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Abstract

We recast the well known Israel-Darmois matching conditions for Locally Rotationally Symmetric

(LRS-II) spacetimes using the semitetrad 1+1+2 covariant formalism. This demonstrates how the

geometrical quantities including the volume expansion, spacetime shear, acceleration and Weyl

curvature of two different spacetimes are related at a general matching surface inheriting the

symmetry, which can be timelike or spacelike. The approach is purely geometrical and depends on

matching the Gaussian curvature of 2-dimensional sheets at the matching hypersurface. This also

provides the constraints on the thermodynamic quantities on each spacetime so that they can be

matched smoothly across the surface. As an example we regain the Santos boundary conditions

and model of a radiating star matched to a Vaidya exterior in general relativity.

PACS numbers: 04.20.-q, 04.40.Dg

I. INTRODUCTION

Matching two regions of spacetime across a hypersurface has a long history in general

relativistic setting, with several researchers contributing towards the understanding of the

nature of matching conditions. One of the principal astrophysical application of this study

is modelling a radiating star that must satisfy the Einstein field equations across all regions,

without having a discontinuity at the boundary that may make the system unstable. For

a review of known results with variety of physical applications see [1–4]. An important

advance was made by Santos [4] who showed that an internal spherically symmetric heat

conducting source can be matched across a comoving timelike hypersurface to an external

radiating atmosphere modelled by the Vaidya geometry. The internal matter distribution

can be generalised to include anisotropic stresses [5–8] and also an electromagnetic field

[9–12]. Similarly, the external radiating atmosphere can also be generalised to a specific

combination of radiation and perfect fluids, modelled by the generalised Vaidya metric [13].

Several exact models of radiating stars have been found in recent times [14–19]. Also Abebe
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and Maharaj [19], amongst others, have applied the Lie analysis of the differential equations

to find new dissipating models with an equation of state. All of these radiating models de-

pend critically on the Santos boundary condition, which is a non-linear differential equation.

The matching of two spacetime regions requires that the field equations are continuous

across the boundary. Just like in electromagnetism we match the potential and the normal

derivative of the potential across the boundary so that the Maxwell equations remain

continuous. In general relativity, we match the gravitational potential (the metric) and the

Lie derivative along the normal (the extrinsic curvature). In general this is a complicated

process that requires introducing intrinsic coordiantes on the hypersurface, calculation

of extrinsic curvature and application of the Einstein field equations. The analysis is

extremely technical and it is not surprising that researchers largely restrict attention to the

spherically symmetric spacetimes with specific matter distributions. The main purpose of

this paper are as follows: Firstly we show that a proper matching is possible for a wide class

of spacetimes, of which spherical symmetry is a special case. This is achieved in Locally

Rotationally symmetric-II (LRS-II) class of spacetimes with general matter distributions.

Secondly we seek to simplify the matching process and use only the Israel-Darmois matching

conditions via local semitetrad decomposition of the spacetimes. Thirdly, we establish a

purely geometrical basis for the matching. We find the Gaussian curvature of the two

dimensional foliation of the matching hypersurface is one of the fundamental quantities that

determines the matching. The physically important result of Santos [4] is then recovered as

a special case.

The paper is organised as follows: In section 2 we discuss the Israel-Darmois matching

conditions. In the next section we introduce the geometrical semitetrad 1+1+2 decomposi-

tion of the spacetimes and write down the field equations for LRS-II spacetimes. In section

4 we write down the matching conditions in terms of the geometrical and thermodynamic

1+1+2 quantities, and their consistency for timelike matching hypersurface. In the next

section we follow the same procedure for a spacelike matching hypersurface for complete-

ness. And finally, in section 6, we use this geometrical approach to recover the well known

result of matching a radiating spherical star with a Vaidya exterior.
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II. ISRAEL-DARMOIS MATCHING CONDITIONS

Historically, the matching conditions of two spacetimes across a hypersurface was first

worked out by Darmois [20], which was later further developed by Lichnerowicz [21], Israel

[22], Clarke and Dray [23], and Mars, Senovilla and Fayos [24, 25]. The key idea of this

matching problem is as follows: Let us have two disjoint spacetime manifolds, V+(g+)

with an imbedded boundary 3-hypersurface S+ and V−(g−) with an imbedded boundary

3-hypersurface S−. We further assume that there is a C3 diffeomorphism from S− to S+.

This means that there is a three times continuously differentiable invertible function which

maps from S− to S+. Let the disjoint union of V− to V+, which have points that are related

through the diffeomorphism identified, be the complete spacetime, which we shall denote

as V4(g). The images of S− and S+ in V4 shall be noted by S. This issue now is if V+ and

V− can be joined in such a manner that V4 has a Lorentzian geometry with Einstein field

equations well defined. As shown clearly in [22, 23], this is possible if and only if S+ and

S− are isometrical with respect to their first fundamental form h+ and h− (the induced

metric on the hypersurface via the imbedding) which have been derived from g+ and g−

respectively, as in this case there is a natural continuous extension of the metric g to the

entire V4.

Thus, from the point of view of V+(g+) and V−(g−), there are two imbeddings: xµ± =

xµ±(ξ
a) of S, where ξa are intrinsic coordinates for S and xµ± are local coordinates for V±.

The requirement that the first fundamental forms must match is

h+ab = h−ab , (1)

where from [22–24]

h±ab = g±µv(x±(ξ))
∂xµ±(ξ)

∂ξa
∂xµ±(ξ)

∂ξb
. (2)

Note that hab is the 3-metric on S.

Equation (1) is an important condition for the calculation of the Riemann tensor dis-

tribution and its contractions. The singular part of this tensor distribution is proportional

to the Dirac one-form distribution δµ which is linked with S. Therefore this singular part
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describes an infinite discontinuity at S. For a smooth matching, these infinite discontinuities

needs to be avoided in matter and curvature tensors. This occurs if and only if the second

fundamental form of S match, that is

χ−
ab = χ+

ab, (3)

where

χ±
ab = −n±

µ

(

∂2xµ±(ξ)

∂ξa∂ξb
+ Γ±µ

pv

∂xp±(ξ)

∂ξa
∂xv±(ξ)

∂ξb

)

. (4)

Note that Γµ
ρν is the Christoffel symbol of the second kind, and it represents the metric

connection coefficients which are given by

Γµ
ρν =

1

2
gµλ(gνλ,ρ + gλρ,ν − gρν,λ), (5)

where a comma denotes partial differentiation. Thus to match two spacetimes across their

common boundary, the matching conditions (1) and (3) must be satisfied.

In the subsequent sections we recast the above matching conditions in terms of geometrical

and thermodynamic variables for LRS-II spacetimes, using semi-tetrad 1+1+2 covariant

formalism. This gives a beautiful physical interpretation of the quantities that should be

continuous across the matching surface S, where S can be timelike or spacelike.

III. SEMI-TETRAD DECOMPOSITION OF LRS-II SPACETIMES

A spacetime manifold (M, g) is called locally isotropic, if every point p ∈ (M, g) has a

continuous non-trivial isotropy group. When this group consists of spatial rotations the

spacetime is called locally rotationally symmetry or LRS [27]. Within LRS spacetime,

there exists a unique, preferred spatial direction at each point and this preferred direction

is covariantly defined. This direction results in a local axis of symmetry, such that all

observations are identical under rotation about it. LRS-II is a subclass of LRS spacetimes

that is free of rotation. By the symmetry of LRS-II, we can covariantly decompose the

spacetimes using using a unit timelike vector ua along the fluid flow lines and a unit

spacelike vector ea along the preferred spatial direction.
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With respect to a timelike congruence, the spacetime can be locally decomposed into

space and time. The timelike congruence is defined by the flow lines, with the four-velocity

as

ua = dxa

dτ
, uaua = −1, (6)

where τ is the proper time measured along the flow lines. Given the 4-velocity ua, we have

unique parallel and orthogonal projection tensor

Ua
b = −uaub, ha

b = gab + uaub, (7)

where ha
b is the projection tensor that projects any 4-d vector or tensor onto the 3-space

orthogonal to ‘ua’ . The volume element of this 3-space is given as ǫabc = ηabcdu
d, where ηabcd

is the usual volume element of 4-space.

This decomposition naturally gives two directional derivatives: the vector ua is used to

define the covariant time derivative along the flow lines (denoted by dot) for any tensor

Sa..b
c..d, given by

Ṡa..b
c..d = ue∇eS

a..b
c..d, (8)

and the tensor hab is used to define the fully orthogonally projected covariant derivative D

for any tensor Sa..b
c..d

DeS
a..b

c..d = ha
fh

p
c ...h

b
gh

q
dh

r
e∇rS

f..g
p..q , (9)

with total projection on all free indices. Therefore, the covariant derivative of ua is decom-

posed as

∇aub = −uaAb +
1
3
Θhab + σab + ǫabcω

c, (10)

where Ab = u̇b is the acceleration, Θ = Dau
a is the expansion, σab = D〈aub〉 is the shear tensor

that denotes the distortion and ωc is the vorticity vector denoting the rotation. The Weyl

curvature tensor is also split relative to ua into the electric and magnetic Weyl curvature

parts as

Eab = Cabcdu
cud = E〈ab〉; Hab =

1
2
ǫadeC

de
bc u

c = H〈ab〉. (11)
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Here the angle brackets denote the projected trace-free part. Similarly, the energy momen-

tum tensor of matter is decomposed as follows:

Tab = µuaub + qaub + qbua + phab + πab, (12)

where µ = Tabu
aub is the energy density, p = (1/3)habTab is the isotropic pressure,

qa = q〈a〉 = −hc
aTcdu

d is the 3-vector that defines the heat flux and πab = π〈ab〉 is the

anisotropic stress.

The 1+1+2 decomposition of spacetime is a natural extension of the 1+3 formalism in

which the 3-space is further decomposed with respect to a given spatial direction. In the

1+1+2 approach, the spacetime is further split through the use of a preferred spatial vector

ea which is orthogonal to ua. We now choose a spacelike vector field ea such that

eaea = 1, uaea = 0 . (13)

The new projection tensor is given by

Na
b ≡ ha

b − eaeb = gab + uaub − eaeb (14)

which project vectors orthogonal to ea and ua onto a 2-surface called sheet. Thus

eaNab = 0 = uaNab, Na
a = 2. (15)

This 1+1+2 splitting of the spacetime gives rise to the new directional derivatives along ea

and on the 2-surface:

• The hat derivative is the spatial derivative along the vector field ea: for any 3-tensor

ψa..b
c..d, ψ̂a..b

c..d ≡ efDfψa..b
c..d.

• The delta derivative is the projected derivative onto the sheet by N b
a, with projection

on all free indices: for any 3-tensor ψa..b
c..d, δeψa..b

c..d ≡ Nf
a ..N

g
bN

c
h..N

d
i N

j
eDjψf..g

h..i.

In the 1+1+2 splitting , the 4-acceleration, vorticity and shear split as follows:

u̇a = Aea +Aa, (16)

ωa = Ωea + Ωa, (17)

σab = Σ(eaeb − 1
2
Nab) + 2Σ(aeb) + Σab. (18)
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For the electric and magnetic Weyl tensors we get

Eab = E(eaeb − 1
2
Nab) + 2E(aeb) + Eab, (19)

Hab = H(eaeb − 1
2
Nab) + 2H(aeb) +Hab. (20)

Similarly, the fluid variable qa and πab may be split as

qa = Qea +Qa, (21)

πab = Π(eaeb − 1
2
Nab) + Π(aeb) +Πab. (22)

We can decompose the covariant derivative of ea in the direction orthogonal to ua into

it’s irreducible parts giving

Daeb = eaab +
1

2
φNab + ξǫab + ζab . (23)

We see that on the 3-space, moving along the preferred vector ea, φ represents the expansion

of the sheet, ζab is the shear of ea (i.e. the distortion of the sheet) and aa its acceleration.

We can also interpret ξ as the vorticity associated with ea so that it is a representation of

the “twisting” or rotation of the sheet.

The full covariant derivatives of vector fields ea and ua can now split into

∇aub = −ua(Aeb +Ab) + eaeb(
1
3
Θ+ Σ) + Ωεab

+ea(Σb + εbcΩ
c) + eb(Σa − ǫacΩ

c)

+Nab(
1
3
Θ− 1

2
Σ) + Σab, (24)

∇aeb = −Auaub − uaαb + eaub(
1
3
Θ+ Σ) + ξεab

+ub(Σa − ǫacΩ
c) + eaab +

1
2
φNab + ζab. (25)

By symmetry of LRS-II spacetimes we can easily see that the sheet components of all the

vectors and tensor quantities vanish identically. Thus, the set quantities that fully describe

LRS-II spacetime are {A,Θ, φ,Σ, E , µ, p,Π, Q}.

Decomposing the Ricci identities for ua and ea and the doubly contracted Bianchi

identities, we can get the following field equation for LRS spacetime:
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Propagation:

φ̂ = −1
2
φ2 + (1

3
Θ+ Σ)(2

3
Θ− Σ)

−2
3
(µ+ Λ)− E − 1

2
Π, (26)

Σ̂− 2
3
Θ̂ = −3

2
φΣ−Q, (27)

Ê − 1
3
µ̂+ 1

2
Π̂ = −3

2
φ(E + 1

2
Π) + (1

2
Σ− 1

3
Θ)Q. (28)

Evolution:

φ̇ = −(Σ− 2
3
Θ)(A− 1

2
φ) +Q, (29)

Σ̇− 2
3
Θ̇ = −Aφ+ 2(1

3
Θ− 1

2
Σ)2

+1
3
(µ+ 3p− 2Λ)− E + 1

2
Π, (30)

Ė − 1
3
µ̇+ 1

2
Π̇ = +(3

2
Σ−Θ)E + 1

4
(Σ− 2

3
Θ)Π

+1
2
φQ− 1

2
(µ+ p)(Σ− 2

3
Θ). (31)

Propagation/evolution:

Â − Θ̇ = −(A+ φ)A+ 1
3
Θ2 + 3

2
Σ2

+1
2
(µ+ 3p− 2Λ), (32)

µ̇+ Q̂ = −Θ(µ+ p)− (φ+ 2A)Q− 3
2
ΣΠ (33)

Q̇+ p̂+ Π̂ = −(3
2
φ+A)Π− (4

3
Θ+ Σ)Q

−(µ+ p)A. (34)

The Gaussian curvature K of the 2-sheet is defined in terms of the Ricci scalar of the two

sheet as 2Rab = KNab and can be written in terms of the covariant scalars as

K = 1
3
(µ+ Λ)− E − 1

2
Π + 1

4
φ2 − (1

3
Θ− 1

2
Σ)2. (35)

Thus, the evolution and propagation equation for the Gaussian curvature K are

K̇ = −(2
3
Θ− Σ)K, (36)

K̂ = −φK. (37)
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IV. MATCHING CONDITIONS FOR LRS-II SPACETIMES: TIMELIKE

MATCHING SURFACE

Let us consider two regions of spacetime, both having LRS-II symmetry and they are

matched across a non-compact hypersurface S. We consider S to inherit the LRS II symme-

try, in the sense that all sheet components vanish identically on S. In the case of spherical

symmetry we can then easily describe S as a curve on [u, e] plane, with each point on the

curve representing the surface of a 2-sheet. We describe the two matching regions as region

1 and region 2 respectively. All the geometrical and thermodynamic quantities in region 2

will be denoted by the usual variables with a tilde. For example: the metric tensor in region

1 is given by

gab = −uaub + eaeb +Nab. (38)

while that of region 2 is given by

g̃ab = −ũaũb + ẽaẽb + Ñab. (39)

We will now consider two distinct cases: (a) when the normal to the matching hypersurface

S is spacelike and (b) when it is timelike. We will explicitly write down the Israel-Darmois

condition for all two cases and extract the scalar equations in terms of the geometrical vari-

ablles of LRS-II spacetimes from them. This will then transparently show us, the behaviour

of these geometrical and thermodynamic quantities across the hypersurface.

TABLE I: Geometry of Region 1 and Region 2

REGION 1 REGION 2

gab = −uaub + eaeb +Nab g̃ab = −ũaũb + ẽaẽb + Ñab

na = αua + βea ; β = ±
√
1 + α2 ña = α̃ũa + β̃ẽa ; β̃ = ±

√
1 + α̃2

hab = gab − nanb h̃ab = g̃ab − ñañb

χab = hc(ah
d
b)∇dnc χ̃ab = h̃c(ah̃

d
b)∇dñc

Ψ̇ = ua∇aΨ ; Ψ̂ = eaDaΨ
˚̃Ψ = ũa∇aΨ̃ ; ¯̃Ψ = ẽaDaΨ̃

Let us first suppose the unit normal to S is spacelike. This situation corresponds to the

boundary matching hypersurface of a dynamic spherical star with the exterior spherically
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symmetric spacetime. Let na be the unit normal in Region 1 to the matching timelike

hypersurface S. Since S is taken to inherit the LRS-II symmetry, the unit normal is given

as

na = αua + βea, (40)

where α and β are functions of the curve parameters of integral curves of ua and ea respec-

tively, with the normalisation condition β = ±
√
1 + α2. Similarly in Region 2, let ña be the

unit normal to S. Thus we have

ña = α̃ũa + β̃ẽa, (41)

where α̃ and β̃ are functions of the curve parameters of integral curves of ũa and ẽa respec-

tively, with the normalisation condition β̃ = ±
√
1 + α̃2. Since both na and ña are spacelike,

we make use of (38) and (40), to get the first fundamental form on the boundary S is in

Region 1 as

hab = gab − nanb

= −(1 + α2)uaub + (1− β2)eaeb − αβuaeb − αβeaub +Nab, (42)

where β = ±
√
1 + α2. Likewise, using (39) and (41), the first fundamental form on S in

Region 2 is

h̃ab = g̃ab − ñañb (43)

= −(1 + α̃2)ũaũb + (1− β̃2)ẽaẽb − α̃β̃ũaẽb − α̃β̃ẽaũb + Ñab, (44)

with the constraint β̃ = ±
√
1 + α̃2.

Now the second fundamental form in Regions 1 and 2 are defined as follows:

χab = hc(ah
d
b)∇dnc ; χ̃ab = h̃c(ah̃

d
b)∇dñc. (45)

Noting that for any scalar λ in a spacetime with LRS-II symmetry, we can write

∇aλ = −λ̇ua + λ̂ea, (46)

Using (46) we can immediately see that

∇bna = (−α̇− βA)uaub +
[

α
(

1
3
Θ+ Σ

)

+ β
]

eaeb +
[

β
(

1
3
Θ+ Σ

)

+ α̂
]

uaeb

+
(

−β̇ − αA
)

eaub +
[

α
(

1
3
Θ− 1

2
Σ
)

+ 1
2
βφ

]

Nab. (47)
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Therefore using (42) and (45), we have

χab = uaub

[

−(1 + α2)2α̇ + αβ(1 + α2)β̇ − αβ(1 + α2)α̂

+α2β2β̂ − βA(1 + α2)− αβ2
(

1
3
Θ+ Σ

)

]

+ eaeb
[

−α2β2α̇

−αβ(1− β2)β̇ + αβ(1− β2)α̂+ (1− β2)2β̂ − α2βA

+α(1− β2)(1
3
Θ+ Σ)

]

+ u(aeb)

[

−2αβ(1 + α2)α̇− 2αβ(1− β2)β̂

+(−α2β2 + (1 + α2)(1− β2))α̂ + (α2β2 − (1 + α2)(1− β2))β̇

−αA(β2 + (1 + α2)) + (β(1− β2)− α2β)
(

1
3
Θ+ Σ

)]

+Nab

[

α
(

1
3
Θ− 1

2
Σ
)

+ 1
2
βφ

]

, (48)

with the constraint β = ±
√
1 + α2. We have a similar result for Region 2. First we re-

place the dot and hat derivative with the circle and bar derivative respectively. The circle

derivative arises from using the operator ũa∇a while the bar derivative arises from using the

operator ẽaDa. Thus for Region 2 (46) becomes

∇aλ̃ = −˚̃λua + ¯̃
λea, (49)

Applying (49), (45) becomes

χ̃ab = ũaũb

[

−(1 + α̃2)2˚̃α + α̃β̃(1 + α̃2)
˚̃
β − α̃β̃(1 + α̃2) ¯̃α

+α̃2β̃2 ¯̃β − β̃Ã(1 + α̃2)− α̃β̃2
(

1
3
Θ̃ + Σ̃

)]

+ ẽaẽb

[

−α̃2β̃2˚̃α

−α̃β̃(1− β̃2)
˚̃
β + α̃β̃(1− β̃2) ¯̃α + (1− β̃2)2

¯̃
β − α̃2β̃Ã

+α̃(1− β̃2)(1
3
Θ̃ + Σ̃)

]

+ ũ(aẽb)

[

−2α̃β̃(1 + α̃2)˚̃α− 2α̃β̃(1− β̃2) ¯̃β

+(−α̃2β̃2 + (1 + α̃2)(1− β̃2)) ¯̃α + (α̃2β̃2 − (1 + α̃2)(1− β̃2))
˚̃
β

−α̃Ã(β2 + (1 + α̃2)) + (β̃(1− β̃2)− α̃2β̃)
(

1
3
Θ̃ + Σ̃

)]

+Ñab

[

α̃
(

1
3
Θ̃− 1

2
Σ̃
)

+ 1
2
β̃φ̃

]

, (50)

with the constraint β̃ = ±
√
1 + α̃2.

On the boundary hypersurface: the Israel-Darmois matching conditions are now given as

hab = h̃ab ; χab = χ̃ab. (51)
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A. Extracting the scalar equations: Matching the geometrical quantities

To extract the relevant 1+1+2 scalar equations from the above conditions (51), we note

the following important observations: keeping with the symmetry of LRS spacetime on both

sides of the matching hypersurface, we must have the metric on the 2 dimensional sheets

foliating the matching 3-surface exactly same as calculated from the both sides. That is, we

must have

Nab = Ñab, (52)

on the boundary. In other words, the spherical 2-surfaces are the same on the boundary if

we approach it from either side. This gives two scalar equations that must be satisfied on

the boundary:

Nabχab = Ñabχ̃ab, (53)

and

(hab −Nab)χab = (h̃ab − Ñab)χ̃ab. (54)

This brings us to the following important proposition:

Proposition 1. The expansion, shear and sheet-expansion in both regions must satisfy the

following constraint on the timelike boundary hypersurface S,

βφ− α
(

Σ− 2
3
Θ
)

= β̃φ̃− α̃
(

Σ̃− 2
3
Θ̃
)

. (55)

Proof. The proof follows in a straightforward fashion by plugging in (48) and (50) in (53)

B. Special case of spherical symmetry

Let us now, consider the special case of spherical symmetry, where the 2-sheets are 2-

spheres. In this case, matching the 2-dimensional metric Nab on the natural 2-foliations of

the matching hypersurface, naturally matches the intrinsic curvature of the surface when

approached from either side. As we know, the trace of 2-dimensional Ricci tensor on these

foliations is the Gaussian curvature, therefore the Gaussian curvature of the 2-sheets must

be same when calculated from either side. In other words, we must have K = K̃:

1
3
µ− E − 1

2
Π+ 1

4
φ2 − (1

3
Θ− 1

2
Σ)2 = 1

3
µ̃− Ẽ − 1

2
Π̃ + 1

4
φ̃2 − (1

3
Θ̃− 1

2
Σ̃)2 . (56)
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Moreover, any scalar constructed from the Gaussian curvature and it’s covariant derivative

should also be continuous across the matching hypersurface. One such scalar that has a well

defined physical significance is the Misner-Sharp mass (the mass within a given 2-sheet at

any instant of time), which for any spherically symmetric spacetime is given as

M =
1

2
√
K

(

1− 1

4K3
∇aK∇aK

)

. (57)

Using the definition of Gaussian curvature and the field equations, we can immediately get

M =
1

2(
√
K)3

(

1

3
µ− E − 1

2
Π

)

, (58)

Since K = K̃ and M = M̃, this completes the demonstration of the following propesition:

Proposition 2. For sperically symmetric spacetimes, the expansion, shear and sheet-

expansion in the both regions must satisfy the following constraint on the timelike boundary

hypersurface S,

1
4
φ2 − (1

3
Θ− 1

2
Σ)2 = 1

4
φ̃2 − (1

3
Θ̃− 1

2
Σ̃)2 . (59)

The above equation, together with (55), completely specifies how the volume expansion,

shear and 2-sheet expansion are related at either side of the matching hypersurface.

C. Consistent propagation of the matching constraint

It is interesting to note the condition (55) is a constraint on the matching hypersurface

that must be satisfied at all epochs. Thus acting on (55) with the operator na∇a = ña∇a

should be identically zero. In other words, we must have

(αua + βea)∇a

(

βφ− α
(

Σ− 2
3
Θ
))

= (α̃ũa + β̃ẽa)∇a

(

β̃φ̃− α̃
(

Σ̃− 2
3
Θ̃
))

. (60)

For Region 1, (60) becomes

αβ̇φ+ αβφ̇+ ββ̂φ+ β2φ̂− α2
(

Σ̇− 2
3
Θ̇
)

−αβ
(

Σ̂− 2
3
Θ̂
)

− α̂β
(

Σ− 2
3
Θ
)

− α̇α
(

Σ− 2
3
Θ
)

. (61)

And for Region 2, (60) becomes

α̃˚̃βφ̃+ α̃β̃˚̃φ+ β̃ ¯̃βφ̃+ β̃2 ¯̃φ− α̃2
(

˚̃Σ− 2
3
˚̃Θ
)

−α̃β̃
(

¯̃Σ− 2
3
¯̃Θ
)

− ˜̄αβ̃
(

Σ̃− 2
3
Θ̃
)

− ˚̃αα̃
(

Σ̃− 2
3
Θ̃
)

. (62)
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We now apply the field equations obtain

X = X̃, (63)

with the constraints β = ±
√
1 + α2 and β̃ = ±

√
1 + α̃2. Here

X = αβ̇φ+ αβ
[

−
(

Σ− 2
3
Θ
)

(A− 1
2
φ) +Q

]

+ ββ̂φ

+β2
[

−1
2
φ2 +

(

1
3
Θ+ Σ

) (

2
3
Θ− Σ

)

− 2
3
(µ+ Λ)− E − 1

2
Π
]

−α2
[

−Aφ+ 2
(

1
3
Θ− 1

2
Σ
)2

+ 1
3
(µ+ 3p− 2Λ)− E + 1

2
Π
]

+αβ(3
2
φΣ+Q)− α̂β

(

Σ− 2
3
Θ
)

− α̇α
(

Σ− 2
3
Θ
)

, (64)

and X̃ is defined likewise. Thus we see that the scalars equations (55), and (63), completely

defines all the conditions that needs to be satisfied for a consistent matching for all epochs.

V. MATCHING CONDITIONS FOR LRS-II SPACETIMES: SPACELIKE

MATCHING SURFACE

In this case, we are looking at the scenario, where two different patches of spacetime is

matched across a spacelike hypersurface. Although we generally do not have scenarios where

this is applied, we just give the equations for completeness. Since in this case na = αua+βea

and hence ña = α̃ũa + β̃ẽa is timelike, we have β = ±
√
−1 + α2 and β̃ = ±

√
−1 + α̃2. The

first fundamental form for Region1 is given by

hab = gab + nanb (65)

= −(1 − α2)uaub + (1 + β2)eaeb + αβuaeb + αβeaub +Nab. (66)

Likewise the first fundamental form in Region 2 is

h̃ab = g̃ab + ñañb (67)

= −(1 − α̃2)ũaũb + (1 + β̃2)ẽaẽb + α̃β̃ũaẽb + α̃β̃ẽaũb + Ñab. (68)
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Similarly the second fundamental form is given as

χab = uaub

[

−(1− α2)2α̇− αβ(1− α2)β̇ + αβ(1− α2)α̂

+α2β2β̂ − βA(1− α2) + αβ2
(

1
3
Θ+ Σ

)

]

+ eaeb
[

−α2β2α̇

+αβ(1 + β2)β̇ − αβ(1 + β2)α̂ + (1 + β2)2β̂ + α2βA

+α(1 + β2)(1
3
Θ+ Σ)

]

+ u(aeb)

[

2αβ(1− α2)α̇ + 2αβ(1 + β2)β̂

+((1− α2)(1 + β2)− α2β2)α̂ + (α2β2 − (1− α2)(1 + β2))β̇

+(1
3
Θ+ Σ)(β(1 + β2) + α2β) + αA(β2 − (1− α2))

]

+Nab

[

α
(

1
3
Θ− 1

2
Σ
)

+ 1
2
βφ

]

(69)

and χ̃ab is given likewise. Thus the matching condition becomes

βφ− α
(

Σ− 2
3
Θ
)

= β̃φ̃− α̃
(

Σ̃− 2
3
Θ̃
)

, (70)

with the constraints β = ±
√
−1 + α2 and β̃ = ±

√
−1 + α̃2. It is interesting to note that the

consistency of the constraint remains same as equation (63), with the new relation between α

and β. Thus equations (70) and (63) with β = ±
√
−1 + α2 and β̃ = ±

√
−1 + α̃2 completely

determines the matching conditions and their consistancy.

VI. A WELL KNOWN EXAMPLE: MATCHING A RADIATING STAR WITH A

VAIDYA EXTERIOR

To illustrate the advantage of the semi-tetrad 1+1+2 matching equations, let us revisit

the well known scenario of matching a radiating and collapsing spherically symmetric star,

having a comoving boundary, with a Vaidya exterior. Let the metric in the interior spacetime

(in the comoving coordinates (t, r, θ, φ)) be given as

ds21 = −A(t, r)dt2 +B(t, r)dr2 +R2(t, r)(dθ2 + sin2(θ)dφ2) . (71)

Here R(t, r) is the area radius of the collapsing 2-sheets and hence we have

K =
1

R2(t, r)
. (72)

We consider the boundary of the star to be the comoving shell labelled by r = rb in the

interior spacetime. Let this star be matched to the Vaidya exterior, with the metric

ds22 = −
(

1− 2m(v)

rv

)

dv2 − 2dvdrv + r2v(dθ
2 + sin2(θ)dφ2) . (73)
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Here v is the exploding null coordinate and rv is the Vaidya radius. The boundary as seen

from the exterior spacetime is given as rvb = rvb(v). The unit vectors in the [u, e] plane for

the Vaidya spacetime is given as

ũa =

(

1− 2m(v)

rv

)−1/2 (
∂

∂v

)a

, (74)

and

ẽa = −
(

1− 2m(v)

rv

)−1/2(
∂

∂v

)a

+

(

1− 2m(v)

rv

)1/2 (
∂

∂rv

)a

. (75)

It can be easily checked that for the above unit vectors, we have the following

Σ̃− 2

3
Θ̃ = 0, (76)

µ̃ = 3p̃ = Q̃ =
3

2
Π̃, (77)

v̊ = −v̄. (78)

Now, since the boundary is comoving in the interior spacetime, the normal to the boundary

is purely along the e-direction. Therefore we have α = 0 and β = 1. In the exterior

spacetime the normal lying in the [u, e] plane is null, and therefore we must have ñaña = 0.

This can then be normalised to α̃ = β̃ = 1/
√
2. Plugging these in (55) and (59) we get for

the boundary
φ

(Σ− 2
3
Θ)

= 1 , (79)

that must be satisfied as we approach the boundary in the interior spacetime. It can again

be easily calculated, that the Misner Sharp mass of the Vaidya exterior is given as

M̃ = m(v). (80)

Now, here comes an important physical observation: at the boundary, the rate of change of

Misner-Sharp mass, along the fluid flow lines must be same on both sides. In other words,

the total mass lost in the interior spacetime must be radiated away along the outgoing null

geodesics of Vaidya exterior. Since at the exterior spacetime the boundary is comoving,

therefore this will give,

ua∇aM =

(

1√
2
ũa +

1√
2
ẽa
)

∇am(v). (81)

Using (78) and the field equations, the above expression immediately simplifies to

φ

(Σ− 2
3
Θ)

=
Q

p
, (82)
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which using (79) gives us the important result as found by Santos: At the comoving boundary

of a collapsing radiating star, we must have

p = Q, (83)

that is, the isotropic pressure must be equal to the radial heat flux at the comoving boundary,

if we need to match the star with an exploding Vaidya exterior. From, the above equation

it is clear that if there is no heat flux in the interior spacetime, the pressure at the comoving

boundary must be zero, if the interior is matched to Vaidya. On the contrary, zero pressure

for Vaidya spacetime necessarily implies m(v),v = 0, or constant Misner-Sharp mass., which

in turn implies that the exterior spacetime must be Schwarzschild in that case. When the

pressures in the radiating star is non-isotropic, that is the radial pressure pr is not equal to

the tangential pressure pθ, the above condition can be written as

pr = Q− 2

3
∆, (84)

where ∆ = pr − pθ, is the anisotropy parameter.

VII. DISCUSSION

In this paper we have transparently showed the following: The Israel-Darmois matching

conditions across a general hypersurface for LRS-II spacetimes simplifies to three scalar

equations in the 1+1+2 semitetrad formalism. These scalar equations give us the relations

between the geometrical and thermodynamic quantities of both sides of the hypersurface

and also relates these to the dynamics of the hypersurface itself. We derived the equations

for cases when the normal to these hypersurface is spacelike and also timelike. Note that a

careful matching of these two cases will then generate the matching condition across a null

hypersurface which is more complicated, which we have not considered in this paper.

Writing the matching conditions in terms of the scalar equation in the semitetrad

formalism has a number of advantages. First and foremost, this gives a direct relation

between the components of energy momentum tensors of the spacetime patches on either

side of the matching hypersurface. This is very useful while matching spherically symmetric

spacetimes across a stellar surface (for example), where the spacetime just outside a

18



stellar surface is not vacuum. Also these equations can be used to model multi-regions in

spherically symmetric stellar structures or even gravastars, where the energy momentum

tensor of each region is different from the other.

Our result gives another important realisation. One patch of given spacetime with LRS-II

symmetry can in principle be matched with a large number of different LRS-II spacetimes,

by carefully choosing the dynamics of the matching hypersurface. Thus, if we consider

the surface of a collapsing spherical star to be non-comoving, we can match the collapsing

star with a number of different exterior spacetimes and that will lead the collapse to have

different end states.
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ical and Observational Cosmology, Ed. M Lachze-Rey, (Dordrecht: Kluwer 1999), 1.

[arXiv:gr-qc/9812046].

[29] G. Acquaviva, G.F.R. Ellis, R. Goswami and A.I.M. Hamid, Phys. Rev. D 91, 064017 (2015).

[30] S.W. Hawking and G. F. R. Ellis, The large scale structure of spacetime, Cambridge University

Press, Cambridge (1973).

[31] D. S. Goldwirth and J. Katz, Class. Quantum Grav, 12, 769 (1995).

[32] W. C. Hernández and C. W. Misner, Astrophys. J. 143, 452 (1966).

20

http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9812046

	I Introduction
	II Israel-Darmois matching conditions 
	III Semi-tetrad decomposition of LRS-II spacetimes
	IV Matching Conditions for LRS-II spacetimes: Timelike matching surface
	A Extracting the scalar equations: Matching the geometrical quantities
	B Special case of spherical symmetry
	C Consistent propagation of the matching constraint

	V Matching Conditions for LRS-II spacetimes: Spacelike matching surface
	VI A well known example: Matching a radiating star with a Vaidya exterior
	VII Discussion
	VIII Acknowledgement 
	 References

