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João Lúıs Rosa1, 2, ∗ and Sante Carloni3, 4, 5, †

1Institute of Physics, University of Tartu, W. Ostwaldi 1, 50411 Tartu, Estonia
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We use the distribution formalism to derive the complete set of junction conditions for general
Local Rotationally Symmetric (LRS) spacetimes in the 1 + 1 + 2 covariant formalism. We start by
developing a parametric framework encompassing timelike, spacelike, or null hypersurfaces. We then
introduce the distribution formalism in the 1+1+2 framework and obtain the necessary conditions to
preserve the regularity of the 1+1+2 equations at the separation hypersurface. Using these results,
we can deduce some general prescriptions on the junction of LRS spacetimes and the properties of
the shell in the non-smooth cases. As examples of the application of the junction conditions, we use
this formalism to perform the matching necessary to obtain well-known solutions, e.g., the Martinez
thin-shell, the Schwarzschild constant-density fluid star, and the Oppenheimer-Snyder collapse.

PACS numbers: 04.50.Kd,04.20.Cv

I. INTRODUCTION

When dealing with astrophysically and cosmologically
relevant spacetimes in the context of general relativity,
one often faces the problem that global exact solutions
cannot easily represent such spacetimes. This is particu-
larly true in the case of the solution of relativistic com-
pact stars, for which only a few approximated instances,
e.g. the Vaidya spacetime, are known.

A way to overcome this hurdle is to separate the com-
plete spacetime into two or more sub-regions and then
connect those regions. How this connection is performed
was proposed for the first time by Darmois [1], Lich-
nerowicz [2, 3], and Israel [4] (see also the works of
Choquet–Bruhat [5] and Taub [6]). The most commonly
used of these formulations is undoubtedly the Israel junc-
tion conditions, which have the advantage of being for-
mulated in terms of tensorial conditions. However, even
if the solution to the problem is generally considered well
established, much research is still being pursued on ap-
proaches that can overcome the limitations of the distri-
butional approach [7, 8] like, e.g., the variational defini-
tion of the junction conditions [9, 10].

In general relativity (GR), junction conditions were
proven useful in accounting for a wide range of astrophys-
ical phenomena, e.g., the existence of fluid stars [13] and
the Oppenheimer-Snyder collapse [14]. More recently,
this formalism was also used in the context of exotic com-
pact objects to derive stable and physically relevant solu-
tions for black-hole mimickers [15–17]. However, the set
of junction conditions depends on the theory of gravity
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used as a framework. Thus, several works have also de-
rived these conditions in extended theories of gravity, e.g.
theories with additional scalar degrees of freedom [18–29],
teleparallel theories of gravity [30], Einstein-Cartan the-
ories of gravity [31], and metric-affine gravity [32], with
applications in wormhole physics [33–35].

The aim of this paper is to provide a new formulation of
junction conditions for Locally Rotationally Symmetric
(LRS) spacetimes [36, 37]. This formulation is covariant,
as the Israel-Darmois conditions, but it differs because
of its primary focus: the existence of continuous congru-
ences of worldlines crossing the boundary surface. Such
a different point of view is ascribed to the primary ap-
proach used to describe these conditions: the so-called
covariant approach. This approach is based on the sem-
inal work of Ehlers [38], further developed by Ellis and
other authors [39–41]. These methods rely on the thread-
ing of the spacetimes by means of specific vector fields
associated with the motion of a given observer.

There are two different realizations of the covariant
approach. The first, called 1+3 covariant approach, is
useful in the context of exact relativistic (and Newtonian)
cosmological models [42, 43]. A second one, which is also
an extension of the 1+3 covariant approach, is the 1+1+2
covariant approach [44–48], which can be employed for
the analysis of spacetimes of astrophysical interest [49–
55].

Since junction conditions are primarily employed in as-
trophysics, we use the 1+1+2 approach in this work. In
addition, as the 1+3 formalism is entirely contained in
the 1+1+2 one, using the latter results in no loss gener-
ality for our treatment. We show that other than com-
plementing the work in [49, 50, 54, 55] on the covariant
formulation of the TOV equations, the relations we derive
prove particularly useful in understanding some general
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properties of the junction conditions, and in the analysis
of junction conditions in modifications of general relativ-
ity. Our work is not the first to present such an attempt.
For example, junction conditions were given in the case
of LRS-II spacetime using the 1+1+2 approach in [56].
In other words, e.g., the junction conditions are derived
for specific cases/models (see, e.g., [49–51]). However, in
this work, we take a slightly different approach in that
we derive the general junction conditions directly from
the distribution formalism and the 1+1+2 equations, ex-
tending our analysis to general LRS spacetimes and con-
sidering the case of non-comoving observers.

This paper is organized as follows. Sec. II introduces
the 1+1+2 formalism and the respective equations. In
Sec. III, we develop a parametric formalism to describe
several geometrical quantities, namely the metrics, hy-
persurfaces, and extrinsic curvature in the cases of time-
like, spacelike, and null boundaries. In Sec. IV, we intro-
duce the formalism of distribution functions to derive a
first set of junction conditions and the singular equations
from which the remaining junction conditions arise. In
Sec. V, we solve the singular equations and formulate
the covariant junction conditions for LRS spacetimes. In
Sec. VI, we provide applications of the previous frame-
work to some interesting, well-known cases in GR. Fi-
nally, we trace our conclusions and future perspectives in
Sec. VII.

II. THE 1+1+2 FORMALISM IN LRS
SPACETIMES

In this section, we introduce the 1+1+2 formalism for
LRS spacetimes. In these spacetimes, the 1+1+2 for-
malis is particularly advantageous as all vector and tensor
1+1+2 quantities vanish. For brevity, in the following,
we define and employ only those scalar 1+1+2 potentials,
referring the reader to [42, 45, 46] for additional details.

A. 1+1+2 quantities and equations

We start by defining two threading vector fields, ua and
ea. The first of which is time-like, i.e., uaua = −1, and
represents the four-velocity of an observer describing the
spacetime; and the second is space-like, i.e., eae

a = 1,
which singles out a spatial direction for this observer.
Using ua and ea, we can define two projection tensors

hab = gab + uaub , haa = 3,

Na
b = ha

b − eae
b = ga

b + uau
b − eae

b , Na
a = 2, (1)

Where gab is the four-dimensional spacetime metric, hab
represents the metric of the 3-spaces orthogonal to ua,
and Na

b represents the metric of the 2-spaces orthogonal

to both ua and ea1.
Any tensorial object may be split according to the fo-

liations given in Eq.(1) into a set of quantities defined on
these sub-spaces [49]. For example, the covariant deriva-
tive ∇a can be split into the covariant time derivative,
the orthogonally projected covariant derivative, and the
hat-derivative and δ-derivative:

Ẋa..b
c..d ≡ ue∇eX

a..b
c..d,

DeX
a..b

c..d ≡ haf ...h
b
gh

p
c...h

q
dh

r
e∇rX

f..g
p..q,

X̂a..b
c..d

≡ efDfXa..b
c..d,

δeXa..b
c..d ≡ Na

f ...Nb
gNi

c...Nj
dNe

pDpXf..g
i..j .

Using the operators given above, one can define the
following relevant quantities for LRS spacetimes:

A = eau̇
a, (2a)

ϕ = δae
a, (2b)

θ = Dau
a, (2c)

Σ =
1

3
Daub

(
2eaeb −Nab

)
(2d)

Ω =
1

2
εabδ[aub] , (2e)

ξ =
1

2
εabδaeb, (2f)

E = Cab
cduau

debe
c, (2g)

H =
1

2
εadeC

deb
cu

ceaeb, (2h)

where εabc = ηdabcu
d and εab ≡ εabce

c are the volume
elements of the hypersurfaces perpendicular to ua and to
both ua and ea, respectively, ηabcd is the Levi-Civita ten-
sor, Cabcd is the Weyl tensor, round parenthesis denote
index symmetrization, square parenthesis denote index
anti-symmetrization, i.e.,

X(ab) =
1

2
(Xab +Xba) , (3)

X[ab] =
1

2
(Xab −Xba) , (4)

Following the same projection procedure, the energy-
momentum tensor Tab can be decomposed in the form

Tab =µuaub + peeaeb

+ pNNab + 2Qu(aeb).
(5)

1 To be precise hab and Nab are not the induced metrics, but
rather tensors defined in the whole manifold and that, on the
surface, coincide with the induced metric. We use an index H to
distinguish the general tensors from the ones at the boundary.
The same holds for all other quantities: index H indicates their
value at the boundary.
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where

pe = p+Π,

pN = p− 1

2
Π,

(6)

represent pressures along and orthogonal to ea, respec-
tively, and we have defined

µ = Tabu
aub,

p =
1

3
Tab

(
eaeb +Nab

)
,

Π =
1

3
Tab

(
2eaeb −Nab

)
,

Q = −Tabeaub,

(7)

In the above equations, µ is the energy density, p is the
isotropic pressure, Π represents the scalar component of
the anisotropic pressure, and Q represents the scalar part
of the heat flux. Notice that in the previous equations,
we are considering a geometrized unit system for which
8πG = c = 1.
From the point of view of observers comoving with the

fluid (if any2) and that chooses ea to represent at each
point the axes of symmetry of the metric, LRS spacetimes
filled with a perfect fluid are naturally divided into three
classes named LRS-I, LRS-II, and LRS-II. We call these
observers “comoving LRS observers”.

In LRS-I spacetimes, vorticity is absent from the space-
like congruence, i.e., ξ = 0. We call this quantity ”twist”
to differentiate it from its counterpart Ω associated with
the timelike congruence. These spacetimes do not ex-
pand and are shearless, i.e. θ = 0, and Σ = 0. The
only non-zero quantities are thus ϕ, A, and Ω. In LRS-II
spacetimes, the vorticity terms and the magnetic part of
the Weyl tensor vanish, i.e., Ω = 0, ξ = 0, and H = 0.
Every other scalar quantity may be non-zero. In the par-
ticular case of static and spherically symmetric LRS-II
spacetimes, one also has θ = 0, and Σ = 0, and the dot
derivative of every scalar vanishes. Finally, in LRS-III
spacetimes, vorticity is absent from the timelike congru-
ence, i.e., Ω = 0, and the only non-zero scalars are A, θ,
Σ, ξ, E , and H. Further details of these metrics’ struc-
ture and the solutions they encompass can be found in
Appendix A and [36, 37]. Naturally, one can consider the
case in which matter is not a perfect fluid, and the ge-
ometry is still one of the LRS subclasses. However, it is
not necessarily true that the spacetime belongs globally
to that LRS subclass. In the following, we assume that,

2 In the absence of sources, i.e., in vacuum spacetimes, ua remains
undetermined, and, strictly speaking, the classification above
does not apply. An exception is the (exterior of) Schwarzschild
spacetime, which is empty but in which the observer’s motion
can be characterized in terms of the motion with respect to the
central mass/event horizon. Indeed, in Schwarzschild spacetime,
a static observer is also a comoving observer, and therefore we
can classify it as LRS-II.

for the cases we consider, the spacetime can always be
characterized as LRS-I, LRS-II, or LRS-III regardless of
the thermodynamics of the matter.
Any LRS spacetime can be fully described in terms of

the following equations [46–48], which we refer to as the
“1+1+2 equations”:
Evolution

ϕ̇+
(
Σ− 2

3
θ
)(

A− 1

2
ϕ
)
− 2 ξΩ = Q, (8)

Σ̇− 2

3
θ̇ − 1

2

(
Σ− 2

3
θ
)2

+Aϕ+ E + 2Ω2 =

=
1

3
(µ+ 3 p) +

1

2
Π, (9)

Ė − 1

3
µ̇+

1

2
Π̇ =

3

2

(
Σ− 2

3
θ
)
E +

1

4

(
Σ− 2

3
θ
)
Π

+ 3Hξ + 1

2
ϕQ− 1

2
(µ+ p)

(
Σ− 2

3
θ
)
, (10)

Ḣ − 3

2

(
Σ− 2

3
θ
)
H+ 3 E ξ = QΩ+

3

2
Π ξ, (11)

ξ̇ − 2
(
Σ− 1

6
θ
)
ξ = 0, (12)

Ω̇−
(
Σ− 2

3
θ
)
Ω−A ξ = 0. (13)

Propagation

ϕ̂+
1

2
ϕ2 −

(
Σ− 2

3
θ
)(

Σ+
1

3
θ
)
+ E − 2 ξ2

= −2

3
µ− 1

2
Π, (14)

Σ̂− 2

3
θ̂ +

3

2
ϕΣ+ 2 ξΩ = −Q, (15)

Ê − 1

3
µ̂+

1

2
Π̂ = 3HΩ+

1

2

(
Σ− 2

3
θ
)
Q

− 3

2
ϕ E − 3

4
ϕΠ, (16)

Ĥ+
3

2
ϕH+ 3 E Ω = −

(
µ+ p− 1

2
Π
)
Ω−Qξ, (17)

ξ̂ + ϕ ξ −
(
Σ+

1

3
θ
)
Ω = 0, (18)

Ω̂− (A− ϕ) Ω = 0. (19)

Mixed

Â+ (A+ ϕ)A− θ̇ − 1

3
θ2 − 3

2
Σ2 + 2Ω2

=
1

2
(µ+ 3 p), (20)

µ̇+ Q̂+ (2A+ ϕ)Q+ θ (µ+ p) +
3

2
ΣΠ = 0, (21)

Q̇+ p̂+ Π̂ +A (µ+ p+Π)+

+
3

2
ϕΠ+

(
Σ+

4

3
θ
)
Q = 0. (22)
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Constraint

3 ξΣ− (2A− ϕ)Ω−H = 0. (23)

Finally, the Gauss curvature K can be defined in terms
of the 1+1+2 quantities as

K :=
1

3
µ− E − 1

2
Π +

1

4
ϕ2

− 1

4

(
Σ− 2

3
θ
)2

+ ξ2 − Ω2, (24)

and it satisfies the evolution and propagation equations

K̇ = −
(
2

3
θ − Σ

)
K, (25)

K̂ = −ϕK, (26)

respectively. These two equations are not independent of
the 1+1+2 system but are potentially valuable as aux-
iliary equations in several contexts, e.g., the covariant
TOV equations [49, 50, 54, 55].

Finally, for any scalar quantity X in a LRS spacetime,
the following condition applies,

εab∇a∇bX = 0 (27)

which in turn implies

ΩẊ = ξX̂. (28)

Upon replacing all the 1+1+2 scalar potentials into the
equation above, one verifies that for only three of these
scalars, one generates non-trivial results, which imply the
following three additional constraints:

3ϕξ +Ω(3Σ− 2θ) = 0,

Q(ξ2 +Ω2)− (p+Π+ µ)ξΩ = 0,

3

2
ξΣϕ+ ξQ− 2Ω3 +Ω

[
1

2
Π +

1

3
µ+ p− E + ξ2

−Aϕ+
1

2

(
2

3
θ − 3Σ

)2
]
= 0.

(29)

In the following, we deduce the junction conditions in an
entirely covariant form in terms of the quantities defined
in Eq. (2).

III. A PARAMETRIC FORMALISM

In order to obtain the general junction conditions, we
now proceed to construct a parametric formalism for
junction conditions. In particular, we provide a uni-
fied definition of the metric, the induced metric, and the
extrinsic curvature of the separation hypersurface that
characterizes the junction of two spacetimes for the time-
like, spacelike, and null case.

A. Normal vectors and induced metric

Let us start by stating the geometrical quantities we
want to obtain for each relevant case.
Since the covariant approaches are based on foliations,

it is convenient to construct, whenever possible, the junc-
tion conditions so that the separation hypersurface coin-
cides with the foliation induced by the choice of ua and
ea. In this way, when one deals with timelike or spacelike
hypersurfaces, it is sufficient to make use of the projected
2-metric Nab, and the projection vectors ua and ea de-
fined previously in Eq.(1). In this way, for the case of a
timelike normal, the induced metric reads3

qab = hab = Nab − uaub. (30)

whereas, in the case of spacelike normal

qab = Nab + eaeb. (31)

If one is interested in null hypersurfaces, instead, the 4-
metric gab can be decomposed into the 2-metric Nab and
the null vectors la and l̄a as

gab = Nab − la l̄b − l̄alb, (32)

where both the unit vectors la and l̄a are null and satisfy
the following properties

la =

√
2

2
(ua + ea) , l̄a =

√
2

2
(ua − ea) , (33)

lal
a = 0, l̄a l̄

a = 0, la l̄
a = −1. (34)

For null hypersurfaces and the metric decomposition de-
scribed above, the induced metric qab on the hypersurface
is the same as the 2-metric Nab, i.e.

qab = gab + la l̄b + l̄alb = Nab, (35)

and both the vectors la and l̄a are orthogonal to the hy-
persurface.
With these relations in mind, and as it is explained

in detail in Appendix B, the normal vector na to the
hypersurface can be written in general as

na = τua + ςea, (36)

in such a way that
τ = 1 ς = 0 ⇒ spacelike hypersurfaces,
τ = 0 ς = 1 ⇒ timelike hypersurfaces,

τ =
√
2
2 ς = ±

√
2
2 ⇒ null hypersurfaces.

(37)

3 Here, the same discussion of Foontote 1 holds. The tensor qab
is not strictly the induced metric, but it coincides with it on
the separation surface. The same happens for the extrinsic cur-
vature. However, as well known [57], the projection operators
associated with the pullback are continuous across the bound-
ary, and, thus, the junction conditions can also be given in terms
of qab.
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It would be tempting to assume, at this point, to consider
τ and ς as generic functions. However, this would lead to
boundary hypersurfaces with a mixed character, which
we do not consider in this work.

The choice of Eq. (36) presents a great generality in-
sofar as the formalism is covariant and, therefore, there
is no real constraint on the choice of the vectors ua and
ea. This is also true for the case of null boundary hyper-
surfaces. However, additional care is required to intro-
duce vorticity and/or twist. For an LRS-I spacetime, for
example, since the ua associated with the comoving ob-
servers possesses a solenoidal part, it cannot be aligned
to the normal vector to a boundary surface. A similar
problem arises with ea in LRS-III with spacelike surfaces.
Therefore, it is impossible in these cases to choose a nor-
mal aligned to ua or ea. Due to this issue, tn the fol-
lowing, we restrict our analysis to the cases of spacelike
surfaces in LRS-I and LRS-II, timelike surfaces in LRS-II
and LRS-III, and null surfaces in LRS-II only.

IV. DISTRIBUTION FUNCTIONS IN THE
1+1+2 FORMALISM

Another cornerstone of our construction is the distri-
bution formalism (see, e.g., Ref.[21, 57, 58]), which we
now summarize briefly to use as a framework on which
to derive the junction conditions.

A. Type I junction conditions

Consider a spacetime V divided into two parts, an exte-
rior region V+ described by a metric g+ab, and an interior

region V− described by a metric g−ab. The two regions
V± are separated by a 3-dimensional hypersurface H de-
scribed by an induced metric qHab. The projection vectors
from the 4-dimensional spacetime V to the hypersurface
H can be obtained directly from the induced metric qHab
as (qH)ab. The displacement from H is measured along
curves tangent to the vector field na normal to H and
is locally parametrized by an affine parameter ℓ by the
relation

na = ε∂aℓ (38)

Without loss of generality, we choose ℓ to be zero at H,
negative in the region V− and positive in the region V+.

Any tensorial quantity in this setting can be general-
ized to the following distribution4

Xa...
b... =(Xa...

b...)
+Θ(ℓ) + (Xa...

b...)
−Θ(−ℓ)

+ X̄a...
b...δ (ℓ) ,

(39)

4 For a more formal definition of the passage between tensorial
functions and distributions, we refer the reader to [19].

where (Xa...
b...)

± represents the quantity Xa...
b... in the

region V±, Θ (ℓ) and δ (ℓ) are the Heaviside and Dirac
delta distributions respectively, and X̄a...

b... is the singu-
lar hypersurface component. We also denote, as custom-
ary, the discontinuity of a quantity X across H and the
surface value of X as, respectively,

[Xa...
b...]± = (Xa...

b...)
+
H − (Xa...

b...)
−
H . (40)

⟨Xa...
b...⟩ =

1

2

[
(Xa...

b...)
+
H + (Xa...

b...)
−
H

]
. (41)

The quantity [Xa...
b...]± is usually referred to as the

“jump of Xa...
b...”. Taking the partial derivative of Eq.

(39), one obtains, using the fact that Θ′ (ℓ) = δ (ℓ),

∂r(X
a...

b...) =(∂rX
a...

b...)
+Θ(ℓ)+

(∂rX
a...

b...)
−Θ(−ℓ)+

ϵnr [X
a...

b...]± δ (ℓ) + ∂r
[
X̄a...

b...δ (ℓ)
]
.

(42)

Junction conditions can only be defined if the boundaries
between the two spacetimes are correctly identified. We
then identify the points of the hypersurface H requiring
that the normal vector field is continuous across H

[na]± = 0. (43)

This condition is also necessary for constructing a con-
sistent reference frame across H, a requirement for the
construction of the 1+1+2 junction conditions as well
as for the Israel-Darmois conditions. At the same time,
we have to ensure that the tangent spaces of the two
spacetimes are correctly identified. It has been shown, in
general (see [7]), that this is possible if Eq. (43) holds
together with

[qab]± = 0. (44)

We dub the above relation with the condition in Eq. (43),
type I junction conditions. These are mandatory condi-
tions in any metric theory of gravity, and they arise di-
rectly from the application of the distribution formalism.
The remaining junction conditions, which we refer to as
type II conditions, are obtained by applying the same
procedure to the 1+1+2 evolution, propagation, mixed,
and constraint equations.
Let us start considering the consequences of these re-

quirements on the 1+1+2 quantities. As qab is obtained
by the combination of the orthogonal quantities Nab and
the tensor product of a vector orthogonal to na, the type
I junction conditions imply that

ua = (ua)+Θ(ℓ) + (ua)−Θ(−ℓ) ,
ea = (ea)+Θ(ℓ) + (ea)−Θ(−ℓ) ,

Nab = (Nab)+Θ(ℓ) + (Nab)−Θ(−ℓ) .
(45)

In addition, Eq. (44) applied to the definitions of the
variables associated with the electric and magnetic part
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of the Weyl tensor shows that they are all well-defined
in terms of distributions. This can be seen explicitly
noting that Eq. (44) implies that the Christoffel symbols
Γc
ab are well defined in a distributional sense, and that

E and H are functions of Γc
ab, u

a, ea, and Nab. This
result shows the actual reason why the Israel junction
conditions work, even if there is no direct mention of the
conformal structure of the spacetime. Equation (44) is
enough to guarantee that no pathologies arise in the Weyl
tensor.

The rest of the 1+1+2 potentials are expressed in
terms of the derivatives of the quantities defined in Eq.
(45). Let us then look at how these can be well defined in
terms of distributions. Since Eq. (44) also implies that Γ
does not have a singular part, we can apply the principle
of general covariance to Eq. (42). Furthermore, using the
properties of the derivatives of the Dirac-δ distribution
(see Appendix C for details), one obtains:

∇r(X
a...

b...) =(∇rX
a...

b...)
+Θ(ℓ) + (∇rX

a...
b...)

−Θ(−ℓ)
+δ (ℓ)

(
ϵnr [X

a...
b...]± +∇rX̄

a...
b...

− ϵnr ⟨K⟩ X̄a...
b...

)
+∆r (ℓ) ,

(46)

whereK is the trace of the extrinsic curvatureKab and ∆r

is a double gravitational layer distribution term. Then,
Eq. (43) implies, for any quantity Xa...

b...,

Ẋa...
b... =(Ẋa...

b...)
+Θ(ℓ) + (Ẋa...

b...)
−Θ(−ℓ)

+δ (ℓ)
(
τ [Xa...

b...]± + ˙̄Xa...
b...

− τ ⟨K⟩ X̄a...
b...

)
+ ur∆r (ℓ) ,

(47)

X̂a...
b... =(X̂a...

b...)
+Θ(ℓ) + (X̂a...

b...)
−Θ(−ℓ)

+δ (ℓ)
(
ς [Xa...

b...]± + ˆ̄Xa...
b...

− ς ⟨K⟩ X̄a...
b...

)
+ er∆r (ℓ) ,

(48)

δrX
a...

b... =(δrX
a...

b...)
+Θ(ℓ) + (δrX

a...
b...)

−Θ(−ℓ)
+δrX̄

a...
b... +Na

r ∆a (ℓ) .

(49)

Using the above results, one can prove that many of the
1+1+2 scalars do not have a singular part. For example,
in the case of ϕ, we have

ϕ =δae
a = Nab∇aeb =

=(Nab∇aeb)
+ Θ(ℓ) + (Nab∇aeb)

− Θ(−ℓ)
+ ϵNabn

a[eb]±δ (ℓ)

(50)

Since Nabe
b = 0 in H, one concludes that the term pro-

portional to δ (ℓ) in ϕ vanishes independently of the form
of na, and ϕ does not have a singular part. In the case
of θ one has

θ =Dau
a = hab∇aub =

=(hab∇aub)
+Θ(ℓ) + (hab∇aub)

−Θ(−ℓ)
+ ϵhabn

a[ub]±δ (ℓ)

(51)

Since we have habu
b = 0 in H by construction, the term

proportional to δ (ℓ) in θ vanishes, and this quantity is
regular. Similar arguments can be carried out for the
variables A, Σ, Ω, and ξ. We then conclude that of all
the 1+1+2 quantities, only the matter variables µ, p, Q
and Π and E , H (and therefore K), can have a singular
part. We then denominate µ̄, p̄, Π̄, Q̄, Ē , H̄, and K̄ the
singular parts of these quantities.

The singular terms for matter can be associated with
the presence of a thin shell of matter at the separation
hypersurface, described by a stress-energy tensor Sab. In-
deed, the distributional form of the stress-energy tensor
Tab of the matter sector can be written as5

Tab = T+
abΘ(ℓ) + T−

abΘ(−ℓ) + δ (ℓ)Sab. (52)

where Sab represents the energy-momentum tensor of the
shell. The matter quantities of the thin shell, i.e., the sin-
gular parts of the matter quantities, are thus connected
to Sab by the following relations

Sab = µ̄uaub + (p̄+ Π̄)eaeb

+2Q̄u(aeb) +

(
p̄− 1

2
Π̄

)
Nab, (53)

or

µ̄ = Sabu
aub,

p̄ =
1

3
Sab

(
eaeb +Nab

)
,

Π̄ =
1

3
Sab

(
2eaeb −Nab

)
,

Q̄ =
1

2
Sabe

aub. (54)

Writing the stress-energy tensor in the form of Eq. (52)
and taking a covariant derivative using Eq. (46), one
obtains

∇aT
ab =

(
∇aT

ab
)+

Θ(ℓ) +
(
∇aT

ab
)−

Θ(ℓ)+

+
(
ϵna

[
T ab
]
+DaS

ab
)
δ (ℓ)

(55)

The singular part of this equation is thus

DaS
ab + ϵna

[
T ab
]
= 0 (56)

which represents the (non-)conservation laws of matter
on the boundary. Notice that the above equation shows
that the tensor Sab is not necessarily conserved, and
therefore, in general, the boundary can itself be dynamic.

5 We note that, in the framework of modified theories of grav-
ity, the stress-energy tensor Tab may feature additional non-
tangential singular terms associated with the double gravita-
tional layer and external fluxes and tensions [18, 19, 21]. Never-
theless, given that these terms are not relevant to the scope of
this manuscript, we have discarded these additional terms from
our definition of the stress-energy tensor.
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B. Singular equations and constraints: type II
junction conditions

In analogy with the classical Israel derivation, we now
deduce conditions for which the 1+1+2 equations are
regular in the presence of a boundary surface. This is
accomplished by determining and setting to zero their
respective singular parts proportional to δ (ℓ) and ∆a (ℓ),
separately. We then obtain the following relations, from
which the “type II junction conditions” can be extracted:

Evolution

τ [ϕ]± = Q̄, (57)

τ

(
[Σ]± − 2

3
[θ]±

)
+ Ē =

1

3
(µ̄+ 3p̄) +

1

2
Π̄, (58)

τ

(
[E ]± − 1

3
[µ]± +

1

2
[Π]±

)
− 3

2

(
⟨Σ⟩ − 2

3
⟨θ⟩
)
Ē =

= −3H̄⟨ξ⟩+
(
⟨Σ⟩ − 2

3
⟨θ⟩
)[

1

4
Π̄− 1

2
(µ̄+ p̄)

]
+
1

2
⟨ϕ⟩Q̄,

(59)

τ [H]±−
(
⟨Σ⟩ − 2

3
⟨θ⟩
)
H̄+3Ē⟨ξ⟩ = ⟨Ω⟩Q̄+

3

2
⟨ξ⟩Π̄, (60)

τ [ξ]± = 0, (61)

τ [Ω]± = 0. (62)

Propagation

ς [ϕ]± + Ē = −2

3
µ̄− 1

2
Π̄, (63)

ς

(
[Σ]± − 2

3
[θ]±

)
= −Q̄, (64)

ς

(
[E ]± − 1

3
[µ]± +

1

2
[Π]±

)
+

3

2
⟨ϕ⟩Ē − 3H̄⟨Ω⟩ =

=
1

2

(
⟨Σ⟩ − 2

3
⟨θ⟩
)
Q̄− 3

4
⟨ϕ⟩Π̄, (65)

ς [H]± +
3

2
⟨ϕ⟩H̄+ 3Ē⟨Ω⟩ = −⟨Ω⟩

(
µ̄+ p̄− 1

2
Π̄

)
− ⟨ξ⟩Q̄,

(66)

ς [ξ]± = 0, (67)

ς [Ω]± = 0. (68)

Mixed

ς [A]± − τ [θ]± =
1

2
(µ̄+ 3p̄) , (69)

τ
(
[µ]± + ˙̄µ

)
+ ς

(
[Q]± + ˆ̄Q

)
=

= −⟨θ⟩ (µ̄+ p̄)− 3

2
⟨Σ⟩Π̄− (2⟨A⟩+ ⟨ϕ⟩) Q̄, (70)

τ
(
[Q]± + ˙̄Q

)
+ ς

(
[p]± + [Π]± + ˆ̄p+ ˆ̄Π

)
=

= −A (µ̄+ p̄)−
(
⟨A⟩+ 3

2
⟨ϕ⟩
)
Π̄−

(
⟨Σ⟩+ 4

3
⟨θ⟩
)
Q̄.

(71)

Constraints

H̄ = 0. (72)

We also provide, for completeness, the evolution and
propagation equations for the Gauss curvature K, given
in Eqs. (25) and (26). The singular parts of these equa-
tions proportional to δ (ℓ) become, in this formalism:

τ [K]± + ˙̄K =

(
⟨Σ⟩ − 2

3
⟨θ⟩
)
K̄ + τ ⟨K⟩ K̄, (73)

ς [K]± + ˆ̄K = −⟨ϕ⟩K̄ + ς ⟨K⟩ K̄, (74)

whereas the singular parts proportional to ∆a (ℓ) imme-
diately set

K̄ = 0. (75)

As a consequence of Eq.(75), one finds that also ˙̄K =
ˆ̄K = 0 which, upon replacing back into Eqs. (73) and
(74), immediately imply that the Gauss curvature must
be continuous across H, i.e.,

[K]± = 0, (76)

independently of the character of the junction hypersur-
face. Furthermore, taking the singular part of Eq. (24)
and using the fact that K̄ = 0, one obtains the following
constraint on the quantities µ̄, Π̄ and Ē :

Ē =
1

3
µ̄− 1

2
Π̄. (77)

The constraints in Eqs. (72) and (77) guarantee together
that all of the singular terms proportional to ∆a (ℓ) in
the 1+1+2 equations are identically satisfied, and thus
no additional conditions arise from those parts.
The type II junction conditions we have derived show

that junction conditions can be (and maybe ought to be)
seen in a new perspective. By expressing the junction
conditions in terms of the 1+1+2 potentials, we have,
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in fact, obtained conditions for which two specific con-
gruences in two different spacetimes can be joined to be
continuous across the boundary. As these congruences
are associated, in the covariant formalism, to specific ob-
servers, the equations above reveal that junction condi-
tions are, in general, only valid for a particular class of
observers. In the standard formulation of junction con-
ditions, the choice of an observer is intrinsic to the choice
of the coordinate system in the two spacetimes, and this
might lead to the idea that, upon using the junction con-
ditions, one simply matches two geometries. Our results
imply that the underlying idea of the junction conditions
is that one matches geometries as seen by two specific
observers.

C. Propagation of constraints

Because of the structure of the 1+1+2 scalars, the al-
gebraic constraints in Eqs. (23), (24), and Eq. (29) seem
not to contribute to the junction conditions. Neverthe-
less, the dot and hat derivative of such constraints might
still contain some relevant conditions.

It turns out that all the derivatives of the constraints
Eq. (24) and Eq. (29) lead to an identity, upon using the
1 + 1 + 2 equations to eliminate the jumps of the quan-
tities that appear upon differentiating. However, tak-
ing the covariant derivative of Eq.(23), expanding these
derivatives in terms of the dot and hat derivatives, us-
ing Eqs.(47) and (48) to write the results in terms of the
jumps of the potentials, and keeping only the singular
terms proportional to δ (ℓ) (the singular terms propor-
tional to ∆a (ℓ) vanish identically due to Eq. (72)), one
obtains

(τua + ςea)
[
3⟨ξ⟩ [Σ]± + 3⟨Σ⟩ [ξ]± − [H]± −

− (2⟨A⟩ − ⟨ϕ⟩) [Ω]± + ⟨Ω⟩
(
2 [A]± − [ϕ]±

)]
= 0.(78)

This equation must be satisfied for any τ and ς. If τ = 1,
which implies that ς = 0, one can use the evolution equa-
tions from Eqs.(57) to (62) to replace the jumps of the ge-
ometrical quantities and obtain the additional constraint(

2 [θ]± + 3p̄− µ̄
)
⟨ξ⟩ − 2⟨Ω⟩ [A]± = 0. (79)

On the other hand, for the case of ς = 1, and conse-
quently τ = 0, one uses instead the propagation equa-
tions from Eqs.(63) to (68), as well as the mixed equa-
tion in Eq.(69), to cancel the jumps of the geometrical
quantities and obtain the additional constraint(

[θ]± − Q̄
)
⟨ξ⟩ −

(
p̄+ Π̄

)
⟨Ω⟩ = 0. (80)

Finally, for the cases of outgoing and ingoing null hyper-
surfaces with τ = 1/

√
2 and ς = ±1/

√
2, both of the

projections of Eq.(78) in ua and ea are independently
non-zero. A combination of the two procedures described
above for τ = 1 and ς = 1 has to be followed. In this

case, each of the projections contributes with an addi-
tional constraint, which are(

2 [θ]± +
√
2 (3p̄+ µ̄)

)
(⟨ξ⟩ ∓ ⟨Ω⟩) = 0, (81)

(
[θ]± ∓

√
2Q̄
)
⟨ξ⟩ ∓

(
[θ]± +

√
2
(
p̄+ Π̄

))
⟨Ω⟩ = 0. (82)

where the upper and lower signs correspond to outgoing
and ingoing null hypersurfaces, respectively.
For LRS-II spacetimes, these constraints do not influ-

ence the junction conditions since these spacetimes have
ξ = Ω = 0 and thus Eqs.(79) to (82) are automatically
satisfied. However, for LRS-I and LRS-III spacetimes,
for which Ω ̸= 0 and ξ ̸= 0 respectively, these equa-
tions might constrain the junction conditions or even con-
tribute with additional junction conditions to the system,
and thus they must be taken into account simultaneously
with the singular equations obtained in the previous sub-
section.

V. PROPERTIES OF JUNCTIONS OF LRS
SPACETIMES

In this section, we use the formalism and equations
derived in the previous section to deduce some general
prescriptions on the junction conditions in LRS space-
times.

A. Comoving observers

We start with junction conditions valid for comoving
LRS observers. As a first observation, we note that some
junction conditions can be derived independently of the
type of hypersurface considered. From Eqs.(67) and (61),
one verifies that, independently of the value of the param-
eters τ and ς, the jump [ξ]± is always forced to vanish.
The same applies to the jump [Ω]± if one considers in-
stead Eqs.(68) and (62). One thus obtains

[ξ]± = 0, (83)

[Ω]± = 0. (84)

i.e. (comoving observers in an) LRS spacetime can be
joined only if they have zero vorticity or twist or if these
quantities match at the boundary. However, the 1+1+2
equations indicate that if those two quantities are zero in
an event, they must be zero everywhere. Consequently,
for comoving LRS observers, LRS-II spacetimes cannot
be matched to LRS-I or LRS-III spacetimes.
The remaining junction conditions for different hyper-

surfaces can now be extracted from these equations by
the selection of a normal vector, i.e., by choosing the val-
ues of τ and ς among the choices available in Eq. (37).
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We shall consider separately the cases of LRS-I, LRS-II,
and LRS-III spacetimes, excluding the combinations be-
tween normal, vorticity, and twist mentioned at the end
of Sec. III. The junction conditions obtained by the res-
olution of the system of Eqs.(64) to (71) are summarized
in Tables I, II and III.

The first noteworthy result from the Tables above is
that, depending on the type of boundary surface, there
are different key variables characterizing the junctions.
For example, for timelike surfaces, an important role is
played by the jump of the expansion and the shear6, while
for spacelike surfaces, the prominent role is played by the
jump of the acceleration and the expansion of the space-
like congruence. This is consistent with the idea that the
type II junction conditions are connected to the jump of
the extrinsic curvature. In Section D1 of Appendix D,
we explicitly connect those quantities with the extrinsic
curvature.

Another interesting feature concerns timelike hyper-
surface (Table I). In such a case, our results indicate that
a thin shell presents a zero energy density but non-zero
pressure terms. This result shows that in joining, e.g.,
expanding cosmologies (or an overdensity of matter in a
cosmological background), a special surface between the
two geometries exists, generated by the difference in the
expansion rate and shear of the two spacetimes. This sur-
face cannot be interpreted as a proper matter shell but
rather as a “frontier” which, at least in specific cases,
could be associated with the concept of “turnaround ra-
dius” in non-homogeneous cosmologies (see, e.g., [60]).
Indeed, the existence of turnaround surfaces was shown
to exist in the context of McVittie spacetimes [61, 62, 64],
one of the few examples of analytical inhomogeneous
spacetimes. In addition, the component of the pressure
orthogonal to the surface is not zero, suggesting this type
of boundary should have some form of dynamics.

In the case of spacelike surfaces, instead, the presence
of a thin shell is controlled by the jump of the variables
ϕ and A. It is clear that the radial pressure of the thin
shell is always zero and that, therefore, such shells are
not dynamic objects. Indeed, differently from the case
of timelike surfaces, they can be represented by a matter
distribution. These are the typical shells that describe
compact stars or more exotic objects like gravastars.

In the case of a null boundary, one observes, as ex-
pected, a mixture of the conditions of the two cases
above. The additional element is a non-trivial conserva-
tion law originating from the tensor Sab, which, in turn,
points towards a more complex behavior of matter on the
shell. In addition, in this case, the junction conditions
related to Bianchi identities lead to two differential equa-
tions describing the matter conservation on the shell.

Another interesting result to highlight concerns the
value of the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor. In the

6 See also [63] for the role of the expansion in junction conditions
in coordinates.

case of matching between LRS-II spacetimes, this quan-
tity is always identically zero, but it does not have to
be so in other LRS spacetimes. Our analysis shows that
within LRS-I and LRS-III spacetimes, one could have a
matching between spacetimes with different values of the
magnetic part of the Weyl tensor. In both cases, this
match can only be obtained via the introduction of a
thin shell. The relations we found relate the jump in H
to the vorticity/twist of the spacetime. As normally H
is connected with the presence of gravitational radiation,
the junction conditions we derive point out to the pos-
sibility that there might exist types of thin shells able
to “absorb” gravitational radiation, in the sense of en-
compassing a hypervolume of spacetime with less (or no)
gravitational radiation.

B. Tilted observers

The relations derived in the previous section concern
only observers comoving with matter in the spacetimes
to be matched. However, limiting the junction conditions
to these cases would be reductive as, in general, one can
also consider non-comoving (tilted) observers in a given
spacetime. In this section, we extend our reasoning to
the case of such observers.

In the 1+1+2 formalism, tilted observers can be char-
acterized by the following timelike and spacelike vectors

ŭa = ua coshβ + ea sinhβ

ĕa = ea coshβ + ua sinhβ
(85)

where the angle β is defined by coshβ = −ŭaua. The
relations (165) are nothing but the Lorentzian boost of
the vectors ua and ea. Under these transformations, the
kinematic 1+1+2 potentials transform as

ϕ̆ =ϕ coshβ +

(
2

3
Θ + Σ

)
sinhβ

Ă =A coshβ +

(
1

3
Θ + Σ

)
sinhβ

+ (ua coshβ + ea sinhβ)∇aβ

Θ̆ =Θcoshβ + (ϕ+A) sinhβ

+ (ea coshβ + ua sinhβ)∇aβ

Σ̆ =Σ coshβ − 1

3
(ϕ− 2A) sinhβ

+
2

3
(ea coshβ + ua sinhβ)∇aβ

Ω̆ =− 4(Ω coshβ + ξ sinhβ)

ξ̆ =− 4(ξ coshβ +Ωsinhβ)

Ĕ =E
H̆ =H

(86)
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LRS-II LRS-III
µ̄ 0 0
p̄ − 2

3
[θ]± − 2

3
[θ]±

Π̄ [Σ]± [Σ]±
Q̄ 0 0

[ϕ]± 0 0
[A]± ind. ind.
[θ]± ind. ind.
[Σ]± ind. ind.
[E ]± − 1

2
[Π]± − [Σ]±

(
⟨Σ⟩ − 1

3
⟨θ⟩

)
+ 1

3
⟨Σ⟩ [θ]± − 1

2
[Π]± − [Σ]±

(
⟨Σ⟩ − 1

3
⟨θ⟩

)
+ 1

3
⟨Σ⟩ [θ]±

[H]± 0 3⟨ξ⟩ [Σ]±
[µ]±

2
3
⟨θ⟩ [θ]± − 3

2
⟨Σ⟩ [Σ]±

2
3
⟨θ⟩ [θ]± − 3

2
⟨Σ⟩ [Σ]±

[p]± ind. ind.
[Π]± ind. ind.
[Q]±

2
3
⟨A⟩ [θ]± − [Σ]±

(
⟨A⟩+ 3

2
⟨ϕ⟩

)
⟨A⟩

(
2
3
[θ]± − [Σ]±

)
TABLE I. Junction conditions for matching two spacetimes along a spacelike hypersurface for LRS spacetimes. The entry
”ind.” indicates that the quantity is an independent parameter.

LRS-I LRS-II
µ̄ − [ϕ]± − [ϕ]±
p̄ 1

3
[ϕ]± + 2

3
[A]±

1
3
[ϕ]± + 2

3
[A]±

Π̄ − 1
3
[ϕ]± − 2

3
[A]± − 1

3
[ϕ]± − 2

3
[A]±

Q̄ 0 0
[ϕ]± ind. ind.
[A]± ind. ind.
[θ]± 0 ind.
[Σ]± 0 2

3
[θ]±

[E ]±
1
3
[µ]± − 1

2
[Π]± + 1

2
⟨ϕ⟩ [ϕ]±

1
3
[µ]± − 1

2
[Π]± + 1

2
⟨ϕ⟩ [ϕ]±

[H]± ⟨Ω⟩
(
[ϕ]± − 2 [A]±

)
0

[µ]± ind. ind.
[p]± − [Π]± + [ϕ]±

(
⟨A⟩+ 1

2
⟨ϕ⟩

)
+ ⟨ϕ⟩ [A]± − [Π]± + [ϕ]±

(
⟨A⟩+ 1

2
⟨ϕ⟩

)
+ ⟨ϕ⟩ [A]±

[Π]± ind. ind.
[Q]± 0 1

6
[ϕ]± (4⟨θ⟩+ 3⟨Σ⟩) + [A]±

(
⟨Σ⟩ − 2

3
⟨θ⟩

)
TABLE II. Junction conditions for matching two spacetimes along a timelike hypersurface for LRS spacetimes. The entry
”ind.” indicates that the quantity is an independent parameter.

LRS-II

µ̄ ∓
√
2

2
[ϕ]±

p̄ ±
√
2
6

[ϕ]± ±
√

2
3

[A]± −
√
2

3
[θ]±

Π̄ ∓ 2
√
2

3
[ϕ]± ∓

√
2
3

[A]± +
√
2
3

[θ]±
Q̄

√
2

2
[ϕ]±

[ϕ]± ind.
[A]± ind.
[θ]± ind.
[Σ]±

2
3
[θ]± ∓ [ϕ]±

[E ]±
1
3
[µ]± − 1

2
[Π]± + 1

2
⟨ϕ⟩ [ϕ]± ± [ϕ]±

(
1
2
⟨Σ⟩ − 1

3
⟨θ⟩

)
[H]± 0
[µ]± ind.

[p]± [µ]± − [Π]± + [ϕ]± (3⟨ϕ⟩+ 4⟨A⟩)∓ 2 [ϕ]±
(
3
2
⟨Σ⟩+ ⟨θ⟩

)
+

(
[θ]± ∓ [A]±

) (
⟨Σ⟩ − 2

3
⟨θ⟩ ∓ ⟨ϕ⟩

)
+ ˙̄µ−

(
ˆ̄p+ ˆ̄Π

)
∓ ˙̄Q± ˆ̄Q

[Π]± ind.

[Q]± ∓ [µ]± ∓ [ϕ]± (⟨ϕ⟩+ 2⟨A⟩) + 2 [ϕ]±
(
⟨Σ⟩+ 1

3
⟨θ⟩

)
+

(
[A]± ∓ [θ]±

) (
⟨Σ⟩ − 2

3
⟨θ⟩

)
− ˆ̄Q∓ ˙̄µ

TABLE III. Junction conditions for matching two spacetimes along outgoing and ingoing null hypersurface for LRS spacetimes.
In the case of multiple signs, the upper sign corresponds to outgoing hypersurfaces, and the lower sign corresponds to ingoing
hypersurfaces. The entry ”ind.” indicates that the quantity is an independent parameter.



11

whereas the thermodynamical variables transform as

µ̆ =µ+ (µ+ p+Π) sinh2 β −Q sinh(2β)

p̆ =p+
1

3
(µ+ p+Π) sinh2 β − 1

3
Q sinh(2β)

Q̆ =Q cosh(2β)− (µ+ p+Π) sinhβ coshβ

Π̆ =Π +
2

3
(µ+ p+Π) sinh2 β − 2

3
Q sinh(2β)

(87)

At this point, one can use the junction conditions listed
in Tables I, II, III, in which the transformed quantities
are used instead of the conventional ones. For later con-
venience, we introduce the “tilted jump” {X}± of a given
scalar X as

{X}± = X̆+
H −X−

H (88)

which is used to characterize the modified type II junc-
tion conditions. For simplicity’s sake, we refer to these
conditions as “tilted type II junction conditions”.We pro-
vide an example of the application of these conditions in
the following sections.

Some considerations on the general form of the trans-
formations are in order. First, we should notice that
a fluid that is perfect in its rest frame is not necessar-
ily perfect for non-comoving observers. This is, indeed, a
well-known result, and we refer the reader to the relevant
literature on the matter [65]. Second, the boost leaves
the scalars associated with the Weyl tensor unchanged;
therefore, the conclusions on the “absorbing” thin shells
mentioned in the previous section also remain valid in
this case. Third, the transformation of the vorticity and
the twist shows that LRS-I or LRS-III spacetimes can
be matched to other spacetimes only if the congruence
of the observer in the exterior spacetime has vorticity or
twist. In other words, no LRS-II spacetime can be joined
with LRS-I or LRS-III geometries.

VI. EXAMPLES

In this section, we apply the junction conditions we de-
rived in the previous sections to some physically relevant
cases. As mentioned before, the covariant junction con-
ditions amount to the search of two congruences, one in
the interior and one in the exterior spacetimes, which can
be made to match at the boundary. The procedure we
adopt is the following. First, we write the line elements
on the interior and exterior spacetimes in the coordinate
system of choice, and select the type of boundary and
its normal vector. Then, we choose a working coordinate
system, which can be one of the coordinates chosen for
the two spacetimes or a different one altogether. Next,
using the normal vector, we fix the congruences ua and
ea in the first spacetime. The first type I junction con-
dition in Eq. (43) can then be used to determine the
corresponding normal vector in the other spacetime and,
therefore, the corresponding vectors ua and ea. Then,

the second type I junction condition in Eq. (44) deter-
mines the relation between the two coordinate systems
at the boundary. At this point, one can calculate the
1+1+2 quantities necessary to write the non-trivial type
II junction conditions from Eqs. (64) to (71) directly or
using the formulas in Appendix A. Depending on the re-
lation between the comoving LRS observer congruence in
the second spacetime and the congruence determined by
the normal of the first spacetime, one can choose to use
tilted type II junction conditions. Applying type I and
II junction conditions entirely determines the geodesic
congruence in the second spacetime in the working coor-
dinates.

A. The Martinez thin-shell

1. Spherical coordinates

As a first example, let us look into the Martinez thin-
shell in spherical coordinates [11, 12]. This is a solution
in general relativity of a thin shell separating an inte-
rior Minkowski spacetime from an exterior Schwarzschild
spacetime. Both solutions are vacuum solutions, i.e.,
T+
ab = T−

ab = 0 and therefore [µ]± = 0, [p]± = 0, [Π]± = 0.
The line elements describing the interior and exterior
spacetimes of the Martinez shell are of the forms

ds2− = −dt2 + dr2 + r2dΩ2, (89)

ds2+ = −
(
1− M

4πr̃

)
dt̃2 +

(
1− M

4πr̃

)−1

dr̃2 + r2dΩ̃2,

(90)
where

dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

dΩ̃2 = dθ̃2 + sin2 θdϕ̃2
(91)

are the 2-sphere line elements. We choose the coordinate
system of the interior Minkowski spacetime as a working
coordinate system. Consider a spacelike boundary char-
acterized by the equation r̃ = const. = r̃H . Then, the
(spacelike) normal vector in the interior spacetime can
be chosen as

n−a dx̃
a = dr̃. (92)

which is spacelike. Then, selecting ea parallel to na one
can write

e−a dx̃
a = n−a dx̃

a = dr̃, (93)

since by definition e−a u
−
a g

ab = 0 and assuming
u−a u

−
a g

ab = −1 we have

u−a dx̃
a = −dt̃. (94)

so that the congruence in the interior spacetime repre-
sents a comoving LRS observer. The first type I junction
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condition in Eq. (43) implies that7

e+a dx
a =

∂r̃

∂r
e−1 dr =

(
1− M

4πrH

)−1/2

dr, (95)

and, following the same procedure to obtain u−a , we arrive
at

u+a dx
a =

∂t̃

∂t
u−0 dt = −

(
1− M

4πrH

)1/2

dt. (96)

The congruence in the exterior spacetime represents a
comoving LRS observer, so tilted junction conditions are
unnecessary. The tensor qab in H for the two spacetimes
can be written in terms of line elements as

ds2H,− = q−abdx
adxb = −dt2 + r2HdΩ

2, (97)

ds2H,+ = q+abdx̃
adx̃b =

= −
(
1− M

4πr̃H

)
dt̃2 + r̃2HdΩ̃

2 =

= −dt2 + r2HdΩ
2,

(98)

where in the last step we have written ds2H,+ in the work-

ing coordinate system assuming dΩ̃2
H = dΩ2

H i.e. we as-
sume that the angular coordinates coincide on H. The
second type I junction condition, Eq. (44), implies

r̃H = rH . (99)

As the congruences associated with u+a , e
+
a , u

−
a and e−a

are all rotation free Ω = 0 = ξ and also have θ = 0 and
Σ = 0, the only non-trivial conditions are

µ̄ = − [ϕ]± ,

p̄ =
1

3
[ϕ]± +

2

3
[A]± ,

Π̄ = −1

3
[ϕ]± − 2

3
[A]± ,

[E ]± =
1

2
⟨ϕ⟩ [ϕ]± ,

[p]± = [ϕ]±

(
⟨A⟩+ 1

2
⟨ϕ⟩
)
+ ⟨ϕ⟩ [A]± .

(100)

At r = rH one obtains

[ϕ]± = − 2

rH

(
1−

√
1− M

4πrH

)
, (101)

7 Notice that we have assumed here that the spatial coordinates
of the exterior and exterior spacetime do not mix. This assump-
tion is suggested by the form of the two metrics. One can redo
the calculations considering a more general relation between the
coordinates. The second type I junction condition then provides
prescriptions on the coordinate dependence necessary to perform
the junction. We show an example of this procedure in the case
of the Oppenheimer-Snyder collapse.

[A]± =
M

r2H

(
1− M

4πrH

)− 1
2

. (102)

The first three conditions in Eq. (100) then show the
presence of a thin-shell at rH characterized by a stress-
energy tensor Sab in Eq. (53) with

µ̄ =
2

rH

(
1−

√
1− M

4πrH

)
, (103)

p̄e =
1

rH

[(
1− M

rH

)(
1− M

4πrH

)− 1
2

− 1

]
, (104)

p̄N = 0, (105)

where pe is the radial pressure and pN is the transverse
pressure.
Of the last two conditions in Eq. (100), the one for

[p]± is automatically satisfied by Eq. (101), and the one
for [E ]± can be verified immediately by direct calculation.
In fact,

[E ]± = − M

4πr3H
. (106)

and the ⟨ϕ⟩ appearing on the L.H.S. of the second last of
Eq. (100), can be written, in H, as

⟨ϕ⟩ = − 1

rH

(
1 +

√
1− M

4πrH

)
, (107)

therefore

⟨ϕ⟩[ϕ]± =
M

2πr3H
. (108)

This result is also obtained if one considers that for
static, spherically symmetric and vacuum spacetimes,
like Eq. (97) and Eq. (98), Eq. (9) implies E = −Aϕ.

B. The Schwarzschild fluid star

Let us now consider the case of the Schwarzschild fluid
star. This solution of Einstein’s field equations consists
of an interior solution with a constant density perfect
fluid [13] matched to an exterior vacuum Schwarzschild
solution.
The line elements for the interior and exterior space-

times are given respectively in the usual spherical coor-
dinates by

ds2− = −1

4

(
3

√
1− M

4πR
−
√
1− Mr̃2

4πR3

)2

dt̃2 +

+

(
1− Mr̃2

4πR3

)−1

dr̃2 + r̃2dΩ̃2, (109)
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ds2+ = −
(
1− M

4πr

)
dt2 +

(
1− M

4πr

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2,

(110)
whereM is the total mass of the star, and R is the radius
of the star.

The interior solution is non-vacuum, while the stress-
energy tensor Tab vanishes for the exterior solution. The
interior source is described by an isotropic perfect fluid,
i.e.,

(T−)ba = diag
(
−µ−

0 , p
−, p−, p−

)
, (111)

where µ0 is the constant density of the fluid and p− =
p− (r) is the isotropic pressure

p− (r) = µ0

√
1− Mr2

4πR3 −
√
1− M

4πr

3
√
1− M

4πr −
√

1− Mr2

4πR3

, (112)

which corresponds to the well-known solution of the TOV
equations. Since the fluid considered is isotropic, this
result implies that Π− = 0 and p−e = p−N = p−.

We consider the coordinate system of the interior so-
lution as the working coordinate system. If we con-
sider a spacelike boundary characterized by the equation
r̃ = r̃H = const., the (spacelike) normal vector in the
interior spacetime can be chosen as

n−a dx̃
a =

(
1− Mr̃2

4πR3

)−1/2

dr̃. (113)

which is spacelike. Choosing e−a parallel to n−a we have

e−a dx̃
a = n−a dx̃

a =

(
1− Mr̃2

4πR3

)1/2

dr̃, (114)

and therefore u−a is

u−a dx̃
a = −1

2

∣∣∣∣∣3
√
1− M

4πR
−
√
1− Mr̃2

4πR3

∣∣∣∣∣ dt̃, (115)

so that the congruence of the interior spacetime repre-
sents a comoving LRS observer. Equation (43) implies
that

e+a dx
a =

∂r̃

∂r
e−1 dr =

(
1− M

4πr

)−1

dr, (116)

and choosing as usual u+a normalized and orthogonal to
e+a we have

u+a dx̃
a =

∂t̃

∂t
u−1 dt =

(
1− M

4πr

)
dt (117)

and also the congruence of the exterior spacetime rep-
resents a comoving LRS observer. The tensor qab in H

for the two spacetimes can be written in terms of line
elements as

ds2H,− =− 1

4

(
3

√
1− M

4πR
−
√

1−
Mr̃2H
4πR3

)2

dt̃2+

+ r̃2HdΩ̃
2,

(118)

ds2H,+ =−
(
1− M

4πrH

)
dt2 + r2HdΩ

2

=− 1

4

(
3

√
1− M

4πR
−
√
1−

Mr̃2H
4πR3

)2

dt̃2+

+ r2HdΩ
2,

(119)

which, once written in the working coordinates as in the
previous example, gives rH = r̃H if dΩ̃2

H = dΩ2
H .

We are now ready to look at the type II junction condi-
tions. As the e+a and u+a are associated with a comoving
LRS observer, tilted junction conditions are unnecessary.
In addition, since the congruences u+a , e

+
a , u

−
a , and e−a

are rotation-free and have zero expansion and shear, one
obtains the following non-trivial type II junction condi-
tions

.

µ̄ = − [ϕ]± ,

p̄ =
1

3
[ϕ]± +

2

3
[A]± ,

Π̄ = −1

3
[ϕ]± − 2

3
[A]± ,

[E ]± =
1

3
[µ]± +

1

2
⟨ϕ⟩ [ϕ]± ,

[p]± = [ϕ]±

(
⟨A⟩+ 1

2
⟨ϕ⟩
)
+ ⟨ϕ⟩ [A]± .

(120)

Hence, using Eqs.(109) and (110) at some radius rH ≤ R,
one finds for [ϕ]± and [A]± the following results

[ϕ]± =
2

rH

(√
1− M

4πrH
−
√
1−

Mr̃2H
4πR3

)
, (121)

[A]± =
M

4πr2H

√
1− M

4πrH

+
Mr̃H

4πR3

(√
1− 2Mr̃2H

R3 − 3
√

1− 2M
r̃H

) . (122)

From the equations above, it is clear that if the matching
is performed at a radius rH = R, one obtains [ϕ]± =
[A]± = 0, which in turn implies by Eqs.(120) that µ̄ =

p̄ = Π̄ = 0, i.e., the matching is smooth. However, we
note that this is only a particular case of a much broader
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class of possible outcomes. Indeed, in general, rH ̸= R
and the matching features a thin shell.

One can also verify that the last equation of Eqs.(120)
is always identically satisfied if [p]± = −p− (rH). In par-
ticular, when the matching is performed at rH = R, one
has p (rH) = 0 and thus [p]± = 0. Thus, one concludes
that the case for a smooth matching corresponds to a
situation where the pressure is continuous across the hy-
persurface H.
Finally, consider the junction condition for [E ]±, i.e.,

the fourth of Eq.(120). Since

[µ]± = −µ0

[E ]± =
M

4πR3
,

⟨ϕ⟩[ϕ]± =
M

2πr3H
.

(123)

this equation at a given radius rH reduces to

M

4πR3
− M

4πr3H
− µ0

3
= 0. (124)

which in general is not satisfied, coherently with the pres-
ence of a shell. In the particular case rH = R, for which
the matching is smooth, this equation is identically sat-
isfied8.

C. The Oppenheimer-Snyder collapse

Finally, let us now turn to the analysis of a non-static
case: the Oppenheimer-Snyder collapse [14]. We work
on this problem by making two different choices of the
exterior metric to illustrate an inductive application of
junction conditions and highlight the role of the observer.

1. Dynamical exterior metric

In this case, that matches the original approach to the
problem in [14] the interior solution is represented by a
collapsing closed Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker
(FLRW) spacetime with line element

ds2− = −dη2 + a (η)
2
(
dχ2 + sin2 χdΩ̃2

)
, (125)

8 While this result might not be considered problematic in GR, this
feature indicates that there might be some subtleties in junction
conditions that have not been considered before, particularly in
alternative theories of gravity connected with the junction of the
Weyl tensor. For example, the solutions found in Ref.[15], where
the matching was performed at a radius rH ̸= R, can only exist
in theories of gravity for which the field equations do not depend
explicitly on the Weyl tensor, one such example being GR. In
more complicated theories of gravity on which the Weyl tensor
plays a role in the field equations, and consequently featuring
junction conditions constraining the continuity of E, these solu-
tions would not satisfy this junction condition and would not be
acceptable. Another example can be found in [54].

For the exterior region, we consider a metric represented
by a Lemâıtre-Tolman (LT) line element

ds2+ = −dt2 + eω̄(t,r)dr2 + eω(t,r)dΩ2, (126)

We also assume that the interior spacetime contains a
pressureless fluid, i.e., p− = Π− = 0 with no fluxes, i.e.,
Q− = 0 (we are then considering a comoving observer)
and the exterior spacetime is empty of matter.
We consider as boundary a surface of comoving radius

χ = χH whose normal is given by

nadx̃
a = adχ (127)

which is spacelike. Choosing ea parallel to na we have

e−a dx̃
a = nadx̃

a = adχ, (128)

and with the usual assumptions on u−a , we can set

u−a dx̃
a = −dη, (129)

and the congruence of the interior spacetime represents
a comoving LRS observer. Equation (43) implies that

e+a dx
a =

∂χ

∂r
e−1 = eω̄(t,r)dr. (130)

For u+a we have

u+a dx
a =

∂η

∂t
u−0 = −dt, (131)

so that the observer in the exterior is a comoving LRS
observer.
The tensor qab in H as seen from the two spacetime

regions can be described by the following line elements
as

ds2H,− = −dη2 + a (η)
2
sin2 χHdΩ̃

2, (132)

ds2H,+ = −dt2 + eω(t,r)dΩ2 = −dη2 + eω(t,rH)dΩ2 (133)

The type I junction condition, Eq. (44), implies t = η
and

a (η) sinχH = e
1
2ω(t,rH) (134)

if dΩ̃2
H = dΩ2

H i.e. if we assume the angular coordinates
coincide on H.
As the congruences u+a , e

+
a , u

−
a , and e

−
a are rotation-

free and have zero expansion and shear, the remaining
junction conditions are given by

µ̄ = − [ϕ]± ,

p̄ =
1

3
[ϕ]± +

2

3
[A]± ,

Π̄ = −1

3
[ϕ]± − 2

3
[A]± ,

[Σ]± =
2

3
[θ]± ,

[E ]± =
1

3
[µ]± +

1

2
⟨ϕ⟩ [ϕ]± ,

[p]± = [ϕ]±

(
⟨A⟩+ 1

2
⟨ϕ⟩
)
+ ⟨ϕ⟩ [A]± .

(135)
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Let us now assume that the matching is smooth. This
implies that the matter quantities at the boundary, i.e.,
µ̄, p̄, and Π̄, vanish. From the first of Eq. (135), this
forces the [ϕ]± = 0. Then, from the second and third of
the same equation, this implies further that [A]± = 0.

Using Eq. (134), one can show that the condition on
the acceleration is satisfied. Next, we consider the con-
dition of the potential ϕ. We have, in H,

[ϕ]± = 0 ⇒ e−
1
2 ω̄ω,r

∣∣∣
H

=
2 cotχH

a
. (136)

which is satisfied if Eq. (134) is considered and if one
sets cosχH = 1 The condition on the shear implies that

[Σ]± =
2

3
[θ]± ⇒ 1

2
ω̄,t

∣∣∣∣
H

=
a,t
a
, (137)

which is satisfied if

ω̄|H = 2 ln a (138)

Finally, we consider the fifth of Eqs. (135), which con-
cerns the electric part of the Weyl tensor. This equation
is also satisfied if Eq. (134) and Eq. (138) hold and by
employing the relation between the coordinates in the
two metrics.

2. Static exterior metric

In the previous section, we have chosen a dynamical
exterior metric. This was suggested by the original work
by Oppenheimer and Snyder. However, in literature, it is
often found that the exterior metric of the Oppenheimer-
Snyder collapse is the Schwarzschild metric. We show
that the results derived above imply that the junction, in
this case, is impossible for a comoving observer. However,
as we have seen, we can consider a non-comoving observer
within the Schwarzschild spacetime by using the tilted
type II junction conditions.

Let us start as usual by defining the interior and exte-
rior spacetimes metric. We have

ds2− = −dη2 + a (η)
2
(
dχ2 + sin2 χdΩ̃2

)
, (139)

and

ds2+ = −F (R)dT 2 +
dR2

F (R)
+R2dΩ2

F (R) = 1− M

4πR
.

(140)

Again, we assume the interior spacetime contains a pres-
sureless fluid (p− = Π− = 0). For the exterior spacetime,
we assume no matter is present. As before, we consider
as boundary a surface of comoving radius χ = χH whose
normal is given by

nadx̃
a = adχ, (141)

which is spacelike, and we choose ea parallel to na

e−a dx̃
a = nadx̃

a = adχ, (142)

so that

u−a dx̃
a = −dη. (143)

This choice selects a comoving LRS observer in interior
spacetime. This time Eq. (43) implies that

e+0
dT

dη
+ e+1

dR

dη
= e−0 = 0,

e+0
dT

dχ
+ e+1

dR

dχ
= e−1 = a,

(144)

so that

e+0 =
aR,η

R,ηT,χ − T,ηR,χ
,

e+1 = − aT,η
R,ηT,χ − T,ηR,χ

.

(145)

For later convenience, we can set

R,ηT,χ − T,ηR,χ = −a, (146)

so that we can write

e+a dx
a
+ = −R,ηdT + T,ηdR, (147)

and

u+a dx
a
+ = −FT,ηdT +

R,η

F
dR. (148)

which does not represent an LRS comoving observer. The
tensor qab in H, as seen from the two spacetime regions,
can be written in terms of the following line elements as

ds2H,− = −dη2 + a (η)
2
sin2 χHdΩ̃

2, (149)

ds2H,+ = −F 2T 2
,ηdT

2 + 2R,ηT,ηdRdT

−
R2

,η

F 2
dR2 +R2dΩ2 =

= −

(
FT 2

,η −
R2

,η

F

)2

dη2+

+

(
FT,ηT,χ − R,ηR,χ

F

)2

dχ2

+R2dΩ2,

(150)

using Eq. (146) for the coefficient in front of dχ2 we
obtain (

FT,ηT,χ − R,ηR,χ

F

)2

=

1

R,η

([
FT 2

,η −
R2

,η

F

]
R,χ − aFT,η

)2

.

(151)
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This quantity must be zero, as the induced metric must
be orthogonal to na. In this way, on H, the junction
condition in Eq. (44) implies

R2
,η

F
− FT 2

,η = 1,

R = a sinχ,

R,χ = aFT,η,

(152)

so that the spacelike vector e+a is normalized (at least on
H), and we must have

FT,η = cosχH = const. (153)

Considering the properties of the congruences associ-
ated with u+a , e

+
a , u

−
a , and e

−
a are vorticity and twist-free,

the type II junction conditions to be satisfied are

µ̄ = − [ϕ]± ,

p̄ =
1

3
[ϕ]± +

2

3
[A]±

Π̄ = −1

3
[ϕ]± − 2

3
[A]± ,

[θ]± = 0,

[Σ]± = 0,

[E ]± =
1

3
[µ]± +

1

2
⟨ϕ⟩ [ϕ]±

0 = [ϕ]±

(
⟨A⟩+ 1

2
⟨ϕ⟩
)
+ ⟨ϕ⟩ [A]± .

(154)

However, as the congruence we have obtained with the
type I junction conditions does not correspond to a co-
moving LRS observer, we have to use tilted type II junc-
tion conditions. Indeed, even if we would not realize that
the tilted conditions were necessary, one can check that
the condition on the expansion in Eqs. (154) can never
be satisfied. Consequently, the worldline of a comoving
observer of the interior spacetime cannot be smoothly
matched to the static or free-falling observer in the exte-
rior one.

We check then if the junction is possible for a tilted
observer in the exterior spacetime. In other words, we
look for a parameter β such that the following conditions
are satisfied:

µ̄ = −{ϕ}± ,

p̄ =
1

3
{ϕ}± +

2

3
{A}± ,

Π̄ = −1

3
{ϕ}± − 2

3
{A}± ,

{θ}± = 0,

{Σ}± = 0,

{E}± =
1

3
{µ}± +

1

2
⟨ϕ⟩ {ϕ}± ,

0 = {ϕ}±

(
⟨A⟩+ 1

2
⟨ϕ⟩
)
+ ⟨ϕ⟩ {A}± .

(155)

As before, a smooth matching implies immediately
{ϕ}± = 0 and {A}± = 0. From the first condition, we
have

{ϕ}± = 0 ⇒
√
F

R
coshβ =

2 cotχH

a
, (156)

that using the second of Eqs.(152) leads to

coshβ =
cosχH√

F
=

√
FT,η. (157)

On the other hand, the conditions on the expansion and
shear lead to

{Σ}± = 0 ⇒
1√
F

(F,R + 2β,T ) coshβ + 2
√
F sinhβ,R+

− 2
√
F sinhβ = 0,

{θ}± = 0 ⇒
1√
F

(F,R + 2β,T ) coshβ + 2
√
F sinhβ,R+

+ 4
√
F sinhβ = 3

a,η
a
,

(158)

which, combined, give

sinhβ =
R,η√
F

(159)

if one uses Eqs.(152). Notice that, with the results
Eq. (159) and Eq. (157), the first of Eqs. (152) corre-
sponds to the well known identity

cosh2 β − sinh2 β = 1 (160)

Moreover, we have, for the acceleration,

{A}± = 0 ⇒
1√
F

(F,R + 2β,T ) coshβ + 2
√
Fβ,R sinhβ = 0,

(161)

which is satisfied for the values of sinhβ and coshβ we
have found.
Finally, since E− and µ+ are zero by definition, the

fifth of Eqs.(155) implies that

E+ = −1

3
µ−. (162)

The electric part of the Weyl tensor for the Schwarzschild
solution is given by

E+ = − M

4πR3
(163)

and thus the above condition determines the mass mea-
sured by the observer in the exterior spacetime, which
is

M =
4

3
πR3µ− (164)
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as expected.
We have, therefore, proven that there exists a class of

titled observers for which the junction is possible, and
they are characterized by the congruences

ŭa =
√
FT,ηu

a +
R,η√
F
ea,

ĕa =
√
FT,ηe

a +
R,η√
F
ua.

(165)

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we used the 1+1+2 covariant formal-
ism to give a complete map of the junction conditions on
spacelike, timelike, and null boundaries for LRS space-
times for comoving and tilted observers. By performing
the foliation at the base of the covariant formalism in
such a way that ua, ea, or their null linear combination
at the boundary hypersurface coincide with the normal,
one is able to write the junction conditions in terms of
the 1+1+2 potentials associated with the congruences
tangent to ua and ea.
The covariant formalism offers a new perspective on

junction conditions. They can be seen as the process of
connecting the word lines of observers in the two space-
times much in the same way as the interface conditions in
electromagnetism. Because of the structure of the 1+1+2
formalism, a special role is played by the motion of these
observers with respect to the comoving LRS observers,
i.e., the class of observers that are comoving with the
matter sources and choose a space direction aligned in
every point to the local axe of symmetry of the space-
time. From this point of view, junctions are only valid
for two specific classes of observers in two defined geome-
tries, and, therefore, phrases like performing the junction
between the FLRW and Schwarzschild spacetimes are in-
complete if no information on the observers we consider
is included. Naturally, in the classical Israel treatment,
the choice of the observer is performed automatically as
the coordinates are chosen. Still, we feel that this way of
looking at junction conditions is not as straightforward
as it might lead to the idea that two spacetimes can (not)
be matched in absoluto.
The 1+1+2 junction conditions have been divided into

two main groups. The first ones, which we have called
Type I junction conditions, do not depend on the charac-
teristics of the two spacetimes to join and ensure the con-
sistency of the distribution formalism associated with the
junction conditions, as well as the existence of a connec-
tion between the two congruences. When covariance is
broken, these conditions determine the relation between
the coordinates that characterize the two spacetimes. A
second group of junction conditions, which we have called
type II, are instead closely connected with the features
of the spacetimes and constraint, explictly, the features
of the observers’ congruences and the boundary. When
covariance is broken, these add additional conditions on

the parameters of the spacetime to join, if any.
Indeed, some of these prescriptions can be quite gen-

eral. For example, a consistent junction of LRS-I and
LRS-II spacetimes is only possible if the scalar vortic-
ity Ω and the twist scalar ξ are continuous across the
boundary for comoving LRS observers. In other words,
we can only perform homologous junctions of these space-
times. The situation changes somewhat when one con-
siders non-comoving observers, for which it appears clear
that a junction between tilted LRS class I and LRS class
III (but not class II) is possible.
Another general result concerns the jump of the mag-

netic part of the Weyl tensor H. We have found that
in a consistent junction, this quantity must always be
zero in LRS-II spacetimes but not in the other LRS
classes. Therefore, vorticity and twist can play a role
in the interaction of H with a boundary. As H is as-
sociated with gravitational radiation, our result implies
that one could construct spacetimes in which gravita-
tional waves are present only in one of the components
of spacetime. In other words, gravitational radiation can
be “absorbed” and/or “stored” in the vortical degrees
of freedom. This possibility certainly deserves a more
detailed study, which will be left for future works.
We conclude by considering the relation between our

junction conditions and the classical Israel conditions.
In particular, we can explicitly prove that our formalism
includes such conditions. This can be seen simply using
the formulas in Appendix D1. For example, in the case of
observers at rest in two static spherically symmetric LRS-
II spacetime with spacelike boundary, the results in Table
II show that the conditions for a smooth junction are
essentially [ϕ]± = 0 and [A]± (see also Eqs. (120)) which
are consistent with setting, with the same assumptions,[

K(1)
ab

]
±
= 0 (166)

One difference, however, concerns the practical calcula-
tions. As the jumps have to be calculated in the working
coordinate system, performing the explicit calculations
requires less effort when dealing with scalars rather than
higher-order tensors. Even in the case of null bound-
aries, for which it is now known that the Israel conditions
are not sufficient to characterize completely the junction
conditions [59], the additional invariants required in this
case can be written in terms of 1+1+2 potentials (see
Appendix D for details). This should not be surprising
as these quantities characterize the complete geometry of
a given spacetime.
However, the most important difference between the

covariant junction conditions and the Israel formulation
is in the relevance of the conditions on the Weyl ten-
sors for junction conditions. As Israel’s conditions do
not explicitly contain the Weyl tensor, these conditions
might be overlooked, but they can become relevant in
other settings (particular geometries or modified theories
of gravity). Indeed, the ease of generalization is another
advantage of using covariant approaches in formulating
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junction conditions. It is known that the treatment of
complicated spacetimes, like Bianchi IX and extensions
of General Relativity, can be significantly simplified by
employing this formalism. We expect the same will hap-
pen with the extensions of junction conditions to these
contexts. We will explore these possibilities in forthcom-
ing works.
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Appendix A: LRS spacetimes in coordinates

We now provide some useful expressions to calculate
the 1+1+2 scalars in terms of coordinates. We have ex-
cluded the electric part of the Weyl tensor here due to
its length. Its expression, however, can be derived from
the definitions.

The most generic metric representing an LRS-I space-
time can be written in a coordinate system xa =
(t, x, y, z) in the form [36, 37]

ds2 = −A−2(t, x)[dt+ E(y, k)dz]2

+ dx2 + C2(x)
[
dy2 +D2(y, k)dz2

]
,

(A1)

where E(y, k) = (2 cos y ,−y2 ,−2 cosh y) and D(y, k) =
(sin y , y , sinh y) for k = (1 , 0 ,−1), labeling the closed,
flat, or open geometry of the 2-spaces, and C is a generic
function of x. The non-zero 1+1+2 potentials in the
LRS-I case are then

ϕ = 2
C,x

C
, (A2)

A = −A,x

A
, (A3)

Ω = −C
2D2

A
E,y, (A4)

H =
E,x

AC2D

(
A,x

A
− C,x

C

)
, (A5)

where commas denote the partial derivative operation.

In the LRS-II case, the most generic metric in the same
coordinate system can be written as [47]

ds2 = −A−2(t, x) dt2 +B2(t, x) dx2

+ C2(t, x) [ dy2 +D2(y, k) dz2 ] .
(A6)

In this case, the non-zero 1+1+2 potentials are

ϕ = 2
C,x

BC
, (A7)

A = −A,x

AB
, , (A8)

θ = A

(
B,t

B
+ 2

C,t

C

)
, (A9)

Σ =
2

3
A

(
B,t

B
− C,t

C

)
. (A10)

Finally, in the LRS-III case, one has a generic metric
written in the form [36, 37]

ds2 = −A−2(t, x)dt2 +B2(t)[dx− E2(y, k)dz]2

+ C2(t)
[
dy2 +D2(y, k)dz

]
,

(A11)

and the non-zero 1+1+2 potentials are

θ = A

(
B,t

B
+ 2

C,t

C

)
, (A12)

Σ =
2A

3

(
B,t

B
− C,t

C

)
, (A13)

A = −A,x

AB
, (A14)

H =
AF,y

BCD

(
C,t

C
− B,t

B

)
. (A15)

Appendix B: A parametric formalism for the normal
and the induced metric

Let us now construct two general vectors va and wa

defined in terms of one parameter ϵ that allows one to
recover the vectors ua and ea for the particular cases
ϵ = ±1 and the basis of vectors la and l̄a for the particular
case ϵ = 0. To do so, we define va and wa as

va = α+ua + α0ea, wa = α0ua + α−ea, (B1)

α± = ϵ2 ± α0, α0 =

√
2

2

(
1− ϵ2

)
. (B2)

The vectors va and wa defined above satisfy the following
properties for the inner product

vav
a = −ϵ2, waw

a = ϵ2, vaw
a = ϵ2 − 1. (B3)

Let us then define a set of useful matrices to work with.
Define the vector matrix V a, the product matrix A, and
the projection matrix P as

V a =

[
va

wa

]
, (B4)
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A =

[
−ϵ2 ϵ2 − 1
ϵ2 − 1 ϵ2

]
, (B5)

P =

[
x+ 0
0 −x−

]
, (B6)

where the constants x± are given by

x± =
1

2
ϵ (1± ϵ) . (B7)

Under these definitions, the 4-metric gab and the induced
metric qab on the hypersurface take the forms

gab = Nab + V T
a AVb (B8)

qab = Nab + V T
a PAVb ≡ Nab + V T

a BVb, (B9)

where we have defined a matrix B = PA as the product
matrix for the 3-dimensional hypersurface.

a. The case ϵ = ±1: timelike and spacelike hypersurfaces

Let us assume ϵ = ±1. In this case, one has α0 = 0,
α± = 1. From Eq. (B1), one verifies that the vectors va

and wa reduce to uHa and eHa , respectively, and that the
inner products in Eq.(B3) reduce to

gabu
aub = −1, gabe

aeb = 1 gabu
aeb = 0. (B10)

in H. Furthermore, the product matrix A reduces to

A = diag (−1, 1) (B11)

and thus the 4-metric gab reduces to the form given in
Eq.(1).

For timelike hypersurfaces, i.e., for ϵ = 1, the constants
x± reduce to x+ = 1 and x− = 0. The projection matrix
is

P = diag (1, 0) (B12)

and one obtains B = −P . This implies that the normal
vector satisfies na = eHa and the induced metric qab in
the hypersurface is hab given by Eq.(1) in H:

qab = NH
ab − uHa u

H
b . (B13)

On the other hand, for spacelike hypersurfaces, i.e., for
ϵ = −1, the constants x± become instead x+ = 0 and
x− = −1. The projection matrix becomes

P = diag (0, 1) (B14)

and also B = P . As a result, the normal vector can be
chosen as na = uHa and induced metric qab becomes

qab = NH
ab + eHa e

H
b . (B15)

b. The case ϵ = 0: null hypersurfaces

Let us now set ϵ = 0. In this case, one obtains α+ =
−α− = α0 =

√
2/2. From Eq. (B1), one concludes

that the vectors va and wa become the null vectors la
and l̄a respectively, and the inner products from Eq.(B3)
become the ones in Eq.(34):

lHa =

√
2

2

(
uHa + eHa

)
, l̄Ha =

√
2

2

(
uHa − eHa

)
, (B16)

Also, in this case, the constants x± vanish, which im-
plies that the projection matrix P , and consequently the
matrix B, vanish identically. Thus, as anticipated, the
induced metric qab coincides with the 2-metric Nab. The
matrix A is given by

A =

[
0 −1
−1 0

]
, (B17)

from which one verifies that Eqs.(32) and (35) for gab and
qab respectively are recovered. Furthermore, the normal
vector na becomes the null vector l̄a, and all the results
are consistent.

c. Paramentric for of the normal vector

The discussion above proves explicitly that we can al-
ways write the normal vector na to the hypersurface in
general as

na = τua + ςea, (B18)

where

τ = α0 − x−, ς = x+ − α0, (B19)

which is precisely Eq. (36). Notice also that in this case

ε = ς2 − τ2. (B20)

Appendix C: Derivatives of the Dirac-δ distribution

When dealing with derivatives of the 1+1+2 scalars
that feature terms proportional to the δ (ℓ) distribution,
e.g., the scalars E , H, the Gaussian curvature K, and
the matter fields µ, p, Π, and Q, it is necessary to com-
pute the covariant derivatives of the δ distribution func-
tion. These derivatives give rise to additional contribu-
tions non-tangent to the hypersurface H, usually referred
to as double gravitational layers and external fluxes and
tensions [19, 21]. In this section, we briefly review how
to compute these derivatives.

Consider a scalar quantity X that can be written in
the distribution formalism as

X = X+Θ(ℓ) +X−Θ(−ℓ) + X̄δ (ℓ) , (C1)
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where X̄ denotes the term proportional to the δ distri-
bution. Taking a covariant derivative of X, one obtains

∇aX =(∇aX)
+
Θ(ℓ) + (∇aX)

−
Θ(−ℓ)+

+ [X]± δ (ℓ) +∇aX̄δ (ℓ) + X̄∇aδ (ℓ) .
(C2)

To compute the last term on the right-hand side of
Eq.(C2), one needs to consider the full definition of a
distribution function. Let Y a be a tensorial test func-
tion of compact support. We define the application of
a distribution function of the form ∇a (δ (ℓ)) to the test
function Y a as

⟨∇aδ, Y
a⟩ =

∫
Ω

∇aδ (ℓ)Y
adΩ. (C3)

Given that the test function Y a has compact support,
one can perform an integration by parts to obtain

⟨∇aδ, Y
a⟩ = −⟨δ,∇aY

a⟩ . (C4)

The covariant derivative ∇aY
a can then be split into its

tangent and orthogonal projections with respect to the
hypersurface H via

∇aY
a = qba∇bY

a + nan
b∇bY

a. (C5)

The projection orthogonal to H can then be manipulated
as follows,〈

δ, nan
b∇bY

a
〉
= −

〈
∇b

(
nan

bδ
)
, Y a

〉
. (C6)

Thus, defining a distribution ∆a ≡ ∇b

(
nan

bδ (ℓ)
)
, one

can interpret the projection orthogonal to H as the ap-
plication of some tensor distribution function ∆a (ℓ) on
a test function Y a:

⟨∆a, Y
a⟩ = −

∫
H

ϵnan
b∇bY

adH (C7)

This distribution is commonly referred to as the dou-
ble gravitational layer. On the other hand, the projec-
tion tangent to H can be manipulated via the use of the
Gauss’s theorem, from which one obtains〈

δ, qba∇bY
a
〉
= ⟨δ, ϵnaK Y a⟩ (C8)

where K is the trace fo the extrinsic curvature Kab (see
Sec. D for its definition). Collecting all the results above,
one verifies that the covariant derivative of the δ distri-
bution features a term proportional to the double grav-
itational layer plus an orthogonal term proportional to
the trace of the extrinsic curvature. Summarizing,

∇aδ (ℓ) = ∆a (ℓ)− ϵna ⟨K⟩ δ (ℓ) . (C9)

We note that the double gravitational layer distribution
∆a (ℓ) corresponds to a singular term non-tangent to
the hypersurface H. Thus, upon calculating the junc-
tion conditions in this manuscript, in the same way that
the terms proportional to δ (ℓ) must match on both sides
of the 1+1+2 equations, also the terms proportional to
∆a (ℓ) must match on both sides of these equations,
which leads to additional constraints that simplify the
calculations and the system of junction conditions.

Appendix D: Second fundamental forms

In this appendix, we show that the junction conditions
obtained in Sec. V are indeed in agreement with the
Israel junction conditions, which are based on the jump
of the extrinsic curvature and the induced metric.

1. Extrinsic curvature in terms of the 1+1+2
quantities

For every type of hypersurface, i.e., timelike, spacelike,
and null, the extrinsic curvature of the hypersurface is
given by the projection of the covariant derivative of the
normal vector

Kab = qcaq
d
b∇cnd, (D1)

where in general the induced metric qab is given by
Eq.(B9), and the normal vector is given by Eq.(36).
Equation (D1) can be written in terms of the parametric
formalism (see Appendix B) as

Kab = x+K(1)
ab − x−K(2)

ab + α0K(3)
ab (D2)

where we have defined

K(1)
ab = −Auaub +

1

2
ϕNab + ξϵab (D3)

K(2)
ab =

1

3
θ (eaeb +Nab) + Σ

(
eaeb −

1

2
Nab

)
(D4)

K(3)
ab = Nab

(
1

3
θ − 1

2
Σ +

1

2
ϕ

)
+ ϵab (ξ +Ω) . (D5)

We can express Kab also in terms of τ and ς as

Kab = τK(1)
ab − ςK(2)

ab − α0

(
K(1)

ab −K(2)
ab −K(3)

ab

)
(D6)

where

α0 =

√
2

2

[
1−

(
ς2 − τ2

)]
(D7)

For timelike and spacelike hypersurfaces, one has τ = 1
and ς = 0 or τ = 0 and ς = 1, which in both cases implies
that α0 = 0. Then, for timelike hypersurfaces, one has
extrinsic curvature becomes

Kab = K(1)
ab , (D8)

and for spacelike hypersurfaces, the extrinsic curvature
is

Kab = K(2)
ab . (D9)

Finally, for null hypersurfaces, τ = ±ς =
√
2
2 , α0 =

√
2
2 ,

and the extrinsic curvature reads

Kab =

√
2

2
K(3)

ab . (D10)
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Let us now verify that the smoothness of the matching,
as defined by the 1+1+2 potentials, implies the continu-
ity of the extrinsic curvature. For timelike hypersurfaces,
one verifies that the matching is smooth whenever

[θ]± = [Σ]± = 0, (D11)

which corresponds to the continuity of the extrinsic cur-
vature as seen from Eq.(D4) in the particular case for
LRS spacetimes. On the other hand, for spacelike hyper-
surfaces, the matching is smooth whenever

[ϕ]± = [A]± = 0, (D12)

which corresponds to the continuity of the extrinsic cur-
vature from Eq.(D3) in the particular case for LRS space-
times. Finally, for null hypersurfaces, in LRS-II space-
times, the matching is smooth if

[ϕ]± = 0 (D13)

which implies

[Σ]± =
2

3
[ϕ]± (D14)

Both these conditions correspond to the continuity of
the extrinsic curvature from Eq.(D5). However, an addi-
tional constraint is necessary for smoothness, namely:

[θ]± = ± [A]± . (D15)

Nevertheless, since A is unconstrained in this case, the
previous expression simply indicates that the value of
[A]± simply determines the value of [θ]±.

2. Other fundamental forms for null geodesics

In the case of null geodesics, it is necessary to analyze
other second fundamental forms apart from the extrinsic

curvature (see, e.g., [59]). In particular, the following
fundamental forms have been used in the literature:

χab = qcaq
d
b∇cld, (D16)

ψab = qcaq
d
b∇c l̄d, (D17)

ηa = qca l̄
d∇cld = −qcald∇c l̄d. (D18)

In terms of the 1 + 1 + 2 potentials and for null hyper-
surfaces, the fundamental form ηa vanishes identically,
whereas the fundamental forms χab and ψab take the
forms

χab =
1√
2

[
Nab

(
1

3
θ − 1

2
Σ +

1

2
ϕ

)
+ ϵab (Ω + ξ)

]
,

(D19)

ψab =
1√
2

[
Nab

(
1

3
θ − 1

2
Σ− 1

2
ϕ

)
+ ϵab (Ω− ξ)

]
.

(D20)
Fom the junction conditions [ξ]± = [Ω]± = 0, one veri-
fies that the terms proportional to ϵab in both Eqs.(D19)
and (D20) above are continuous. Furthermore, as men-
tioned before, for null hypersurfaces the smoothness of
the matching implies that [ϕ]±, which consequently im-
plies that either [θ]± = [Σ]± = 0 for LRS-I and LRS-III

spacetimes or [Σ]± = 2
3 [θ]± for LRS-II spacetimes. Both

these conditions imply the continuity of the terms pro-
portional to Nab in Eqs. (D19) and (D20), thus implying
that these fundamental forms are continuous in the par-
ticular case of smooth matching, as anticipated.
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[15] J. L. Rosa, P. Piçarra, Phys.Rev.D 102, 064009 (2020).
[16] J. L. Rosa, Phys. Rev. D 107, no.8, 084048 (2023)

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.107.084048 [arXiv:2302.11915
[gr-qc]].

[17] H. L. Tamm and J. L. Rosa, [arXiv:2310.12681 [gr-qc]].
[18] J. L. Rosa, [arXiv:2311.11752 [gr-qc]].
[19] J. M. M. Senovilla, Phys. Rev. D 88, 064015 (2013).
[20] S. Vignolo, R. Cianci and S. Carloni, Class. Quant. Grav.

35 (2018) no.9, 095014
[21] B. Reina, J. M. M. Senovilla and R. Vera, Class.

Quant. Grav. 33, no.10, 105008 (2016) doi:10.1088/0264-
9381/33/10/105008 [arXiv:1510.05515 [gr-qc]].

[22] N. Deruelle, M. Sasaki and Y. Sendouda, Prog. Theor.
Phys. 119 (2008), 237-251 doi:10.1143/PTP.119.237
[arXiv:0711.1150 [gr-qc]].

[23] G. J. Olmo and D. Rubiera-Garcia, Class. Quant. Grav.
37 (2020) no.21, 215002 doi:10.1088/1361-6382/abb924
[arXiv:2007.04065 [gr-qc]].

[24] J. L. Rosa, ”Junction conditions and thin-shells in
perfect-fluid f(R,T) gravity”, Phys. Rev. D 103, 104069
(2021).

[25] J. L. Rosa, D. Rubiera-Garcia, ”Junction conditions of
Palatini f (R, T ) gravity”, Phys. Rev. D 106, 064007
(2022).

[26] J. L. Rosa, J. P. S. Lemos, ”Junction conditions for gener-
alized hybrid metric-Palatini gravity with applications”,
Phys. Rev. D 104, 124076 (2021).

[27] K. G. Suffern, ”Singular hypersurfaces in the Brans-Dicke
theory of gravity”, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 15 1599 (1982)

[28] C. Barrabes and G. F. Bressange, ”Singular hypersur-
faces in scalar-tensor theories of gravity,” Class. Quant.
Grav. 14, 805-824 (1997).

[29] A. Padilla and V. Sivanesan, JHEP 08 (2012), 122
doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2012)122 [arXiv:1206.1258 [gr-qc]].
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