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D ynam ics of colliding branes and black brane production
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W e study the dynam ics of colliding dom ain walls including selfgravity. The iniial data is set

up by applying a BPS dom ain wall in

detemm ining the nal outcom e of collisions.

ve-din ensional supergravity, and we evolre the system
A fter a collision, a spacelke curvature singularity

covered by a horizon is form ed in the bulk, resulting in a black brane w ith trapped dom ain walls.

This is a generic consequence of collisions, except for non-relativistic weak

eld cases, in which

the walls pass through one another or m ultiple bounces take place w ithout singularity form ation.
T hese results show that incorporating the selfgravity drastically changes a naive picture of colliding

branes.

PACS numbers: 98.80Cq, 1125W x

I. NTRODUCTION

Tt is known that prim ordial black holes and dom ain
walls may have been produced In the early universe
through the physicalprocess of the collapse of coan olog—
ical density perturbations and the series of phase tran—
sitions during the cooling phase of universe. On the
other hand, black holes and dom ain walls (@lso known
asbranes) also play an in portant role in string theory as
fundam ental constituents. In addition, according to M —
theory, branes are of particular relevance to cosm ology:
branes are free to move in a buk space, and they m ay
approach and collide, causing the big bang/crunch or an
in ation on branes ].

In view of the phenom enological relevance, under—
standing how the dom ain walls/branes interact dynam —
ically is an iIn portant problem , and m ore know ledge In
this area could help in clarifying m any issues regarding
the early universe. In the past few years much atten—
tion have been paid to understanding the dynam ics of
dom ain walls and bubbks eg. 2,[3]1and M). m par-
ticular, the interaction between black holes and dom ain
walls has been the sub Ect of study. Nevertheless, even
m ore fundam ental processes like collision, recoil, and re—
connection ofbranes are less understood.

T he collision and recoilof dom ain walls in the coam o—
logical context described above w as studied In ], w here
a reheating m echanisn via particle productions was dis—
cussed w ithin a toy m odel. In this paper, we consider the
problem from a di erent perspective. T he collision ofdo—
m ain walls/branes is a violent phenom enon, and, as par—-
tially observed In our previous study, a spacetin e shgu—
larity m ight appearthrough a collision. Ifthis is the case,
a low -energy description of colliding branes breaks down
at som e point, I pling a com plete loss of predictability,
w ithout the com plete theory of quantum gravity.

W e Investigate the process of collision using a BP S do—
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mahwallin vedim ensional supergraviy, and ourm ain
goal is to determ ine the nal outcom e of the kink-anti-
kink collisions including selfgravity. A swe w ill see, sin—
gularity form ation is a generic consequence of collisions.
However, the singularity is spacelke and hidden inside
the horizon. The horizon extends in a spatially at di-
rection along the brane so that a black brane isproduced
through the collision. To clarify and to provide fiurther
exam ples of black brane production, we will also study
collisions using another m odel of dom ain walls.

II. BRANE DYNAM ICS
A . M odelofwall collisions

The system we intend to study consists of two do—
man walls that are initially located far away from each
other. The iniial data for such a con guration is con—
structed by superposing dom ain wall solutions iIn an ap—
propriatem anner. A sam odelofa dom ain wall, we con—
sider a gravitationally Interacting scalar eld of the La—
grangianL = &; ir® r,  V:The Hlowing solution
of 5D E instein equations represent a single dom ain wall
M odel I), which has a spatially at direction in three
din ensions dx%.

ds?* = &Y ( df+ dx3) + dr?; @)
2h i
2(r 2a(r
_— - by cosh ( B) + ( 5) ;
2L
- = tan ! tanh —° 77
V() = 2L” o+ 7008 — +!2c:os2 — ;
322 L L

where 'y = 3 44L%; '1 = 8al?; !, = 3 4E:
T here are three un xed param eters, ie., wall thickness

, amplitude L of scalar eld, and the position 1 of the
kink’s core. W e will hereafter take 2 = 1. We wil
call this dom ain wall solution the kink solution (for a <
0). The antikink solution is de ned by the re ecting
r-coordinate In the above solution.
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FIG .1l: Energy density

on t= const:surfaces: (a) collision oftw o identicalwalls at the center, (©) collision oftwo walls w ith

di erent thickness, and (c) two walls with di erent am plitude. The sharp peaks represent the dom ain walls, and the arrow s
show the directions of a wall's velocity. For (o) and (c), allthe unspeci ed param eters are the sam e as those iIn @).
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FIG.2: R and R®™¥R 4 at t= const. surface, corresponding to the sim ulations in F ig.[I.

In the lim it of r ! 1 , the scalar eld asym ptotes
constants, and the scalar potential plays the role of the
cosn ologicalconstant = 2V in the lm it

sh i,
= ?l+as:ign(r) N l: )
The dom ain wall for pj< 1 gives a warp factor decreas—
Ing for both in nities of an extra dim ension, and the
cases of pj= 1 becom e the wall solutions interpolating
between AdS and atM inkow skivacua. For gj> 1, the
warp factor decreases In one direction, and increases in
the other. This dom ain wall can be embedded into the
ve-din ensional supergravity coupled with hyperm ulti-
plkts as an exact BPS dom ain wall ]. A fter Integrat—
Ing out irrelevant eldsw ith canonicalnom alization, the
above solution is found to be identical to the exact BP S
solution in ].

W e shall restrict our analysis to collisions along a r—
direction, preserving the symm etry along the hom oge—
neous x3-directions. Even w ith this simn pli cation, such
a setup is of relevance in a num ber of physical situations.
The initial data for such a collision can be obtained as
ﬁ)]b}g s. First of all, we introduce a new coordinate z by
z= dre Y and work on the conform algauge,

ds® = & @) ( af + dz’) + & “Pax’: @)

T hen the above single staticwallisboosted along the fth

direction z, and we obtain a wallm oving w ith constant
vebcity 1.

To discuss collisions of two m oving dom ain walls, we
set a kink solution at z = 7% and an antikink solution
at z = zp, which are separated by a large distance and
approaching each otherw ith the sam e (ordi erent) speed

. Such superposiion and m atching of the m etric and
scalar eld at the center is possibl for pj= 1, and suf-

ciently an ooth initial data that satis es the constraint
equations at the initial tin e can be obtained, as long
as the spatial separation between the two walls ismuch
larger than the thickness of walls. Therefore, we take
BaJj= 1 throughout this paper. O bviously, we sest A = B
and velocity A= B-at the outset, and the nitialvaluesof
—and A-are given by the above construction. D uring the
evolutions, the Neum ann boundary conditions are in —
posed at the outer bou%darjes. T he asym ptotics of the
scalar edis / ( g% 6= # 1) ¥, and themet—
rjcbehsvesep‘ / (% 6=3# 1) asgj! 1 ,where

=1=1 2 isthe Lorentz factor. T he kink and anti-
kink solutions are characterized by their own w idth and
am plitude, (x ;Lgx ) and (a;La), respectively. T here-
fore, we have three types of un xed param eters for the
nitialsetup; ,L and

U sing a fourth-order accurate nite di erence code, we
have solved the system num erically and evaluated the
constraints at each tim e step for various fam iliesof nitial
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FIG.3: (@) and () show the num erical results in the null coordinates, corresponding to Fig. and |1 b)|, respectively.

D otted lines w ith arrow s describe the orbit of walls. Thick lines are u;v-axes, and dotted straight lnes show u;v = const., to
w hich the spacelike singularity asym ptotes. T he position ofa wallisde ned by itsm axinum energy density. (c) T in e variation
of the (kink) wall's speed. Trrespective of the initial speed, the nal speed after the collision goes to unity.

data. The overall picture does not depend on a speci ¢
choice of the param eters. Som e exam ples of num erical
resultsare reported in F ig.[Il, in w hich the tin e evolutions
of energy density

h i
eZA

=— @ Y+ @ ) +V @)

In ft;zg- ame are shown. In all these cases, the two

walls with nitialvelocity o = 04 collide at z = 0 and

t 31. Fjg describes the sym m etric collision oftw o

dentical walls. In this case, the walls pass through one
another so that the Iniial kink solution at z < 0 goes
to z > 0. (The kink and antikink solutions are distin—
guished by their relative eld values at the center and

In nity z = 1 .) The energy density ofwall, ie. the
wall's tension, Increases during this process. This would

be caused by the fact that the induced universe on the

walls are contracting during the process, wih B- < 0.
A fter the collision, a sharp peak of densiy appears at
the collision point z = 0, and it in plies an em ergence of
shgularity. In fact, the curvature diverges rapidly at the

point, whereas the curvature on the wall ram ains nite

and snall at themoment Fig. ). Here our criterion

of curvature singularity is that the K retschm ann scalar
exceeds R¥R g > 10°. Atthetinet 42 of shhqu—
larity form ation, the energy density localized at z= 0 is

12 tim esbigger than those on the walls, and a portion of
energy is stored in this sm all region, which w illbe inside

an event horizon, as we see below .

T hisbasic picture of collision holds for other cases. For
the asym m etric collisions, such as two walls with di er-
ent width, am plitude, and/or speeds, the em ergence of
singularity is still a generic fature. Figs.[L b)] and
show exam ples of collisions in which di erent thickness
or am plitude of scalar eld are taken for the two walls,
w ithout changing other param eters. Am ong these cases,
Fjg. show s that one of the walls recoils at the col-
lision, due to the larger m om entum of one of the walls:
the initialkink solution at z= 30 in Fjg goes to

z > 0 after the collision, while the antikink at z = + 30
bounds back. Interestingly, in these asym m etric colli-
sions, the curvature singularities appear o the collision
point. Foergs.m and , they areatz= 24 and
z= 12, respectively.

Forthew ide range of initialparam eters, the em ergence
of singularity is the generic consequence. However, as
expected and discussed below , the singularity does not
appear for L 1 and/or o 1 for xed . In such
\non—relativistic" cases, the two walls Just pass through,
and the nal con gurations of elds are well described
by the boosted walls, aswe applied for the initialcon g-—
urations.

B . H orizon form ation

T he next task at hand is to con m the nature of sin—
gularity. In num erical Investigations of singularity for-
m ation and global structure of the spacetin e, null co-
ordinates are usefiill to prevent the singulariy from cor-
rupting the rest of the spacetim e. In these coordinates,
horizons are not particularly special and we can follow
the collision all the way to the singularity even when a
horizon appears through a collision. W e evolve the col-
liding walls in the doubknull coordinates eg., €, 12
D,

ds’* = 2&*dudv+ e dx?; ®)
p— p- .

where 2u = (¢t z), 2v = (t+ z). In this gauge,
the E Instein equations and the dynam icalequation ora
scalar eld are split nto three dynam ical and two con—
straint equations.

Let us st focus on the symmetric collision in
F J'g.. T he corresponding evolution in the null coor-
dinates is described in F ig.[3. Tt show s that the curvature
sihqularity is spacelike, approaching u orv = const: lines
at late tim es, which corresponds to the event horizon.
T his result is very generic, and we have observed sin ilar
results for the w ide range of initial data (velocity, etc.).
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FIG.4: Schem atic conform al diagram s for a single dom ain
wallthat asym ptotesto AdS M Inkowski) asz! 1 (z! 0)
(Left) and for colliding w alls, producing a black brane R ight).

T his system hashom ogeneous 3-gpatialdirections, and so
the horizon also extends In these directions. Thism eans
that a black brane is produced by the collision of walls,
so that this collision provides the dynam icalm echanisn
of generating black branes in higher din ensions.

A nother Interesting feature is that after the collision
the walls are trapped around the surface of the horizon.
The nalspeeds ofwalls asym ptote to the speed of light
Fig.[3()l, irrespective of the initial velocity. The buk
outside the two walls is not exactly A dS, but asym ptotes
to it. Because of this behavior, the walls are pulled out—
side, accelerating in the directions. A schem atic picture
of a conform aldiagram is given in Fig.[d

A nother exam ple corresponding to to the asymm etric
collision in Fig.[L )] is shown 1 Fig.[30)). Even i this
asym m etric collision, the event horizon form s from the
point where the spacelike singularity appears. An inter—
esting di erence is that the kink wall escapes from the
horizon, and only the antikink wall is trapped nearby.

C. ModelII

The initial data discussed so far is based on the sin—
gle BP S dom ain wall. T here is another sin ple m odel in
which collisions of walls can be tested. It is the m odel
used in the previous work ],

21,2 tanh2(1:= ) T
U= — lglosh(@= )]+ ———— - 3
3 4
P_
3L r
= —~"tanh - ;
nw 2 #
v - o4 5 QW 8 sz ) ©
42 4 @ 3 !
_ 2 .
whereW = 513—5 T +®s 5. Thebasicproperty

of the wall is quite sim ilar to the wall in the previous
sections; the buk in r > 0 asym ptotes to the M inkow ski
spacetin es, while the spacetine in r < 0 asym ptotes to
the AdS, recovering [2). This single dom ain wall solu—
tion is found sin ply by extending the urdin ensional
solution in ].

Tt is interesting to study various aspects of the wall
collisions In thism odel and com pare them w ith the pre—
viousm odel. W e have perform ed m any sim ulations and
con m ed that all phenom ena observed In the previous
sections, such as the singularity and horizon form ation
hold with qualitatively sim ilar behaviors. A basic ex—
ception is that n this m odel the walls bounce back after
the collision, contrary to the case in M odel I. T hus the
causal structures of such a collision look like Fjg.,
but kink and antikink pro lesare exchanged aftera col
lision. This di erence com es from the nonlinear interac—
tion through the dynam ics of collision.

Such details ofm odeldependence becom em ore signi —
cant orweak eld casesin which no singularity appears.
Tn Fig.[H, we com pare the di erence ofthe twom odelsby
show ing the orbitsofa wallafter the sym m etric collisions
for various values of L. For M odel I, the spacelke sin—
gularity appears forL & 0:, and the walls asym ptote to
the null lines, as discussed above. O n the otherhand, for
L . 0:, the velocity of the wall becom es tin elike w ith
constant speed after the collisions, and no singularity ap—
pears. In fact, the nal con gurations of scalar elds
are well approxin ated by superposing boosted walls, so
that the two walls just pass through one another in these
cases. Note that if the Iniial velociy is increased the
horizon appears even for snaller L .

ForM odel IT, m ultiple collisions take place for L 1
Fig.[@). For L = 001, the collision takes place two
tin es, and then the wallbounces back w ith constant ve—
locity. This behavior is com patible w ith and typical n
the non-graviating system ofthe previous study E]. As
L increases, the two walls gravitate toward one another
and muliple bounces take place e€g., L = 0:045). The
m arginalvalie of L isL = 0:05 in Fig.[d, in which the
gravitational attractive force and the repulsive orce due
to outer AdS region are in balance. T herefore, a quasi-
static con guration of two walls is realized after the col-
lision.

III. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

W e have considered a system ofcolliding dom ain walls,
whose Initialdata is set up based on a sihgle BP S dom ain
wall, and found that the role of gravity at the collision
is signi cant in that i can drastically change the pic—
ture of \silent" collisionsw ithout selfgravity, as cbserved
also in colliding (In pulsive) gravitationalw aves ﬂ]. The
main result of our study is that horizon form ation is a
generic phenom ena In the collision ofwalls. In the non—
relativistic cases, such as L 1 and/or 1, \silent"
collisions w ithout sihgularity and horizon are realized,
but such cases are very Ilim ited and unlkely in an early
universe of branew orlds.

T he Iocal interaction and dynam ics at the collision de-
pends on which m odelwe are looking at. For M odel I,
the dom ain walls can pass through one another, whike
In M odel IT they bounce at the collision and go back.
H ow ever, the basic feature of horizon form ation doesnot
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FIG .5: The orbis ofa wallafter the sym m etric collisions at
t 60 (o= 02and = 1) are described for the two m odels
M odel I, II), to show the dependence on L. Solid straight
(black) lines represent u = const. lines along the spacelike
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change in these m odels, and we have concluded that the
horizon form ation (and singularity behind i) is a generic
consequence of kink-antikink collisions. T he horizon has
three hom ogeneous gpatial directions, so that a black
three-brane is produced by such a collision. The buk
outside the two walls is approxim ated by the AdS, and
then we ook at the created black hole as it sits on the
AdS. In the pure AdS, a possbl black holk is a topo-
logicalblack hole, which hasa at 3-din ensional hyper—
surface w ith vanishing curvature. The end state of the

present scenario would be this type ofblack hole Fig.[4),
although the eld llsthebulk outside the horizon. H ere,
a further interesting possibility com es from the fact that
a spatially hom ogeneous horizon su ers from G regory—
La amm e instability in general. T he end state ofthis in—
stability has not been clearly understood so far, and the
horizon m ay break up, resulting in multiple black holes
that are stuck on the walls ]. Furthem ore, during this
process, a good deal of energy w ill be radiated away by
graviationalw aves, and they rem ain as prin ordialgrav—
fational wave backgrounds. Thus this possbility pro—
vides a new way ofproducing prin ordialblack holes and
graviationalwaves In an early universe w ith higher di-
mensional buk lled by walls/branes. This scenario is
analogous to the bubbl collisions in a four-din ensional
In ationary universe @].

T here are several Interesting directions, which m ay be
pursued on the basis of these results and/or by relaxing
several conditions. O ne of such issue is a study of the
e ects and roles of other elds in supergravity, a sub gct
sets aside In our analysis. O ther elds contained in the
hyperm ultiplets w ill be excited (or them alized) during
the collisions, and analyzing them should provide m any
cogan ological insights into braneworld cosm ologies E].
Furthem ore, there is one m ost in portant question left
to answer: To what extent is the production of black
holes/branes generic In a class of m ore generic theory
and context, such as collisions of di erent types ofwalls
with an arbitrary incident angle. W e foresee no mapr
obstaclk in anticipating that horizon form ation would be
suppressed.
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