially, the effective

theory on the black brane has been successful in describing the non-linear dynamics not

only of black branes, but also of compact black objects which are encoded as solitary

Gaussian-shaped lumps, blobs. For a rigidly rotating ansatz, in addition to axisymmetric

deformed branches, various non-axisymmetric solutions have been found, such as black

bars, which only stay stationary in the large D limit.

In this article, we demonstrate the blob approximation has a wider range of applica-

bility by formulating the interaction between blobs and subsequent dynamics. We identify

that this interaction occurs via thin necks connecting blobs. Especially, black strings are

well captured in this approximation sufficiently away from the perturbative regime. Highly

deformed black dumbbells and ripples are also found to be tractable in the approximation.

By defining the local quantities, the effective force acting on distant blobs are evaluated

as well. These results reveal that the large D effective theory is capable of describing not

only individual black holes but also the gravitational interactions between them, as a full

dynamical theory of interactive blobs, which we call brane blobology.
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1 Introduction

Black holes in higher dimensions exhibit colorful dynamics, in which horizons are stretched,

bent and even pinched off [1]. Remarkably, elongated horizons generically exhibit a long

wave length instability, the Gregory-Laflamme (GL) type instability [2,3], which can evolve

to horizon pinch-off accompanied by the appearance of a naked curvature singularity

illustrating a generic violation of strong cosmic censorship [4–6]. On the other hand,

the same dynamics produces numerous stationary deformed solution branches coming out

from the onset of the instability.

The large spacetime dimension limit, or the large D limit [7,8] is an efficient approach

to investigate such distinctive features of higher dimensional gravity. In the large D limit,

black hole dynamics splits into two sectors with separate scales about the horizon scale

r0:

Decoupled sector ‘Slow’ dynamics with frequencies ofO (1/r0), which is confined within

a thin layer near the horizon, and contains GL-like self-gravitational deformations.

Non-decoupled sector ‘Fast’ dynamics with the gradient of O (D/r0), which corre-

sponds to the radiative degrees of freedom in the time domain, as well as strong

or short-scale horizon deformation in the space domain.

Due to its non-perturbative-in-1/D nature, the common framework has not been estab-

lished for the fast dynamics.1 On the other hand, the slow dynamics is successfully re-

formulated into an effective theory of collective degrees of freedom on the horizon surface

which is perturbative in 1/D [11–15]. So far, the large D effective theory approach has

been applied to solve various black hole problems with or without Maxwell charge, cos-

mological constant, and even Gauss-Bonnet correction [16–30].

The large D effective theory of black branes also admits Gaussian-shaped solitary

lumps2, or blobs, which encode compact black objects on a planer black brane [31]. In the

blob solution, the Gaussian tail in the asymptotic region is expected to be matched with

the equatorial part of black objects. In the rigidly rotating setup, this blob approximation

has made it possible to find a large variety of stationary deformed black holes bifurcating

from the Myers-Perry family, such as black bars, ripples, dumbbells and flowers [31–33].

It is also possible to have multiple blobs, where each blob travels almost independently

until they collide to merge or split [34–36]. One should bear in mind that, in the multiple

configuration, the leading order theory does not resolve whether or not the horizon is

actually joined or split, since the thickness between blobs can be arbitrary thin. When

1/D corrections are included, the thin region leads to a breakdown of the 1/D expansion

indicating disconnected horizons.

1Though, recent studies [9, 10] sheded some light on this sector.
2Blobs are almost solitons except that the collision does not preserve the number of blobs due to the

thermalization by the viscosity.
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Figure 1: Effective force between blobs in the large D effective theory.

In the large D limit, the gravitational force from a black hole is suppressed non-

perturbatively in 1/D except in the thin near horizon region, and hence the interaction

between black holes is typically negligible in the 1/D-expansion. The blobs, nevertheless,

can weakly interact each other. For example, in the collision between two blobs at large

impact parameter, it has been observed that the two blobs orbit several rounds before they

collide or split away, as if they are attracted to each [36]. It has also been noticed that black

dumbbells that are highly deformed form a multiple binary of separate blobs, and black

ripples resemble multiple concentric ring-shaped blobs [33]. In all of these configurations,

there are blobs connected by thin neck regions. Since the blobs are rotating, the centrifugal

forces should be sustained by a certain attraction between blobs. These interactions can be

understood by regarding multiple blobs as either of black holes whose horizons are almost

touching (so that near horizons have some overlap) or large lumps on a single black object

which are connected to each other by thin necks. As mentioned above, to leading order

at large D, it is not possible to strictly distinguish if two blobs connected by a thin neck

are different black holes, or part of the same one.

In this article, we formulate analytical descriptions for the blob-blob interaction by

resolving thin neck regions between blobs. The resulting formula is written as a trans-

series with respect to the distance between blobs. Remarkably, we can approximate the

effective attraction force between two blobs mediated by the thin neck (figure 1)

F (r) '
√
MAMB r

2

2
√

2π
e−

r2

8 , (1.1)

where MA and MB are the blob mass and r is the distance between blobs.

This article is organized as follows. In section 3, we revisit the non-uniform black string

analysis in the highly deformed regime by expanding in small tension. In sections 4 and

5, highly deformed black dumbbells and ripples are studied by using the same technique

in the limit of zero rotation Ω → 0. In section 6, we formulate the effective kinematics

of blobs by defining localized variables for each blob, and then derive the approximate

equation of motion for blobs. We summarize and discuss the possible extension of the

result in section 7.
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Brane blobology

The term ’brane blobology’ was introduced in [36], as a pun on the brain blobology in the

neuroscience. However, we do not claim any scientific relation.

2 Large D effective theory

In this section, the large D effective theory on the black brane is briefly reviewed [11–15,

37,38]. The effective theory of the p-brane is embedded in a D = p+ 3 + n background3

ds2 = −dt2 + dr2 +
1

n
dxidxi + r2dΩ2

n+1 (2.1)

where i = 1, . . . , p and dΩ2
n+1 is Sn+1-metric. Here, we set the physical horizon scale

r0 = 1. Assuming n ' D, it is convenient to expand by 1/n instead of 1/D. The 1/n

scaling for x coordinates is introduced to capture the nonlinear dynamics along those

directions. In the large D limit, the entire spacetime geometry is described in terms of the

collective degrees of freedom : the mass density m(t, x) and momentum density pi(t, x).

By introducing the velocity field pi = mvi + ∂im, the effective equation take the form of

fluid equations,

∂tm+∇i(mvi) = 0, ∂t(mv
i) +∇j(mvivj + τ ij) = 0, (2.2)

τij := −mδij − 2m∇(ivj) −m∇i∇j logm

where the indices are raised and lowered with the flat spacial metric δij and ∇i is the

covariant derivative for δij . The quasi-local stress tensor for the p-brane is given by

T tt = m, T ti = mvi, T ij = mvivj + τ ij ,

τij = −2m∂(ivj) −mδij −m∂i∂j logm, (2.3)

where the actual dimensionful stress tensor is given by

Tµν :=
(n+ 1)Ωn+1

16πG
Tµν . (2.4)

The effective equation (2.2) is equivalent to the conservation of this tensor

∂µT
µν = 0. (2.5)

The physical quantities of the black brane are given by integrating the stress tensor4

M =

∫
Rp

T ttdpx, Pi =

∫
Rp

T tidpx, Jij =

∫
Rp

(xiT
t
j − xjT tj)dpx. (2.6)

3Throughout this article, we focus on the vacuum, asymptotically-flat spacetime. The extension to the

Einstein-Maxwell theory and inclusion of the cosmological constant will be discussed in section 7.
4For simplicity, the spacial scaling 1/n in eq. (2.1) is omitted from the volume integral
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Gaussian blobs Besides ordinary brane solutions, this equation exhibits stable Gaus-

sian solutions, or blobs. For p = 2, the general rotating blob solution is given by

m(t, z) = m0 exp

(
−(x− ut− b)2

2(1 + a2)

)
, vi(t, z) = ui +

a

1 + a2
εij(x

j − ujt). (2.7)

where a corresponds to the spin parameter of the singly spinning Myers-Perry black hole, ui

and bi are arbitrary constants reflecting the boost invariance and Galilean symmetry of the

system. In this article, these strict Gaussian solutions are called as Gaussian blobs apart

from other deformed blob solutions. For general blob solutions, we only assume regularity

and Gaussian-type fall off in the asymptotic region so that the physical quantities remains

finite.

Rigidly rotating solutions With the rigidly rotating ansatz

(∂t + vi∂i)m = 0, ∂tv
i = 0, ∇(ivj) = 0, (2.8)

the effective equation is integrated to the soap bubble equation [31]

∇2R+
1

2
(∇R)2 +R+

1

2
v2 = C, (2.9)

where C is an integration constant fixing the mass scale andR = logm denotes the horizon

radius as5

rH ' m
1
D ' 1 +

1

D
R. (2.10)

3 Highly deformed non-uniform black strings

Let us start by revisiting the black string analysis in the 1+1 effective theory [11,12,16,22].

The effective equation for the static black string is given by

R′′(z) +
1

2
R′(z)2 +R(z) = C, (3.1)

where the constant C determines the mass scale. The spacetime is compactified in the z

coordinate with a period L. Multiplying by eR(z)R′(z), this can be integrated to(
1

2
R′2 +R− 1− C

)
eR = −τ, (3.2)

where τ is the string tension, which coincides with τzz in the stress tensor (2.3). The lower

tension leads to higher non-uniformity of the solution. Without loss of generality, we fix

C = 0 in the following analysis, in which the non-uniform black strings are obtained for

0 < τ < 1, and the uniform string at the bifurcation point for τ = 1. At the zero tension

limit τ → 0, the period L goes to infinity and the solution goes to the strict Gaussian blob

R(z) = 1− z2

2
. (3.3)

5The event horizon and apparent horizon are degenerately equal to m
1
D in the leading order.
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The mass of black string is defined by the integration over the period,

M :=

∫ L
2

−L
2

eR(z)dz. (3.4)

In particular, the Gaussian blob mass is given by the Gaussian integral

M0 :=

∫ ∞
−∞

e1− z2

2 dz =
√

2π e. (3.5)

Once the solution (R(z; τ), τ) is obtained, the mass scale is easily recovered by

R(z; τ)→ RC(z; τC) = R(z; e−CτC) + C, M→MC = eCM, τ → τC = eCτ. (3.6)

3.1 Gaussian blob with small tension

Assuming τ � 1, the solution should be expanded from the zero tension Gaussian blob

R(z) = 1− 1

2
z2 + τ δR(z). (3.7)

The linear correction is solved by

δR(z) = −e−1+ z2

2 + e−1

√
π

2
z erfi(z/

√
2). (3.8)

In the mass profile, this correction falls off much slower than the Gaussian at large z

m(z) = eR(z) ' e1− z2

2 +
τ

z2
, (3.9)

where the perturbation breaks down. However, we will see the solution is smoothly con-

tinued to the neck waist solution where these two terms become comparable.

3.2 Neck waist

Since the period L becomes large at τ → 0, we study the neck region with the expansion

from L = ∞. By numerically solving the effective equation for the small tension, we

observe that the long Gaussian tail which stretches as L is smoothly connected to a short

waist which shrinks as L−1 (figure 2). The amplitude of the waist is also estimated by

eq. (3.3) as R ' −L2/8. From this observation, we introduce another scaling on the neck

waist

R = −1

8
L2 + R̄(ξ), z = ±L

2
+

2ξ

L
. (3.10)

Plugging this into the effective equation (3.1), we obtain

R̄′′(ξ) +
1

2
R̄′(ξ)2 − 1

2
= − 4

L2
R̄(ξ). (3.11)

This equation can be solved by expanding R̄(ξ) with 1/L2,

R̄(ξ) =
∞∑
i=0

L−2iR̄i(ξ). (3.12)
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Figure 2: A mass profile of the non-uniform black string with R(0) = −15. The Gaussian

solution is plotted by the blue dashed curve.

Since eq. (3.11) only includes the derivative terms in the leading order, we always have a

translation degree of freedom at each order, which is used to set the minimum at ξ = 0.

This also sets the solution to be symmetric in ξ → −ξ. In the leading order, the solution

becomes

R̄0(ξ) = r̄0 + 2 log cosh(ξ/2), (3.13)

where r̄0 is an integration constant which contributes to the minimum value at the neck.

The leading order solution has the following asymptotic behavior at ξ → ±∞,

R̄0(ξ) ' ±ξ + r̄0 − 2 log 2 + 2e−|ξ|. (3.14)

This gives the match with the Gaussian blobs (3.3) at both sides z = ±L/2,

− L2

8
+ R̄0(ξ) +O

(
L−2

)
' −1

2

(
L

2
∓ 2ξ

L

)2

+ r̄0 − 2 log 2 +O
(
e−|ξ|, L−2

)
, (3.15)

where the matching region is given by 1 � ξ � L. The match with the Gaussian

solution (3.3) determines the integration constant

r̄0 = 1 + 2 log 2, (3.16)

which gives the neck minimum up to O
(
L0
)
,

Rmin = −L
2

8
+ 1 + 2 log 2 +O

(
L−2

)
. (3.17)

Since the tension is given by the minimum value, we can express the tension in terms of

the compactification length,

τ = (1−Rmin)eRmin ' 1

2
L2e1−L2

8 . (3.18)

Inversely, the scale L is expressed by the tension

L ' 2
√
−2W−1(−τ/(4e)), (3.19)
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Figure 3: The tension for given period L. The gray curve represents the numerical result.

The red curve is given by the perturbative expansion in the small non-uniformity up to

8-th order. The blue dotted, dashed and solid curves correspond the blob approximation

up to LO, NLO and NNLO in eq. (3.22), respectively.

where W−1(x) is the lower branch of the Lambert W function. At the limit τ → 0, the

scale L admits a logarithmic dependence to the tension,

L ' 2
√
−2 log τ . (3.20)

By repeating the procedure, we can improve the expansion in 1/L2,

Rmin = −L
2

8
+ 1 + 2 log 2 +

1

L2

(
2π2

3
+ 16 log 2

)
+

1

L4

(
64π2

3
+ 96ζ(3) + 128(log2 2 + log 2)

)
+O

(
L−6

)
, (3.21)

τ =
L2

2
e1−L2

8

(
1 +

2π2

3L2
+

16π2 + 2π4/9 + 96ζ(3)

L4
+O

(
L−6

))
. (3.22)

The detail of the calculation is given in Appendix A. In figure 3, we compare the tension

with the numerical calculation, together with the perturbatively constructed result from

the uniform solution.

Match with O(τ)-correction Given the relation between the tension and compactifi-

cation scale, we can evaluate the behavior of the correction to the Gaussian blob (3.8) in

the matching region. For z →∞, eq. (3.8) has the asymptotic behavior

δR(z) = e−1

√
π

2
z erfi(z/

√
2)− e−1+ z2

2 ' 1

z2
e−1+ z2

2 (1 +O
(
z−2
)
). (3.23)

Expanding at z = ±L/2 + ξ/L with eq. (3.18), the correction term is shown to be O
(
L0
)
,

τδR ' 2e−|ξ| +O
(
τ, L−2

)
. (3.24)

This gives a consistent match with eq. (3.14) atO
(
e−|ξ|

)
. Here, we should note thatO(τk)-

correction gives τkδ[k]R ∼ τke
kz2

2 ∼ e−k|ξ|, resulting in the similar consistent match up to

the relevant order in 1/L2.
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3.3 Phase diagram

Finally, we evaluate the total mass. The total mass is obtained by summing both contri-

butions from the blob and neck parts,

M =Mblob +Mneck. (3.25)

After the summation, the actual matching position should not appear in the result. The

contribution from the blob part is given by

Mblob = 2

∫ zc

0
dz

[
e1− z2

2 + τ

(√
π

2
z erfi(z/

√
2)− 1

)]
=
√

2πe−
√

2πe erfc(zc/
√

2)−
√

2πτe−
z2
c
2 erfi(zc/

√
2), (3.26)

where zc is a cut off of the integral. We set z = zc at some point in the matching region

zc =
L

2
− 2ξc

L
, (1� ξc � L). (3.27)

The asymptotic expansion at large L leads to

Mblob

M0
= 1− 2Le−

L2

8

√
2π

[
1 +

2

L2

(
π2

3
+ 2 + 2ξc + eξc

)
+O

(
τ, e−ξc , L−4

)]
, (3.28)

where eq. (3.22) is used and the mass is normalized by the Gaussian blob mass (3.5).

We take the terms up to the first sub-leading order in 1/L2 to see the cut off effect. It

turns out that O(τk)-correction also has the contribution of O(τke
(k−1)z2

c
2 ) = O

(
τe(1−k)ξc

)
,

which should cancel out with the neck terms. Here, we simply neglect O
(
e−ξc

)
-terms, so

that we do not have to care O
(
τk
)
-corrections for k > 1. For the neck part, we take the

solution up to LO in 1/L2,

Mneck

M0
=

2

M0

∫ L/2

zc

dzeR(z) =
16√
2πL

e−
L2

8

∫ ξc

0
dξ cosh2(ξ/2)

(
1 +O

(
L−2

))
=

4e−
L2

8

√
2πL

(
2ξc + eξc +O

(
e−ξc , L−2

))
. (3.29)

One can see that the cut off contributions in both expansions cancel out in the total mass.

Expanding up to one higher order in 1/L2, the same cancellation occurs (see Appendix.A.3)

and the total mass becomes

M
M0

= 1− 2Le−
L2

8

√
2π

[
1 +

4

L2

(
π2

6
+ 1

)
+

2(432ζ(3) + π4 + 60π2 − 72)

9L4
+O

(
L−6

)]
.

(3.30)

Using the effective equation, the mass-normalized, scale-invariant entropy [36] is given by

the total mass

S1 = − logM+ log(2π). (3.31)
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Figure 4: The mass and the mass-normalized, scale-invariant entropy of the nonuniform

black string for given period L. The gray and red curves correspond respectively to the

numerical result and perturbative expansion in the small non-uniformity up to 8-th order.

The blue dotted, dashed and solid curves are the blob approximation up to LO, NLO

and NNLO, respectively. The black dotted curve in the right panel is the scale-invariant

entropy of the uniform string given by S1 = log(2π/L).

where the scaling is fixed so that the uniform black string with L = 2π gives zero en-

tropy. These results approximate well the numerical result in the highly deformed regime

(figure 4).

Up to now, we have only considered the linear order correction of the tension. Including

higher orders of the tension will result in the trans-series of 1/L2 and e−
L2

8 , which will

require the knowledge of the trans-series expansion of error functions. One can notice

that, although the convergence of the 1/L2-expansion is not bad close to L = 2π, the

formula starts to disagree with the numerical result. This would also imply the presence

of correction terms in the trans-series expansion.

Lastly, we consider the limit L ∼
√
D, which gives a neck amplitude of R ∼ −D and

the 1/D expansion breaks down there. In this regime, the physical compactification length

reaches O (1), in which one can observe the smooth topology-changing transition by taking

the proper scaling on the neck [10]. On the other hand, eq. (A.10) reduces to a trans-series

expansion in 1/D and e−αD, which is consistent with the large D conifold analysis in which

the back reaction from the pinching region becomes non-perturbative in 1/D. This implies

the trans-series expansion in the blob approximation captures the smooth transition from

the decoupled to the non-decoupled sector in the topology-changing phase. In ref. [23],

trans-series in the perturbative and non-perturbative expansion in 1/D was also obtained

for non-decoupled quasinormal modes.

9



4 Highly deformed black dumbbells

The same analysis can be applied to the black dumbbells found in the 2+1 rigidly rotating

system [33]. Dumbbells are deformed branches bifurcating from the onsets of the instability

on the black bar. In ref. [33], dumbbells in highly deformed phase resemble arrays of

multiple Gaussian blobs almost separate from each other. The blobs are aligned in almost

equal distances logarithmically growing in Ω, which would imply a pinch-off transition to

the multiple spherical black holes. We show that these behaviors are actually described

by the interaction between blobs and necks.

4.1 Setup

The effective equation for the 2 + 1 rigidly rotating black brane is given by [31]

∂2
rR+

1

r
∂rR+

1

r2
∂2
φR+

1

2

(
(∂rR)2 +

1

r2
(∂φR)2

)
+R+

1

2
Ω2r2 = 0, (4.1)

where the solution is rigidly rotating asR(t, r, φ) = R(r, φ−Ω t). Black bars and dumbbells

are solved by introducing the co-rotating Cartesian coordinate,

x := r cos(φ− Ωt), y := r sin(φ− Ωt). (4.2)

The dumbbell branch is solved further assuming the separation of the variables R(x, y) =

`−2
⊥ (1− x2/2) +R(y), in which the equation reduces to

R′′(y) +
1

2
R′(y)2 +R(y) +

1

2
Ω2y2 = 0 (4.3)

where

`2⊥ :=
2

1 +
√

1− 4Ω2
. (4.4)

The dumbbells bifurcate from the onsets of the instability on the black bar at `−2
⊥ Ω−2 =

2N , where N is a positive integer. Since dumbbells produce N bumps which develop to

N separate blobs, we refer to each branch as N -dumbbells.

4.2 Blobs and necks

In the limit of Ω→ 0, eq. (4.3) reduces to the black string effective equation (3.1) and the

solution is locally approximated by a Gaussian blob

eR(y) = e1− 1
2

(y−Li)
2

+O
(
Ω2
)

(4.5)

where Li is the peak position of each blob. In the highly deformed phase, we assume

a dumbbell consists of N separate Gaussian blobs and the blobs are labeled by k =

−kmax, . . . , kmax := bN/2c from the negative end to the positive end (figure 5). The index

includes k = 0 for odd N .
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Figure 5: Schematic picture of the mass density for N = 4 dumbbell with the co-rotating

coordinate. Thin neck structures exist between blobs.

Now, we see the distance between blobs is determined by the balance between the neck

tension and rotation. By integrating eq. (4.3) multiplied by R′(z)eR(z) from a neck waist

yneck, we obtain[(
1

2
R′(y)2 +R(y)− 1

)
eR(y)

]∞
yneck

= −Ω2

2

∫ ∞
yneck

y2eR(y)R′(y)dy. (4.6)

Assuming the mass density falls off at |y| → ∞, the right hand side reproduces the black

string equation (3.2) near the neck, given the other part becomes constant. On the left

hand side, the integral picks up the blob part and each blob integrals can be approximated

by the full Gaussian integral, which gives the constant tension of O
(
Ω2
)
. As seen in the

black string analysis, the effect of the tails will be the order of the tension which is now

approximated to be O
(
Ω2
)
. Therefore, the cut-off tail part contributes to only O

(
Ω4
)

in

eq. (4.6), and hence is safely negligible.

The approximated tension τk between k − 1-th and k-th blob is given by the sum of

the integrals over Gaussian blobs at y = Lk, . . . , Lkmax ,

−
(

1

2
R′2 +R− 1

)
eR = τk =:

√
2πeΩ2

kmax∑
i=k

Li. (4.7)

This can be interpreted as the balance condition between the brane tension and centrifugal

forces on the outer blobs. By taking the difference, one can actually see the force balance

on a single blob is given by the centrifugal force and tensions on both sides,

τk − τk+1 =M0 Ω2Lk. (4.8)

where the Gaussian blob mass is given by M0 =
√

2πe in eq. (3.5).6 We will expand

this interpretation more precisely in section 6. By using the result of the black string

analysis (3.22), the local tension determines the interval ∆k := Lk − Lk−1,
7

τk =
∆2
k

2
e1−∆2

k/8

(
1 +

2π2

3∆2
k

)
, (4.9)

6Here both the tension and Gaussian blob mass are one dimensional, since x-dependence is already

factored out.
7In the higher order of Ω, eq. (4.6) will give the coordinate dependence on the tension term due to the

broken mirror symmetry, in which the neck analysis should be changed from that of the black string.
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where we include the correction up to O
(
∆−2
i

)
. We note that ∆1 for even dumbbell is

defined by ∆1 = L1 − L−1 = 2L1. Eliminating the tension, we obtain a coupled equation

for intervals,

√
2πeΩ2

kmax∑
i=k

Li =
∆2
k

2
e1−∆2

k
8

(
1 +

2π2

3∆2
k

)
, (4.10)

where

Lk =

{ ∑k
i=1 ∆i (N : odd)

−∆1
2 +

∑k
i=1 ∆i (N : even)

. (4.11)

4.2.1 2-dumbbells

Let us start from the easiest case, N = 2. Since we only have a single interval ∆1 = 2L1,

eq. (4.10) is no longer coupled,

√
2πeΩ2 ∆1

2
=

∆2
1

2
e1−∆2

1
8

(
1 +

2π2

3∆2
1

)
. (4.12)

Ignoring the correction term in the left hand side, we obtain

∆1 = 2
√
−W−1(−πΩ4/2) ' 4

√
− log Ω. (4.13)

This reproduces the logarithmic dependence of Ω in the separation found in the numerical

solution [33]. Including O
(
∆−2

1

)
term, we can improve the approximation,

∆1 = 2
√
−W−1(−πΩ4/2)

(
1 +

2π2

3W−1(−πΩ4/2)2

)
. (4.14)

4.2.2 Even dumbbells

Now, we proceed to more general cases. First, we consider even dumbbells with N = 2s.

Since all the intervals are highly coupled in eq. (4.10), the equation is no longer directly

solvable. In order to get hints for how to proceed, we have examined numerical solutions.

Following this, we assume the intervals are almost the same at ∆k →∞,

∆k = ∆ +O
(
∆−1

)
. (4.15)

Then, each position is given by

Lk '
(
k − 1

2

)
∆. (4.16)

Eq. (4.10) now reduces to a single equation,

√
2πΩ2(s2 − (k − 1)2)∆ = ∆2e−

∆2
k

8 . (4.17)
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where ∆k is kept in the exponent because the correction contributes to the factor. This

is solved by8

∆k = ∆− 4ck
∆
, ∆ := 2

√
−W−1(−πΩ4/2), (4.18)

where

ck = log(s2 − (k − 1)2). (4.19)

Since ∆ ∼
√
− log Ω, this determines the blob position up to O

(
1/
√
− log Ω

)
.

For one higher order in 1/∆, we need to take into account the contribution from the

k-dependent correction. The blob positions are corrected by

Lk =

(
k − 1

2

)
∆− 4

∆
log

(
Γ(s+ k)

Γ(s− k + 1)

)
. (4.20)

By the summation, we obtain

p∑
`=k

L` =
1

2
eck∆− 4

∆
log

(
G(2s+ 1)

G(s+ k)G(s− k + 2)

)
, (4.21)

where G(n) is the Barnes G function defined by the superfactorial

G(n) :=
n−1∏
k=1

Γ(k). (4.22)

Plugging this into eq. (4.10), we obtain O
(
∆−3

)
correction as

∆k = ∆− 4ck
∆

+
16dk
∆3

, (4.23a)

where

ck = log(s2 − (k − 1)2), (4.23b)

dk =
π2

6
− 2ck −

1

2
c2
k + 2e−ck log

(
G(2s+ 1)

G(s+ k)G(s− k + 2)

)
. (4.23c)

4.2.3 Odd dumbbells

Odd dumbbells with N = 2s+ 1 can be similarly studied. The interval is given by

∆k = ∆− 4ck
∆

+
16dk
∆3

, (4.24a)

where ∆ = 2
√
−W−1(−πΩ4/2) and

ck = log(s(s+ 1)− k(k − 1)), (4.24b)

dk =
π2

6
− 2ck −

1

2
c2
k + 2e−ck log

(
G(2s+ 2)

G(s+ k + 1)G(s− k + 2)

)
. (4.24c)

In figure 6, we compare the result for several branches.

8Due to the logarithmic property, there is an ambiguity in the leading order solution that multiply Ω by

a factor, which changes the next-to-leading order. One can also include k-dependence in the next-to-leading

order within the leading order solution as ∆k = 2
√
−W−1[(s2 − (k − 1)2)2Ω4)/2].
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Figure 6: The normalized separations are compared with the numerical result (solid

curves). The dashed curves are the result up to O
(
1/∆3

)
. The numerical data is produced

by the same method used in ref. [33].

4.3 Phase diagram

Following the calculation in ref. [33], the ratio of angular momentum to mass is given by

J
M

= Ω`2⊥ + Ω

∫∞
0 y2eR(y)dy∫∞

0 eR(y)dy
(4.25)

Since the cut-off tails become sub-leading order in Ω, the integrals are simply approximated

by the sum of the Gaussian integrals over blobs at the leading order, which are easily

evaluated for N -dumbbells as∫ ∞
0

eR(y)dy '
√

2πeN,

∫ ∞
0

y2eR(y)dy '
√

2πe

N + 2

bNc∑
k=1

L2
k

 . (4.26)

Using the expansion of Lk by ∆ = 2
√
−W−1(−πΩ4/2) up to O

(
∆−1

)
, we obtain

J
M

=
N2 − 1

12
Ω∆2

(
1 +

j1
∆2

+O
(
∆−4

))
+O

(
Ω2
)
, (4.27)

and

j1 = 1− 192

N(N2 − 1)

s∑
k=1

{
(k − 1

2) log Γ(s+k)
Γ(s−k+1) (N = 2s)

k log Γ(s+k+1)
Γ(s−k+1) (N = 2s+ 1)

. (4.28)

Recalling the black string analysis, the blob approximation is only convergent for ∆ & 2π,

which is now corresponds to

Ω = (2π)−
1
4 ∆

1
2 e−

∆2

16 . 0.13. (4.29)

In figure 7, one can see the approximation reproduces the numerical result for Ω . 0.1.

Having more blobs worsens the approximation Lmax � Ω−1, and hence, dumbbells with

larger N have smaller convergent range.
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Figure 7: The phase diagram of dumbbells. The approximation up to NLO in 1/∆ (dashed

curves) is compared with the numerical result (solid curves). The numerical data is pro-

duced by the same method used in ref. [33]

5 Highly deformed black ripples

Black ripples, also called bumpy black holes, are axisymmetric deformed branches bifurcat-

ing from the zero modes of the ultraspinning instabilities on the Myers-Perry solution [39].

Numerical solutions have been actually constructed for D = 6, 7 [40, 41]. In the large D

limit, black ripples are obtained by solving the 2+1 axisymmetric, rigidly-rotating effective

equation [33],

R′′(r) +
1

r
R′(r) +

1

2
R′(r)2 +R(r) +

1

2
Ω2r2 = 0. (5.1)

Black ripples bifurcate from the onsets of the axisymmetric instability on the Myers-Perry

solutions, which are given by

Ω =

√
2N − 1

N
(N = 2, 3, 4, . . . ) , (5.2)

where N labels different branchs. In ref. [33], a cluster of concentric Gaussian-shaped rings

developed away from the axis in the highly deformed regime. This configuration, which

we call blob ring, is another example of the blob solution. The number of blob rings is

given by s = bN/2c. Odd ripples also formed a central blob at the axis, which is isolated

from blob rings.

In contrast to black strings and dumbbells, ripples involve two kinds of necks with

separate length scales (figure 8). The axis region and innermost blob ring are connected

by a thin long neck which scales as Ω−1 in the limit Ω → 0. The long neck takes a disk

shape for even N and ring shape for odd N , respectively. Due to the dimensionality, these

long neck region requires slightly different treatment. On the other hand, the blob rings

are connected with each other by (relatively) short necks which scales as
√
− log Ω similar

to the dumbbells.
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Figure 8: The radial profile of ripples for N = 4 with Ω = 0.04 (left) and N = 3 with Ω =

0.1 (right). The blue and red curves are the Gaussian solutionR(r) = 1−1
2Ω2L2

i−1
2(r−Li)2

with the fitted peak positions Li. The green curve is the Myers-Perry solution.

5.1 Blob rings

From numerical solutions, we see that even ripples are approximated by an array of several

ring-shaped Gaussian profiles, blob rings, which are localized at r ' Ω−1 for Ω→ 0. Blob

rings themselves are also pulled apart from each other, with the distance logarithmically

growing in Ω as in dumbbells. Odd ripples have the same blob ring structure, but also

form a central blob which is approximated by the Myers-Perry solution.

Now, we focus on one of the blob rings, which is located at r = L ∼ Ω−1. We take the

limit Ω→ 0, while keeping w := ΩL finite. By switching to the local coordinate z := r−L,

the effective equation is expanded by Ω,

R′′(z) +
1

2
R′(z)2 +R(z) +

w2

2
=

∞∑
i=1

ΩiSi(z). (5.3)

Leading order At the leading order, this reduces to the black string equation (3.1)

which admits the Gaussian solution

R0(z) = 1− w2

2
− z2

2
. (5.4)

Given the value of Ω and the peak position L, this profile already gives a good fit to the

numerical result for sufficiently small Ω ( figure 8 ).

Let us write the peak position of blob rings as L1 < L2 < · · · < Ls and wi = ΩLi,

where s is the number of the rings. To determine the relation between Li and Ω, we

need an additional information about the global configuration. By integrating the master

equation (5.1), we obtain an useful equation[(
1

2
(R′)2 +R− 1 +

1

2
Ω2r2

)
eR
]∞
r

=

∫ ∞
r

(
−1

r
(R′)2 + Ω2r

)
eRdr. (5.5)
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Assuming compactness, the left hand side should vanish for r → ∞. On the other hand,

inside the blob rings, the long tail from the innermost ring falls down until it meets the

minimum on the very thin neck that is on the axis for even ripples, or halfway to the

axis r ' Ω−1/2 for odd ripples. Therefore, if we integrate from the inner minimum to

infinity, the left hand side is estimated as O
(
e−

1
2Ω2

)
for even ripples and O

(
e−

1
8Ω2

)
for

odd ripples, both of which are non-perturbatively small in Ω. On the right hand side, the

integral over each single blob ring can be replaced by the full Gaussian integral∫
i-th

(
−1

r
(R′)2 + Ω2r

)
eRdr ' Ω

√
2πe1−w2

i
2

wi
(w2

i − 1), (5.6)

where the cut-off tail turns out to be O
(
Ω3
)
. The integral from the inner minimum rmin

to infinity is, then approximated by a sum of separate Gaussian integrals,∫ ∞
rmin

(
−1

r
(R′)2 + Ω2r

)
eRdr ' Ω

s∑
i=1

√
2πe1−wi

2

2

wi
(w2

i − 1). (5.7)

We also assume that the blobs are close to each other.

Li − Lj � Lk ' Ω−1. (5.8)

Since eq. (5.7) should be non-perturbatively small, this sets wi ' 1 and 9

Li ' Ω−1 (1 +O (Ω)) . (5.9)

This means that blob rings are sustained from collapse dominantly by centrifugal rotation,

and the blob-blob interaction is secondary. It is worth noting that a similar hierarchical

assumption was made for the study of multi-black rings/Saturns [42].

Next-to-Leading order Now, we estimate the interaction between blob rings by solving

the short necks between neighboring blob pairs. Since the next-to-leading order source

S1(z) = − 1

w
R′(z) + wz (5.10)

vanishes for the Gaussian solution (5.4) with wi = 1+O (Ω), the Gaussian solution remains

the solution up to O (Ω). The leading order integral (5.6) is still valid up to O
(
Ω2
)

∫
i-th

(
−1

r
(R′)2 + Ω2r

)
eRdr ' 2

√
2πeΩ2δLi, (5.11)

where we expanded by wi = 1 + δLi Ω. Then, eq. (5.5) close to the neck between i-th and

i+ 1-th blobs reduces to the black string equation with the tension

τi = 2e
√

2πΩ2
s∑

j=i+1

δLj +O
(
Ω3
)
, (5.12)

9If one allows Lk − Lk+1 = O
(
Ω−1

)
, the left hand side again becomes non-perturbatively small

O
(
e−CΩ−2

)
on the neck between Lk and Lk+1 and then, one can to repeat the same analysis for smaller

groups {L1, . . . , Lk} and {Lk+1, . . . , Ls}, which leads to the same conclusion Li ' Ω−1.
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where the scaling is adjusted by multiplying by
√
e. Following the match between the

neck waists and blob peaks in the black string analysis, the tension is given by a function

of the distance between blobs (3.22)

τi '
∆2
i

2
e1−∆2

i
8

(
1 +

2π2

3∆2
i

)
(5.13)

where ∆i := δLi+1−δLi and terms up to O
(
∆−2
i

)
are taken. Evaluating the integral (5.5)

at the inner minimum, we obtain

2
√

2πeΩ2
s∑
i=1

δLi ' (Rmin − 1)eRmin , (5.14)

where Rmin ∼ −Ω−2 is the amplitude of the inner minimum. As in the leading order

analysis, the left hand side becomes non-perturbatively small in Ω, and then, we obtain

〈δL〉 :=
1

s

s∑
i=1

δLi = O
(

Ω, e−CΩ−2
)
, (5.15)

where 〈·〉 denotes the average over blob rings and C is some constant. In fact, eq. (5.14) can

be used to determine the non-perturbative corrections in Li, which reflects the interaction

between the long neck and blob rings. We will come back to this later.

Next, we study the short necks between blob rings. In the following, we assume s > 2.

Equating eqs. (5.12) and (5.13), a coupled equation about the separations between blobs,

2e
√

2πΩ2
s∑

j=i+1

δLj =
∆2
i

2
e1−∆2

i
8

(
1 +

2π2

3∆2
i

)
. (5.16)

This justifies the assumption that the cut off contribution becomes sub-leading order in

Ω. As in the dumbbell analysis, we assume the separations are almost the same,

∆i ' ∆ +O
(
∆−1

)
. (5.17)

Then, with the condition (5.15), we obtain

δLi =
2i− s− 1

2
∆ +O

(
∆−1

)
. (5.18)

Plugging this into eq. (5.16), the leading order is determined

∆ = 2
√
−W−1(−2πΩ4). (5.19)

Again, one can see the logarithmic growth in the separation ∆ ' 4
√
− log Ω. Expanding

by 1/∆, the sub-leading corrections are determined up to O
(
∆−3

)
,

∆i = ∆− 4ci
∆

+
16di
∆3

, (5.20a)
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where

ci = log(i(s− i)), (5.20b)

di =
π2

6
− 2ci −

c2
i

2
+

2

i(s− i)
log

(
G(s+ 1)

G(i+ 1)G(s− i+ 1)

)
. (5.20c)

G(n) is the Barnes G function defined in eq. (4.22). By taking the sum and using 〈δL〉 = 0,

the relative peak position is given by

δLi =
2i− s− 1

2
∆− 4

∆
log

(
Γ(i)

Γ(s− i+ 1)

)
+

16

∆3

 i−1∑
j=0

dj

 , (5.21)

where

d0 := −
s−1∑
i=1

s− i
s

di. (5.22)

Next-to-next-to-leading order One can continue determining the peak position to

higher order in Ω by expanding further

δLi = δ[1]Li + δ[2]Li Ω + . . . . (5.23)

However, the calculation of δ[2]Li requires a detailed neck analysis with non-constant ten-

sion, to which the black string result no longer applies. Instead, we focus on the average

of the correction which contributes to the mass and angular momentum,

〈δ[2]L〉 :=
1

s

s∑
i=1

δ[2]Li. (5.24)

By evaluating the integral (5.5) up to O
(
Ω3
)
, we obtain (see Appendix B.3 for the detail),

〈δ[2]L〉 =
1

2
〈δ[1]L2〉+O

(
∆−2

)
, (5.25)

where the squared average of δ[1]Li is calculated by using NLO result (5.21),

〈δ[1]L2〉 :=
1

s

s∑
i=1

(δ[1]Li)
2 =

s2 − 1

12
∆2 − 8

s

s∑
i=1

(2i− s− 1) log Γ(i) +O
(
∆−2

)
. (5.26)

In figure 9, the peak positions are compared with the numerical result for several branches.

5.2 Long neck analysis

Up to now, the existence of the central blob did not matter to blob rings. This is because

the interaction decays exponentially in the distance of O
(
Ω−1

)
, only giving the magnitude

of e−CΩ−2
which is non-perturbative in Ω. This interaction can be captured by resolving

the long neck and its waist using different patches (figure 10).
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Figure 9: The normalized separation between blob rings (left) and normalized average peak

position (right). In each panel, the solid curve is the numerical result. In the left panel,

NLO and NNLO results for s = 2, 3 are plotted as dashed and thin curves. The separations

for s = 3 are degenerate up to NNLO. In the right panel, the blob approximation up to

O
(
Ω2,∆0

)
is shown as a dashed curve. The odd solutions share the same curve as the

corresponding even ones until the point where non-perturbative effects become important.

The numerical data are produced with the same method used in ref. [33].

5.2.1 Disk waist : even ripples

First, we consider even ripples which consist of concentric blob rings without Myers-Perry

blobs at the center. Let us assume the peak of the innermost blob ring appears at r = L,

which is L ' Ω−1.10 Then, we observe a narrow disk-like waist close to the axis origin,

whose magnitude is roughly estimated by the Gaussian tail as R(r) ' −L2/2 = O
(
Ω−2

)
.

As in the string neck, we zoom in on this region by rescaling

R(r) = −L
2

2
+ R̄(ξ), ξ := Lr. (5.27)

The region r = O (1) corresponds to ξ � 1 which allows the match at ξ → ∞. The

effective equation is expanded by Ω2 with w := ΩL as

R̄′′(ξ) +
1

2
R̄′(ξ)2 +

1

ξ
R̄′(ξ)− 1

2
=

∞∑
i=1

Ω2iS̄i (5.28)

from which we assume

R̄(ξ) =
∑
i=0

Ω2iR̄i(ξ). (5.29)

One can see that the leading order equation now slightly differs from that of the black

string due to the dimensionality. Requiring the regularity on the axis, the leading order

solution is given by the Bessel function

R̄0(ξ) = r̄0 + 2 log I0(ξ/2), (5.30)

10We do not specify the detail form of L = L(Ω) throughout the long neck anaysis.
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Figure 10: Long neck structure and its scalings for even (left) and odd ripples (right).

where r̄0 is the integration constant which sets the correction to the minimum on the axis,

Rmin = −L
2

2
+ r̄0. (5.31)

The leading order solution is expanded at ξ →∞ by

R̄0(ξ) = r̄0 + ξ − log ξ − log π +
1

2ξ
+O

(
ξ−2, e−ξ

)
. (5.32)

The next-to-leading order equation is given by

d

dξ

(
ξI0(ξ/2)2 d

dξ
R̄1(ξ)

)
= −w−2ξI0(ξ/2)2 (r̄0 + 2 log I0(ξ/2)) . (5.33)

We cannot find the closed form solution at this order, but the asymptotic form is still

available

R̄1(ξ) = − ξ2

2w2
+

ξ

w2
(−r̄0 + log π + log ξ) +O(ξ0, e−ξ). (5.34)

Combining the expansion up to NLO, the matching condition is obtained by restoring the

scaling while keeping r = O (1),

R ' − w2

2Ω2
+ R̄0(ξ) + Ω2R̄1(ξ)

= Ā0 + Ā1r −
r2

2
+

2Ω

r
+ (Ωr − 1) log r +O

(
Ω2
)
, (5.35a)

where

Ā0 = − w2

2Ω2
+ r̄0 − log π + log Ω, (5.35b)

Ā1 =
w

Ω
− (r̄0 + log Ω− log π − logw)

Ω

w
. (5.35c)

Therefore, the minimum on the axis (5.31) should be determined by matching to the

outer region.

5.2.2 Ring waist : odd ripples

Odd ripples have a ring-type waist between the central blob and the innermost blob ring.

Assuming the minimum is located at r = µΩ−1, we consider the rescaling

R(r) = − µ2

2Ω2
+ R̄(ξ), ξ :=

µ

Ω
(r − µΩ−1), (5.36)
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where the solution is matched at ξ → ±∞, which corresponds to the region z := r−µΩ−1 =

O (1). The effective equation is expanded in Ω2 as

R̄′′(ξ) +
1

2
R̄′(ξ)2 − 1

2
=
∞∑
i=1

Ω2iS̄i (5.37)

This is also solved by

R̄(ξ) =

∞∑
i=0

Ω2iR̄i(ξ). (5.38)

The solution up to NLO is given by

R̄0(ξ) = r̄0 + 2 log cosh(ξ/2). (5.39)

R̄1(ξ) = − ξ

µ2
+

4

µ2
log cosh(ξ/2)− 2

µ2
Li2

(
−e−ξ

)
tanh(ξ/2)

+
1

2µ2

(
−ξ
(
2 + µ2 + 2r̄0 − 4 log 2

)
− ξ2 − π2

3
+ 4

)
tanh(ξ/2) (5.40)

where r̄0 gives the minimum at the waist.

Rmin = − µ2

2Ω2
+ r̄0. (5.41)

By fixing z := Ωξ/µ, the asymptotic expansion for ξ → ±∞ leads to

R = Ã0 + Ã1,± z −
z2

2
+O

(
Ω2
)

(5.42a)

where

Ã0 = − µ2

2Ω2
+ r̄0 − 2 log 2, (5.42b)

Ã1,± = ±µ
Ω
± Ω

2µ
(2− µ2 − 2r̄0 + 4 log 2∓ 2). (5.42c)

Match with the central Myers-Perry blob The expansion at ξ → −∞ in eq. (5.42)

is easily matched with the Myers-Perry solution expanded by r = µΩ−1 + z,

RMP(r) =
(

1 +
√

1− 4Ω2
)(

1− r2

4

)
= − µ2

2Ω2
+ 2 +

µ2

2
−
(µ

Ω
+ µΩ

)
z − z2

2
+O

(
Ω2
)
,

(5.43)

which determines

r̄0 =
µ2

2
+ 2 + 2 log 2 +O

(
Ω2
)
. (5.44)

22



5.2.3 Stretched tail

The matching region for the previous neck waists are still far from the blob rings at

r ' Ω−1. In fact, we need another patch that feels the gradual change in the centrifugal

barrier 1
2Ω2r2, since the coordinate patch for blob rings is too small for such global change.

It is worth noting that the center Myers-Perry blob in the odd ripple does not need such

stretched patch, since it is a solution to the full effective equation, and hence already

includes the rotational effect. To this end, we impose a coarse-grained scaling to capture

the Gaussian tail stretched by the rotation,

R(r) = Ω−2R̃(Y ), Y := Ωr. (5.45)

The effective equation is rewritten as

1

2
R̃′(Y )2 + R̃(Y ) = −Ω2

(
R̃′′(Y ) +

1

Y
R̃′(Y ) +

Y 2

2

)
. (5.46)

The solution is obtained by the expansion in Ω2,

R̃(Y ) =
∞∑
i=1

Ω2iR̃i(Y ). (5.47)

The leading order solutions is solved by

R̃0(Y ) = −1

2
(Y − C)2, (5.48)

where C is the integration constant. This constant sets the singular point in the subsequent

equations. Here we set it at the first peak of the blob ring C = w := ΩL from which the

tail appears. The next-to-leading order solution is obtained straightforwardly,

R̃1(Y ) =
Y 2

2
+ β(Y − w) +

(
Y

w
− 1

)
log

(
Y

w

)
+ (1− w2)

(
1 + (w2 − 1)

(
Y

w
− 1

)
log

∣∣∣∣1− Y

w

∣∣∣∣)
(5.49)

where β is an integration constant.

Match with the innermost blob ring First, we match the long tail to the innermost

blob ring, which can be done regardless of whether N is even or odd. Switching to the

coordinate from the peak z := r − wΩ−1 = Ω−1(Y − w), the matching region with the

innermost blob ring is given by 1� |z| � Ω−1, and the matching condition becomes

R = 1− w2

2
+ Ω(β + 1)z − 1

2
z2 +O

(
Ω2
)
. (5.50)

The match with eq. (5.4) fixes the translation degree of freedom,

β = −1 +O (Ω) . (5.51)

Note that one can also match with the outermost blob ring in the same manner. We will

not show this, since it does not have further information.
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Match with disk waist Now, we consider the match on the axis for even ripples.

Assuming r = Y/Ω = O (1), we obtain

R = Ã0 + Ã1r −
r2

2
+ (Ωr − 1) log r +

Ω

2r
+O

(
Ω2
)
. (5.52a)

where

Ã0 = − w2

2Ω2
− β − log Ω, Ã1 =

w

Ω
+ (β + log Ω)Ω. (5.52b)

The match between Āi in eq. (5.35) shows

r̄0 = log
(eπw

Ω2

)
+O

(
Ω2
)
, (5.53)

where we used β ' −1. Therefore, the minimum on the axis for the even ripple is given

by

Reven,min = − w2

2Ω2
+ log

(eπw
Ω2

)
+O

(
Ω2
)
. (5.54)

Match with ring waist For odd ripples, the ring waist should be connected to both

the long tail from the innermost ring as well as the center Myers-Perry. Assuming the long

neck minimum is at r = µL = µΩ−1, the matching condition is available by introducing

z := r − µΩ−1 = Ω−1(Y − µ). Expanding by Ω, we obtain

R = Ã0 + Ã1z −
1

2
z2 +O

(
Ω2
)
, (5.55a)

where

Ã0 = −(w − µ)2

2Ω2
+
µ2

2
+ β(µ− w)

+
(µ
w
− 1
)

log
(µ
w

)
+ (1− w2)

(
1 +

(
1− µ

w

)
log
(

1− µ

w

))
, (5.55b)

Ã1 =
w − µ

Ω
+
(
β + µ− µ−1 + w + (w − w−1) log

(
1− µ

w

)
+ w−1 log

(µ
w

))
Ω. (5.55c)

The match with Ai,+ in eq. (5.42) determines

µ =
w

2
+

(
w + w−1 − 1

2
w log 2− 1

2

)
Ω2 +O

(
Ω4
)
, (5.56)

and hence from eq. (5.44), we obtain

r̄0 =
w2

8
+ 2 + 2 log 2 +O

(
Ω2
)
. (5.57)

Plugging these into eq. (5.41), we obtain the minimum on the ring waist

Rodd,min = − w2

8Ω2
+

12 + 2w − 3w2

8
+
w2 + 8

4
log 2 +O

(
Ω2
)
. (5.58)
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5.3 Phase diagram

For the ripples, the mass and angular momentum is given by

M = 2π

∫ ∞
0

drreR(r), J = 2πΩ

∫ ∞
0

drr3eR(r). (5.59)

Ignoring the non-perturbative terms, we can calculate the integrals up to O
(
Ω2
)

by simply

summing the contributions from all blobs

ΩM
2π

=
√

2πe s
(

1− Ω2〈δ[1]L2〉
)

+ εMPe
2Ω−

√
e

s∑
i=1

(∫
cut off

e−
z2
i
2 dzi − Ω2

∫
δR(i)(zi)e

− z2
i
2 dzi

)
,

(5.60)

Ω2J
2π

=
√

2πe s
(

1 + Ω2
(

3 + 2〈δ[2]L〉
))
−
√
e

s∑
i=1

(∫
cut off

e−
z2
i
2 dzi − Ω2

∫
δR(i)(zi)e

− z2
i
2 dzi

)
.

(5.61)

where δR(i) is O
(
Ω2
)

correction to the blob rings shown in eq. (B.6) and the cut off by

the short necks between blobs also contributes to O
(
Ω2
)
. However, since δR(i) and the

cut off effects appear in the same manner in both quantities, they simply cancel out in

the ratio. εMP corresponds to the existence of the central blob, which is set to be 1 for

the odd ripples and 0 for the even ripples. Using eqs. (5.25) and (5.26), we obtain

J
M
' 1

Ω
+ Ω

(
s2 − 1

6
∆2 + j1

)
− εMP

(
e

3
2

√
2π s

− e3

2πs2
Ω

)
,

j1 = 3− 16

s

s∑
i=1

(2i− s− 1) log Γ(i). (5.62)

In figure 11, this is compared with the numerical results for several ripples. One can see

that odd ripples have less angular momentum per mass, because the central blob carries

smaller angular momentum. With the larger number of blob rings, the central blob takes

the smaller portion, and hence the reduction becomes smaller.

5.4 Non-perturbative correction

Here we evaluate the back reaction from the long neck tension which is non-perturbative

in Ω. Since, the short necks between the blob rings complicate the analysis, we consider

only N = 2 and N = 3 ripples which have only a single ring blob. Due to the absence of

the short neck structure, we can easily solve only by expanding in Ω ( see appendix B.1 ).

It turns out w = 1 +O
(

Ω4, e−CΩ2
)

and hence, eqs. (5.54) and (5.58) leads to

Rmin,N=2 = − 1

2Ω2
+ log

( eπ
Ω2

)
, (5.63)

Rmin,N=3 = − 1

8Ω2
+

11

8
+

9

4
log 2. (5.64)
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Figure 11: Phase diagram of black ripples. The blob approximation (dashed) and the

numerical result (solid) are compared. For reference, Myers-Perry black holes and Black

bars are also plotted as gray dotted and solid curves. The numerical data are produced

with the same method used in ref. [33].

Substituting this to eq. (5.14), we obtain the non-perturbative shift in the blob peaks

δLNP,N=2 =
1

4

√
π

2
Ω−6e

1
2
− 1

2Ω2 , (5.65a)

δLNP,N=3 =
1

4× 2
1
4
√
π

Ω−4e
7
8
− 1

8Ω2 . (5.65b)

We also evaluate the non-perturbative correction to the phase diagram in N = 2

and N = 3 cases. It turns out that both the cut off effect on the long neck and the

non-perturbative correction to the blobs R(r) = R0(r) + τNPδR(r) contribute only in

some positive power of Ω in the mass and angular momentum, which is much smaller

than the non-perturbative change in the blob position eq. (5.65). Therefore, the leading

non-perturbative correction is given by the non-perturbative shift in the blob peak,

J
M
' J
M

∣∣∣∣
pert

+ 2δLNP. (5.66)

Using the single blob ring solution (B.1), the perturbative part is obtained up to O
(
Ω−9

)
,

J
M

∣∣∣∣
pert,N=2,3

=
1

Ω
+ 3Ω + 9Ω3 + 63Ω5 + 617Ω7 +

22436

3
Ω9

− εMP µ

[
1− µΩ +

(
µ2 +

3

2

)
Ω2 −

(
µ3 + 2µ

)
Ω3 +

(
µ4 +

5µ2

2
+

75

8

)
Ω4 −

(
µ5 + 3µ3 + 12µ

)
Ω5

+

(
µ6 +

7µ4

2
+

119µ2

8
+

3605

48

)
Ω6 −

(
µ7 + 4µ5 + 18µ3 +

280µ

3

)
Ω7

+

(
µ8 +

9µ6

2
+

171µ4

8
+

1821µ2

16
+

95091

128

)
Ω8 −

(
µ9 + 5µ7 + 25µ5 +

410µ3

3
+

2690µ

3

)
Ω9

]
(5.67)
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Figure 12: The normalized peak positions of blob ring and phase diagram for N = 2 and

N = 3. The blue and red solid curves are the numerical result for N = 2 and N = 3. The

dashed and dotted curves with corresponding colors are the blob approximation with and

without non-perturbative shift. The perturbative part is expanded up to O
(
Ω10
)

as in

eq. (B.2), so that the expansion is convergent for Ω . 0.2. In the right panel, the black

bars are also plotted by the gray curve for the reference.

where εMP takes 0 for N = 2 and 1 for N = 3. For the compactness, we write µ :=

e3/2/
√

2π.

In figure 12, one can see that the rise of the non-perturbative correction corresponds

to the sudden inflection around Ω ∼ 0.18 for N = 2 and Ω ∼ 0.1 for N = 3 both in the

peak position and phase diagram. Unfortunately, since the factor of the non-perturbative

correction is determined only up to the leading order in Ω, the curves after the inflection

do not fit well the numerical data. In the phase diagram, the non-perturbative effects

lead to an increase in J /M. This is because the attraction between blobs requires larger

separation to balance it.

5.5 Blob rings and black rings

Lastly, the single blob ring result is compared with the other black ring results. The

comparison indicates that in a certain range of Ω blob rings describe black rings/Saturns

in the same manner as Myers-Perry blobs do for Myers-Perry black holes.

Blackfold at large D It turns out that the perturbative correction in the blob ring (5.67)

corresponds to the finite size effect from the elastic bending energy for the black ring solved

in the blackfold approach. For n→∞, eq.(32) in ref. [43] becomes

ωH =
1

2j

(
1 +

3

4nj2

)
, (5.68)
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where the normalized angular velocity and angular momentum at the large D are rewritten

by the current variables as

ωH →
n

4πT

√
nΩ, j → 4πT

n

J
2
√
nM

, (5.69)

where we also used J /M|phys = J /M/n due to the spacial rescaling by 1/
√
n in the brane

setup (2.1). Recalling that the large D effective theory has T = n/(4π) at the leading

order, eq. (5.68) coincides with the terms up to O (Ω) in eq. (5.67). This coincidence would

imply the equivalence between the blob approximation and blackfold at large D. It is also

interesting to see whether the non-perturbative effect coincides with the self-gravitational

effect in the blackfold approach.

Slowly rotating limit In the slowly rotating limit Ω = O(1/
√
D), the 1/D expansion

around the long neck waist will break down, indicating that the effective theory needs to be

identified with another coordinate patch. Assuming the slowly rotating ansatz, the large

D black rings were also solved in the effective theory on the ring coordinate [25,28,30]11.

Here, instead of the detailed match, we simply present an evidence that the blob ring in

the slow rotating limit can be identified as a part of the ring coordinate. First, we evaluate

the physical quantities of the asymptotically flat, vacuum large D black ring [25] at the

leading order, which were written in the integral form,

M =
nΩn

8GD

∫ 1

−1
dy

(R2 − 1)eP (y)

R
√

1− y2

(
R
√

1− y2

R+ y

)n
, (5.70)

J =

√
nΩn

8GD

∫ 1

−1
dy

(R2 − 1)5/2eP (y)

R(R+ y)2
√

1− y2

(
R
√

1− y2

R+ y

)n
, (5.71)

ΩH =
1√
n

√
R2 − 1

R2
, (5.72)

where P (y) is a regular function. One should note that R here is a parameter related to

the ring radius but not an observable, and hence should be eliminated in the comparison.

To extract the leading order contribution from the integrals, we expand the integrand

around the extremum in the n-powered term,

y = − 1

R
+
R2 − 1

R2

z√
n
. (5.73)

The limit n→∞ leads to

M'M0

∫ ∞
−∞

dze−
z2

2 =
√

2πα, (5.74)

J ' αR2

√
n
√
R2 − 1

∫ ∞
−∞

dze−
z2

2 =

√
2πα

nΩ
, (5.75)

11AdS background also allows fast rotating rings with Ω = O
(
D0
)

[44].
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where eq. (5.72) is used, and the following constant is fixed in the limit

α :=

√
nΩn

8GD

(
R√

R2 − 1

)n−2√
R2 − 1 eP (−1/R). (5.76)

Taking into account the difference in the scaling by 1/n in the definition of J , this coincides

with the phase diagram of the single blob ring up to the leading order.12 Besides, one

can notice that eq. (5.73) locally rescales the coordinate that of the brane effective theory,

instead of the compact polar coordinate. Therefore, the small region around y = −1/R

should correspond to the slowly rotating blob ring, since the leading contribution comes

from there.

6 Kinematic motion of blobs

In ref. [34–36], it was observed that during a collision process blobs are attracted each

other. In some cases, they even orbit several rounds before the collision. Here we show

these resurgent kinematic features in the effective theory are described by the neck inter-

action.

Let us consider several traveling blobs sufficiently separate from each other in the p+1-

effective thoery (2.2). Then, we divide the space domain into several regions, so that each

region covers each blob. The boundaries run on the pits between them, which will pass

through the neck waists. For simplicity, we assume the time dependence of the boundaries

is absent or negligible. By integrating the quasi-local stress tensor (2.3) over each region,

the physical quantities of each blob are defined,

MI(t) :=

∫
VI

T ttdV, P iI(t) :=

∫
VI

T tidV, (6.1)

where I = A,B,C, . . . denotes each blob and corresponding region. Obviously, the total

sum of each quantity recovers total conserved quantities. We also define the blob position

by

Xi
I(t) :=

1

MI(t)

∫
VI

xi T ttdV, (6.2)

which strictly gives the peak position for a single Gaussian blob. By using the conservation

equation with fixed boundary, the change in each quantity is expressed by

ṀI(t) = −
∫
∂VI

mvidSi,

Ẋi
I(t) = P iI(t)−

1

MI(t)

∫
∂VI

(
xi −Xi

I(t)
)
mvjdSj

Ṗ iI(t) = −
∫
∂VI

(mvivj + τ ij)dSj , (6.3)

12The same relation is obtained by using the large D charged ring in ref. [28].
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Figure 13: Interaction between two equal mass blobs. The dominant contribution of the

boundary integral comes from the tension on the neck waist (red region), whose cross

section (dotted line) is approximated by that of the black string neck.

where the dot denotes the time derivative. Assuming that the boundary flux terms are

sub-leading order, each blob mass becomes constant, and the forces on blobs only come

from the boundary stress tensor

MIẌ
i
I(t) = −

∫
∂VI

τ ijdSj . (6.4)

Now, we consider the interaction between two blobs A and B (Figure 13). For sim-

plicity, we assume the two have the equal mass. Since the blobs are separate from each

other, on the straight line from one peak to another peak, the solution looks like that of

a black string. From the symmetry around that line, it is natural to expect the solution

still presents Gaussian profiles in the other directions,

m ' eR(z)e−
|y|2

2 , (6.5)

where z is the coordinate along the peak-to-peak line and y other perpendicular directions.

We assume R(z) follows eq. (3.1) with the appropriate mass scale C. Similarly, the neck

tension on the waist would also be approximated by

τzz ' −eCτ e−
|y|2

2 , τij ' 0 for other (i, j), (6.6)

where τ is given by eq. (3.22) and C is the mass scale. Since both blobs are closely

approximated by Gaussian blobs, the masses are given by that of the Gaussian blob mass

on the p-brane,

MA =MB ' (2π)
p−1

2

∫ ∞
−∞

dze1+C− z2

2 = (2π)
p
2 e1+C =:M0 (6.7)

Assuming the blob A is in the positive side and B in the negative side of z, eq. (6.4) gives

the equation of motion for blobs

Ẍz
A(t) = −Ẍz

B(t) ' −(2π)
p−1

2 eCτ

M0
' −

L2
AB

2
√

2π
e−

L2
AB
8 , (6.8)
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where LAB = |XA−XB| and we just take the leading order term in eq. (3.22) for simplicity.

Since this force goes from a peak to another peak, we can rewrite this in more general

form

M0 ẌI = −
∑
J 6=I

F (|XI −XJ |)
XI −XJ

|XI −XJ |
, (6.9)

where the index J runs for all other neighboring blobs and the attraction force is given by

F (r) =
M0 r

2

2
√

2π
e−

r2

8 . (6.10)

This force seems to give a nonlinear elastic force with the yield point at r = 2
√

2. However,

one should recall that the formula (3.22) does not converge already below r ∼ 2π. Instead,

one can expect the blobs start merging inside that radius. In [36], the outgoing impact

parameter after the fission is estimated as bout ≈ 8. This corresponds to the fact that the

tension decays to almost zero near r ' 8. The fussionless 2→ 2 events are also observed

for some part of bin & 4. However, there is no clear distinction between 2 → 1 → 2 and

2→ 2. These fusionless events could also be due to the exponentially decaying tension.

If the two blobs are stationary, rotating with angular velocity, then the tension should

balance with the centrifugal force. For the stationary motion, it is convenient to introduce

the center mass frame, in which the coordinates become

XA(t) = r(t)/2, XB(t) = −r(t)/2, (6.11)

and the equation of motion is rewritten as

1

2
M0 r̈(t) = −F (r)r̂, (r := |r|, r̂ := r/|r|). (6.12)

The stationary balance condition becomes

M0 Ω2 r

2
= F (r). (6.13)

This actually reproduces the balance condition for 2-dumbbells (4.12).

Lastly, we estimate the attraction between two different blobs. Again, we assume two

blobs align along z-coordinate so that the peak of blob A is at z = `A and that of blob B

is at z = −`B. The neck waist is also assumed at z = 0. The distance between blobs are

given by

L = `A + `B. (6.14)

Away from the waist, we estimate the mass profile with a naive superposition

m ' mAe
− 1

2
(z−`A)2

e−
|y|2

2 +mBe
− 1

2
(z+`B)2

e−
|y|2

2 , (6.15)

where y is the perpendicular directions. Each blob mass is given by

MA ' (2π)
p
2mA, MB ' (2π)

p
2mB. (6.16)
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Now, we determine the distance between the peaks and waist. The waist should appear

where the two Gaussians cross

mAe
− `2A

2 ' mBe
− `2B

2 . (6.17)

Combining with eq. (6.14), we obtain

`A '
L

2
+

1

L
log

mA

mB
, `B '

L

2
− 1

L
log

mA

mB
. (6.18)

This shows that the mass difference only has the sub-leading effect, and hence we expect

the black string result can be applied to the leading order estimate. Expanding eq. (6.15)

with z = O (1) and L� 1, we obtain

m '
√
mAmBe

−L2

8

(
e

Lz
2 + e−

Lz
2

)
e−

z2

2 . (6.19)

This cannot be used directly on the waist. Instead, this should be considered as the

boundary condition for the neck solution. Repeating the analysis in section 3.2, we obtain

the one dimensional tension

τ '
√
mAmB

2
L2e−

L2

8 . (6.20)

Thus, the attraction force (6.10) is generalized to

F (r) =

√
MAMB r

2

2
√

2π
e−

r2

8 . (6.21)

This contrasts with Newton’s law which depends linearly on both masses.

7 Conclusion

In this article we have developed an analytical treatment of the blob-blob interaction in

the large D effective theory, in which the motion of blobs is approximately described

by Newtonian mechanics. We have discovered that the brane tension on the thin neck

between blobs plays a key role in generating the attractive force.

We started by revisiting the black string analysis for small tension, where non-uniform

black strings are solved by expanding from the zero tension Gaussian solution. The scaling

hierarchy between the neck waist and compactification length L enabled the matched

asymptotic expansion between the narrow waist and blob tail.13 This hierarchy was also

kept in the physical quantities as a trans-series with respect to L.

In rigidly rotating cases, the black dumbbells and ripples found in ref. [33] have been

also studied by using the interactive blob approximation. The logarithmically extending

necks in the limit Ω → 0, observed in the numerical analysis, have been analytically

confirmed for both solutions as the result of the balance between the centrifugal force and

13For L ' O(
√
D), this scaling hierarchy would smoothly continue to the near-neck structure in the

fused conifold [10].
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brane tension. In the ripples, the long neck whose length grows as Ω−1 has been also

resolved in the same way.

We have shown that in the slowly rotating limit Ω = O(1/
√
D), the thermodynamics of

the single blob ring is equivalent to that of large D black rings that were constructed in the

effective theory using ring-adapted coordinates [25]. This implies that blob rings can be

identified as part of the large D black rings/Saturns solved in the ring coordinate. Beyond

the regime of slow rotation, however, it remains unclear whether ripples are actually ripples

or rings/Saturns, since the leading order theory cannot resolve the difference between

them.

The large D results have also been shown to be consistent with the large D limit of the

blackfold approach [43, 45]. Remarkably, we confirmed that the elastic bending effect on

the blackfold coincides with the correction perturbative in Ω for the blob ring. This implies

that the blob approximation is the large D equivalent of the blackfold approximation.

Finally, we have formulated the mechanics of interacting blobs. We have derived an

equation of motion with the effective attraction force. The attraction comes from the

boundary integrals around blobs, in which thinly connecting necks provide the dominant

contribution. This effective equation of motion has allowed us to explain kinematic aspects

of blob collisions observed in the numerical simulations of Ref. [34–36], as well as to

understand the balance of forces in highly-deformed dumbbells.

The current analysis has been done for specific configurations and a more general

and comprehensive formulation would be desired. The effective Newtonian description

pursued in section 6 is an important clue in this direction. Some simplifications like fixed

boundaries and no boundary fluxes should be reconsidered to make a more general effective

theory. We also ignored the boundary viscosity in the tension, which was important for

the entropy production during the collision [36]. For the motion of extended blob objects

like blob rings, one will need further extensions which can describe both extrinsic and

intrinsic motions as in the blackfold approach.

In the leading order theory, the refined blob approximation guarantees that the neck

can extend arbitrary long as it gets thinner. However, we expect that the 1/D expansion

breaks down for very thin neck. Eventually, this will lead to a pinch and a topology-

changing transition. In ref. [22], by numerically solving 4NLO effective equation, the

zero tension condition admitted D1/4 dependence on the maximum period for the non-

uniform black string. This scaling is a little smaller than L = O(
√
D) in which the

topology-changing transition was observed in the large D conifold ansatz [10]. The blob

approximation with 1/D correction should solve this puzzle.

The phase of black ripples includes both actual black ripples and black rings/Saturns.

At D = ∞, since the horizon can be arbitrarily thin, the entire branch becomes a rip-

pled horizon without a pinch, and rings/Saturns exist only at Ω = 0, J /M = ∞. As

explained above, the leading order theory cannot see the transition from the ripples to

the rings/Saturns. On the other hand, in the slow rotation limit Ω = O(1/
√
D), the blob
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ring result is shown to be consistent with the large D result from the effective theory in

the ring coordinate, in which the 1/D expansion breaks down around the long neck waist.

This implies that the transition should occurs somewhere for Ω > O(1/
√
D). The 1/D

correction should be taken into account to get further information on the transition. Since

the transition point goes to J /M→∞ for D →∞, at sufficiently large D, entire parts of

black rings/Saturns would be treated as thin rings where the blob approximation is appli-

cable, and there would be thin/fat ripples instead.14 The critical value Ωc would increase

as the dimension gets lower. Finally, as was shown in D = 6, 7 [40], the thin rings/Saturns

take the place of thin ripples and a part of fat ripples turns to fat rings/Saturns.

One might use blob rings to study black ring dynamics at large D as has been done for

Myers-Perry black holes. It is known that thin rings are unstable to Gregory-Laflamme

(GL) type non-axisymmetric fluctuations [5, 46, 47]. In the large D limit, the same in-

stability was found in the effective theory on the ring coordinate [25]. Surprisingly, by

numerically evolving the ring effective equation [30], in the case of the large D black ring,

the end point of the instability was shown to be a stable non-uniform black ring. The dy-

namical study of blob rings should help understanding their dynamics beyond the slowly

rotating regime.

The elastic instability numerically found in D = 5 [5] is another interesting phe-

nomenon, which deforms the ring keeping its thickness almost unchanged, in contrast to

the GL instability. Recently, it was shown that thin black rings are free of this type

of instability within the scope of the blackfold approximation [47].15 It is interesting to

see if blob rings admit the elastic-type instability with or without the non-perturbative

correction caused by the blob-blob interaction.

As a straightforword application, one can construct black flowers [33] or black brane

lattices [18,48] in their highly deformed regime. By balancing the neck tension (6.9) with

centrifugal forces, the multiple rotating blob configuration can be constructed for black

flowers. In the brane lattice setup, the neck tension from multiple directions would rise

the multipole perturbation around blobs.

It should be possible to extend the analysis developed here to solutions with Maxwell

charge. In the rigidly rotating case, the effective equation was shown to coincide with the

neutral one with only a simple redefinition of variables [32]. It will be interesting to see

how the charge repulsion ( attraction ) competes with the neck tension. In the presence

of a cosmological constant, as long as the blob solution exists, the same technique should

apply. Note that the effective theory requires have the negative pressure in order to have

localized, stationary blob solutions. The negative pressure in the effective theory originates

from the curvature of the large dimensional sphere along the horizon; therefore the blob

method does not apply to the effective theory of planar AdS black holes.

14Here, the terms ‘thin’ and ‘fat’ are used regarding the applicability of the blob approximation.
15The elastic instability found in the large D ring [27] was questioned in ref. [47].
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A Detailed calculations in the black string analysis

A.1 Sub-leading correction in the neck analysis

The next-to-leading order solution to eq. (3.11) is obtained straightforwardly,

R̄1(ξ) = r̄1 + 16 log cosh(ξ/2)− 2
[
ξ2 + 4ξ + π2/3 + 4 Li2

(
−e−ξ

)]
tanh(ξ/2), (A.1)

where we used the matching result (3.16). Again the integration constant r̄1 is set for the

neck minimum at ξ = 0, which is determined by the asymptotic behavior

R̄1(ξ) ' −2ξ2 + r̄1 −
2π2

3
− 16 log 2 +O

(
e−|ξ|

)
. (A.2)

The match with the Gaussian blob (3.3) gives

r̄1 =
2π2

3
+ 16 log 2. (A.3)

The next-to-next-to-leading order solution R2(ξ) is obtained in the similar way. The result

is put in the appendix A.2. Here, we only show the matching result for the neck minimum,

r̄2 =
64π2

3
+ 96ζ(3) + 128(log2 2 + log 2). (A.4)

This leads to eqs. (3.21) and (3.22).
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A.2 Neck solution at Next-to-next-to-leading order

R̄2(ξ) = r̄2 − 96ζ(3) +
64π2

3
− 128(log2 2 + log 2) +

4
(
432ζ(3)− 96π2 + π4

)
9X

− 4π4

9X2

+
4(X − 1)

X2
log4(X − 1) +

32(1−X)

X2
log3(X − 1) +

(
−

8
(
24 + π2

)
3X2

+
8π2

3X
+ 64

)
log2(X − 1)

+

(
32π2

3X2
−

32
(
π2 − 12

)
3X

− 128

)
log(X − 1) +

32(2−X)

X
log3X

+

(
96(X − 2)

X
log(X − 1) + 128

)
log2X +

(
128 +

80π2

3
− 160π2

3X

)
logX

+

(
16(2−X)

X
log2(X − 1)− 64(X + 2)

X
log(X − 1)

)
logX +

64(X − 1)

X2
Li2(1−X)2

+ Li2(1−X)

(
256 +

32
(
π2 − 48

)
3X

− 32π2

3X2
+

32(X − 1)

X2
log2(X − 1) +

128(X − 2)

X
logX

−64(X2 − 2)

X2
log(X − 1)

)
+

96(X − 2)

X

(
Li3(1−X) + 2Li3

(
1

X

))
. (A.5)

where X := e−ξ + 1. The integration constant corresponds to the value at ξ = 0.

R̄2(0) = r̄2. (A.6)

For |ξ| → ∞, the solution is expanded by

R̄2(ξ) ' r̄2 −
64π2

3
− 96ζ(3)− 128(log 2 + log2 2) +O

(
e−|ξ|

)
. (A.7)

A.3 Total mass up to sub-leading orders

Expanding the blob part (3.26) up to one higher order, we obtain

Mblob

M0
= 1− 2Le−

L2

8

√
2π

[
1 +

2

L2

(
π2

3
+ 2 + 2ξc + eξc

)
+

4

L4

(
24ζ(3) + 12 +

14π2

3
+
π4

18

+
2

3

(
18 + π2

)
ξc + 4ξ2

c − eξc
(
ξ2
c − 2ξc + 2

))
+O

(
τ, e−ξc , L−6

)]
. (A.8)

By using the neck solution up to NLO in the neck part (3.29), the expansion becomes

Mneck

M0
=

4e−
L2

8

√
2πL

(
2ξc + eξc +

2

L2

(
16 +

4π2

3
+

2

3
(18 + π2)ξc + 4ξ2

c − eξc(ξ2
c − 2ξc + 2)

)
+O

(
e−ξc , L−4

))
.

(A.9)

Note that the neck part now has a finite contribution in the sub-leading order, not just

the cut off counter terms. The summation gives the cut off independent result

M
M0

= 1− 2Le−
L2

8

√
2π

[
1 +

4

L2

(
π2

6
+ 1

)
+

2(432ζ(3) + π4 + 60π2 − 72)

9L4
+O

(
L−6

)]
.

(A.10)
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B Calculations for ripples

B.1 Single blob ring

The absence of the short neck simplifies the analysis of the single blob ring in N = 2 and

N = 3 ripples. Ignoring the non-perturbative correction, the solution is found by simply

expanding in Ω,

R(z) =
1

2
− z2

2
+

3

2
Ω2
(
z2 − 2

)
− 1

2
Ω3z3 + Ω4

(
z4

3
+ 4z2 − 19

2

)
− Ω5

(
z5

4
+

11z3

6

)
+ Ω6

(
z6

5
+

97z4

72
+

71z2

3
− 805

12

)
− Ω7

(
z7

6
+

67z5

60
+

247z3

18

)
+ Ω8

(
z8

7
+

1769z6

1800
+

6137z4

540
+

34853z2

180
− 231767

360

)
− Ω9

(
z9

8
+

2257z7

2520
+

37723z5

3600
+

74213z3

540

)
+ Ω10

(
z10

9
+

6543z8

7840
+

1921093z6

189000
+

29460041z4

226800
+

74689297z2

37800
− 570064693

75600

)
, (B.1)

where z := r − L and we show the terms up to O
(
Ω10
)
. The blob peak is determined by

L = Ω−1 +
3

2
Ω3 +

79

4
Ω5 +

3065

12
Ω7 +

2562551

720
Ω9 +O

(
Ω11
)
. (B.2)

The integration constant is fixed so that the balance condition holds up to the relevant

order ∫ ∞
−∞

dz

(
−R

′(z)2

L+ z
+ Ω2(L+ z)

)
eR(z) = 0. (B.3)

B.2 O (Ω2)-correction to blob rings

Up to O (Ω), the i-th blob ring solution is expressed by

R(i)
0 (zi) = 1− w2

i

2
− z2

i

2
, (B.4)

where

zi := r − Li, wi := ΩLi = 1 + δ[1]LiΩ + δ[2]LiΩ
2 + . . . (B.5)

The O
(
Ω2
)

correction R(i)(zi) = R(i)
0 (zi) + Ω2δR(i)(zi) is solved by

δR(i)(z) = −3 +
3z2

2
− 2δ[1]Liz − δ[1]Li z

3
2F 2

(
1, 1;

1

2
, 2;−z

2

2

)
+
√

2πδ[1]Li z
2e−

z2

2 erfi

(
z√
2

)
+

(
Ci +

√
2πδ[1]Li erf

(
z√
2

))(
e

z2

2 −
√
π

2
z erfi

(
z√
2

))
. (B.6)

where Ci is the integration constant which modifies the peak maximum by δR(i)(0) = Ci−3.

The limit z → ±∞ admits the exponential growth,

δR(i)(z) ' z−2e
z2

2

(
Ci ∓

√
2πδ[1]Li

)
. (B.7)
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To determine the integration constant, we evaluate the integral (5.5) from the neck waist

r = Li −∆i−1/2 to the peak r = Li,
16

[(
1

2
R′2 +R− 1 +

1

2
Ω2r2

)
eR
]Li

Li−
∆i−1

2

=
√
eΩ2

Ci − 3 + 2
√

2π
s∑
j=i

δ[1]Li

 , (B.8)

where the neck tension in eq. (5.12) is used. The left hand side integral is easily evaluated

with R(i)
0 (z)∫ Li

Li−
∆i−1

2

dr

(
−1

r
(R′)2 + Ω2r

)
eR =

√
eΩ2

(
−3 +

√
2πδ[1]Li

)
+O

(
Ω3
)
. (B.9)

Therefore, we obtain

Ci = −2
√

2π
s∑

j=i+1

δ[1]Li −
√

2πδ[1]Li. (B.10)

By substituting this to eq. (B.7), one can see that the innermost and outermost blog rings

are absent of the exponential growth in the inward or outward direction, which enables

the connection to the long neck or asymptotic region.

B.3 Evaluation of 〈δ[2]L〉

To calculated the average of O
(
Ω2
)
-correction to Li, we evaluate the integral on the right

hand side of eq. (5.5) from the long neck waist to the infinity up to O
(
Ω3
)
. First, we

focus on the integral over i-th blob ring∫
i-th

dr

(
−1

r
R′(r)2 + Ω2r

)
eR(r) '

√
2πeΩ2(2δ[1]Li + (2δ[2]Li − 3(δ[1]Li)

2 − 3)Ω)

+ Ω

[
zie
− z2

i
2

]zi,+
zi,−

+ Ω3

∫ zi,+

zi,−

dzi

(
2ziδR(i)′(zi) + (1− z2

i )δR(i)(zi)
)
e1− z2

i
2 (B.11)

where zi := r − Li and the cut off is given by

zi,+ =
∆i

2
+

2

∆i
ξc, zi,− = −∆i−1

2
+

2

∆i−1
ξ′c. (B.12)

As in the black string analysis, we expect the cut off dependence will cancel out together

with the neck contribution. Here, instead of evaluating the neck contribution, we simply

neglect the cut off dependence. One should note that the neck integral can also provide the

finite contribution at higher order in 1/∆ as in eq. (A.9). The integral involving δR(i)(zi)

is evaluated by using eqs. (B.6) and (B.10),∫ zi,+

zi,−

dzi

(
2ziδR(i)′(zi) + (1− z2

i )δR(i)(zi)
)
e1− z2

i
2

= 3
√

2πe+
√

2πe

 s∑
j=i+1

δ[1]Lj∆i +

s∑
j=i

δ[1]Lj∆i−1

+O
(
∆−2

)
. (B.13)

16For i = 1, the same result is obtained by replacing the integral domain with [Li, Li + ∆i/2].
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By summing the contribution from all blob rings, we obtain the condition

√
2π esΩ3

2〈δ[2]L〉 − 3〈δ[1]L2〉 − 1

s

s−1∑
i=1

s∑
j=i

δ[1]Lj∆i

 = O
(
Ω4
)
, (B.14)

where NLO result 〈δ[1]L〉 = 0 is already used. Recalling the definition ∆i := δ[1]Li+1−δ[1]Li,

the resummation leads to the identity,

1

s

s−1∑
i=1

s∑
j=i

δ[1]Lj∆i = 〈δ[1]L2〉, (B.15)

with which eq. (5.25) is obtained.
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