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Abstract

We use families of circular null geodesics as probes of a family of microstate geome-
tries, known as (1, 0, n) superstrata. These geometries carry a left-moving momentum
wave and the behavior of some of the geodesic probes is very sensitive to this back-
ground wave. The left-moving geodesics behave like BPS particles and so can be
placed in circular orbits anywhere in the geometry and actually “float” at fixed ra-
dius and angle in the three-dimensional “capped BTZ” geometry. The right-moving
geodesics behave like non-BPS particles. We show that they provide a simple geo-
metric characterization of the black-hole bound: when the momentum charge of the
geometry is below this bound, such geodesics can be placed anywhere, but exceeding
the bound, even by a small amount, means these geodesics are restricted to the deep
interior of the geometry. We also show that for left-moving string probes, the tidal
forces remain comparable with those of global AdS3. Nevertheless, for some of these
probes, the “bumps” in the geometry induce an oscillatory mass term and we discuss
how this can lead to chaotic scrambling of the state of the string.
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1 Introduction

Geodesics are one of the simplest and most fundamental probes of geometries. Moreover, because

of the geometric optics approximation, they also provide information about possible solutions

of the wave equation. The equations of geodesic deviation then provide a deeper insight into

tidal stresses experienced by probes and the scattering of particles and waves moving through

geometries. In string theory, we can go one step further and examine the dynamics of strings as

they move through diverse backgrounds, and one of the simplest first steps in this direction is to

examine the Penrose [1, 2], or Penrose-Güven limit [3] of such probes.

A string, or a particle, traveling at ultra-relativistic speeds only samples the immediate vicinity

of the center of mass trajectory, and this trajectory is well approximated by a null geodesic. One

can take a pencil of null geodesics around the original geodesic, and, at leading non-trivial order,

the metric in this pencil becomes that of a plane wave. Güven generalized this to other families

of background fields [3]. A classical string can be solved and quantized in light-cone gauge in
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such a plane-wave background [4], and the world-sheet dynamics reduces to that of a free field in

which the background fields create a time-dependent mass matrix for the string excitations.

Such stringy analyses of supergravity backgrounds became something of an industry 20 years

ago, and, amongst other things, it led to an invaluable streamlining of the procedure of taking

the Penrose limit and putting it in the Brinkmann form in which the string is readily solved.

A review of the early technology can be found in [5, 6] and its streamlined version is discussed

in [7–9]. This simplified version relates the mass matrix felt by the string to an analogue of the

geodesic deviation matrix for null geodesics.

In recent years there has been something of a resurgence in using geodesic deviation and stringy

probes in the microstate geometry programme. Microstate geometries closely approximate their

black-hole counterparts until one is at the horizon scale: they are smooth and horizon-free, and

cap off smoothly just above where the horizon would be in the black-hole solution. The throats of

microstate geometries differ infinitesimally from those of black holes through multipole moments

created by the cap geometry. Despite these tiny differences, it was shown in [10–12] that the

ultra-relativistic speeds of infalling probes can magnify the multipole moments in such a manner

that the tidal stresses reach the string scale before the probe even reaches the cap. This led to the

study of stringy probes [13, 14], where it was shown that these tidal forces would excite strings

significantly above their ground states, taking energy out of the center of mass motion. The result

was “tidal trapping:” even massless infalling string probes would be excited and become trapped

and scrambled into the microstate geometry. Microstate geometries thus exhibited another of the

defining features of a black hole.

There are two motivations behind this paper: to examine classes of geodesics that may give

rise to trapping and scrambling, and to look at the dynamics of strings that follow some of

these geodesics. Indeed, it was suggested several years ago that long-term trapping of time-like

geodesics could lead to instabilities of microstate geometries to the formation of black holes or

black rings [15, 16]. However, it has now been shown that the instability arising from long-

term trapping only occurs at sub-Planckian wavelengths [17,18], and is therefore an intrinsically

stringy phenomenon. Moreover, as suggested in [11], it seems that a coherent expression of such

an instability will simply cause a microstate geometry to evolve along its vast moduli space.

The time-like geodesics that exhibit this extreme long-term trapping are those that limit

to a particular closed null geodesic associated with an evanescent ergosphere. Indeed, this null

geodesic lies at the heart of the microstate geometry. From a holographic perspective, this null

geodesic is the original locus of the supertube upon which momentum states have been loaded

thereby giving rise to three-charge black-hole microstates for which the corresponding black hole

has a macroscopic horizon.

From the gravitational perspective, such a closed null geodesic might lead to concerns that

there could be CTC’s. However, microstate geometries are stably causal and the closed null

geodesic reflects the fact that a stationary observer at infinity (for asymptotically flat microstate

geometries) becomes arbitrarily highly boosted when continued to the core of the microstate

geometry [19]. It is this feature that leads to the long-term trapping as seen from infinity.

There is thus a lot interesting physics associated with the neighborhood of the closed null

geodesic.
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There are also orbits in the heart of microstate geometries that intuition suggests should be loci

for strong scrambling. The microstate geometries known as superstrata can be characterized as

a capped BTZ geometry, K, with a deformed 3-sphere, S3, fibered over it. For future reference,

we use coordinates (t, r, ψ) on K, where ψ is the circle around the BTZ throat. The cap is

approximately “the bowl” at the bottom of a global AdS3 and the ψ-circle pinches off smoothly

at the center of the cap. The throat is where the circumference of the ψ-circle stabilizes to a size

determined by the momentum charge, QP , and the geometry is indeed very close to that of the

BTZ solution. There are, of course, deviations that appear as multipole moments in the BTZ

throat and in the AdS-like cap. The one place where the geometry shows significant distortion

is in the “transition zone” between the cap and the BTZ throat. This is where the momentum

wave of the microstate geometry “settles” at some finite, but small value of r determined by the

angular momentum of the solution. Below the transition zone (at lower values of r), the geometry

is like the AdS of the two-charge D1-D5 system while above the transition zone, the geometry

feels the momentum charge, QP , and becomes the lower end of a BTZ throat.

Ultra-relativistic infalling probes already feel strong tidal forces from the multipoles in the

BTZ throat, but the tidal forces peak at the transition zone where the probe encounters the

momentum wave sourcing the geometry.

The transition zone is also very “corrugated.” Superstrata are sourced by momentum excita-

tions, and these give rise to fields that oscillate around the ψ-circle of the BTZ throat and on the

sphere, S3. In the Einstein frame, and for solutions that are asymptotic to AdS3, the oscillations

can be somewhat suppressed (coiffured) and even reduced to their RMS values for single modes,

but they are strongly present in the string metric and for asymptotically flat solutions.

One would expect that a string orbiting at the speed of light around the ψ-circle, and on the

S3, near the transition zone would encounter these bumps as if they were a “null shockwave.”

Indeed, this intuition is reinforced by the corresponding results arising from black holes and black

rings. In the early days of black ring construction, it was shown how one could seemingly put a

varying charge density around the horizon of a black ring [20]. It was subsequently shown [21] that

the simplest such solutions are unphysical because the horizon could not be smooth: an infalling

particle would spiral around such a varying charge density and experience it as a null shock

wave. One could soften the impact by coiffuring [22] but there was still a significant bump. The

correspondence between black holes and microstate geometries suggests that something similar

should arise around the transition zone in the microstate geometry. Certainly, infalling probes

encounter huge tidal forces at the transition zone, but as we will see (at least for the superstratum

considered in this paper), strings orbiting at the speed of light avoid the very bumpy ride that

one might have expected. This happens because of some very simple physics.

We take the momentum wave sourcing the microstate geometry to be left-moving. This biases

the geometry. We find that, for simple microstate geometries, we can put a co-rotating closed

geodesic “orbit” (or, more precisely, “float”) at any fixed spatial position, (r, ψ), in the capped

BTZ geometry. However, the same is not true for geodesics that are counter-rotating (relative

to the background momentum wave). For very small background momentum charge, QP , a

counter-rotating geodesic can still be put anywhere, but there is a critical value of QP , above

which the counter-rotating geodesic cannot be placed above a finite radius, rmax: the counter-

rotating circular geodesics thus becomes bound to the geometry. We show that this critical value
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of QP is precisely the boundary of the black-hole regime. Thus, through its bound-state structure,

the microstate geometry knows exactly where the black-hole bound lies.

As QP increases above the bound, the value of rmax decreases rapidly so that, even for very

modest values of QP , the counter-rotating circular geodesics are confined to the AdS-like cap.

This means that, for any value of QP in the black-hole regime, such geodesics have limited use

as probes because they cannot explore the bumps associated with the transition zone.

On the other hand, the co-rotating geodesics can be placed anywhere. However, these

geodesics replicate the behavior of BPS particles and become truly co-moving, or floating, with

respect to the bumps in the space-time, (t, r, ψ), directions. Such particles thus sit still in the

space-time corrugations rather than bounce around over them. There is therefore no tidal en-

hancement associated with motion across the corrugations in the space-time. On the other hand,

some of the co-rotating geodesics have non-trivial orbits on the sphere, S3, and so can experience

non-trivial bumps on this part of the geometry.

We will see that the scale of the tidal tensor, while fluctuating within the six-dimensional

geometry, remains at a scale set by the AdS curvature. The tidal stresses can still become large

compared to the string scale, but this requires the stringy probe to have a string-scale center of

mass energy. As we will discuss, such strings remain within the probe approximation and the

corrugations in the metric means that strings develop a periodic, or oscillatory, mass term. Such

a mass term can create exponentially growing excitations of string modes and thus lead to the

sort of chaotic scrambling one expects in a black hole.

In Section 2 we discuss the geometries and null geodesics of the superstrata that we are going

to probe. In Section 3 we focus on circular null geodesics, that is, null geodesics that make closed

orbits on the deformed S3 and run around the ψ-circle and fixed r in the space-time, K. We are

seeking to probe both the long-term trapping region of the geometry and the bumpiest part of

the transition zone and so we fix the orbit on the S3 at θ = π
2 , which is the appropriate value

for the supertube locus and the value that maximizes the bump functions. From the perspective

of the capped BTZ space-time, K, the angular momentum on the S3 represents a Kaluza-Klein

mass for the particle. We classify the co-rotating and counter-rotating circular geodesics in this

space-time, and show that the trapping of counter-rotating geodesics happens at the black-hole

bound.

We discuss tidal forces in Section 4 and show how they remain small unless the probe energy

approaches string scale. We also show how the corrugations of the superstratum can result in

oscillatory mass terms for some of the string probes, and describe how tidal resonances can lead

to exponentially growing string excitations with Lyapunov exponents that depend on the energy

of the string, the amplitude of the mass term oscillation, and the proximity to a resonance. This

means that the scrambling will be chaotic. Indeed, in a rather different context, it has already

been shown how probes bouncing around the cores of microstate geometries can result in chaotic

behavior [23]. Section 5 contains our final remarks.
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2 Probing Microstate geometries

2.1 The geometries and their null geodesics

We are going to use the simplest work-horse of the microstate geometry program: the (1, 0, n)

superstratum [24–29,13,14].

2.1.1 The six-dimensional metric

The six-dimensional part of the metric is most canonically written1 as a deformed S3 fibration

over a three-dimensional base manifold, K, that is asymptotic to AdS3. In the Einstein frame

one has:

ds26 =
√
Q1Q5

(
d̂s

2

3 + d̃s
2

3

)
(2.1)

where

d̂s
2

3 = Λ

[
dr2

r2 + a2
+

r2(r2 + a2)

a4
dψ2 − 1

A4G

(
dτ +

A2r2

a2
dψ

)2]
, (2.2)

and

d̃s
2

3 = Λ dθ2 +
1

Λ
sin2 θ

(
dφ1 −

1

A2
dτ

)2

+
G

Λ
cos2 θ

(
dφ2 +

1

A2G

(
dτ −

(
1 + (A2 − 1)F

)
dψ
))2

.

(2.3)

The functions F , G and Λ are “bump functions:”

F ≡ 1− r2n

(r2 + a2)n
, G ≡ 1− a2 b2

2a2 + b2
r2n

(r2 + a2)n+1
, Λ ≡

√
1− (1−G(r)) sin2 θ .

(2.4)

The “red-shift” parameter, A, is defined by:

A ≡
√
1 +

b2

2a2
. (2.5)

The ψ-coordinate is compactified on a unit circle:

ψ ≡ ψ + 2π , (2.6)

and the time coordinate, τ , is dimensionless. To make contact with the more standard for-

mulation, one introduces a scale, Ry, and the usual double null, (u, v), and space-time, (t, y),

coordinates:

u = 1√
2
(t− y) , v = 1√

2
(t+ y) ≡ Ry√

2
ψ , t = Ry τ . (2.7)

The scale becomes the radius of the y-circle:

y ≡ y + 2πRy . (2.8)

1There is a crucial typographical error in the coefficient of dτ2 in d̂s
2

3 in [13] that is corrected in [14]. The
computations in [13] used the correct metric.
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Regularity of the solution requires

Q1Q5 =

(
a2 +

b2

2

)
R2
y . (2.9)

This leaves five remaining parameters: the D1 and D5 brane charges, Q1, Q5, two real parameters

a and b, and the integer, n ≥ 0, appearing in the bump functions. The last three parameters

determine the angular momenta and the momentum charges of the solution:

JL = JR =
Ry
2
a2 , QP = 1

2 n b
2 . (2.10)

The supergravity solution is also supported by fluxes and one can find the precise expressions,

and all the other relevant details, in earlier work, like [25–28]. However, to construct the string

metric we will need the explicit forms of the electrostatic potentials:

Z1 =
Q1

Σ

(
1 + (1−G(r)) sin2 θ cos(2nψ + 2φ1)

)
, Z2 =

Q5

Σ
,

Z4 =
Ry
Σ

√
(2a2 + b2)(1−G(r)) sin θ cos(nψ + φ1) .

(2.11)

Indeed, one then has the canonical relationship with the warp factor, Λ:

Λ ≡ Σ√
Q1Q5

√
Z1Z2 − Z2

4 . (2.12)

It is also very convenient to define a conformally related, six-dimensional metric by:

ds̃26 ≡ 1√
Q1Q5 Λ

ds26

=

(
dr2

r2 + a2
+

r2(r2 + a2)

a4
dψ2 − 1

A4G

(
dτ +

A2r2

a2
dψ

)2)
+ dθ2 +

1

Λ2
sin2 θ

(
dφ1 −

1

A2
dτ

)2

+
G

Λ2
cos2 θ

(
dφ2 +

1

A2G

(
dτ −

(
1 + (A2 − 1)F

)
dψ
))2

(2.13)

Indeed, we will work mainly with this metric. Note that we have made it dimensionless by scaling

out
√
Q1Q5. For b = 0, this metric reduces to global AdS3 with unit radius.

2.1.2 Geodesic motion

The six-dimensional metric (2.1) is independent of (τ, ψ, φ1, φ2), which means that the corre-

sponding momenta are conserved:

L1 = K(1)M
dzM

dλ
, L2 = K(2)M

dzM

dλ
, L3 = K(3)M

dzM

dλ
, E = K(4)M

dzM

dλ
,

(2.14)

where the K(I) are the Killing vectors: K(1) =
∂
∂φ1

, K(2) =
∂
∂φ2

, K(3) =
∂
∂ψ and K(4) =

∂
∂τ . In

addition, there is the standard quadratic conserved quantity coming from the metric:

ε ≡ gMN
dzM

dλ

dzN

dλ
. (2.15)
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It was also shown in [25] that there is a conformal Killing tensor:

Ξ ≡ ξMN
dzM

dλ

dzN

dλ
≡ Q1Q5 Λ

2

(
dθ

dλ

)2

+
L2
1

sin2 θ
+

L2
2

cos2 θ
, (2.16)

which, for any geodesic, satisfies:

d

dλ
Ξ = Ry

(
dθ

dλ

)(
∂Λ

∂θ

)(
gMN

dzM

dλ

dzN

dλ

)
. (2.17)

For null geodesics we therefore have six conserved quantities given by (2.14), (2.15) and (2.16).

Moreover, null geodesics are independent of conformal transformations, and so we could equally

well use the conformally related metric (2.13). Indeed, henceforth, and unless otherwise stated,

we will work with (2.13). Again, note that this metric is scaled so that it is asymptotic to AdS3
of unit radius at infinity.

In the metric (2.13), and for null geodesics, the Killing tensor gives the conserved quantity:

Ξ̃ ≡ ξ̃MN
dzM

dλ

dzN

dλ
=

(
dθ

dλ

)2

+
L2
1

sin2 θ
+

L2
2

cos2 θ
= m2 . (2.18)

and metric conservation law can then be written in the form:

1

r2 + a2

(
dr

dλ

)2

+
a4

r2(r2 + a2)

(
L3 −

r2

a2
(L1 +A2E) +

1

A2G(r)

(
1 +

b2

2a2
F (r) +A2 r

2

a2

)
L2

)2

− 1

G(r)

(
L2 −G(r)(L1 +A2E)

)2
−
(
1−G(r)

)(
L2
1 − L2

2

G(r)

)
= −m2 .

(2.19)

Recall that affine parameters are not conformally invariant and one should therefore note that λ

is affine for the metric (2.13).

Remarkably, the dynamics of null geodesics are fully separated between the (deformed) sphere

directions and the (deformed) AdS3 directions. In particular, the θ and r dynamics are completely

independent. Moreover, the dynamics on the deformed sphere directions are identical to the those

of the undeformed, round S3. We have introduced the parameter, m, as the energy of the motion

on the sphere, and from the perspective of the three-dimensional space-time, K, the S3-energy,

m, becomes the “Kaluza-Klein” mass of the particle. As is evident from (2.19), the dynamics of

these particles are complicated.

2.1.3 The string metric

Since we are going to consider string probes as well as geodesics, we will need the full ten-

dimensional string metric. This may be found in [30, Appendix E.7] and [26]2

ds210 =

√
Z1Z2√

Z1Z2 − Z2
4

ds26 +

√
Z1

Z2
dŝ24 = Π

(√
Q1Q5 ds̃

2
6 +

√
Q1

Q5
dŝ24

)
, (2.20)

2There is a typographical error in [31]: the warp factor in from of the six-dimensional metric should be
√
α and

not (
√
α)−1.
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where dŝ24 is the flat metric on T4 and

Π ≡

√
Q5

Q1

Z1

Z2
=

√
1 + (1−G(r)) sin2 θ cos(2nψ + 2φ1) . (2.21)

Again, because null geodesics are conformally invariant, we can ignore the factors of Π in

(2.20) and work with the much simpler dimensionless metric:

ds̃26 +
1

Q5
dŝ24 . (2.22)

However, it will be important to keep track of affine parameters. Suppose λ is the affine

parameter for (2.22), and is the affine parameter inherent in (2.18) and (2.19), and let µ be the

affine parameter in the string metric (2.20), then we have:

dµ

dλ
= Π =

(
1 + (1−G(r)) sin2 θ cos(2nψ + 2φ1)

) 1
2
. (2.23)

It is also useful to recall how the curvature tensor behaves under conformal transformations

of a metric. Suppose one has

dŝ2 ≡ ĝµν dx
µdxν = Ω2 gµν dx

µdxν ≡ Ω2 ds2 , (2.24)

then the curvature, R̂ρσµν , of ĝµν is given by:

R̂ρσµν = Rρσµν −
[
δρµ
(
∇σVν − VσVν

)
− δρν

(
∇σVµ − VσVµ

)
− gσµ

(
∇ρVν − V ρVν

)
+ gσν

(
∇ρVµ − V ρVµ

)
+
(
V λVλ

) (
δρµ gσν − δρν gσµ

)]
,

(2.25)

where Rρσµν is the curvature of gµν , all the index raising and lowering on the right-hand side is

done in the metric gµν , and where

Vµ ≡ ∇µ log(Ω) . (2.26)

2.2 The probes

We are going to look at Penrose limits of the metric in the neighborhood of ultra-relativistic

particles. We therefore start from null geodesics, which, from the discussion above, may be

thought of as a particular class of massive particles on K.

2.2.1 Null geodesic deviation and the Penrose limit

To make contact with ultra-relativistic string probes, we will need the Brinkmann form of the

Penrose limit, in which the ten-dimensional metric is reduced to the form of a plane-fronted

gravitational wave:

ds2 = 2 du dv +
(
Aab(u)x

axb
)
du2 + δab dx

adxb . (2.27)
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The original construction of the Penrose limit was rather laborious. One started with a null

geodesic and then constructed a pencil of null geodesics in its neighborhood. One then scaled the

solution so as to extract the second order expansion of the ultra-relativistic limit of the metric in

the neighborhood of the original null geodesic, and then one had to make a non-trivial change of

coordinate to get to the Brinkmann form of this metric. (For a review, see [5, 6].)

Fortunately, this whole procedure has been greatly streamlined [7–9] in a manner that closely

resembles geodesic deviation for time-like geodesics. One starts from the original null geodesic,

xM (u), where u is an affine parameter. Along this geodesic one constructs the Fermi transport

(which is the same as parallel transport for geodesics parametrized by an affine parameter) of a

set of orthonormal frames, EA ≡ EAMdx
M :

dxM

du
∇M

(
EAP

)
= 0 , gMNEAME

B
N = ηAB , (2.28)

where ηAB is the Minkowski metric. Along the geodesic, γ, one may thus write:

ds2
∣∣
γ

= 2E+E− + δabE
aEb . (2.29)

One can then show that the matrix Aab in (2.27) can be obtained from:

Aab = −RMNPQE
M
aE

P
b
dxN

du

dxQ

du
≡ −Raubu . (2.30)

As noted in [8], this matrix governs the transverse null geodesic deviation:

d2

du2
Za = Aab Z

b . (2.31)

where Za is the transverse geodesic deviation vector.

The importance of the plane-fronted gravitational wave metric (2.27) is that string dynamics

can be solved exactly in such backgrounds [4]. Indeed, these techniques have been applied to

microstate geometries and have led to remarkable new insights in terms of tidal trapping [13,14].

In this context, the significance of Aab is that it represents the negative of a mass matrix for the

string. Just as in the geodesic deviation equations, positive eigenvalues of Aab represent insta-

bilities: exponentially growing deviations of geodesics, or negative masses for string excitations.

One way to drive instabilities in the bosonic string is if these negative masses become large and

overcome the string tension, as they do with infalling geodesics [13, 14]. As we will discuss in

Section 4.3, a periodic mass term can also drive unstable “resonances” in the string.

2.2.2 Conformal transformations of the null geodesic deviation

We consider two metrics, ĝµν and gµν , related by a conformal transformation as in (2.24). The

starting point will be a null geodesic xµ(µ) with affine parameter, µ, and in the metric ĝµν and

affine parameter, λ, and in gµν . One then has

dµ

dλ
= Ω2 . (2.32)
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We introduce frames Ê±, Êa and E±, Ea satisfying (2.29) for these two metrics along the null

geodesic. We take the inverse frames Ê+ and E+ to be tangent to the geodesic:

Êµ+ =
dxµ

dµ
= Ω−2 dx

µ

dλ
= Ω−2Eµ+ . (2.33)

It follows that Ê− = Ω2E−. As stipulated in Section 2.2.1, we will take the frames ÊA to be

parallel transported along the null geodesic, however this is not a conformally invariant notion.

Indeed, if Ŵµ is parallel transported in along the geodesic in ĝµν , this becomes

0 =
dxρ

dµ
∇̂ρŴ

µ = Ω−1dx
ρ

dλ

[
∇ρW

µ − gµσ(∇σ log Ω)Wρ + (∇σ log Ω)W
σδµρ

]
, (2.34)

where Wµ = ΩŴµ. Parallel transport is only conformally covariant for vectors that satisfy:

W ρ∇ρ log Ω = Wρ
dxρ

dλ
= 0 , Wµ = Ω Ŵµ . (2.35)

In particular, we note that this is true for the T4 directions in (2.20) and (2.22). Let Êα = ΩEα

denote the parallel transported frames in these direction.

Using (2.25) and the orthogonality conditions in (2.35), it follows that along the T4 directions:

Aαβ = −R̂αµβν
dxµ

dµ

dxν

dµ

= δαβ Ω−4
[
∇µ∇ν log Ω− (∇µ log Ω)(∇ν log Ω)

] dxµ
dλ

dxν

dλ
= −δαβ Ω−3 d2

dλ2

(
1

Ω

)
.

(2.36)

To arrive at this result one must use the geodesic equation and remember that the covariant

derivatives in (2.36) are those of (2.22) and thus the geodesic equation is most simply applied in

(2.22) using the corresponding affine parameter, λ.

Making the change of affine parameter from µ to λ on the left-hand side of (2.31) yields the

equation:

d2

dµ2
Zα = Ω−4

[
d2Zα

dλ2
− 2

Ω

(
dΩ

dλ

)
dZα

dλ

]
= − Ω−3

[
d2

dλ2

(
1

Ω

)]
Zα . (2.37)

Define

Zα = Ω Z̃α . (2.38)

and the geodesic deviation equation along the torus becomes:

d2

dλ2
Z̃α = 0 . (2.39)

In other words, the deviation along the T4 is entirely determined by the conformal rescaling. The

other directions are much more complicated and so we will ultimately resort to a more qualitative

discussion.
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3 Circular orbits

We now focus on the purely circular orbits in the (1, 0, n) microstate geometries. For a round

sphere there is obviously no distinction between any of the great circles, but for the superstratum,

the most interesting locus lies at the peak of the bump functions and warp factors, and so we

consider the circles at θ = π
2 . This locus is also that of the closed null geodesic of the underlying

supertube.

3.1 Simplifying the geodesic motion

From (2.18), it is evident that if we want to set θ = π
2 , we must take L2 = 0. The geodesics

then only move in the φ1 direction on the sphere and (2.18) yields L1 = m. It is also natural

to parametrize the ψ-motion in relation to φ1 motion, or the Kaluza-Klein mass m. Because of

the mixing of the τ and φ1, the energy E only appears in the combination L1 + A2E. We will

assume m ̸= 0, and take:

L1 = m, L2 = 0 , L3 = −γ m , Ê = 1 +
A2E

m
, (3.1)

for some choice of L1, Ê and γ.

The radial motion can now be characterized through an effective potential:(
dr

dλ

)2

+ m2 V (r; Ê, γ) = 0 , (3.2)

where

V (r; Ê, γ) =
1

r2
(
Ê r2 + γ a2

)2
+ (r2 + a2)G(r)

(
1− Ê2

)
. (3.3)

From (3.2) it is evident that we can absorb m into a rescaling of the affine parameter, λ. However,

as one can see from (3.1), the sign of m plays a role in the form of the geodesic motion and so

we will retain m, allowing m = ±1.

For circular geodesics one must have V (r; Ê, γ) = 0 and d
drV (r; Ê, γ) = 0, which give the

following two constraints:

1

r2
(
Ê r2 + γ a2

)2
+ (r2 + a2)G(r)

(
1− Ê2

)
= 0 , (3.4)

2

r3
(
Ê2 r4 − γ2 a4

)
+ (1− Ê2)

(
2 r G(r) + (r2 + a2)G′(r)

)
= 0 . (3.5)

These two equations determine Ê and γ in terms of the constant value of r for circular orbits.

By taking linear combinations of (3.4) and (3.5), one can obtain a linear equation for γ. If one

then substitutes this back into either (3.4) or (3.5), one obtains a quadratic equation for Ê2:(
Ê2 − 1

) [(
P (r)2 − 16 r2(r2 + a2)G(r)

)
Ê2 − P (r)2

]
= 0 , (3.6)

where

P (r) ≡ r(r2 + a2)G′(r) + 2 (2 r2 + a2)G(r) , (3.7)
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and γ is given by

γ = − 1

4 a2 Ê

[
4 r2 Ê2 −

(
Ê2 − 1

)
P (r)

]
. (3.8)

The velocities are then given by:

dr

dλ
≡ 0 ,

dτ

dλ
= mA2

[
(Ê r2 + γ a2)

(r2 + a2)
− Ê G(r)

]
,

dψ

dλ
= −m a2 (Ê r2 + γ a2)

r2(r2 + a2)
,

dθ

dλ
≡ 0 ,

dφ1

dλ
= m

[
(Ê r2 + γ a2)

(r2 + a2)
+ (1− Ê)G(r)

]
,

dφ2

dλ
= −m γ a2

r2
.

(3.9)

Given the velocity combinations that appear in (2.3), it is worth noting that the boosted angular

velocity around the S3 follows the profile function, G(r):

dφ′
1

dλ
≡ dφ1

dλ
− 1

A2

dτ

dλ
= mG(r) . (3.10)

Combining the fact that there are four roots for Ê, and the fact that we can absorb the

magnitude ofm into λ, so thatm = ±1, there are, in principle, eight choices for circular geodesics.

The metric and geodesic equations have an obvious symmetry under τ → −τ, ψ → −ψ, and

we want to restrict to future-directed geodesics (dτ > 0), thus there are only four physically

interesting distinct solutions. The choices are related to the orientations of the rotations in the

ψ and φ1 directions. This is easiest to illustrate by going back to the pure AdS3 solution.

3.2 The AdS3 limit

The pure AdS3 solution is obtained by setting b = 0, and hence G(r) ≡ 1. It is useful to note

that in this limit, the metric (2.13) becomes:

ds̃26 =
dr2

r2 + a2
+

r2

a2
(dψ − dτ)2 − r2 + a2

a2
dτ2

+ dθ2 + sin2 θ (dφ1 − dτ)2 + cos2 θ
(
dφ2 − (dψ − dτ)

)2
=

dr2

r2 + a2
+

r2

a2
dψ′2 − r2 + a2

a2
dτ2 + dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ′

1
2 , + cos2 θ dφ′

2
2

(3.11)

where ψ′ = ψ − τ , φ′
1 = φ1 − τ and φ′

2 = φ2 − (ψ − τ).

The four solutions to the constraints are then:

(Ê , γ) = ±
(
1 , −r

2

a2

)
, (Ê , γ) = ±

(
1 +

2 r2

a2
,
r2

a2

)
, (3.12)

and the corresponding velocities are:(
dτ

dλ
,
dψ

dλ
,
dφ1

dλ
,
dφ2

dλ

)
= −m

(
1 , 0 , 0 ,−1

)
, m

(
1 , 0 , 2 ,−1

)
, −m

(
1 , 2 , 0 , 1

)
, m

(
1 , 2 , 2 , 1

)
,

(3.13)

which may be written as:(
dτ

dλ
,
dψ′

dλ
,
dφ′

1

dλ
,
dφ′

2

dλ

)
= −m

(
1 ,−1 ,−1 , 0

)
, m

(
1 ,−1 , 1 , 0

)
, −m

(
1 , 1 ,−1 , 0

)
, m

(
1 , 1 , 1 , 0

)
.

(3.14)
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We will always choose the sign of m so that dτ
dλ > 0. The four solutions then correspond to

the four choices of the direction of rotations in the ψ′ and φ′
1 directions. The values of dφ2

dλ in

(3.13) are simply an artifact of setting L2 = 0 and the mixing terms in (3.11).

3.3 Circular orbits in the superstratum

3.3.1 The “BPS geodesics”

One set of superstratum orbits is extremely simple, and closely resemble the co-rotating AdS3
geodesics:

(Ê , γ) = ±
(
1 , −r

2

a2

)
. (3.15)

The corresponding velocities are:(
dτ

dλ
,
dψ

dλ
,
dφ1

dλ
,
dφ2

dλ

)
= −m

(
A2G(r) , 0 , 0 ,−1

)
, m

(
A2G(r) , 0 , 2G(r) ,−1

)
. (3.16)

Note that both these sets of geodesics have dψ
dλ ≡ 0, and so, from the perspective of the three-

dimensional space-time, K, these geodesics are also co-rotating. There is also no restriction on

the value of r: these geodesics are smooth and well-defined for all values of r. They are thus

like BPS objects in that they can be placed anywhere within the superstratum. Indeed, from

the perspective of the manifold, K, they are floating branes [32] in that they sit happily at fixed

(r, ψ), feeling no force. We will therefore refer to these orbits as “BPS geodesics.” We note that

the first family of these geodesics has dφ1

dλ = 0 and is therefore also co-rotating, or floating, on

the S3.

As we will see, the counter-rotating geodesics have very different properties and are “very

non-BPS” objects.

3.3.2 Bounding the counter-rotating geodesics

The counter-rotating geodesics come from the values of Ê that lead to the vanishing of the

expression in the square bracket of (3.6). To have non-trivial solutions one must have

Q(r) ≡
(
P (r)2 − 16 r2(r2 + a2)G(r)

)
> 0 , (3.17)

This is true for b = 0 and for small values of b. However, as we will see, there is a critical

value, bcrit, of b, above which Q(r) can vanish, and become negative. Indeed, we will show that if

b > bcrit then counter-rotating circular geodesics can only exist at values of r less than a maximal

value, rmax, that depends on b.

This result follows from the following identity

Q(r) = 4 a4
(
1 +

b√
2a2 + b2

xn
(√

n+ 1 +
√
nx
))(

1 +
b√

2a2 + b2
xn
(√

n+ 1 −
√
nx
))

×
(
1− b√

2a2 + b2
xn
(√

n+ 1 +
√
nx
))(

1− b√
2a2 + b2

xn
(√

n+ 1 −
√
nx
))

,

(3.18)
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where

x ≡ r√
r2 + a2

. (3.19)

Since 0 ≤ x < 1, it follows that all the terms in the parentheses in (3.18) are strictly positive,

except, possibly, for the third parenthesis:

q(r) ≡
(
1− b√

2a2 + b2
xn
(√

n+ 1 +
√
nx
))

. (3.20)

Define bcrit by the vanishing of q(r) as r → ∞. One then finds that

bcrit = a

√√
1 +

1

n
− 1 . (3.21)

For b > bcrit, q(r) will go negative for r sufficiently large.

Define rmax by:

q(rmax) = 0 , (3.22)

which has no solutions for b < bcrit and a single real solution for b > bcrit. It follows that counter-

rotating circular geodesics can be located at any value of r when b ≤ bcrit, while for b > bcrit they

can only be located at r < rmax.

It is also very interesting to note that (i) bcrit is very small, and (ii) the value of rmax drops

very rapidly from infinity to the cap as b increases above bcrit. To be more specific, bcrit decreases

monotonically with n, starting at a
√√

2− 1 ≈ 0.6436 a and, at large n, it is asymptotic to a√
2n
.

The transition zone between the cap and the BTZ throat is approximately at the turning point

of G(r), or at r = a
√
n. For rmax to drop to this value of r one must have q(a

√
n) = 0, which

means

b = bcap ≡ a

√
2 (n+ 1)n+1

(2n+ 1)2 nn − (n+ 1)n+1
. (3.23)

Thus the counter-rotating orbits are restricted to the cap for b > bcap. The expression for bcap is

also a monotonically decreasing function of n, starting at 2a
√

2
5 ≈ 1.2649 a and, at large n, it is

asymptotic to a
√

e
2n ≈ 1.1658 a√

n
.

We have shown some illustrative examples of the behavior of rmax as a function of b in Fig. 1.

The rapid confinement of counter-rotating geodesics to the cap of the microstate geometry

suggests a critical transition to a non-BPS bound state. We now show that there is indeed a clear

physical interpretation of the behavior we have found here.

3.3.3 Holography and the bound on geodesics

It is valuable to recall the holographic dictionary for the superstrata that we are using here [24,26].

These solutions are dual to the D1-D5 state:

(|++⟩1)N1

(
(L−1 − J3

−1)
n|00⟩k=1

)N2

, (3.24)
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Figure 1: Plots of rmax as a function of b for counter-rotating circular geodesics with a = 1 with n = 4 (on
the left) and n = 25 (on the right). The horizontal dashed line marks the transition at r =

√
na between

the BTZ throat and the cap. The vertical dashed line is at b = bcrit. Up until b = bcrit there is no limit on
the radius of the counter-rotating geodesics, but as b increases above bcrit, the maximum possible radius
for circular counter-rotating geodesics, rmax, drops precipitously towards the end of the BTZ throat and
the start of the cap. When scaled appropriately, the features of both curves are almost identical.

with the constraint N1 + N2 = N ≡ n1n5, where n1 and n5 are the numbers of underlying D1

and D5 branes. The quantized angular momenta, jL, jR, and momentum, nP , of this state are

given by:

jL = jR = 1
2 N1 , nP = nN2 . (3.25)

These are related to the supergravity parameters by:

jL = jR = 1
2 N a2 , nP = 1

2 N n b2 , (3.26)

where N ≡ n1n5R
2
y/(Q1Q5). The constraint N1 + N2 = n1n5 then translates directly into the

regularity condition (2.9). For these states one can also write the regularity condition as:

j +
nP
2n

= 1
2 n1n5 . (3.27)

where j ≡ jL = jR.

As noted in [24], rotating D1-D5-P black holes with regular horizons exist when n1n5nP−j2 >
0 and this cosmic censorship bound defines the “black-hole regime” for these parameters. This

bound translates into the supergravity parameters as:

0 < n1n5nP −j2 =
1

2
N 2

(
Q1Q5

R2
y

n b2 − 1

2
a4
)

=
1

4
N 2 n

((
b2

a2
+ 1

)2

−
(
1+

1

n

))
, (3.28)

where we have used the regularity condition (2.9). It follows that the black-hole bound is simply:

b2

a2
>

√
1 +

1

n
− 1 ≡ b2crit

a2
, (3.29)

where bcrit was introduced in (3.21).

Thus the critical value of b that determines the onset of trapping of counter-rotating circular

geodesics is nothing other than the black-hole bound.
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This is particularly interesting because, as b increases, the overall superstratum geometry

slowly changes from global AdS3, at b = 0, to some capped BTZ geometry with a progressively

longer throat. There is no sudden and obvious transition in the geometry as one crosses the

black-hole bound. However, we see that the counter-rotating geodesics know exactly where this

bound lies and provide an “order parameter” for this transition.

We conclude this section by looking at some representative examples of the geodesics.

3.3.4 Orbits in the cap, at infinity and in between

For n > 1, the metric in the cap3 is that of AdS3. If one drops all the r2n terms in (2.13) one

obtains:

ds̃26 =
dr2

r2 + a2
+

r2

a2

(
dψ − dτ

A2

)2

− (r2 + a2)

a2

(
dτ

A2

)2

+ dθ2 + sin2 θ

(
dφ1 −

dτ

A2

)2

+ cos2 θ

(
dφ2 +

( dτ
A2

− dψ
))2

=
dr2

r2 + a2
+

r2

a2
dψ′2 − (r2 + a2)

a2
dτ ′2 + dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ′

1
2 + cos2 θ dφ′

2
2

(3.30)

where τ ′ = τ
A2 , ψ

′ = ψ − τ ′, φ′
1 = φ1 − τ ′ and φ′

2 = φ2 − (ψ − τ ′). The only difference between

this and the b→ 0 limit is the factor of A2 rescaling τ , which represents the redshift between the

top and bottom of the superstratum throat.

The four solutions to the constraints are then exactly as in (3.12) and these lead to orbital

motion given by (3.13) and (3.14) except that dτ
dλ must be replaced by dτ ′

dλ .

At infinity, the metric is asymptotically AdS3 and G(r) → 1 as r → ∞. The co-rotating

circular geodesics with velocities (3.16) simply limit to those of AdS3, (3.13), up to the re-scaling

τ ′ = τ
A2 .

The story is somewhat different for the counter-rotating geodesics. Expanding the solutions

to the constraints around infinity gives:

(Ê , γ) = ± r2

√
n
√

(b2crit − b2)(b2crit + b2 + 2)

(
2A2 , −1

)
, (3.31)

and the corresponding velocities are:(
dτ

dλ
,
dψ

dλ
,
dφ1

dλ
,
dφ2

dλ

)
= m

(
0 , 0 , 1 , 0

)
∓ ma2

√
n
√

(b2crit − b2)(b2crit + b2 + 2)

(
A2 , 2A2 , 1 , 1

)
.

(3.32)

These match the AdS3 results for counter-rotating geodesics, (3.12) and (3.13), for b = 0. These

solutions also become unphysical for b > bcrit.

Finally, we catalog some representative examples of the velocities of particles on circular

geodesics of various radii. Fig. 2 shows the non-trivial velocities of simple, but generic, “co-

rotating” geodesic. These geodesics exist for all values of r. Fig. 3 shows a generic “counter-

rotating” geodesic for a value of b < bcrit. Again these exist for all values of r.
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Figure 2: The geodesic velocities,
(
dτ
dλ ,

dφ1

dλ

)
, for the second set of co-rotating geodesics in (3.16), with

a = 1, b = 10, n = 2. (We do not plot
(
dψ
dλ ,

dφ2

dλ

)
because these velocities are constant.) Note that the

velocities are finite and well-defined for 0 ≤ r < ∞. These velocities follow the profile of G(r), whose
minimum is at r =

√
2 ≈ 1.4142.

Fig. 4 shows a generic “counter-rotating” geodesic for a value of b > bcrit. These geodesics

can only exist for a limited range of values of r < rmax, and the velocities all diverge as r → rmax.

For the example depicted, we have b ≫ bcrit, and circular counter-rotating geodesics can only

exist in the cap region.

4 Geodesic deviation, tidal forces and resonances

4.1 The scale of the tidal forces

To bound the size of the tidal forces, we define

MMN = −RMNPQ
dxN

du

dxQ

du
≡ −RMuNu , (4.1)

and note that

MMN
dxN

du
= 0 . (4.2)

It follows that

A ≡
√
AabAab =

√
MMNMMN . (4.3)

The latter expression is simpler to compute because one does not need the parallel-transported

frames.

Since we are primarily interested in string probes, we will focus on the ten-dimensional string

metric (2.20). It is also convenient to factor out the scale,
√
Q1Q5, from the metric and work

with the dimensionless metric:

ds̃210 ≡ 1√
Q1Q5

ds210 = Π

(
ds̃26 +

1

Q5
dŝ24

)
. (4.4)

3For n = 1, the bump functions do not quite die off fast enough as r → 0 and so there is some deformation of
the cap metric.
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Figure 3: Geodesic velocities for a counter-rotating geodesic with a = 1, b = 2
5 , n = 2. These geodesics

exist for all values of r because b < bcrit =
(√

3
2 − 1

) 1
2 ≈ 0.4741.

Indeed, since the T4 directions are completely orthogonal to the six-dimensional metric, we can

factor out the T4 and simply compute and examine A for the six-dimensional metric:

Π ds̃26 . (4.5)

We will also simplify the angular dependence by defining:

χ ≡ 2nψ + 2φ1 . (4.6)

As noted in the discussion of (3.23), when b is only slightly greater than a, the counter-rotating

geodesics are localized in the cap, where the geometry is fairly smooth and close to that of global

AdS3. We therefore focus on the co-rotating “BPS geodesics.”

There are two families of such geodesics, corresponding to the two possible choices of sign in

(3.15) and the two sets of velocities in (3.16). Amusingly enough, the first family of geodesics is

“too BPS;” it has dψ
dλ = dφ1

dλ = 0 and so has dχ
dλ = 0. It simply does not traverse the bumps in

the metric at all! Indeed, one finds that for these geodesics, A ≡ 2m2 for all values or r, a and

b. This is precisely the value for global AdS and so these geodesics do not sense any deviation

from AdS created by the momentum charge and momentum wave in the superstratum.

The second set of BPS geodesics results in non-trivial tidal forces because they have non-trivial

motion in the φ1-direction. One can explicitly simplify A to obtain:

A = m2
(
1−(1−G(r)) cosχ

)−2
(
2 + (1−G(r))2(1 + 9G(r)2)

+ 4 (1−G(r))(1 + 2G(r)2) cosχ+ (1−G(r))3(1 +G(r)) cos 2χ
)
.

(4.7)
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Figure 4: Geodesic velocities for a counter-rotating geodesic with a = 1, b = 10, n = 2. Here bcrit =(√
3
2 − 1

) 1
2 ≈ 0.4741 and for b = 10 one has rmax ≈ 0.7941. The geodesic velocities diverge as the orbit

is pushed out to rmax.

To get a sense of the structure of this function we have plotted its features in Figs. 5, 6 and 7.

In general, the peak value of A increases with b, but rapidly saturates at large b (see Fig. 5) at a

value that is not much larger (less than 50% higher) than the AdS tidal force. The second plot in

Fig. 5 shows that if one increases n, the peak tidal force actually decreases and the peak flattens

and moves to larger values of r. For n > 20, the tidal forces are very close to their AdS values.

The tidal forces, and hence A, have non-trivial dependence on χ. Fig. 6 shows that the

fluctuations are largest for n = 1, and their amplitudes decrease with n. The amplitude of the

fluctuations in A is of the same order as the AdS value of A.

Our a priori expectations were that the amplitudes of the tidal forces would be large and

increase with n. We anticipated the tidal forces depicted in the first diagram in Fig. 7: an

extremely bumpy function near the transition zone, and we thought that a null geodesic would

bounce across this at ultra-relativistic speeds creating the large tidal forces. Ironically, the non-

BPS geodesics cannot enter this bumpy region, and one of the BPS geodesics does not traverse

the bumps at all, while the other only traverses the bumps on the S3. Thus the only effect of n

on the tidal forces comes from the amplitude of G(r), and this decreases with n. While the first

plot in Fig. 7 depicts the tidal bumps the the spatial, (r, ψ) directions, of the geometry of K, it

is Fig. 6 and the second plot in Fig. 7 that best represents the tidal forces as a result of orbiting

in φ1 and not ψ.

Thus, unlike infalling geodesics, the geometry and the motion of the probe do not amplify the
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Figure 5: Plots of the magnitude, A, of the tidal force in the dimensionless metric (4.4). The plot on
the left shows A as a function of r, for a = 1, n = 1, χ = π

4 , for b = 1, 5, 10, 20, 500. The higher curves
correspond to higher values of b, and the curve does not change significantly for b ≥ 10. The curve on the
right shows A as a function of r, for a = 1, b = 20, χ = π

4 , for n = 1, 2, 10, 25. As n increases, the curve
flattens and the peak moves to the right. The horizontal dashed line shows A for the AdS metric with
b = 0.
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Figure 6: Plots of the magnitude, A, of the tidal force in the dimensionless metric (4.4) as a function of χ.
These plots are taken near the peak amplitude of A, with r =

√
na, for a = 1, b = 20, for n = 1, 2, 5, 25.

The higher amplitudes correspond to smaller values of n. The horizontal dashed line shows A for the AdS
metric with b = 0.

tidal forces. These forces fluctuate by amounts of O(1) in units set by the AdS radius. We now

consider what this can do to stringy probes.

4.2 Stringy excitations

The string world-sheet action in the pp-wave limit, (2.27), becomes

S =

∫
d2σ

[
2 (∂αu) (∂

αv) + ∂αz
i ∂αzjδij + Aab(u) z

azb (∂αu) (∂
αu) + . . .

]
, (4.8)

where . . . represent additional terms arising from the NS Bµν field and the fermionic fields.

Since we are looking for a qualitative understanding, we will omit these terms in the following

discussion.

In the light-cone gauge one takes:

u = α′E σ0 , (4.9)
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Figure 7: The magnitude of A in the BTZ throat and cap as a function of (x1, x2) = r (cosψ , sinψ), on
the left, and as a function of (x1, x2) = r (cosφ1 , sinφ1), on the right. This geometry has a = 1, n = 4
and b = 10. Since n = 4, there are thus four times as many bumps in the function on the left as there are
in the function on the right. The center shows the smooth AdS cap, and the folds reveal the bumps at the
junction zone between the throat and the cap.

and then the the kth oscillator mode satisfies:

∂2σ0z
a + k2za + (α′E)2Aab(u)z

b = 0 . (4.10)

Generally, the matrix Aab is non-diagonal and thus generates a rotation of zi. As depicted in

Fig. 6, the matrix exhibits oscillatory behavior, and this will be reflected in its eigenvalues. The

actual behavior is a rather complicated function, but to give a broad-brush description of string

excitations, we focus on a single eigenvalue, Â, and approximate its form by:

Â ∼ α0 + α1 n
−s cos(α2 α

′Eσ0) . (4.11)

where, based on Fig. 6 and the velocities depicted in Fig. 2 for the second family of BPS geodesics,

the parameters α0, α1 and α2 are numbers of order unity, and s > 0 is chosen to match the

diminishing amplitude of the eigenvalues with n. The primary contribution to α0 comes from

the constant curvature of the unperturbed AdS metric. To arrive at the oscillatory term, recall

that the plot in Fig. 6 is in terms of χ, defined in (4.6), and the velocities are all of O(1) in their

dependence on φ1, or u = α′Eσ0. Thus we consider the following mode equation[
∂2σ0 + k2 + α0(α

′E)2 + α1(α
′E)2n−s cos(α2 α

′Eσ0)
]
z = 0 . (4.12)

It is also important to recall that in analyzing the tidal forces we have factored the length

scale, (Q1Q5)
1
4 , out the metric and are working with the dimensionless metrics (2.13) and (2.22).

The tidal tensor has dimensions of L−2, and so α0 and α1 are actually numbers of order unity

times (Q1Q5)
− 1

2 , and α2 is a number of order unity times (Q1Q5)
− 1

4 . The differential operator

in (4.12) is then dimensionless because [α′] ∼ L2, the center of mass energy, E, has dimensions

[E] ∼ L−1. It is also useful to recall that (see, for example, [13]) that one has:

Q1Q5 =
(2π)4 g2s α

′4

V4
n1 n5 , (4.13)

where n1 and n5 are the quantized charges and V4 is the volume of the four-dimensional com-

pactification torus.

The dynamics is therefore entirely controlled by the value of

ν ≡ α′E

(Q1Q5)
1
4

≡ V
1
4
4 E

2π g
1
2
s (n1n5)

1
4

. (4.14)
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For ν ≪ 1, the amplitude of the perturbations is extremely small and the frequency of the

perturbation, α′E, is much less than the lowest mode of the string, and so the string will remain

in its ground state.

Stringy excitations will only become pronounced for ν ≳ 1. In this range the energy of the

probe is large but it remains within the probe approximation. Indeed, from the perspective

of asymptotically-flat superstrata, a significant gravitational back-reaction will arise when the

energy, E, is comparable with the mass of the background, which would mean:

E ∼ G−1
5 (Q1 +Q5) ∼ 8V4Ry

g2s α
′4 (Q1 +Q5) . (4.15)

From the AdS/CFT perspective, a heavy operator has E ∼ c ∼ Q1Q5. Thus, however one slices

it,

E ∼ α′−1 (Q1Q5)
1
4 ∼ 2π g

1
2
s

V
1
4
4

(n1 n5)
1
4 (4.16)

remains well within the bounds of the probe approximation.

On the other hand, this energy is a large multiple of the Kaluza-Klein energy, and so such a

particle will have many channels in which it can interact with the background. Nevertheless, it is

interesting and instructive to examine how such a string probe can become excited as a result of

its motion through the background metric of the superstratum. Indeed, one can easily see how

such interactions can grow exponentially and could therefore lead to chaotic excitations of the

string.

4.3 Fluctuating tidal forces

Motion in periodic potentials has a long history in physics, and most particularly with Bloch

wave solutions to the Schrödinger equation. The string dynamics involves a second-order linear

differential equation with a periodic “potential” term and represents a classic situation in Floquet

theory. One can always write the equations as a first-order system:

d

dt
X(t) = A(t)X(t) , (4.17)

where X(t) is a n-dimensional vector and A(t+T ) = A(t) is an n×n matrix with period T . The

solutions to this system have the form

X(t) = eiµ t P (t) , (4.18)

where P (t+ T ) = P (t) is a periodic vector function and µ ∈ C is a complex number. There are

n independent such solutions to this system with generically n different values, µj , for µ. The µj
measure the failure of periodicity and are known as the characteristic, or Floquet, exponents4.

The imaginary part of µj is the Lyupanov exponent of the solution, and if it is negative, the

solution grows exponentially with time. In this way, periodic tidal forces can lead to chaotic

scrambling of strings.

4We have added an extra factor of i in the exponent in (4.18) so as to make the conventions consistent with the
standard conventions for Mathieu functions.
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Figure 8: The left-hand plot shows the regions of stability (white) and instability (red) in the (q, a)
parameter space of the Mathieu equation. The instability regions extend all the way to the q = 0 axis,
meeting it at (q = 0, a = j2) for j ∈ Z+. (The apparent gaps in the plot as one approaches q = 0 are
artifacts of the numerical resolution.) The plots on the right show the unstable Lyupanov exponents for
q = 1

2 and a ≈ 4 and a ≈ 16. As a increases, the instability bands get narrower and the exponents get
smaller.

It is entirely possible that the solution to the system has vanishing exponents, or simply

Im(µj) ≥ 0, so that the solutions do not grow in time. This, of course, depends on the details

of A(t). The tidal tensors we are considering are already very complicated and the tidal tensors

for more general superstrata are going to be even more complex. Therefore, rather than making

an exhaustive search for instabilities in the system we have here, we will make some general

observations about a much simpler system whose features resemble the tidal system of interest.

The Mathieu equation

d2

dt2
Y (t) +

(
a − 2 q cos(2t)

)
Y (t) = 0 , (4.19)

is well studied and understood, and has a potential that is qualitatively similar to those depicted

in Fig. 6. The equation, and hence the solution space, is invariant under t → −t, which means

that any imaginary exponent signals an instability. It is also worth noting that the sign of q can

be flipped by sending t→ t+ π
2 and so stability issues are invariant under q → −q. For q = 0 the

equation is that of the simple harmonic oscillator and the frequency is
√
a.

The exponent, µ, for the Mathieu equation is a well-studied function of (q, a) and so it is

straightforward to map out the regions of stability and instability in this parameter space. We

have plotted these in Fig. 8. At large |q| the solutions are largely unstable, with very small

islands of stability for specific, narrow ranges of a. For q = 0, the solutions are harmonic and

thus stable, or marginally stable. The instability regions are curvilinear triangles, each with

an apex at (q = 0, a = j2) for j ∈ Z+. The regions of instability reach all the way down to

q = 0, however, for larger values of a the instability zone for small q is extremely narrow and
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the Lyupanov exponent is very small. In Fig. 8 we have also plotted the imaginary parts of the

exponent in the regions a ≈ 4 and a ≈ 16 with q = 1
2 . These figures illustrate how narrow the

instability region is, and how small the Lyupanov exponent becomes.

One of the interesting features of these Floquet instabilities is that they are far more exten-

sive and powerful than the much simpler phenomenon of resonant forcing. The fact that the

potential function is periodic generates instabilities that grow exponentially in a region around

every integer multiple of the fundamental frequency of the underlying potential, and the larger

the value of q, the wider the instability range in a. Thus, in principle, even a low-energy string

probe encountering small bumps in the geometry can excite an exponentially growing string-scale

resonance in the probe. This requires fine tuning and the growth will be slow, but it will be

non-zero and exponential. For higher-energy probes, the resonance range and exponents will be

larger. When q becomes comparable with a, the instabilities regions are dominant.

5 Conclusions

We have analyzed circular geodesics in a superstratum geometry and this has revealed some

interesting features.

First, the co-rotating (relative to the superstratum momentum) orbits behave as one would

expect of BPS particles: they can be located at any radial distance from the center of the su-

perstratum. They can thus be used as probes of any region within the geometry. Conversely,

the counter-rotating orbits have a strongly non-BPS behavior and, even for relatively small su-

perstratum momentum charge, these orbits become deeply bound in the geometry and quickly

localize in the cap.

We have shown that the counter-rotating orbits are a surprisingly accurate bellwether of the

black-hole bound. Some microstate geometries, and some superstrata in particular, are “over-

rotating:” they have a sufficiently large angular momentum so that the corresponding black-hole

would have a naked singularity and no horizon. Adding charge, and hence mass, to such a mi-

crostate geometry can take the geometry across the “black-hole bound,” where the corresponding

black-hole develops a horizon, and the area of the horizon grows as more mass is added. As the

black-hole bound is crossed, the superstratum itself seems rather oblivious to the transition: the

geometry does not change significantly, remaining smooth and horizonless as the black-hole-like

throat becomes incrementally deeper. As we have seen in this paper, there is, however, a dra-

matic change in the permissible location of counter-rotating geodesics: exactly when one crosses

the black-hole bound, the counter-rotating geodesics become bound into the geometry, and after

a very small increase beyond the bound, the geodesics are trapped in the cap at the bottom of

the superstratum.

While we have only considered circular geodesics here, we expect similar results will hold for

non-circular bound orbits, at least in the neighborhood of our circular orbits.

Most of the earlier studies of tidal forces on geodesic probes of microstate geometries have

focussed on infalling particles [10–14]. These probes are scrambled by string-scale tidal forces

because the very long throat of the microstate geometry behaves like a particle accelerator and

the non-trivial multipoles sourced by the cap on the geometry are then hugely magnified by the
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extremely high energies attained by the probes during infall. Indeed, if an infalling massless string

starts with a very low-energy, it will still become highly excited by the time they reach and pass

through the cap [13,14]. This results in “tidal trapping” and scrambling of such probes.

Motivated by the ideas of long-term trapping near evanescent ergosurfaces, this paper exam-

ined probes that are already trapped in the geometry, considering the strength of the trapping

and the scrambling process. While there is no longer the huge amplification of tidal effects caused

by the blue-shift of infall, we had originally expected strong scrambling effects from the “corruga-

tions” in the geometry. This is because a massless string travels at the speed of light and so would

encounter the bumps in the geometry, especially around the transition region between the throat

and the cap, at extreme speed. We had thought that this might result in a slightly smoothed

analog of the “null shockwave” that a probe is expected to encounter when there is structure at

the horizon of a black hole or black ring [20–22].

This is not what we found. First, when the superstratum has a significant momentum charge,

and hence a very long throat, the counter-rotating geodesics are all trapped in the cap and cannot

explore the corrugations. The co-rotating geodesics come in two families: one is co-moving with

all the corrugations in the space-time, K, and on the S3. The other family is co-moving with the

corrugations in K, but traverses the corrugations on the S3. We have referred to these as “BPS

geodesics” because they resemble floating branes [32] in that both families sit at fixed (r, ψ) in

K, apparently feeling no force. This suggests that they could be probe representatives of BPS

excitations of the system. Indeed, it is natural to conjecture that the family that is also fixed

on the S3 is simply a probe representative of known superstrata excitations. The other family

is a little more surprising because it moves on the S3. This suggests that there may be new

excitations that are not BPS in the full six-dimensional geometry but could be BPS from the

perspective of three-dimensional supergravity discussed in [29,33–36].

The tidal forces encountered by the first family are unmodified from those of global AdS3,

while the second family encounters oscillating tidal forces of the same scale as those of a global

AdS3 geometry. It is possible that the small tidal forces encountered by probe is an artifact of

the particular single mode superstratum that we used here: The massless string indeed travels at

the speed of light but in our example, this motion is entirely on the S3, on which the corrugations

are very slowly varying. Corrugations with a high mode number on both the S3 and the AdS3
could result in larger tidal forces, however the amplitudes of the corrugations will decrease as

mode numbers increase.

Even though the tidal forces remain relatively modest, they can still become large enough,

within the range of the probe approximation, to excite a string. The corrugations in the metric

mean that the string probe develops a periodic mass term and this generically produces a much

stronger effect than the mere resonance of periodic force. A periodic mass term can result in

exponential growth of the excitations, with Lyapunov exponents that depend on the amplitude

of the variations and the proximity to a resonance with the string modes. One thus expects the

scrambling process to be chaotic.

More broadly, it was originally expected that for microstate geometries to reproduce the

black-hole-like behavior of trapping and scrambling of matter, it would require one to calculate

back-reactions and compute energy transfers between probes and the background geometries and
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fluxes. While these such back-reactions will be an essential part of the full story of microstate

geometries, one of the remarkable surprises of the last few years is that one can see the onset of

such trapping and scrambling entirely within a probe approximation [10–14, 23]: probes become

trapped in the cores of microstate geometries and scramble chaotically in quite a variety of

ways, even when the background geometry is fixed to that of a single (coherent combination of)

microstates. The fully back-reacted story will be much richer and far more complicated, but it

is very encouraging that this essential black-hole-like behavior is already visible within the most

basic of microstate geometries.
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