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Gravitational waves in dark bubble cosmology
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In this paper we construct the 5D uplift of 4D gravitational waves in de Sitter cosmology for the
brane world scenario based on a nucleated bubble in AdS5. This makes it possible to generalize the
connection between the dark bubbles and Vilenkin’s quantum cosmology to include gravitational
perturbations. We also use the uplift to explain the interpretation of the apparently negative
energy contributions in the 4D Einstein equations, which distinguish the dark bubble scenario from
Randall-Sundrum.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Constructing meta-stable de Sitter (dS) vacua in string theory is undoubtedly one of the most challenging problems
in contemporary physics that still remains unsolved (see e.g. the arguments in [1–3]). In [4] it was proposed that a
dS universe can be realized in a string theory setting through a braneworld scenario similar to a Randall-Sundrum
(RS) or Karch-Randall (KR) set up [5–7]. The brane corresponds to an expanding Coleman-de Luccia (CL) bubble
of a true vacuum inside a false, unstable, five-dimensional anti de Sitter (AdS) vacuum. The motivation for this
model comes from the ubiquity of AdS vacua in string theory which, if non-supersymmetric, are believed to be
unstable as a consequence of the weak gravity conjecture [8–10]. The dark bubble scenario thus emerges naturally
whenever there is a codimension one brane present in the theory that can mediate the decay of the false AdS5. Its
advantage is twofold: it evades the swampland constraints of constructing ‘fundamental’ dS vacua based on pure
compactifications of string theory [11] and, at the same time, it provides a concrete realisation of a braneworld in
string theory with an inside-outside construction (in contrast to the inside-inside structure of RS or KR models).
In [12–15] the physics of nucelation in AdS5 was further studied, while [16] discusses a concrete realization of the
dark bubble throguh a resolved Calabi-Yau conifold.

The proposed model realises an effective dS vacuum with lower dimensional observers being confined to the bubble
boundary, where they perceive an expanding FLRW cosmology with a positive cosmological constant (CC). This
model was studied in [4, 17–20]. The power of this dark bubble model is that all features in the 4D cosmology will
find an interpretation in the bulk:

• Four-dimensional gravity arises as an effective description. Indeed, it was shown in [17] how the 4D Ein-
stein equation follows from the junction condition across the brane. The brane geometry is sourced by the
energy-momentum tensor of the brane itself (which for empty branes acts as a cosmological constant) and by
contributions from the higher dimensional geometry.

• The value of the four-dimensional cosmological constant is set by the differences amongst the AdS scales on
the inside and outside of the bubble and by the brane tension. Its positivity is guaranteed by the occurrence of
a nucleation event. To construct a phenomenological 4D cosmology with a small vacuum energy, one requires
a modest hierarchy where the AdS scales are smaller that the 5D Planck scale.

• The familiar dust and radiation components of the 4D cosmic fluid correspond to, respectively, stretched
strings and matter in the bulk [17].

• What a lower-dimensional observer would call ‘the Big Bang’, has the bulk interpretation of a well-understood
nucleation event a la Brown-Teitelboim (BT) [21]. From the higher dimensional perspective, the Big Bang
does therefore not appear as a singularity. This was explored in [20].

The higher-dimensional interpretation of the Big Bang is particularly interesting as it provides a connection with
quantum cosmology. In this inherently 4D framework, one uses canonical quantisation to derive the Wheeler-DeWitt
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(WdW) equation

HΨ[g, φ] = 0, (I.1)

where H is the Hamiltonian and Ψ[g, φ] is the wave function of the universe defined on the space of all three-
geometries g, as well as on the space of all matter fields φ that are present. A common prediction of quantum
cosmology is that a spherical universe can spontaneously nucleate out of ‘nothing’, similar to the nucleation event
in our dark bubble model. Importantly, any attempt to solve the Schrödinger-like equation (I.1) requires the
additional input of boundary conditions, which is a highly non-trivial issue. Two natural choices are Vilenkin’s
tunneling proposal [22, 23] and the no-boundary proposal of Hartle and Hawking [24]. From the 4D perspective
of quantum cosmology neither one seems to be physically favoured1. In our opinion this should not come as a
surprise: boundary conditions should be able to account for the UV behaviour of gravity (for an example see e.g.
[25]), but this is not encapsulated by any GR inspired Hamiltonian H. The dark bubble model has the advantage
of providing a UV completion of 4D gravity on the bubble making it possible to explore the issue of boundary
conditions. Keeping the scale factor as the only dynamical variable, it was shown in [20] that the BT amplitude in
5D perfectly matches Vilenkin’s tunneling amplitude in 4D quantum cosmology.

This tunneling wave function has recently been subject of debate when perturbations about a homogeneous and
isotropic background were included. The most natural fluctuations to consider from the point of view of the dark
bubble, are of the gravitational type and we refrain from introducing any other kinds of fields. The 4D Hamiltonian
is then of the form

H =
κ4

24π2a

∂2

∂a2
− κ4

2a3

∂2

∂h2
n

− 6π2

κ4

(
a− Λ4

3
a3

)
+

1

κ4
a(n2 − 1)h2

n, (I.2)

where a is the scale factor and hn represents a specific transverse tracefree tensor mode of S3 labelled by three
quantum numbers (n, `,m). We have defined κ4 = 8πG4. For notational simplicity, mode indices will generically
be suppressed. In [26–30] it was argued that such perturbations are unbounded and would ultimately destroy
Vilenkin’s quantum cosmology. However, in [31–34] it was argued that this problem can be avoided by imposing
suitable boundary conditions on the perturbation amplitudes. Our embedding of Vilenkin into the dark bubble also
suggests that such instability cannot be present since there is no reason why the nucleation event in AdS would be
unphysical.

In this paper we will construct the uplift of 4D gravitational waves to 5D ones. This is necessary if we want to map
a mini-superspace model of such perturbations onto a dark bubble nucleation event. For the purpose of writing
down the junction condition, one is obliged to find the backreaction of the waves on the bulk geometry. This is a
highly non-trivial task that we will tackle perturbatively in the metric

gµν = g(0)
µν + ξg(1)

µν + ξ2g(2)
µν +O(ξ3), (I.3)

1 From a perspective based on Swampland criteria, it is only Vilenkin’s proposal that could be realized in string theory [15].
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where ξ is a formal expansion parameter. The conventional procedure is that one solves the Einstein equation order
by order in ξ. Plugging the previous expression into Einstein equation, one finds:

Gµν +Λgµν =
(
G(0)
µν [g(0)] + Λg(0)

µν

)
+ξ
(
G(1)
µν [g(1)] + Λg(1)

µν

)
+ξ2

(
G(2)
µν [g(1)] +G(1)

µν [g(2)] + Λg(2)
µν

)
+O(ξ3) = 0, (I.4)

where G(i)
µν [g(j)] denotes the i-th order variation of the Einstein tensor evaluated on the j-th order metric pertur-

bation. Formally this is a quantity of order max{i, j} in ξ.

At zeroth order, the Einstein equation simply yields the background geometry g(0)
µν . In the dark bubble scenario

this could, for instance, correspond to a gas of strings inside a Schwarzschild-AdS space. We will, for simplicity,
consider a background of pure AdS.

Gravitational waves (GW) appear at first order in ξ through the linearized Einstein equation (the GW equation),
which schematically can be understood as solutions to

G(1)
µν [g(1)] + Λg(1)

µν = 0. (I.5)

The GW in the dark bubble model must satisfy specific requirements given that the 5D bulk induces a 4D metric
on the dark bubble constrained by the junction conditions.

The second order Einstein equation can now be written as

G(1)
µν [g(2)] + Λg(2)

µν = −G(2)
µν [g(1)]. (I.6)

This can in principle be solved to give g(2). This tells us how the geometry reacts to the presence of the gravitational
wave g(1). The RHS can be interpreted as an effective energy-momentum tensor 〈Tµν〉 ≡ −κ−1

D 〈G
(2)
µν [g(1)]〉, where

κD is the gravitational constant in D dimensions. This energy-momentum tensor is quadratic in g(1). The angular
bracket 〈·〉 denotes an averaging procedure over several wavelengths that is required for a proper interpretation, see
e.g. [35]. Observe the overall minus sign in the definition of this energy-momentum tensor 〈Tµν〉. We will see the
fundamental relevance of this sign’s presence through this paper. This effective energy-momentum term can also
be captured by a backreacted background metric. This fact will be of great importance as, once the backreaction
is accounted for, the junction condition will dictate how gravitational waves in the bulk will affect the evolution of
the four-dimensional bubble.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In section II we review the dark bubble model and introduce the tools that
we need. In section III we discuss 4D gravitational waves in an expanding universe. In section IV we perform
the uplift into the 5D bulk, and perform consistency checks between 4D and 5D. This interplay between the bulk
and boundary features will be examined in section V. Finally, we discuss the importance and interpretation of our
results.



6

II. REVIEW OF THE DARK BUBBLE MODEL

A. FRIEDMANN COSMOLOGY

It was proposed in [4] that a dS4 cosmology can be obtained as the induced 4D metric on a co-dimension one bubble
in AdS5. The 5D bulk geometries inside and outside the bubble correspond to AdS5 vacua

ds2
± = g±µνdx

µdxν = −f±(z)dt2± +
dz2

f±(z)
+ z2dΩ2

3, (II.1)

where −(+) refers to the inside (outside) of the bubble, dΩ2
3 = γijdxidxj is the metric on S3, and f± is for pure

AdS5 given by

f±(z) = 1 + k2
±z

2, (II.2)

In the following, we will omit the ± subscript for notational simplicity. The constant k defines the AdS5 scale (i.e.
LAdS = 1/k) and the 5D cc is given by Λ5 = −6k2. A false (outside) AdS+

5 vacuum can decay to a true (inside)
AdS−5 vacuum via the nucleation of a spherical Brown-Teitelboim (BT) instanton [21] provided k− > k+. Once
nucleated, the bubble expands rapidly thereby eating all of AdS+

5 in a finite time. The bubble can be described by
specifying its radius z = a(τ), where τ is some time parameter on the bubble. We will assume that the bubble is
sufficiently large: ka� 1. The induced metric on the bubble wall is exactly of the FLRW form

ds2
ind = −N2(τ)dτ2 + a(τ)2dΩ2

3, (II.3)

where a lapse function N has been introduced to make time reparametrization invariance manifest. The relation
between bulk time t and brane time τ is given by

N2(τ) = f(a)ṫ2 − ȧ2

f(a)
(II.4)

where a dot denotes a τ -derivative.

The expansion of the bubble is governed by Israel’s junction conditions:

σ =
3

κ5

(√
f−(a)

a2
+

ȧ2

N2a2
−
√
f+(a)

a2
+

ȧ2

N2a2

)
, (II.5)

where σ corresponds to the tension of the bubble wall. By expanding the square root, the first Friedmann equation
can be extracted

1

N2

(
ȧ

a

)2

=
κ4

3
ρΛ −

1

a2
, (II.6)

where the 4D gravitational constant is identified with

κ4 =
2k−k+

k− − k+
κ5, (II.7)
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and where the 4D cc is determined by ρΛ = σcr− σ with σcr the critical brane tension at which the bubble remains
static

σcr =
3

κ5
(k− − k+). (II.8)

The Friedmann equation only admits real solutions if σ < σcr. From the 5D perspective, this means bubbles with
a tension greater than σcr can simply not nucleate.

For a more general bulk metric that corresponds to a gas of strings in a Schwarzschild-AdS space, the function f is
given by

f(r) = 1 + k2r2 − κ5M

3π2r2
− κ5α

4πr
. (II.9)

Through the junction condition (II.5), one can identify several different contributions to the Friedmann equation

1

N2

(
ȧ

a

)2

= − 1

a2
+
κ4

3
ρΛ +

κ4

3
ρra
−4 +

κ4

3
ρma

−3. (II.10)

The vacuum energy ρΛ, the radiation density ρr and the matter density ρm find their origin in the bulk geometry

ρΛ ≈ σcr − σ ρr ≈
1

2π2

(
M+

k+
− M−

k−

)
ρm ≈

3

8π

(
α+

k+
− α−
k−

)
, (II.11)

We conclude that a bulk black hole with mass M gives rise to radiation in the 4D world, while a gas of stretched
strings with average density α gives rise to dust.

B. THE GENERAL CASE

In the following we will use Greek indices when referring to the five-dimensional (bulk) geometry and Latin indices
for quantities associated to the induced one. In general, the different bulk metrics across the bubble’s wall cause the
presence of an energy-momentum tensor Sab on the brane. This can be captured by the (second) Israel’s junction
condition as:

κ5Sab = [Kab −Khab]|−+ , (II.12)

where [A]−+ = A− − A+, Kab = ∇βnα eαa e
β
b , with nα being an unit normal vector2 to the wall and eαa its tangent

vector. hab is the induced metric on the wall. Kab (with trace K) represents the extrinsic curvature, which carries
information about the bubble’s embedding in the bulk geometry. For the sake of simplicity, we will consider the
case where the wall is a simple empty brane with Sab = −σhab with σ the brane tension.

2 Pointing in the direction where the bubble’s volume increases.
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To extract the 4D Einstein equations in the general case, one can make use of the Gauss-Codazzi equation

R
(5)
αβγδe

α
ae
β
b e
γ
c e
δ
d = R

(4)
abcd +KadKbc −KacKbd, (II.13)

which connects the extrinsic curvature Kab and the intrinsic curvature of the brane to the projected bulk curvature.
Inserting the Gauss-Codazzi equation (and contractions thereof) into the junction condition (II.12) eliminates the
extrinsic curvature in favor of the energy-momentum tensor. Eventually one finds

G
(4)
ab = (κ4σ − 3k+k−)hab +

k+k−
k− − k+

[
J +
ab

k+
−
J−ab
k−
− 1

2

(
J +

k+
− J

−

k−

)
hab

]
+O

(
(κ4Λ4)2

)
, (II.14)

where Jab is a tensor defined by

Jab = R
(5)
αβγδe

α
ae
β
b e
γ
c e
δ
dh
cd. (II.15)

Thus the four-dimensional geometry is sourced by the bulk geometry through the tensor Jab. One can verify that
this expression reproduces the FLRW-case reviewed in the previous section. Note that even in pure AdS5, Jab has
a contribution −3k2hab, which contributes to a net cosmological constant given by

Λ4 = 6k+k− − κ4σ = κ4

(
3

κ5
(k− − k+)− σ

)
. (II.16)

In the 5D Einstein equation above we see how the bulk geometry induces matter in the effective 4D theory, which
then sources the 4D Einstein equations. In [17] it was shown how localized matter sources in 4D, such as a massive
particle, is uplifted into a string that stretches into the bulk, similar to the hanging strings representing quarks in
holography. Contrary to Randall-Sundrum [5, 6] or Karch-Randall [7] models, neither gravity nor matter is localized
to the brane but extends holographically into the bulk. It was shown in [18] how the gravitational attraction between
two stretched strings in the bulk projects down to the gravitational attraction between two point particles in 4D.

In the rest of the paper we will further study the interplay between 5D and 4D. In particular, we will discuss
gravitational waves and their backreaction on the metric. In the dark bubble model the AdS scale k is assumed
to be a UV scale that is somewhere between the scales of particle physics and the Planck scale. In the present
paper we will for simplicity focus on regimes where the Hubble scale H is much smaller than any such UV-scale,
i.e. H � k. As we will briefly mention, it is in principle possible to relax this assumption.

III. GRAVITATIONAL WAVES IN A 4D EXPANDING UNIVERSE

In this section will review gravitational waves in an expanding FLRW cosmology with a flat or spherical topology.
When the wavelength is sufficiently small, waves in a flat universe serve as a proxy for those in a spherical universe.
Indeed, high frequency waves only probes small regions and do not feel the curvature at larger scales. Gravitational
waves are described by transverse-tracefree (TT) perturbations to the metric (II.3). In the conformal time gauge,
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these are3

ds2 = a2(η)
[
−dη2 + (γij + ξhij(η, x)) dxidxj

]
, (III.1)

where γij is the metric on a spatial slice in xi-coordinates and hij is transverse and tracefree. In the following we will,
for simplicity, ignore contributions from matter and radiation and consider a pure 4D dS cosmology with positive
cosmological constant Λ4 only. We then have that the 4D Hubble constant is given by H2 = κ4ρΛ/3 = Λ4/3.

A. FLAT UNIVERSE

The scale factor for a flat dS universe is a(η) = −1/(Hη) with −∞ < η < 0. For concreteness, we will consider
a GW travelling in the x1 direction4 with either a + or × polarization. The perturbation can be expanded into
harmonics on the spatial manifold. The first-order Einstein equation then yields a wave equation for each mode
separately. For a single mode h4D(η, x1) = eiqx1h4D(η), labelled by some continuous wave number q, one finds

d2h4D

dη2
+ 2Hdh4D

dη
+ q2h4D = 0, (III.2)

where H = −1/η is the conformal Hubble rate. Solutions are easily found and given by

h4D(η) = −η cos(qη + φ0) +
1

q
sin(qη + φ0), (III.3)

where φ0 is an arbitrary phase. The wave h freezes out to a constant at late times (which happens to be zero if
φ0 = 0).

B. CLOSED UNIVERSE

A spherical dS universe is a bouncing cosmology with scale factor a(η) = −1/(H sin η) with −π/2 6 η < 0. The
moment η = −π/2 is the bounce, which coincides with the moment of nucleation. In a similar vein, one can expand
the perturbation in TT harmonics5 on S3. For a single mode hij(η, x) = h4D(η)Yij(x), labelled by some discrete
wave number n, the GW equation is

d2h4D

dη2
+ 2Hdh4D

dη
+ (n2 − 1)h4D = 0, (III.4)

3 Note that in our conventions the coordinates (η, xi) are dimensionless and a has a dimension of length.
4 It is a trivial modification to the given analysis to consider a wave in any other direction.
5 We adopt the convention that S3 harmonics Yij satisfy 4Yij = −(n2 − 3)Yij with n > 3 with 4 the Laplacian on S3. Note that
mode indices are suppressed. See e.g. [36, 37].
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where a prime denotes a derivative to conformal time and H = a′/a = − cot η is the conformal Hubble parameter.
It is useful to redefine the time coordinate to

v = cos η, with v ∈ [0, 1). (III.5)

The GW equation (III.4) then becomes

(
1− v2

) d2h4D

dv2
+ v

dh4D

dv
+ (n2 − 1)h4D = 0. (III.6)

With three regular singular points (v = −1,+1,∞), it is well-known that this differential equation can be converted
to the hypergeometric kind. The solutions are thus given in terms of these functions:

h4D(v) = 2F1

(
−n+ 1

2
,
n− 1

2
,−1

2
; 1− v2

)
, (III.7a)

h̃4D(v) =
(
1− v2

)3/2
2F1

(
1− n

2
, 1 +

n

2
,

5

2
; 1− v2

)
. (III.7b)

At late times when v → 1, h freezes out to a constant value while h̃ decays completely. Since n is an integer, these
hypergeometrics take a simpler form and can be rewritten in terms of the Chebyshev polynomials

h4D(v) = vTn (v)− n

n+ 1
Tn+1 (v) , (III.8a)

h̃4D(v) =
√

1− v2

[
vUn−1 (v)− n

n+ 1
Un (v)

]
, (III.8b)

where Tn and Un are the Chebyshev polynomials of the first and second kind respectively. One can also simplify
the Chebyshev polynomials:

h4D(v) =
1

n+ 1
cos ((n+ 1)η) + sin η sin(nη), (III.8c)

h̃4D(v) =
1

n+ 1
sin ((n+ 1)η)− sin η cos(nη), (III.8d)

where we used that

Tn(v) = cos(nη),
√

1− v2Un(v) = sin ((n+ 1)η) . (III.9)

At late times, high-frequency GWs (large n) reduce to (III.3) upon the identification q =
√
n2 − 1 ≈ n. This requires

taking the limit η → 0 while keeping nη finite. Note that h4D reduces to a wave with phase φ0 = 0 wile h̃4D will
have the phase φ0 = π/2. Physically, this limit corresponds to a late-time observer being able to see gravitational
fluctuations within his Hubble radius.

C. ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR

The presence of these GWs affects the background by sourcing an effective energy-momentum tensor as explained
in the introduction. Let us first consider this backreaction from a pure 4D perspective. The purpose of this paper is
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then to explain how this can also be found from the 5D treatment. In particular, GWs in the bulk should backreact
on the bubble in the same manner. For phenomenological reasons, we will be interested in the limiting case where
the bubble appears to be flat (large wave-number and late time) and where radiation is distributed homogeneously
and isotropically throughout the universe. We will therefore restrict this analysis to the waves found in section
IIIA.

By following the averaging procedure, i.e. integrating over all the phases x1, one finds the energy-momentum tensor

〈T ab 〉 =
H2η2

8κ4


7− 2q2η2 ±2q2η2 0 0

∓2q2η2 5 + 2q2η2 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1

 , (III.10)

where the ± sign represents waves travelling in opposite x1-directions. An uniform background of gravitational
radiation is realised by averaging this tensor over all sorts of waves travelling in all possible (x1, x2, x3)-directions
with different polarizations. The energy-momentum tensor that describes an uniform background of gravitational
radiation is thus given by, in terms of the scale factor,

〈T ab 〉iso =
7

8κ4

1

a2


1 0 0 0

0 1
3 0 0

0 0 1
3 0

0 0 0 1
3

+
q2

4κ4H2

1

a4


−1 0 0 0

0 1
3 0 0

0 0 1
3 0

0 0 0 1
3

 . (III.11)

The first term corresponds to a form of energy with equation of state p = −ρ/3 whose energy dilutes as ρ ∼ 1/a2.
This behaves like curvature in the Friedmann equation. The second term has the equation of state p = ρ/3 and a
dilution ρ ∼ 1/a4, which corresponds to radiation. When the wavelength of gravitational waves is larger than the
horizon it becomes frozen, and the curvature component is all that remains.

D. BACKREACTION

To address the problem of backreaction, we will make an Ansatz of what the backreacted geometry should look
like. In particular, the geometry will now be sourced by a perturbative amount of radiation and curvature (III.11)
without any spatial anisotropies or inhomogeneities. We therefore take the backreacted geometry to be of the form

ds2
back =

(
g(0)
µν + g(2)

µν

)
dxµdxν = a2(η)

[
−
(
1 + ξ2Q(η)

)
dη2 + γijdxidxj

]
. (III.12)

The second order Einstein equation then implies

Q(η) =
7

24
η2 − 1

12
q2η4. (III.13)

By redefining the time coordinate as

dχ =
√

1 + ξ2Q(η)dη ≈
(

1 +
1

2
ξ2Q(η)

)
dη, (III.14)
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the metric (III.12) is of the FLRW form. Expanding in small ξ one finds

η ≈ χ+ ξ2

(
− 7

144
χ3 +

1

120
q2χ5

)
. (III.15)

By computing the Hubble rate for small ξ, one easily recognises contributions from curvature and radiation beyond
the dominant cosmological constant(

1

a2

da
dχ

)2

≈ H2 + ξ2

(
−7H2

24
χ2 +

H2q2

12
χ4

)
≈ H2 + ξ2

(
− 7

24

1

a2
+

q2

12H2

1

a4

)
. (III.16)

IV. UPLIFTING GRAVITATIONAL WAVES TO THE BULK

We are interested in perturbations propagating in the AdS5 bulk that correspond to the GW on the brane that
were found in the previous section. Clearly, there are different possible fluctuations in the AdS5 geometry; the ones
relevant for the present discussion are TT perturbations to the S3 that enter in the metric as6

ds2 = −f(z)dt2 +
dz2

f(z)
+ z2 (γij + ξhij(t, z, x)) dxidxj , (IV.1)

where hij is transverse and tracefree. It is easily checked that the induced metric on the brane in conformal
coordinates then corresponds to (III.1).

A. FINDING THE 5D WAVE

As before, the TT perturbations can be decomposed in S3 harmonics and for a single mode hij = h5D(η, z)Yij one
finds the GW equation:

∂2h

∂t2
− f2 ∂

2h

∂z2
− f

z

(
2 + 4k2z2 + f

) ∂h
∂z

+
n2 − 1

z2
fh = 0, (IV.2)

where we assume emtpy AdS5 with f(z) = k2z2+1. This determines the evolution of a gravitational wave throughout
the AdS5 bulk. It is useful to work with a coordinate that provides a 5D uplift of (III.5)

w = cos(kt) =
cos η√

1 +
(
H
k

)2
sin2 η

= cos η +O
((

H
k

)2
sin2 η

)
(IV.3)

where the relation between bulk time and conformal time on the brane (II.4) has been used. This means that in
the relevant limit for 4D GR where H/k � 1, one has w ≈ v. In particular,

kt = η +O
((

H
k

)2
sin(2η)

)
(IV.4)

6 Note that in our conventions the coordinates t and z have the dimension of length and the coordinates xi are –still– dimensionless.
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Note that this relation is only meaningful once the bubble has nucleated. This occurs at η = −π/2 as alluded
to in the 4D treatment. It corresponds to a bulk time t ≈ −π/2k. The bulk time in principle has the full range
−∞ < t < +∞. However, one has to take into account the composed inside-outside geometry and the non-eternity
of the bubble. The time range of outside geometry is −∞ < t+ < 0 where the limit t+ → 0 corresponds to the
bubble having eaten all of AdS+

5 . The inside geometry is only present once a bubble has nucleated after which it
persists forever. Therefore −π/2k < t− < +∞.

The GW equation in the bulk is given by

k2

[
(1− w2)

∂2h

∂w2
− w ∂h

∂w

]
− f2 ∂

2h

∂z2
− f

z

(
2 + 4k2z2 + f

) ∂h
∂z

+
n2 − 1

z2
fh = 0. (IV.5)

This equation needs to be supplemented by suitable boundary conditions. In particular, when h is restricted to the
brane (this will be called the ‘induced wave’ hind), we require that hind coincides with the 4D GW (III.8) found
before to leading order in H/k. This amounts to imposing the boundary conditions at the location of the bubble
z = a(w), assuming ka� 1,

hind(w) ≡ h5D

(
w, 1

H
√

1−w2

)
= h4D(v) +O

((
H
k

)2)
, lim

z→0
h5D(w, z) = 0. (IV.6)

The last condition is the requirement that there are no sources inside the bubble. Note that, in principle, there are
two different waves: inside and outside the bubble. It would therefore seem natural to insist that only the inside
wave decays and only the outside wave does not blow up as z →∞. However note that their evolution is governed
by the same wave equation (upto a difference in k) and that the boundary condition at the location of the brane
must be imposed for both of them. This boundary condition uniquely fixes the inside and the outside wave. This
means that if the outside wave would be extrapolated in the would-be limit z → 0, it would still vanish.

As far as this uplift is concerned, one may verify that the following meet the requirements

h5D(w, z) =
(kz)n−1

(1 + k2z2)
n−1
2

[
wTn (w)−

n
(
n+ 1 + 2k2z2

)
2(n+ 1) (1 + k2z2)

Tn+1 (w)

]
, (IV.7a)

h̃5D(w, z) =
(kz)n−1

√
1− w2

(1 + k2z2)
n−1
2

[
wUn−1 (w)−

n
(
n+ 1 + 2k2z2

)
2(n+ 1) (1 + k2z2)

Un (w)

]
. (IV.7b)

By using (III.9), these uplifted waves can be written as

h5D(t, z) =
(kz)n−1

(1 + k2z2)
n−1
2

[ 1
2 (1 + n)(2− n) + k2z2

(n+ 1) (1 + k2z2)
cos ((n+ 1)kt) + sin(kt) sin(nkt)

]
, (IV.7c)

h̃5D(t, z) =
(kz)n−1

(1 + k2z2)
n−1
2

[ 1
2 (1 + n)(2− n) + k2z2

(n+ 1) (1 + k2z2)
sin ((n+ 1)kt)− sin(kt) cos(nkt)

]
. (IV.7d)

Just as for 4D gravitational waves, one might be tempted to take the large n, late time (t → 0) limit to find an
uplift of the GW in a flat universe (III.3). However, one must also take into account that, to reach this flat limit,
the wave must be considered near to the bubble. This means it is also required to take the limit in which kz is
large; it cannot probe curvature at large scales. The following waves thus represent the correct uplift of (III.3),
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with phases φ0 = 0 and φ0 = π/2 respectively, under the identification q =
√
n2 − 1 ≈ n,

h5D(t, z) =
− 1

2n
2 + k2z2

nk2z2
cos (nkt) + kt sin(knt), (IV.8a)

h̃5D(t, z) =
− 1

2n
2 + k2z2

nk2z2
sin (nkt)− kt cos(knt). (IV.8b)

For large n, there are interesting corrections beyond the 4D wave of general relativity at high momentum. At fixed
kz, there is a competition between n and kz in the first term. The first modification to the 4D wave comes when
kz ∼ n. This translates into p ∼ n/z ∼ k, where p is the proper momentum (or energy) of the wave. We therefore
conclude that the AdS-scale k represents a UV-scale where new physics is introduced beyond 4D gravity on the
brane.

B. ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR IN THE BULK

In the same spirit as in subsection III C, we will compute the energy-momentum tensor associated to the waves found
before in the flat limit. These waves are described by (IV.8). One aims to obtain an isotropic tensor 〈Tµν 〉iso by an
average over several wavelengths, polarizations and propagation directions; this superposition of waves represents
uniform gravitational radiation filling the bulk geometry. This isotropic stress tensor consists of three identifiable
pieces (respectively curvature, radiation, and flux):

〈Tµν 〉iso = 〈Tµν 〉c + 〈Tµν 〉r + 〈Tµν 〉f (IV.9a)

where each component is given by

〈Tµν 〉r =
k2n2t2

4κ5z2


−1 0 0 0 0

0 1
3 0 0 0

0 0 1
3 0 0

0 0 0 1
3 0

0 0 0 0 0

 , 〈Tµν 〉f =
n2

8κ5z2


0 0 0 0 − 2t

k2z3

0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0

2k2tz 0 0 0 0

 , (IV.9b)

〈Tµν 〉c =
1

8κ5z2

(
7− n4

2k4z4

)
1 0 0 0 0

0 1
3 +O

(
n2

k2z2

)
0 0 0

0 0 1
3 +O

(
n2

k2z2

)
0 0

0 0 0 1
3 +O

(
n2

k2z2

)
0

0 0 0 0 1+O
(

n2

k2z2

)

.

Recalling that the momentum of the wave is p ∼ n/z, we see how the UV-corrections we commented on earlier,
enter in the curvature contribution but not in the radiation piece. The flux contribution shows how these GWs
represent a net flow of energy in the positive z direction. We will comment more on this nice feature in section VI.
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C. BACKREACTION

Along similar lines of IIID, we will compute the response of the bulk geometry due to the presence of the GWs.
We will again limit ourselves to the case where the brane appears flat such that (IV.8) are the appropriate waves
to use. The presence of the energy-momentum tensor (IV.9) will generate a deformation in the bulk’s geometry,
which can be described by a backreacted metric accounting for it. This backreaction is determined by the second
order Einstein equation (I.6). To keep the calculation tractable, the GW background was made isotropic in (IV.9).
To continue approaching this problem from the simplest perspective, it is therefore convenient to adopt the global
coordinate system for the backreated bulk geometry. We will make the Ansatz

ds2
back =

(
g(0)
µν + ξ2 g(2)

µν

)
dxµdxν

≈ −
[
1 + k2z2 + ξ2

(
q1 − q2k

2t2
)]

dt2 +
dz2

1 + k2z2 + ξ2 (q1 − q3k2t2)
+ z2dΩ2

3.
(IV.10)

The set of coefficients {qi} will be determined later. It is easy to see that in the ξ → 0 limit, we recover the AdS5

background. The backreaction piece g(2)
µν is given by the ξ2 coefficient in the small ξ expansion, in particular

g
(2)
tt = q1 − q2k

2t2, g(2)
zz =

q3k
2t2 − q1

(1 + k2z2)2
. (IV.11)

In order to fix the value of the coefficients {qi}, one needs to compute the second order Einstein tensor and solve
the second order Einstein equation. This yields

q1 = − 7

24
, q2 = −q

2

6
, q3 =

q2

2
= − q

2

12
. (IV.12)

This change in the bulk geometry will affect the evolution of the bubble wall at z = a(η) through the junction
condition (II.5). By computing the extrinsic curvature, one finds (in the large k limit) that the brane’s energy-
momentum tensor can be written as

κ4S
a
b = −(κ4 σ + Λ4)δab + δab

(
3H2 +

1

a2

)
+

2

a2
δa0δ

0
b+

+ ξ2

[
q1

a2
(δai δ

i
b + 3 δa0δ

0
b ) +

2q2

H2a4
δai δ

i
b −

3q3

H2a4

(
δa0δ

0
b + δai δ

i
b

)]
,

(IV.13)

where σ corresponds to the tension of the brane. If we then impose the junction conditions using Sab = −σhab, we
obtain the Friedmann equations. Alternatively, one can use the Gauss-Codazzi equation (II.13), and the projection
of Einstein equations (II.14) as in [17], to obtain the same result in the form

G
(4)a

b =− Λ4δ
a
b + ξ2

[
q1

a2
(δai δ

i
b + 3 δa0δ

0
b ) +

2q2

H2a4
δai δ

i
b −

3q3

H2a4

(
δa0δ

0
b + δai δ

i
b

)]
. (IV.14)

Covariant conservation ∇aSab = 0 imposes the same relation between q2 and q3 that was found in (IV.12). This
constraint can also be verified by comparing the covariant derivative of the extrinsic curvature7 to the projection

7 In the same regime as previous expressions.
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g5D IVC

IIID

g5Dback

〈Tµν〉

g4D g4Dback

〈Tab〉

IVA

IIIC

IVB IVC

IVC

Figure 1: Each section where the computation is performed is indicated by the side of each arrow in the diagram.
Horizontal one refers to backreaction, while vertical ones relates the bulk and boundary geometries. Diagonal ones stand

for general relativity calculations. The right most line represents the Gauss-Codazzi projection onto the boundary.

of the bulk energy stress tensor using

∇aKa
b − ∂bK = Gµνe

µ
bn
ν . (IV.15)

Note that this result agrees with (III.16) upon using (IV.12). This implies that the junction conditions have taken
care of the gravitational perturbation in the bulk, providing a clear connection between the bulk and boundary
bubble’s cosmological physics.

Let us summarize what we have done. It could be useful to navigate through the conceptual diagram in figure 1. In
the upper left entry we find the five dimensional background metric plus the gravitational perturbation contribution
at first order. The wave extends from z = 0, where it vanishes, through the interior of the bubble, across the bubble
wall and further out through the exterior of the bubble where the wave remains finite. Computing its Einstein
equations, averaged over all directions, yields an energy-momentum tensor of the form IV.9. This same tensor can
be obtained if the object sourced by these perturbations is accounted through a "backreacted" bulk geometry at
second order as IV.10.

Restricting g5D to the boundary of the bubble (i.e z = −1
Hη ), one can recover the induced four dimensional metric of

the expected form g4D, in the conformal time gauge, as shown in (III.1). This geometry contains a four dimensional
wave that solves the Einstein equations at first order in ξ. Solving these at second order, averaging over wavelengths
and imposing isotropic superposition, one finds an energy-momentum tensor of the form (III.11). On the other side
of the diagram (upper right corner), starting from the backreacted metric g5D

back, one can project down this corrected
background through the junction conditions to source the Einstein equations in 4D, as shown in (II.14). The tensor
Jab is of the same form on both sides of the brane (up to k±), but there is a jump in the extrinsic curvature that
will backreact on the induced 4D metric. The associated energy-momentum tensor is exactly the same as if you had
solved the 4D Einstein equations directly at second order (III.11), using the averaged 4D waves. This demonstrates
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the self consistency of the dark bubble model. It is important to realize that it is not possible to geometrically just
project 〈Tµν〉 from 5D to 4D to obtain 〈Tab〉. The relation between the two involves the relation between the 5D
and 4D gravitational constants, which is determined by the junction conditions.

V. THE DUALITY BETWEEN BRANE DYNAMICS IN 5D AND EINSTEIN GRAVITY IN 4D

A. TWO WAYS TO LOOK AT BRANE DYNAMICS

Examining the 4D Einstein equation (II.14), induced by the junction conditions, we note the presence of the tension
σ and how it acts as a negative energy density. This is also manifest in (II.11). This is physically correct: increasing
σ eventually brings the tension above its critical value yielding a negative 4D cosmological constant that prevents
the bubble to nucleate. But what do the fluctuations of the brane correspond to? These would seem to add energy
to the tension, thus contributing as a negative energy density to the 4D energy-momentum tensor. This naively
signals an instability. As we will argue, such fluctuations are already taken care of by the junction conditions.

To see this, one needs to recognise that there are two equivalent ways to describe the motion and fluctuations of the
brane. From the 5D perspective one studies the brane equations of motion, as we will see below, which make sure
that the backreaction on the 5D geometry is taken into account. It is physically clear that there are no instabilites
in this system, beyond the accelerated expansion of the bubble itself, and that all other perturbations will cost
energy. On the other hand, one can use the junction conditions (II.12) as described earlier, where the motion of
the brane is captured by 4D Einstein gravity. Eventually, the result should be the same.

If one considers a 5D bulk geometry that induces matter with a positive energy density in 4D, it requires a response
from the 4D Einstein tensor with the same positive sign to satisfy the Einstein equations. The brane will give rise
to such a geometric contribution that enters into the Einstein equation through the 4D Einstein tensor. However,
one can also view the brane as a contribution to the energy momentum-tensor by formally moving this geometric
contribution to the other side of the Einstein equation, thereby picking up a sign. If it is to account for adding
matter with a positive energy density, the response should be a negative energy density. This is precisely what an
increase in the brane energy will accomplish. The sign only looks wrong if one, incorrectly, interprets the brane term
to be associated with 4D matter. Instead, it is precisely this physical behaviour of the brane that is responsible for
4D gravity. In the case of vibrational modes in the bulk, the brane will start to vibrate and increase its energy as a
response. These vibrations are, through the junction conditions, encoded into the 4D Einstein tensor and identical
to the response of gravity to a matter source.

The simplest illustration of the two points of view can be found in pure FLRW. We start with the junction condition
(II.5) in proper time rewritten as

σ

2

(√
k2
− +

ȧ2

a2
+

∆−(a)

a2
+

√
k2

+ +
ȧ2

a2
+

∆+(a)

a2

)
=

3

2κ5

(
k2
− − k2

+ + ∆−(a)−∆+(a)
)
, (V.1)
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with the metric factor written as f(r) = k2r2 + ∆(r). Here, we simply have ∆± = 1 in pure AdS. Multiplying
with the volume of the bubble, proportional to a4, this can be interpreted as energy conservation, comparing the
case with and without the bubble. The energy of the brane is simply set equal to the energy difference of the two
vacua. Following BT, we note that the energy of the brane itself is given by the average of the energy obtained
from the two sides of the brane. This is dictated by the junction conditions. This expression can be viewed as
the integrated equations of motion of the brane. If we express the previously mentioned relation using bulk time
(taking into account that the time coordinates are different on the two sides), this can be written as

σ

2

 k2
−a

2 + ∆−(a)

a
√
k2
−a

2 + ∆−(a)− a′2

k2−a
2+∆−(a)

+
k2

+a
2 + ∆+(a)

a
√
k2

+a
2 + ∆+(a)− a′2

k2+a
2+∆+(a)

 =
3

2κ5

(
k2
− − k2

+ + ∆−(a)−∆+(a)
)
,

(V.2)
where the prime denotes a derivative with respect to the bulk time. We recognize the relativistic energy of a brane
in a curved background (compare with the energy of a relativistic particle, given by m√

1−v2 ). Hence, we see how the
junction conditions, interpreted as 4D gravity, are equivalent to the equations of motion for the transverse brane
degree of freedom, and there are no issues with any wrong sign kinetic terms.

B. GRAVITATIONAL FIELDS

The gravitational waves we have studied in the present paper provide a nice example of the same phenomenon. To
see this, consider an oscillator exposed to a gravitational wave that functions as an antenna and absorbs energy.
In particular, one can have a situation where the oscillator is in sync with the wave, and sits in an excited state.
This is how one should think of the brane in the dark bubble model: in the presence of the 5D gravitational wave
the brane becomes excited and this is how the 5D wave backreacts on the brane. Hence, there will be contributions
to the energy of the brane corresponding to such excitations that will contribute negatively in the effective energy
density in 4D for the simple reason that they add to the tension. However, these are precisely the terms needed to
cancel the induced energy-momentum tensor in 4D from the 5D waves through the junction conditions (IV.14). In
fact, this is the way you can argue for that those excitations have to be present.

On the other hand, from our review of the network of backreactions, it is clear how to interpret these terms. If we
move them to the other side of Einsteins equations they represent nothing else than the response of 4D gravity to
the presence of the waves. The point is that the excitations of the brane can be viewed in two different and dual
ways. You either track the detailed and time-dependent fluctuations of the brane, which will carry energy, and show
up through the non-trivial Einstein tensor in 4D. This balances the effect of the 5D wave to make sure the junction
conditions are solved. Alternatively, you keep the brane in its original position, and let the degrees of freedom of
the brane carry the energy.



19

C. GAUGE FIELDS

In string theory, this is not the whole story. T-duality requires the existence of further degrees of freedom in the
form of gauge fields, which are described by the DBI-action. Their gauge potentials are related to coordinates
parallel to the brane, which through T-duality correspond to transverse degrees of freedom of lower dimensional
branes. According to T-duality, the number of such degrees of freedom should not change. When excited, they
should add energy to the brane tension σ, and looking at the junction conditions it seems as this should lead to a
negative energy density in 4D. How can this be?

It is crucial to understand that the brane is not a probe. Adding gauge flux to the brane, will force the brane to
bend and it will move in response. This will, in turn, affect the bulk geometry, which will give other contributions
to the 4D effective energy momentum tensor. As we will argue, the net contribution will always be positive in
physically interesting cases.

An instructive example is the case of charged BPS-strings ending on the brane world. As shown in [38], such strings
can be described as spikes on the brane world, which act as sources of gauge flux within the brane. The transverse
coordinate of the brane, which gives the shape of the spike, also determines the gauge potential and the electric field
within the brane. The energy of this configuration is fully captured by the brane action. It is a divergent quantity,
but by introducing a cutoff close to the spike one discovers that the energy is proportional to the string tension and
the length of the spike up to the cutoff, i.e. the string. This is precisely what one would expect for a BPS-string.

In [38], the case of a string going through the brane world was discussed. In particular, what would happen if the
string were cut at the brane world, and the end points were to move away from each other? Since the string is
BPS one would not expect any net force acting between the end points. The attractive electric force between the
endpoints is cancelled by a repulsive force due to the scalar field describing the embedding. Similarly, if you consider
two strings on the same side of the brane, pulling upwards, you would expect a repulsive electric force. This is,
however, cancelled by an attractive force due to the embedding in analogue with [38]. In fact, this attractive force
is nothing else than the gravitational force as studied in [19] and [18], where it is interpreted as 4D gravity.

The case of a D3 brane in the background of a stack of D3 branes (which is AdS5×S5 in the near horizon limit) was
discussed in [39]. The spikes turn into strings with the energy carried by the brane. Similar results were obtained
in [40] for a D5-brane in the same background. Both references considered the brane with the spike being a probe
and neglected the backreaction on the bulk. For us the backreaction is crucial.

By adding a gauge field like in the case above, we get an increased energy density on the brane. One might worry
that this will contribute with the wrong sign in the 4D Einstein equation. However, we must also take into account
that the brane deforms into a spike, and that this change in shape backreacts on the bulk geometry. It is now very
easy to see what will happen.

For simplicity, let us consider a distribution of such spikes. Relative to the unperturbed piece of the brane in
between the spikes, there is a cloud of strings stretching outwards from the bubble. (See figure 2). The gravitational
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Figure 2: Artistic representation of a distribution of spikes, where the tips of these turns into strings, as if they were pulling
upwards.

backreaction from the 5D bulk through the junction conditions leads to FLRW with dust, as discussed earlier in
the review of the dark bubble model. The net effect of the spikes must therefore be a positive contribution to the
energy density. Hence, our initial conclusion was wrong since we ignored the backreaction.

Let us summarize what happened. We added matter to the brane, expecting the brane to sag down while yielding
a contribution to the energy in 4D with the wrong sign. Instead, the coupling between the gauge field and the
scalar forces the brane to bend upwards. This back reacts on the 5D geometry, yielding an extra contribution to
the junction condition that pulls the brane up. The net 4D interpretation is a net positive energy density.

It would be interesting to study the interplay between the gauge fields on the brane and the physics of the bulk -
including 2-form fields to which the strings will couple - to find a 5D uplift of electromagnetic waves and Maxwell-
Einstein theory in general. We leave this for future work.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this paper we have constructed the uplift of 4D gravitational waves into 5D in the dark bubble model of de Sitter
cosmology. The waves extend outwards as well as inwards from the bubble. The waves remains finite everywhere
and, in particular, go to zero at the center of the bubble.

The gravitational waves that we have constructed in 5D have an interesting time dependence. Let us, for clarity,
focus on waves of high frequency compared to the size of the bubble (this is equivalent to ignoring the positive
curvature of the dark bubble universe). In 4D, these reduce to the familiar gravitational waves in a flat universe
that at late times exit the horizon and freeze. In 5D, as well as in 4D, there are oscillating terms with coefficients
that are constant as well as linear in conformal time η. The constant piece is what remains after freezing as η → 0.
Averaging over many wavelengths, we find constant and quadratic pieces in conformal time in the expressions for
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the averaged energy density as well as in the back reacted metric.

Starting out at bulk time t ∼ η/k < 0, and increasing t, we see that the energy density decreases towards t = 0,
and then starts to increase again when t goes positive. Physically, we have a cloud of radiation that is bound inside
the AdS-throat that expands towards maximum dilution and then recollapses. This cloud is matched through the
junction conditions to the 4D physics on top of an expanding bubble. Actually, the bubble will expand towards
infinity eating up the full AdS as proper time goes to infinity, while conformal time η and global bulk time t goes
to zero. The recollapsing phase will therefore never occur in the cosmology we study. Clearly, one can envision
scenarios with a 4D recollapsing cosmology that would correspond to a recollapsing cloud of radiation in the bulk.
Viewed from the bulk, the time scale for the expansion is set by 1/k in global time. This is the same as that of
oscillating geodesic motion in AdS. Due to the blueshift this translates into cosmological times on the brane world.

The wave that we have constructed is crucial for the applications to quantum cosmology that we initiated in [20].
There, we studied the WdW equation for a mini-superspace containing only the scale factor, and showed that
the dark bubble is a realization of Vilenkin’s quantum cosmology. According to our interpretation, it is not quite
a creation out of nothing, but a creation out of something, i.e., the already present AdS5. We argued that our
embedding of quantum cosmology into a higher dimension, and the interpretation of the act of creation as simply
a CL transition, demonstrates the consistency of the model. The instabilities argued for in [26, 27] can therefore
not be there on physical grounds.

To make full contact with the Vilenkin version of quantum cosmology, we need to extend the mini-superspace to also
include, e.g., gravitational perturbations. Formally, one could do this directly in 4D, trusting that the dark bubble
fully reproduce 4D gravity. However, to make use of the higher dimensions to throw new light on the problem, we
need the full 5D uplift. This is what we have achieved in the present paper.

The next step would be to use these waves to investigate the quantum vacuum and its regularization and renor-
malization starting in 5D. In [32] a concern in [27] was addressed, where it was argued that backreaction from the
scalars or gravitational modes would destroy the model. As explained in [32], this backreaction is nothing else than
the vacuum energy of those modes. These contributions need to be taken into account regardless of whether you
are studying quantum cosmology or not. Vilenkin introduces a cutoff at fixed proper momentum and obtains a
finite result that is absorbed into the cosmological constant.

While this is a standard procedure, which you always need to invoke more or less implicitly when doing cosmology
with quantum fields, it is not quite consistent. As reviewed in [41], the regularized vacuum energy does not have the
correct equation of state, and it is unclear how to treat it. We believe that the uplift to 5D, which is the subject of
the present paper, can throw new light on the important problem of quantum contributions to the vacuum energy
in an expanding universe. We hope to return to this question in future work.

Finally, we have also commented on the negative sign kinetic terms of brane excitations in the dark bubble model.
This sign is a direct consequence of the dark bubble having an inside and an outside, contrary to RS. This changes
the physics in a dramatic way. Using a few examples, in particular the gravitational waves, we have shown how the
excitations should not be interpreted as 4D matter but instead as the 4D gravitational response mediated by the
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brane.



23

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to thank Suvendu Giri and Thomas van Riet for comments on an earlier draft. DP would like to
thank the Centre for Interdisciplinary Mathematics (CIM) for financial support. The work of RT is supported by
the KU Leuven grant C16/16/005 - Horizons in hoge-energie-fysica.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

[1] U. H. Danielsson and T. Van Riet, What if string theory has no de Sitter vacua?, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 27, 1830007
(2018), arXiv:1804.01120 [hep-th].

[2] G. Obied, H. Ooguri, L. Spodyneiko, and C. Vafa, De Sitter Space and the Swampland, (2018), arXiv:1806.08362
[hep-th].

[3] M. van Beest, J. Calderón-Infante, D. Mirfendereski, and I. Valenzuela, Lectures on the swampland program in string
compactifications (2021), arXiv:2102.01111 [hep-th].

[4] S. Banerjee, U. Danielsson, G. Dibitetto, S. Giri, and M. Schillo, Emergent de Sitter Cosmology from Decaying Anti–de
Sitter Space, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 261301 (2018), arXiv:1807.01570 [hep-th].

[5] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, Large mass hierarchy from a small extra dimension, Physical Review Letters 83, 3370–3373
(1999), arXiv:9905221 [hep-ph].

[6] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, An alternative to compactification, Physical Review Letters 83, 4690–4693 (1999),
arXiv:9906064 [hep-th].

[7] A. Karch and L. Randall, Locally localized gravity, Journal of High Energy Physics 2001, 008–008 (2001), arXiv:0011156
[hep-th].

[8] H. Ooguri and C. Vafa, Non-supersymmetric ads and the swampland (2017), arXiv:1610.01533 [hep-th].
[9] B. Freivogel and M. Kleban, Vacua morghulis (2016), arXiv:1610.04564 [hep-th].

[10] U. Danielsson and G. Dibitetto, Fate of stringy AdS vacua and the weak gravity conjecture, Phys. Rev. D 96, 026020
(2017), arXiv:1611.01395 [hep-th].

[11] S. Banerjee, U. Danielsson, and S. Giri, Curing with hemlock: Escaping the swampland using instabilities from string
theory, International Journal of Modern Physics D 30, 10.1142/s0218271821420293 (2021), arXiv:2103.17121 [hep-th].

[12] I. Koga and Y. Ookouchi, Catalytic creation of baby bubble universe with small positive cosmological constant, JHEP
10, 281, arXiv:1909.03014 [hep-th].

[13] I. Koga and Y. Ookouchi, Catalytic creation of a bubble universe induced by quintessence in five dimensions, Phys. Rev.
D 104, 126015 (2021), arXiv:2011.07437 [hep-th].

[14] I. Basile, Supersymmetry breaking and stability in string vacua: Brane dynamics, bubbles and the swampland, Riv.
Nuovo Cim. 44, 499 (2021), arXiv:2107.02814 [hep-th].

[15] I. Basile and S. Lanza, de sitter in non-supersymmetric string theories: no-go theorems and brane-worlds, Journal of
High Energy Physics 2020, 10.1007/jhep10(2020)108 (2020), arXiv:2007.13757 [hep-th].

[16] P. Berglund, T. Hübsch, and D. Minic, Stringy bubbles solve de sitter troubles, Universe 7, 363 (2021), arXiv:2109.01122
[hep-th].

[17] S. Banerjee, U. Danielsson, G. Dibitetto, S. Giri, and M. Schillo, de Sitter Cosmology on an expanding bubble, JHEP
10, 164, arXiv:1907.04268 [hep-th].

https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271818300070
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271818300070
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.01120
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.08362
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.08362
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.01111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.261301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.01570
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.83.3370
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.83.3370
https://arxiv.org/abs/9905221
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.83.4690
https://arxiv.org/abs/9906064
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2001/05/008
https://arxiv.org/abs/0011156
https://arxiv.org/abs/0011156
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.01533
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.04564
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.026020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.026020
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.01395
https://doi.org/10.1142/s0218271821420293
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.17121
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)281
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)281
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.03014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.126015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.126015
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.07437
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40766-021-00024-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40766-021-00024-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.02814
https://doi.org/10.1007/jhep10(2020)108
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.13757
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe7100363
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.01122
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.01122
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)164
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)164
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.04268


BIBLIOGRAPHY 24

[18] S. Banerjee, U. Danielsson, and S. Giri, Bubble needs strings, JHEP 21, 250, arXiv:2009.01597 [hep-th].
[19] S. Banerjee, U. Danielsson, and S. Giri, Dark bubbles: decorating the wall, JHEP 04, 085, arXiv:2001.07433 [hep-th].
[20] U. H. Danielsson, D. Panizo, R. Tielemans, and T. Van Riet, Higher-dimensional view on quantum cosmology, Phys.

Rev. D 104, 086015 (2021), arXiv:2105.03253 [hep-th].
[21] J. D. Brown and C. Teitelboim, Neutralization of the Cosmological Constant by Membrane Creation, Nucl. Phys. B

297, 787 (1988).
[22] A. Vilenkin, Creation of universes from nothing, Physics Letters B 117, 25 (1982).
[23] A. Vilenkin, Quantum creation of universes, Phys. Rev. D 30, 509 (1984).
[24] J. B. Hartle and S. W. Hawking, Wave function of the universe, Phys. Rev. D 28, 2960 (1983).
[25] T. Hertog, R. Tielemans, and T. Van Riet, Cosmic eggs to relax the cosmological constant, JCAP 08, 064,

arXiv:2101.01437 [hep-th].
[26] J. Feldbrugge, J.-L. Lehners, and N. Turok, No smooth beginning for spacetime, Physical Review Letters 119,

10.1103/physrevlett.119.171301 (2017), arXiv:1705.00192 [hep-th].
[27] J. Feldbrugge, J.-L. Lehners, and N. Turok, Inconsistencies of the new no-boundary proposal (2018), arXiv:1805.01609

[hep-th].
[28] J. Feldbrugge, J.-L. Lehners, and N. Turok, Lorentzian quantum cosmology, Phys. Rev. D 95, 103508 (2017),

arXiv:1703.02076 [hep-th].
[29] J. D. Dorronsoro, J. J. Halliwell, J. B. Hartle, T. Hertog, and O. Janssen, Real no-boundary wave function in lorentzian

quantum cosmology, Phys. Rev. D 96, 043505 (2017), arXiv:1705.05340 [gr-qc].
[30] J. D. Dorronsoro, J. J. Halliwell, J. B. Hartle, T. Hertog, O. Janssen, and Y. Vreys, Damped perturbations in the

no-boundary state, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 081302 (2018), arXiv:1804.01102 [gr-qc].
[31] A. Vilenkin and M. Yamada, Tunneling wave function of the universe, Physical Review D 98, 10.1103/physrevd.98.066003

(2018), arXiv:1808.02032 [gr-qc].
[32] A. Vilenkin and M. Yamada, Tunneling wave function of the universe II: the backreaction problem, Phys. Rev. D 99,

066010 (2019), arXiv:1812.08084 [gr-qc].
[33] A. Di Tucci and J.-L. Lehners, No-boundary proposal as a path integral with robin boundary conditions, Physical Review

Letters 122, 10.1103/physrevlett.122.201302 (2019), 1903.
[34] S. P. de Alwis, Wave function of the universe and cmb fluctuations, Phys. Rev. D 100, 043544 (2019), arXiv:1811.12892

[hep-th].
[35] R. A. Isaacson, Gravitational radiation in the limit of high frequency. ii. nonlinear terms and the effective stress tensor,

Phys. Rev. 166, 1272 (1968).
[36] U. H. Gerlach and U. K. Sengupta, Homogeneous collapsing star: Tensor and vector harmonics for matter and field

asymmetries, Phys. Rev. D 18, 1773 (1978).
[37] L. Lindblom, N. W. Taylor, and F. Zhang, Scalar, vector and tensor harmonics on the three-sphere, General Relativity

and Gravitation 49, 10.1007/s10714-017-2303-y (2017).
[38] C. G. Callan and J. Maldacena, Brane dynamics from the born-infeld action, Nuclear Physics B 513, 198–212 (1998),

arXiv:9708147 [hep-th].
[39] J. P. Gauntlett, C. Koehl, D. Mateos, P. K. Townsend, and M. Zamaklar, Finite energy dirac-born-infeld monopoles and

string junctions, Physical Review D 60, 10.1103/physrevd.60.045004 (1999), arXiv:9903156 [hep-th].
[40] O. Lunin, Strings ending on branes from supergravity, Journal of High Energy Physics 2007, 093–093 (2007),

arXiv:0706.3396 [hep-th].
[41] U. Danielsson, The quantum swampland, Journal of High Energy Physics 2019, 10.1007/jhep04(2019)095 (2019),

arXiv:1809.04512 [hep-th].

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2021)250
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.01597
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)085
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.07433
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.086015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.086015
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.03253
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90559-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90559-7
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(82)90866-8
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.30.509
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.28.2960
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/08/064
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.01437
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.119.171301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.00192
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.01609
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.01609
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.103508
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.02076
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.043505
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.05340
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.081302
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.01102
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.98.066003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.02032
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.066010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.066010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.08084
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.122.201302
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.043544
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.12892
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.12892
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.166.1272
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.18.1773
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-017-2303-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0550-3213(97)00700-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/9708147
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.60.045004
https://arxiv.org/abs/9903156
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/09/093
https://arxiv.org/abs/0706.3396
https://doi.org/10.1007/jhep04(2019)095
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.04512

	Gravitational waves in dark bubble cosmology
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Review of the dark bubble model
	A Friedmann cosmology
	B The general case

	III Gravitational waves in a 4D expanding universe
	A Flat universe
	B Closed universe
	C Energy-momentum tensor
	D Backreaction

	IV Uplifting gravitational waves to the bulk
	A Finding the 5D wave
	B Energy-momentum tensor in the bulk
	C Backreaction

	V The duality between brane dynamics in 5D and Einstein gravity in 4D
	A Two ways to look at brane dynamics
	B Gravitational fields
	C Gauge fields

	VI Discussion and conclusion
	Bibliography


