arXiv:0910.4930v1 [gr-qc] 26 Oct 2009

yymm.nnnn

POSSIBLE BLACK UNIVERSES IN A BRANE WORLD

K.A. Bronnikov^{a,b,1} and E.V. Donskoy^{b,2}

a Center of Gravitation and Fundamental Metrology, VNIIMS, Ozyornaya St. 46, Moscow 117361, Russia b Institute of Gravitation and Cosmology, PFUR, Miklukho-Maklaya St. 6, Moscow 117198, Russia

A black universe is a nonsingular black hole where, beyond the horizon, there is an expanding, asymptotically isotropic universe. Such spherically symmetric configurations have been recently found as solutions to the Einstein equations with phantom scalar fields (with negative kinetic energy) as sources of gravity. They have a Schwarzschild-like causal structure but a de Sitter infinity instead of a singularity. It is attempted to obtain similar configurations without phantoms, in the framework of an RS2 type brane world scenario, considering the modified Einstein equations that describe gravity on the brane. By building an explicit example, it is shown that black-universe solutions can be obtained there in the presence of a scalar field with positive kinetic energy and a nonzero potential.

PACS: 04.50.+h, 04.70.Bw

1. Introduction

The problem of singularities is one of the long-standing problems in the classical theories of gravity. Singularities are places where general relativity or another classical theory of gravity does not work. Therefore, a full understanding of the physics of phenomena under study (origin and fate of our Universe, gravitational collapse etc.) requires avoidance of singularities or/and modification of the corresponding classical theory or addressing quantum effects. There have been numerous attempts on this trend, some of them suggesting that singularities inside the event horizons of black holes should be replaced with a kind of regular core ( [1], see [2] for a recent review), others describing bouncing or “emergent” universes (see, e.g., [3, 4] for reviews).

In our view, of particular interest are models which combine avoidance of singularities in both black holes and cosmology, those which have been termed black universes [5, 6]. These are regular spherically symmetric black holes, with the same causal structure as the Schwarzschild black hole, but where a possible explorer, after crossing the event horizon, gets into an expanding universe instead of a singularity. Thus such hypothetic configurations combine the properties of a wormhole (absence of a center, a regular minimum of the area function) and a black hole (a Killing horizon separating R and T regions). Moreover, the Kantowski-Sachs cosmology in the T region is asymptotically isotropic and approaches a de Sitter regime of expansion, which makes such models potentially viable as models of our accelerating Universe.

1e-mail: kb20@yandex.ru 2e-mail: cosmit3000@yandex.ru

Such objects are naturally obtained [5, 6] if one considers local concentrations of dark energy (DE) represented by different forms of phantom matter: phantom scalars in scalar-tensor theories of gravity and the socalled k-essence whose most general Lagrangians have the form F (ϕ, X) where X = ∇_αϕ∇^αϕ. In all such cases, there is at least one classical field with a negative kinetic term.

The phantom behavior of DE (such that its pressure to density ratio w = p/ε < −1) is favored by modern cosmological observations. More precisely, the “Gold” supernova sample data [7] slightly favor a phantom behavior of DE at small redshifts z < 0.3 along with crossing the phantom divide w = −1 at larger z [8] (see [9] for further references). Other cosmological data suggest a cosmological constant as the best fit but still do not exclude recent phantom DE behavior, see [10]. The latest estimates of w also peak somewhat near −1 and admit w < −1 [11].

Meanwhile, there exist models that admit a phantom DE behavior without explicitly introducing phantom fields. Among them the simplest is the generic scalar-tensor gravity with non-zero scalar field potentials (see, e.g., [12]) which has sufficient freedom to describe all observational data.

There are theoretical reasons for considering phantom fields: they naturally appear in some models of string theory [13], supergravities [14] and theories in more than 11 dimensions like F-theory [15].

Nevertheless, one should bear in mind that a classical field with a negative kinetic term can have an arbitrarily large negative energy of high-frequency oscillations, which is quite undesirable from the viewpoint of quantum field theory: it can lead to runaway production of particles and antiparticles accompanied by production of equal negative energy of the phantom field itself (see, e.g., [16]). Nothing of this kind is observed, which casts serious doubt on possible existence of phantom fields. Moreover, as was recently argued in [12], cosmological models with a phantom scalar field cannot explain the observed large-scale homogeneity and isotropy of the Universe.

Thus there exist arguments both pro et contra phantom fields, and the latter seem somewhat stronger. In any case, it is reasonable to try to avoid such fields in modelling real or hypothetic phenomena.

Accordingly, we here try to show that black-universe models can be obtained without invoking phantom fields. This appears to be possible in the framework of the brane world scenario, using the modified Einstein equations [17] describing gravity on the brane.

The brane world concept describes our world as a 4D surface (brane) supporting all or almost all matter fields and embedded in a higher-dimensional space-time (called the bulk). This concept traces back to the early 80s and leads to a variety of consequences in cosmology, gravitational and particle physics, see the reviews [18]. In particular, brane worlds turn out to be a natural framework for wormholes [19, 20] (see also references therein) since there the modified Einstein equations [17] [see Eqs. (13)] contain a source term E^ν_μ of geometric origin which need not observe the usual energy conditions. And, as we shall see in the present paper, it is this source term that can replace phantom fields in building black-universe models.

The modified Einstein equations (EE4) used here correspond to the so-called RS2 scenario: a single brane in a Z_2 -symmetric 5-dimensional bulk, with all fields except gravity confined on the brane. It generalizes the second Randall-Sundrum model comprising a single Minkowski brane in an anti-de Sitter (AdS) bulk [21]. However, in other brane-world scenarios, the effective 4D Einstein equations also contain terms similar to E^ν_μ , e.g., on codimension-1 branes without Z_2 symmetry [22] and in Dvali-Gabadadze-Porrati brane worlds [23] with different kinds of induced gravity terms [24]. Thus we can anticipate that black-universe solutions similar to ours exist in such brane worlds as well, though probably under some other conditions.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we briefly discuss the Einstein-scalar field equations for static, spherically symmetric systems in general relativity and present the simplest black-universe solution with a phantom scalar. In Section 3 we analyze the similar set of equations in a brane world and show that for our purpose we can neglect some terms, namely, those quadratic with respect to the stress-energy tensor of matter. Section 4 is devoted to attempts to obtain black-universe solutions by properly employing the freedom that exists in this system. Section 5 contains some concluding remarks.

2. Black-universe solutions in general relativity

Consider the general static, spherically symmetric met- ric ds^2 = A(u)dt^2 − du^2 A(u) − r^2(u)dΩ^2, (1)

where dΩ^2 = dθ^2 + sin^2 θdφ^2 is the metric on a unit sphere.^3 The metric (1) is written in terms of the “quasiglobal” coordinate u, which is particularly convenient for dealing with Killing horizons where it behaves in the same way as the manifestly well-behaved Kruskallike null coordinates. For this reason, in terms of u, one may consider regions on both sides of such a horizon remaining in a formally static framework.

The two functions, A(u) (often called the redshift function) and r(u) (the area function, equal to the radius of a coordinate sphere at given u) entirely determine the geometry under consideration. Horizons correspond to regular zeros of A(u).

Our interest is to find black-universe solutions which, by definition, must have the following properties:

1. Regularity in the whole range u ∈ R;

2. Asymptotic flatness as u → −∞ (without loss of generality), i.e., r(u) ≈ −u, A(u) → 1;

3. A de Sitter asymptotic as u → +∞, i.e., a T region (A < 0) where r(u) ∼ u, −A(u) ∼ u^2 ;

4. A single simple horizon (i.e., a simple zero of A(u)) at finite u.

As shown in [6], such solutions can exist in general relativity with various phantom sources. Let us here present the simplest example with a minimally coupled scalar field having the Lagrangian

L_ϕ = 1 2 ε∂^αϕ∂^αϕ − V (ϕ), (2) where ε = +1 corresponds to normal scalar fields with positive kinetic energy, ε = −1 to phantom fields, and V (ϕ) is a potential. The set of Einstein-scalar equations for the metric (1) and ϕ = ϕ(u) may be written in the form ε(Ar^2ϕ^′)^′ = −r^2dV/dϕ, (3) (A^′r^2)^′ = −2r^2V ; (4) 2r^{′′}/r = εϕ^{′2}; (5) A(r^2)^{′′} − r^2A^{′′} = 2, (6)

3Our sign conventions are as follows: the metric signature (+− −−) ; the curvature tensor R^σ_{μρν} = ∂_ν Γ^σ_{μρ} −. . ., so that, e.g., the Ricci scalar R > 0 for de Sitter space-time, and the stress-energy tensor (SET) such that T^t_t is the energy density.

where the prime denotes d/du. The scalar field equation (3) is a consequence of Eqs. (23)–(25), which, given a potential V (ϕ), form a determined set of equations for the unknowns r(u), A(u), ϕ(u).

As is evident from (24), black-universe solutions cannot be obtained with ε = +1 because in this case r^{′′} ≤ 0 which is incompatible with requirements 1-3 (instead of u ∈ R, there will be inevitably r = 0 at some finite u, which is either a singularity or, at best, a regular center).

A particular solution to these equations with ε = −1 is given by [5]

r = (u^2 + b^2)^{1/2}, b = const > 0; (7) B(u) ≡ A(u) r^2(u) = c b^2 + 1 b^2 + u^2 + u_0 b^3 ( bu b^2 + u^2

+ arctan u b ) , (8) ϕ = ± √ 2 arctan(u/b) + ϕ_0, (9) V = − c b^2 r^2 + 2u^2

r^2 − u_0 b^3 ( 3bu r^2 + r^2 + 2u^2 r^2 arctan u b ) (10)

with c, u_0, ϕ_0 = const. In particular,

B(±∞) = − 1 3 V (±∞) = 2bc ± πu_0 2b^3

. (11)

Choosing in (9), without loss of generality, the plus sign and ϕ_0 = 0, we obtain for V (ϕ) V (ϕ) = − c b^2

(3 − 2 cos^2 ψ) − u_0 b^3 [ 3 sin ψ cos ψ + ψ(3 − 2 cos^2 ψ) ] , ψ := ϕ √ 2 . (12)

The solution is asymptotically flat at large negative u (B → 0, A → 1) under the condition 2bc = πu_0 , and the Schwarzschild mass, defined in the usual way, is then m = −u_0/3. Then, assuming m > 0, we find that B(+∞) = −3πm/b^3 = const < 0, which corresponds to a de Sitter asymptotic with a cosmological constant Λ > 0. The horizon position is found by solving the transcendental equation B(u) = 0.

This is an example of a black-universe solution. Other cases of the solution (7)–(10) include wormholes and asymptotically AdS configurations, see more details in [5, 6].

3. Gravity on the brane

3.1. Modified Einstein equations

The gravitational field on the brane is described by the modified Einstein equations [17]

G^ν_μ = −Λ_4δ^ν_μ − κ^2_4 T^ν_μ − κ^4_5 Π^ν_μ − E^ν_μ, (13)

where G^ν_μ = R^ν_μ −^1_2 δ^ν_μR is the 4D Einstein tensor, Λ_4 is the 4D cosmological constant expressed in terms of Λ_5 and the brane tension λ:

Λ_4 = 1 2 ( Λ_5 + 1 6 κ^4_5 λ^2 ) ; (14)

κ^2_4 = 8πG_N = κ^4_5 λ/(6π) = m^{−2}_4 is the 4D gravitational constant; G_N is Newton’s constant of gravity, and m_4 is the 4D Planck mass;

κ_5 = m^{−3/2}_5 , m_5 being the 5D Planck energy scale;

T^ν_μ is the SET of matter trapped on the brane;

Π^ν_μ is a tensor quadratic in T^ν_μ , obtained from matching the 5D metric across the brane:

Π^ν_μ =^1_4 T^α_μ T^ν_α −^1_2 T T^ν_μ −^1_8 δ^ν_μ ( T_{αβ}T^{αβ} −^1_3 T^2 ) , (15)

where T = T^α_α ; lastly, E^ν_μ is the “electric” part of the 5D Weyl tensor projected onto the brane: in proper 5D coordinates,

E_{μν} = δ^A_μ δ^C_ν^{(5)}C_{ABCD}n^B n^D (16)

where A, B, . . . are 5D indices and n^A is the unit normal to the brane. By construction, E^ν_μ is traceless, E^μ_μ = 0.

Other characteristics of E^ν_μ are unknown without specifying the 5D metric, hence the set of equations (13) is not closed. In isotropic cosmology this leads to an additional arbitrary constant in the field equations, connected with the density of “dark radiation” [18]. For static, spherically symmetric systems to be discussed here, this freedom is expressed in the existence of one arbitrary function of the radial coordinate.

3.2. Reasons for neglecting Π^ν_μ

Let us show that under quite reasonable conditions we can neglect the tensor Π^ν_μ in (13).

We put Λ_4 = 0, so that

|Λ_5| = 1 6 κ^4_5 λ^2 = 6π^2(κ_4/κ_5)^4, (17)

and use the observational restriction on the bulk length scale ℓ which follows from the recent short-range Newtonian gravity tests [25], showing that Newton’s inversesquare law hold at length scales greater than about 0.1 mm. This means that if we live on an RS2-like brane, the bulk length scale can be estimated as

ℓ = (6/|Λ_5|)^{1/2} ≲ 10^{−2} cm. (18)

Note that the 4D Planck scale in our notation is

m_4 = κ^{−1}_4 = (8πG_N ≈ 2.4·10^{18} GeV, l_4 = 1/m_4 = κ_4 ≈ 8·10^{−33} cm.

Combining (17) and (18), we obtain

m_5/m_4 = (πℓ/l_4)^{−1/3} ≳ 10^{−10}, (19)

so that the 5D Planck energy scale in this scenario is at least about 10^8 GeV.

Now, we can assert that the term with Π^ν_μ is negligible in (13) as compared with the T^ν_μ term as long as κ^4_5 W^2 ≪ κ^2_4 W,

(where W characterizes the magnitude of T^ν_μ , say, the absolute value of the largest component of T^ν_μ ), or

W ≪ m^6_5/m^2_4 = m^4(m_5/m_4)^6, (20)

where m^4 ≈ 3.5·10^{73} GeV^4 ≈ 8.4·10^{90} g · cm^{−3} is the Planck density while the second factor is, according to the experimental bound (19), about 10^{−60} or larger. As a result, for the “density” W we have

W ≪ 10^{30} g · cm^{−3}.

Recalling that the density of nuclear matter is about 10^{13} g · cm^{−3} , it is clear that this bound certainly holds for any thinkable matter.

3.3. Brane gravity with a scalar field

Consider Eqs. (13) for static, spherically symmetric configurations of a normal scalar field with an arbitrary potential, neglecting the term Π^ν_μ . So the scalar field Lagrangian has the form (2) with ε = 1. The general static, spherically symmetric metric is again taken in the form (1), with the quasiglobal coordinate u.

The scalar field EMT is conservative, so the same is required for E^ν_μ . If we take it, for convenience, in the form E^ν_μ = diag(−P −Af, −P, P +Af/2, P +Af/2), (21)

where P and f are some functions of the radial coordinate u (so that, as required, its trace is zero), then the conservation law ∇_αE^α_1 is written as

(P r^4)^′ =^1_2 r^6f(A/r^2)^′. (22)

Eqs. (13) may be written in the form 1 2r^2

(A^′r^2)^′ = −V − P − Af; (23)

2r^{′′}/r = −ϕ^{′2} + f; (24)

A(r^2)^{′′} − r^2A^{′′} − 2 = 2P + 3 2 Af. (25)

The scalar field equation (Ar^2ϕ^′)^′ = r^2dV/dϕ follows from (23)–(25) combined with (22).

Thus, if V (ϕ) is specified, we have four independent equations (22)–(25) for five unknown functions of u: ϕ, A, r, f and P . The system becomes still more underdetermined if V (ϕ) is not specified: in this case we can choose as many as two functions by hand to obtain a solution.

4. Attempts to obtain black-universe solutions

4.1. Models with r^{′′} > 0

To have a regular positive minimum of r(u), we must have r^{′′} > 0 at least in some range of u. By (24), this can be achieved only with f > 0. We first try to obtain such a solution with r^{′′} > 0 everywhere, i.e., f > ϕ^{′2} .

To integrate (22), let us suppose

f = 2C/r^6, C = const. (26)

Then we have

P r^4 = CB + C_1, B(u) ≡ A/r^2,

C_1 = const. (27)

Putting for simplicity C_1 = 0 and substituting (27) into (25), we obtain an equation connecting B(u) and r(u):

(r^4B^′)^′ + 2 + 10CB/r^2 = 0. (28)

If both r and B are known, the quantities ϕ and V are found from (23) and (24). Thus it remains to choose r and B satisfying (28) and providing the above properties 1–4.

This task turns out to be hard if at all solvable. Thus, if we choose r^2 = u^2 + b^2 (b = const > 0) with good asymptotics at large u, we obtain r^{′′}/r = b^2/r^4 , whence (24) combined with (26) leads to ϕ^{′2} < 0 at large u, i.e., a contradiction.

Another choice, r^4 = u^4 +b^4 , is compatible with (24) if C > 3b^4 . However, a numerical solution of Eq. (28) leads to functions B(u) with at least 3 zeros, in other words, at least 3 horizons in space-time (see an example in Fig. 1).

The nature of Eq. (28) apparently implies an oscillatory behavior of B(u) if the coefficient 10C/r^2 (originating from E^ν_μ ) is large enough in a sufficiently wide range of u. A possible way of avoiding such a behavior is to try a “more concentrated” distribution of f and P . 4.2. Models with f ∼ δ(u)

Let us try to find a black-universe solution assuming that f(u) is concentrated on a single sphere, e.g., u = 0.

Figure 1: Example of an oscillating solution for B(x)

We now make the equations dimensionless by putting

x = u/b, P r^4 = Q(x)b^2, fr^4 = 2F (x)b^2, r = br̄(x), B = B̄(x)/b^2, (29) where b = const > 0 specifies a length scale of the configuration, and to justify our rejection of Π^ν_μ we assume b ≫ ℓ (see above).

In what follows we omit the bars over r and B . Eqs. (22), (24) and (25) take the form

Q^′ = r^2F B^′, (30) r^{′′} r = −ψ^{′2} + F r^4

, (31)

(r^4B^′)^′ + 2 + 4Q r^2

+ 6BF = 0, (32)

where the prime denotes d/dx and ψ = ϕ/ √ 2. To begin with, we choose r(x) so that r^{′′} < 0 at all x ≠ 0:

r^2(x) = (|x| + c)^2 − 1, c = const > 1. (33)

This conforms to both flat and de Sitter asymptotics. Then, in Eq. (31), the quantity r^{′′}/r has a delta-like singularity at x = 0. To compensate it and make ψ^′ continuous at x = 0, we put

F (x) = 2cr^2_0δ(x), r_0 = √ c^2 − 1. (34)

We have then

ψ^′ = ± 1 r^2 = 1 (|x| + c)^2 − 1

, (35)

whence, without loss of generality, ψ = { h(c − x), x < 0, 2h(c) − h(c + x), x > 0, h(x) := 1 2 ln | | | x + 1 x − 1 | | | . (36)

Figure 2: The function B(x) obtained from a delta-like f(u)

Eq. (30) gives for Q(x):

Q(x) = Q_0 + 2cr^4_0B_{x0}θ(x), (37)

where Q_0 = const, B_{x0} = B^′(0) and θ(x) = { 1, x > 0, 0, x < 0. is the Heaviside function.

It remains to solve Eq. (32) and to find V . Eq. (32) now has the form

(r^4B^′)^′ = −2 −

4Q_0 r^2 − 8cr^4_0 B_{x0} r^2 θ(x) − 12B_0cr^2_0 δ(x), (38)

where B_0 = B(0). We solve (38), choosing the initial conditions at large negative x in the Schwarzschild form

A(x) = r^2(x)B(x) = 1 − 2m |x| , m = const. (39)

Integrating (38) once, we obtain

r^4B^′ = 2(x_0 − x) − 4Q_0 h(c − x) − 8θ(x)cr^4_0 B_{x0}[h(c) − h(x+c)] − 12B_0cr^2_0 θ(x), (40)

where x_0 = −m/3, see (39). The constant B_{x0} is found as r^4_0 B_{x0} = 2x_0 − 4Q_0h(c) − 6B_0cr^2_0 , (41)

where we have used the principal value of θ(0) equal to 1/2. Note that the term with B_{x0} in (40) does not a b Figure 3: The area function r(x) chosen with a deltalike (a) and smooth (b) function f(r)

contribute to the expression (41) because it vanishes at x = 0.

To find B(x), we first integrate (40) from −∞ to x ≤ 0, obtaining B(x) | | |_{x≤0} = 1 r^2

+ (x_0 − c) [ c − x r^2(x) − h(c − x) ]

+ Q_0 [ 1 − 2(c − x)h(c − x) r^2(x)

+ h^2(c − x) ] . (42)

This also gives the constant B_0 = B(0),

B_0 = 1 r^2_0

+ (x_0 − c) [ c r^2_0 − h(c) ]

+ Q_0 [ 1 − 2ch(c) r^2_0

+ h^2(c) ] (43)

which may be used to obtain B(x) at positive x from (40) by integration from 0 to x > 0: B(x) | | |_{x≥0} = B0 + 1 r^2_0 − 1 r^2 + [(x_0 + c) − 4h(c)(Q_0 + cr^4_0 B_{x0}) − 6B_0cr^2_0 ] × [ − c + x r^2

+ h(c + x) ]_x 0 + (Q_0 + 2cr^4_0B_{x0}) [ 1 − 2(c + x)h(c + x) r^2(x)

+ h^2(c+x) ]_x 0 , (44)

where [f(x)]^b_a := f(b) − f(a). This solution (see Fig. 2) really describes a black universe, but the delta-like distribution of the effective exotic matter, characterized by f(u), causes an undesirable discontinuity of B^′ at x = 0.

The expression for the potential V (x) is rather cumbersome and will not be presented here.

4.3. A model with smoothed f(u)

Evidently the qualitative behavior of the model will not change if we replace the delta-like distribution of f(x)

Figure 4: The function B(x) obtained from a smoothed but peaked f(u)

with a smooth one but sufficiently peaked near x = 0. We will present an example of such a solution. Namely, let us preserve the notations (29), so that the field equations have the form (30)–(32); however, instead of (33), we choose the following function r(x):

r^2(x) = (|x| + 1)^2 − 1, |x| > d, (45)

r^2(x) = ax^2 + s = d + 1 d x^2 + d, |x| < d, (46) where d = const > 0 is sufficiently small and the constants in (46) are chosen to make r and r^′ continuous at x = ±d, as shown in Fig. 3.

Let us take f(x) ≡ 0 at |x| > d and, for |x| < d, as in (26), f = 2C/r^6 . Then from (30) we find Q(x) as follows: Q(x) = Q_0, x < −d; Q_0 + [B(x) − B(−d)]C, |x| ≤ d; Q_0 + [B(d) − B(−d)]C, x > d, (47)

where Q_0 is an integration constant. The constant C (more precisely, its dimensionless counterpart C̄ = C/b^4 ) is determined from Eq. (31), where we require continuity of ψ^′ at x = ±d. Eq. (02’) for the function B(x) = A/r^2 is then solved analytically for |x| > d but only numerically for |x| < d.

As a result, at x ≤ −d we obtain B(x) in the form (42) with c = 1. At x ≥ d, an expression for B(x) is similar to (44) but obtained with initial conditions for B and B^′ at x = d that follow from numerical integration of Eq. (32) in the range |x| < d. The results

Figure 5: The potential V (x) obtained from a smoothed but peaked f(u)

are shown in Fig. 4. Fig. 5 shows the corresponding potential V (x). Clearly these are black-universe models, where the asymptotic behavior of V (x) approaching a positive constant as x → ∞ corresponds de Sitter expansion with a positive cosmological constant.

5. Concluding remarks

We have built a family of black-universe solutions to the modified Einstein equations valid in an RS2 type brane world. They have been obtained without explicitly introducing any phantom matter. Just as was the case with wormhole solutions [19,26], the role of exotic matter in the field equations is played by the “tidal” term of geometric origin, which has no reason to respect the energy conditions known for physically plausible matter fields.

This new kind of solutions, having a black hole nature as seen from large negative x, supplements the sets of known examples of both spherically symmetric braneworld black holes (see, e.g., [27,28]) and black holes with scalar“hair” (see, e.g., [5, 6, 29]).

Let us recall that the existence of black-universe models suggests the idea that our Universe could appear from another, “mother” universe and undergo isotropization (e.g., due to particle creation) soon after crossing the horizon. The Kantowski-Sachs nature of our Universe, as opposed to the more popular spatially flat models, is not excluded observationally [31] if its isotropization had happened early enough, before the last scattering epoch (at redshifts z ≳ 1000). A tentative estimate obtained for cosmological evolution beginning from a horizon (the so-called Null Big Bang) in another kind of model, that with a vacuumlike static core, has shown [30] that such models isotropize very quickly and can now be quite observationally indistinguishable from isotropic ones. One can also notice that we are thus facing one more mechanism of universes multiplication, in addition to the well-known mechanism existing in the chaotic inflation scenario.

The presently obtained models do not pretend to be quite realistic, they simply show the possibility of such a scenario in principle. As any solutions to the effective 4D equations describing gravity on the brane, they certainly need extension to the bulk, whose finding is quite a challenging problem, although an extension always exists due to the known embedding theorems. Another problem to be solved is that of stability of such solutions.

Acknowledgement

This work was supported in part by the Russian Foundation for Basic Research grant 09-02-0677-a and by a grant of People Friendship University of Russia (NPK MU).

References

[1] I. Dymnikova, Gen. Rel. Gravit. 24, 235 (1992).

[2] I. Dymnikova and E. Galaktionov, Phys. Lett. B 645, 358 (2007).

[3] P. Dzierzak, J. Jezierski, P. Malkiewicz, and W.

Piechocki, arXiv: 0810.3172.

[4] D.J. Mulryse, R. Tavakol, J.E. Lidsey and G.F.R. Ellis, Phys. Rev. D 71, 123512 (2005);

S. Mukherejee, B.C. Paul, S.D. Maharaj and A. Beesham, gr-qc/0505103.

[5] K.A. Bronnikov and J.C. Fabris, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 251101 (2006).

[6] K.A. Bronnikov, V.N. Melnikov and H. Dehnen, Gen.

Rel. Grav. 39, 973 (2007).

[7] A.G. Riess, L.-G. Strolger, J. Tonry et al., Astroph. J.

607, 665 (2004).

[8] U. Alam, V. Sahni and A.A. Starobinsky, JCAP 0406, 008 (2004);

D. Huterer and A. Cooray, Phys. Rev. D 71, 023506 (2005);

Y. Gong, Class. Quant. Grav. 22, 2121 (2005); D.A. Dicus and W.W. Repko, Phys. Rev. D 70, 083527 (2004);

S. Hannestad and E. Mortsell, JCAP 0409, 001 (2004).

[9] V. Sahni and A.A. Starobinsky, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 15, 000 (2006) (astro-ph/0610026).

[10] S. Nesseris and L. Perivolaropoulos, Phys. Rev. D 72, 123519 (2005);

U. Alam and V. Sahni, Phys. Rev. D 73, 084024 (2006); H.K. Jassal, J.S. Bagla and T. Padmanabhan, astroph/0601389 (2006);

G. Zhao, J. Xia, B. Feng and X. Zhang, astroph/0603621 (2006);

U. Seljak, A. Slosar and P. McDonald, JCAP 0610, 014 (2006).

[11] Yungui Gong, Rong-Gen Cai, Yun Chen, Zong-Hong Zhu, arXiv: 0909.0596.

[12] R. Gannouji, D. Polarski, A. Ranquet and A.A.

Starobinsky, JCAP 0609, 016 (2006).

[13] A. Sen, JHEP 0204, 048 (2002); 0207, 065 (2002). [14] H.P. Nilles, Phys. Rep. 110, 1 (1984).

[15] N. Khviengia, Z. Khviengia, H. Lü and C.N. Pope, Class. Quantum Grav. 15, 759 (1998).

[16] J.M. Cline, S. Geon and G.D. Moore, Phys. Rev. D 70, 043543 (2004).

[17] T. Shiromizu, K. Maeda and M. Sasaki, Phys. Rev. D 62, 024012 (2000).

[18] V.A. Rubakov, Phys. Usp. 44, 871 (2001), hepph/0104152;

S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov and S. Ogushi, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A17, 4809 (2002), hep-th/0205187. A.A. Coley, Einstein Centennial Review Article, astro-ph/0504226 ; R. Maartens, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 68, 012046 (2007); Lect. Notes Phys. 720, 323 (2007); astro-ph/0602415.

[19] K.A. Bronnikov and S.-W. Kim, Phys. Rev. D 67, 064027 (2003), gr-qc/0212112.

[20] M. La Camera, Phys. Lett. 573B, 27 (2003); grqc/0306017.

[21] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 4690 (1999), hep-ph/9906064.

[22] D. Yamauchi and M. Sasaki, Prog. Theor. Phys. 118, 245 (2007); ArXiv: 0705.2443.

[23] G. R. Dvali, G. Gabadadze and M. Porrati, Phys. Lett.

B 484, 112 (2000).

[24] J. Saavedra and Y. Vasquez, ArXiv: 0803.1823 [25] D.J. Kapner, T.S. Cook, E.G. Adelberger, J.H. Gundlach, B.R. Heckel, C.D. Hoyle, and H.E. Swanson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 021101 (2007); hep-ph/0611184.

[26] K.A. Bronnikov and S.-W. Kim, J. Korean Phys. Soc.

44, S81 (2004).

[27] A. Chamblin, S.W. Hawking and H.S. Reall, Phys. Rev.

D 61, 065007 (2000);

N. Dadhich, R. Maartens, Ph. Papadopoulos and V. Rezania, Phys. Lett. 487B, 1 (2000); hep-th/0003061; A. Chamblin, H. S. Reall, H. Shinkai and T. Shiromizu, Phys. Rev. D 63, 064015 (2001), hep-th/0008177. R. Casadio, A. Fabbri and L. Mazzacurati, Phys. Rev. D 65, 084040 (2001); gr-qc/0111072.

[28] K.A. Bronnikov, H. Dehnen and V.N. Melnikov, Phys.

Rev. D 68, 024025 (2003); gr-qc/0304068.

[29] K.A. Bronnikov and G.N. Shikin, Grav. & Cosmol. 8, 107 (2002), gr-qc/0109027;

U. Nucamendi and M. Salgado, Phys. Rev. D 68, 044026 (2003);

O. Bechmann and O. Lechtenfeld, Class. Quantum Grav. 12, 1473 (1995).

[30] K.A. Bronnikov and I.G. Dymnikova, Class. Quantum Grav. 24, 5803 (2007); arXiv: 0705.2368.

[31] P. Aguiar and P. Crawford, “Dust-filled axially symmetric universes with cosmological constant”, grqc/0009056.