arXiv:2206.05873v2 [gr-qc] 20 Jun 2022

The metric of general rotating spacetimes

Changjun Gao^∗ National Astronomical Observatories, Chinese Academy of Sciences, 20A Datun Road, Beijing 100101, China

Abstract

We propose the metric for general rotating spacetimes. These spacetimes are stationary, axially symmetric and asymptotically flat in space. They can be the spacetimes outside of rotating black holes or rotating celestial bodies such as the Sun and the Earth. The metric functions are expanded in power series of distance. The angle variable appears in the expansion coefficients with the form of powers of cos θ.

∗ gaocj@nao.cas.cn

I. INTRODUCTION

The Einstein field equations are a set of nonlinear partial differential equations. Therefore, it is difficult to find the exact solutions. In view of this point, people turned to other ways instead of struggling with the Einstein equations, e.g. the Newman-Janis algorithm by using of the complex transformation [1], the Newman-Penrose formalism by using of the spinors [2], and the method of Backlund transformations [3]. Despite their great success in dealing with Einstein equations, these methods are technically complicated and expert-oriented.

In this study, we present an ansatz for the parameterizations of metric for general rotating spacetimes. Since it is the most general rotating spacetime, it is applicable to any theories of modified gravity. The ansatz originates from the idea of Taylor expansion and similar in spirit to the parameterized post-Newtonian approach (PPN) which describes the spacetime far away from the source [4]. One of the first parametrization for black holes was proposed by Johannsen and Psaltis [5]. They expressed the metric functions in terms of a Taylor expansion in powers of Newtonian potential. However, as pointed out by Refs. [6, 7], these parameterizations face a number of difficulties: (i) There are infinite number of roughly equally important parameters which make the parameterizations difficult to isolate the dominant ones. (ii) The parametrization can only be employed in the small deviations from General Relativity, but fails for other modified gravities. (iii) The adoption of the Janis-Newman transformations does not allow one to reproduce alternatives to the Kerr spacetime in alternatives of gravity theory.

For that reason, the Johannsen-Psaltis approach does not seem to be a robust and generic parametrization for rotating black holes. Considering this, Roman Konoplya, Luciano Rezzolla and Alexander Zhidenko proposed a parametric framework to describe the spacetime of axisymmetric black holes in generic metric theories of gravity. In particular, they used a continued-fraction expansion in terms of the radial distance. At the same time, a Taylor expansion in terms of the cosine function of the angular variable is taken. On the other hand, Delaporte, Eichhorn and Held [8] discussed the parameterizations of black-hole spacetimes in and beyond General Relativity and showed that the existing parameterizations are included in their new parameterizations.

In this work, we report a novel ansatz for the metric of general rotating spacetimes. The metric is motivated by the expansion of Kerr metric in isotropic coordinates. In detail, the metric functions are expanded into the sum of gravitational multipolar moments. This is different from the Refs. [5, 7, 8].

II. KERR SPACETIME IN ISOTROPIC COORDINATES

The Kerr spacetime in isotropic coordinates reads

ds^2 = g_{00}dt^2 + g_{11} ( dr^2 + r^2dθ^2 ) + g_{33}r^2 sin^2 θdϕ^2 + 2g_{03}r sin^2 θdtdϕ , (1)

with

g_{00} = − a^4 − 8a^2r^2 − 2a^2M^2 + (4r^2 − M^2)^2 + 16a^2r^2 cos^2 θ a^4 − 8a^2r^2 − 8Mra^2 − 2a^2M^2 + (2r + M)^4 + 16a^2r^2 cos^2 θ^2

, (2)

g_{11} = a^4 − 8a^2r^2 − 8a^2rM − 2a^2M^2 + (2r + M)^4 + 16a^2r^2 cos^2 θ 16r^4

, (3)

g_{03} = −

8 (−a^2 + 4r^2 + 4rM + M^2) aM a^4 − 8a^2r^2 − 8a^2rM − 2a^2M^2 + (2r + M)^4 + 16a^2r^2 cos^2 θ

, (4)

g_{33} = [ a^2 ( a^2 + 8r^2 − 8rM − 2M^2 ) + (2r + M)^4 + 4ar ( a^2 + 4r^2 − M^2 ) sin θ ] × [ a^2 (a^2 + 8r^2 − 8rM − 2M^2) + (2r + M)^4 − 4ar (a^2 + 4r^2 − M^2) sin θ ] 16r^4 [ a^2 (a^2 + 8r^2 − 8rM − 2M^2) + (2r + M)^4 + 16a^2r^2 cos^2 θ

] . (5)

Here M is the mass and a the angular momentum per unit mass, respectively, for the black hole. Expanding the metric functions into power series of inverse r, we obtain

g_{00} = −1 + 2M r − 2M^2 r^2 + M 2 · a^2 + 3M^2 − 4a^2 cos^2 θ r^3 + O ( 1 r^4 ) , (6)

g_{11} = 1 + 2M r − 1 2 · 3M^2 − a^2 + 2a^2 cos^2 θ

r^2 + 1 2 · M^3 − Ma^2 r^3 + (M^2 − a^2)^2

16r^4

, (7)

g_{33} = 1 + 2M r − 1 2 · 3M^2 + a^2

r^2 + M 2 · 3a^2 + M^2 − 4a^2 cos^2 θ r^3 + O ( 1 r^4 ) , (8)

g_{03} = − 2Ma r^2 + 2M^2a r^3 + 1 2 Ma (−a^2 − 3M^2 + 4a^2 cos^2 θ) r^4 + O ( 1 r^5 ) . (9)

Observing these expansions, we find there are two parameters M and a in the expressions. In the natural units, M, a and r have the same dimension. What is more, the function of cos θ (and its powers) appears in the numerators. Theses metric functions are the power series of inverse r and the angular variable θ is included in the expansion coefficients. These expansions are instructive since they clearly show the presence of Newtonian gravitational potential, the gravitational quadrupole, octupole and other higher moments for the mass distribution. However, it is subtle that all the multipolar moments are highly coupled to each other in the Kerr solution. In other words, the multipolar moments are not independent free parameters but determined by only two free parameters, the mass M and the specific angular momentum a. But in the case of real physical stars, the gravitational quadrupole, octupole and higher moments for the mass distribution are in principle independently specified. For example, the Earth has the shape of a pear. We need more free parameters to describe the spacetime outside of the Earth except for the mass M and the specific angular momentum a. Therefore, the Kerr solution cannot describe the exterior spacetime of the Earth. Of course, in practice the higher pole fields fall off very quickly such that the lowest multipolar dominates far away from the Earth. It is in the sense of asymptotics that the Kerr solution describes the exterior spacetime of a rotating object. In the light of this, we shall seek for the general rotating spacetimes among which the Kerr solution turns out to be a particular one.

III. PARAMETERISATIONS OF GENERAL ROTATING SPACETIMES

According to the usual Lewis-Papapetrou ansatz [9] for a stationary and axially symmetric, rotating spacetime with two Killing vector fields ξ = ∂_t , χ = ∂_ϕ, the corresponding metric in isotropic coordinates reads [10]

ds^2 = −fdt^2 + m f ( dr^2 + r^2dθ^2 ) + l f r^2 sin^2 θ ( dϕ − ω r dt )_2 , (10)

where f, m, l, ω are functions of only r and θ. This ansatz satisfies the circularity and Frobenius conditions [9, 11, 12]. The boundary conditions at infinity, f = m = l = 1, ω = 0, ensure that the solutions are asymptotically flat in space.

The global charges of the spacetime are determined from their asymptotic behaviour. In particular, expansion at infinity yields [10, 13]

f −→ 1 − 2M r , ω −→ 2Ma r^2

, (11)

determining the mass M =^1_2 lim_{r→∞} r^2∂_rf and the angular momentum J =^1_2 lim_{r→∞} r^2ω. Given the expansions of Kerr solution, we parameterize the metric functions as follows l = 1 + 1 r · ( a_1¯_0 + a_1¯_1 cos θ + a_1¯_2 cos^2 θ + a_1¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · ) + 1 r^2 · ( a_2¯_0 + a_2¯_1 cos θ + a_2¯_2 cos^2 θ + a_2¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · ) + 1 r^3 · ( a_3¯_0 + a_3¯_1 cos θ + a_3¯_2 cos^2 θ + a_3¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · ) + · · · , (12)

m = 1 + 1 r · ( b_1¯_0 + b_1¯_1 cos θ + b_1¯_2 cos^2 θ + b_1¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · ) + 1 r^2 · ( b_2¯_0 + b_2¯_1 cos θ + b_2¯_2 cos^2 θ + b_2¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · ) + 1 r^3 · ( b_3¯_0 + b_3¯_1 cos θ + a_3¯_2 cos^2 θ + b_3¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · ) + · · · , (13)

f = 1 + 1 r · ( c_1¯_0 + c_1¯_1 cos θ + c_1¯_2 cos^2 θ + c_1¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · ) + 1 r^2 · ( c_2¯_0 + c_2¯_1 cos θ + c_2¯_2 cos^2 θ + c_2¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · ) + 1 r^3 · ( c_3¯_0 + c_3¯_1 cos θ + c_3¯_2 cos^2 θ + c_3¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · ) + · · · , (14) ω = 1 r^2 [ d_0 + 1 r · ( d_1¯_0 + d_1¯_1 cos θ + d_1¯_2 cos^2 θ + d_1¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · )

+ 1 r^2 · ( d_2¯_0 + c_2¯_1 cos θ + d_2¯_2 cos^2 θ + d_2¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · )

+ 1 r^3 · ( d_3¯_0 + d_3¯_1 cos θ + d_3¯_2 cos^2 θ + c_3¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · ) + · · · , ] . (15)

These parameterizations satisfy the boundary conditions ∂_θl = ∂_θm = ∂_θf = ∂_θω = 0 on the symmetry axis (θ = 0) which is imposed by axial symmetry and regularity of the spacetime. The absence of conical singularities implies also l = m at θ = 0. As mentioned earlier, these expansions clearly illustrate the terms of gravitational multipolar moments.

Then the vacuum Einstein equations G_{μν} = 0 give the nonvanishing coefficients as presented in the Appendix A. Then we obtain

g_{00} = −f + lω^2 sin^2 θ f = −1 − c_1¯_0 r − 1 2 c^2_{1¯0} + c_2¯_1 cos θ r^2 + (_1 2 c_1¯_0a_2¯_0 + 3c_3¯_0 −^1_2 c^3_{1¯0} ) cos^2 θ − c_1¯_0c_2¯_1 cos θ − c_3¯_0 r^3

+ · · · , (16)

g_{11} = m f = 1 − c_1¯_0 r + 1 4 c^2_{1¯0} − a_2¯_0 − c_2¯_1 cos θ +

(_1 4 c^2_{1¯0} + 2a_2¯_0 ) cos^2 θ r^2 + 1 r^3 · [ (4a_3¯_1 + c_1¯_0c_2¯_1) cos^3 θ − ( 3 2 c_1¯_0a_2¯_0 − 3c_3¯_0 + 3 4 c^3_{1¯0} ) cos^2 θ − 3a_3¯_1 cos θ

−c_3¯_0 + 1 4 c^3_{1¯0} + c_1¯_0a_2¯_0 ] + · · · , (17)

g_{33} = l f = 1 − c_1¯_0 r + 1 2 c^2_{1¯0} + a_2¯_0 − c_2¯_1 cos θ r^2 + 1 r^3 · [( 1 2 c_1¯_0a_2¯_0 + 3c_3¯_0 − 1 2 c^3_{1¯0} ) cos^2 θ

+ (c_1¯_0c_2¯_1 + a_3¯_1) cos θ − c_3¯_0 − a_2¯_0c_1¯_0] + · · · , (18)

g_{03} = − lω f = − d_0 r^2 − 1 2 d_0c_1¯_0 + d_1¯_1 cos θ

r^3 + ( 5d_2¯_0 − 6d_0c^2_{1¯0} +^9_2 d_0a_2¯_0 ) cos^2 θ − ( d_0c_2¯_1 +^1_3 c_1¯_0d_1¯_1 ) cos θ − d_2¯_0 − d_0a_2¯_0 + d_0c^2_{1¯0} r^4 + · · · . (19)

They describe the spacetime outside any finite, axially symmetric and rotating objects. By choosing different set of constant coefficients, we would obtain different rotating spacetime for vacuum Einstein equations. For example, if we fix

c_1¯_0 = −2M , d_0 = 2Ma , (20)

and express the other coefficients with M and a as follows,

a_2¯_0 = 1 2 ( a^2 − M^2 ) , c_2¯_1 = 0 , c_3¯_0 = − 1 2 M ( a^2 + 3M^2 ) , · · · · ·· , (21) we would obtain the Kerr spacetime. As noted, all the multipolar moments are subtly and highly related to each other in the Kerr solution. Therefore, the Kerr spacetime is not for a real rotating celestial body, but for a rotating black hole.

At such a time, we had better make some supplementary explanations on Kerr solution. Birkhoff theorem tells us that any spherically symmetric solution to the vacuum Einstein equations must be static and asymptotically flat. This means that the exterior solution (i.e. the spacetime outside of a spherical, non-rotating, gravitating body) must be given by the Schwarzschild metric. However, the situation is complicated for rotating spacetimes.

In the first place, we should emphasize that there is actually no Birkhoff-like theorem for axisymmetric spacetimes in General Relativity. In fact, it is not the truth that the spacetime in the vacuum region outside a generic rotating star (or the earth and planet) must be a part of the Kerr spacetime [14, 15]. The much milder statement is that outside a rotating star (or a planet) the spacetime asymptotically approaches the Kerr solution [16]. A remarkable fact for this point is that in the Kerr solution all the multipolar moments are highly related to each other. In contrast, the solutions (16-19) allow many free parameters such as the mass c_1¯_0, the angular momentum d_0, the “gravitational dipole” c_2¯_1, the gravitational quadrupole c_2¯_0 and so on. In this sense, the metric given in Eqs. (16-19) describe the spacetime of vacuum region outside any finite, axially symmetric and rotating objects.

IV. ROTATING SPACETIME WITH SCALAR HAIR

The parameterizations for rotating spacetimes can be applied to non-vacuum Einstein equations and the modified theories of gravity. In this section, we consider the Einstein equations with the energy-momentum tensor of massless scalar field as an example. The Einstein equations with massless scalar field and the equation of motion for the scalar can be written as

R_{μν} = 1 2 ∇_μφ∇_ν φ , ∇_μ∇^μφ = 0 , (22)

with φ is the scalar field. In order to obtain an asymptotically flat spacetime, we can parameterize the scalar field as follows

φ = q_1¯_0 + q_1¯_1 cos θ + q_1¯_2 cos^2 θ + q_1¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · r + q_2¯_0 + q_2¯_1 cos θ + q_2¯_2 cos^2 θ + q_2¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · r^2 + q_3¯_0 + q_3¯_1 cos θ + q_3¯_2 cos^2 θ + q_3¯_3 cos^3 θ + · · · r^3

+ · · · , (23) and the metric functions are parameterized as given by Eqs. (12-15). We find from the Einstein equations and the equation of motion for the scalar that

g_{00} = −f + lω^2 sin^2 θ f = −1 − c_1¯_0 r − 1 2 c^2_{1¯0} + c_2¯_1 cos θ r^2 + (_1 2 c_1¯_0a_2¯_0 + 3c_3¯_0 −^1_2 c^3_{1¯0} ) cos^2 θ − c_1¯_0c_2¯_1 cos θ − c_3¯_0 r^3

+ · · · , (24)

g_{11} = m f = 1 − c_1¯_0 r + 1 4 c^2_{1¯0} − a_2¯_0 −^1_{16} q^2_{1¯0} − c_2¯_1 cos θ +

(_1 4 c^2_{1¯0} + 2a_2¯_0 +^1_{16} q^2_{1¯0} ) cos^2 θ r^2 + 1 r^3 · [ (4a_3¯_1 + c_1¯_0c_2¯_1) cos^3 θ − ( 3 2 c_1¯_0a_2¯_0 − 3c_3¯_0 + 3 4 c^3_{1¯0} + 1 16 c_1¯_0q^2_{1¯0} ) cos^2 θ − 3a_3¯_1 cos θ

−c_3¯_0 + 1 4 c^3_{1¯0} + c_1¯_0a_2¯_0 + 1 16 c_1¯_0q^2_{1¯0} ] + · · · , (25)

g_{33} = l f = 1 − c_1¯_0 r + 1 2 c^2_{1¯0} + a_2¯_0 − c_2¯_1 cos θ

r^2 + 1 r^3 · [( 1 2 c_1¯_0a_2¯_0 + 3c_3¯_0 − 1 2 c^3_{1¯0} ) cos^2 θ

+ (c_1¯_0c_2¯_1 + a_3¯_1) cos θ − c_3¯_0 − a_2¯_0c_1¯_0] + · · · , (26)

g_{03} = − lω f = − d_0 r^2 − 1 2 d_0c_1¯_0 + d_1¯_1 cos θ

r^3 + ( 5d_2¯_0 − 6d_0c^2_{1¯0} +^9_2 d_0a_2¯_0 ) cos^2 θ − ( d_0c_2¯_1 +^1_3 c_1¯_0d_1¯_1 ) cos θ − d_2¯_0 − d_0a_2¯_0 + d_0c^2_{1¯0} r^4

+ · · · ,(27) φ = q_1¯_0 r − 1 6 a_2¯_0q_1¯_0

r^3

+ · · · , (28)

with the nonvanishing coefficients given in Appendix B. They constitute the most general stationary, axially symmetric and asymptotically flat solution to the Einstein equations with massless scalar field. For comparison, Janis-Newman-Winicour [17] obtained the most general static spherically symmetric and asymptotically flat solution to the Einstein-massless-scalar field equations which has the line element as follows [17, 18]

ds^2 = − ( 1 − 2M √ 1 + η^2 r ) 1_{√1+η2}

dt^2 + ( 1 − 2M √ 1 + η^2 r )_− 1_{√1+η2} dr^2

+ ( 1 − 2M √ 1 + η^2 r )_{1−} 1_{√1+η2}

r^2 ( dθ^2 + sin^2 θdϕ^2 ) , (29)

with η defined as the ratio of “scalar charge” q to the black hole mass M, η ≡ q M . (30)

The scalar field is given by ϕ = η √ 1 + η^2 ln ( 1 − 2M √ 1 + η^2 r ) . (31)

There are two parameters, the black hole mass M and the “scalar charge” q for the solution. By switching off the “scalar charge” one recovers the well-known Schwarzschild solution. Compared with the static solution, the rotating one has richer physical content. This is signified by the vast number of independent and free parameters, for instance, the mass c_1¯_0, the angular momentum d_0, the scalar hair q_1¯_0 and so on.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We know that if the scale of the object we observe, is much smaller than the distance to us, the spacetime far away from the object is perfectly described by the Schwarzschild spacetime. That is because the effect of rotation decays faster than the mass with the increase of distance. But with the decrease of distance, we would find the Lense-Thirring metric [19] which is for a slowly rotating point mass describes the object very well compared to the Schwarzschild metric. If we come still nearer, we would detect the effects of the scalar hair, the gravitational quadrupole, octupole and so on if these do exist in the celestial body. We believe the general rotating solution derived in the above sections is applicable to the observations of the actual celestial bodies from far to near.

As a comparison, the gravitational potential outside of the Earth’s (or other celestial object’s) can be described by series of spherical harmonics in Newtonian gravity. Of course, the gravitational potential outside of any shape of objects can be represented by a series of spherical harmonics in Newtonian gravity. That is because the corresponding gravitational potentials satisfy the Laplace equation according to Newtonian gravity. However, it is not the case in General Relativity. Different from the Laplace equation, the Einstein equations are nonlinear. So the metric functions are in general not determined by linear Laplace equations such that they are not allowed to be expanded into series of spherical harmonics as shown in Eqs. (12-15).

VI. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work is partially supported by the NSFC under grants 11633004 and 11773031.

Appendix A: the nonvanishing coefficients for vacuum Einstein equations

d_1¯_0 = 3 2 c_1¯_0d_0 , b_2¯_0 = − 1 4 c^2_{1¯0} − a_2¯_0 , b_2¯_2 = 1 4 c^2_{1¯0} + 2a_2¯_0 , c_2¯_0 = 1 2 c^2_{1¯0} , d_2¯_1 = 2d_0c_2¯_1 + 4 3 c_1¯_0d_1¯_1 ,

d_2¯_2 = −5d_2¯_0 + 6d_0c^2_{1¯0} − 9 2 d_0a_2¯_0 , b_3¯_1 = −3a_3¯_1 − c_1¯_0c_2¯_1 , b_3¯_3 = 4a_3¯_1 + c_1¯_0c_2¯_1 , c_3¯_1 = c_1¯_0c_2¯_1 ,

c_3¯_2 = 1 2 c^3_{1¯0} − 1 2 c_1¯_0a_2¯_0 − 3c_3¯_0 , d_3¯_0 = − 1 4 c_1¯_0d_0a_2¯_0 + 7 4 d_0c_3¯_0 + 5 4 c_1¯_0d_2¯_0 − 9 8 c^3_{1¯0}d_0 − 1 12 c_2¯_1d_1¯_1 ,

d_3¯_2 = 69 8 c^3_{1¯0}d_0 − 27 4 c_1¯_0d_0a_2¯_0 − 25 4 c_1¯_0d_2¯_0 − 27 4 d_0c_3¯_0 + 7 4 c_2¯_1d_1¯_1 ,

d_3¯_3 = 22 3 c_1¯_0d_0c_2¯_1 − 7 3 d_3¯_1 − 9 4 d_0a_3¯_1 − 2a_2¯_0d_1¯_1 + 20 9 c^2_{1¯0}d_1¯_1 , · · · · · · . (A1)

Appendix B: the nonvanishing coefficients for Einstein-massless-scalar equations

d_1¯_0 = 3 2 c_1¯_0d_0 , b_2¯_0 = − 1 4 c^2_{1¯0} − a_2¯_0 − 1 16 q^2_{1¯0} , b_2¯_2 = 1 4 c^2_{1¯0} + 2a_2¯_0 + 1 16 q^2_{1¯0} , c_2¯_0 = 1 2 c^2_{1¯0} ,

d_2¯_1 = 2d_0c_2¯_1 + 4 3 c_1¯_0d_1¯_1 , d_2¯_2 = −5d_2¯_0 + 6d_0c^2_{1¯0} − 9 2 d_0a_2¯_0 , b_3¯_1 = −3a_3¯_1 − c_1¯_0c_2¯_1 ,

b_3¯_3 = 4a_3¯_1 + c_1¯_0c_2¯_1 , c_3¯_1 = c_1¯_0c_2¯_1 , c_3¯_2 = 1 2 c^3_{1¯0} − 1 2 c_1¯_0a_2¯_0 − 3c_3¯_0 , q_3¯_0 = 1 6 a_2¯_0q_1¯_0 ,

d_3¯_0 = − 1 4 c_1¯_0d_0a_2¯_0 + 7 4 d_0c_3¯_0 + 5 4 c_1¯_0d_2¯_0 − 9 8 c^3_{1¯0}d_0 − 1 12 c_2¯_1d_1¯_1 ,

d_3¯_2 = 69 8 c^3_{1¯0}d_0 − 27 4 c_1¯_0d_0a_2¯_0 − 25 4 c_1¯_0d_2¯_0 − 27 4 d_0c_3¯_0 + 7 4 c_2¯_1d_1¯_1 ,

d_3¯_3 = 22 3 c_1¯_0d_0c_2¯_1 − 7 3 d_3¯_1 − 9 4 d_0a_3¯_1 − 2a_2¯_0d_1¯_1 + 20 9 c^2_{1¯0}d_1¯_1 , · · · · · · . (B1)

[1] E. T. Newman and A. I. Janis, J. Math. Phys. 6, 915 (1965).

[2] R. Penrose, W. Rindler, Spinors and space-time. Cambridge U.P, Cambridge; 1984.

[3] K. Harrison, Phys. Rev. Lett. 41, 1835 (1978)Phys. Rev. Lett. 1978;41:1835.

[4] C. M. Will, Living Rev. Relativity. 9, 3 (2006).

[5] T. Johannsen and D. Psaltis, Phys. Rev. D 83, 124051 (2011).

[6] V. Cardoso, P. Pani and J. Rico, Phys. Rev. D 89, 064007 (2014).

[7] R. Konoplya, L. Rezzolla, and A. Zhidenko, Phys. Rev. D 93, 064015 (2016).

[8] H. Delaporte, A. Eichhorn and A. Held, arXiv:2203.00105 [gr-qc]. [9] R. M. Wald, General Relativity (University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 1984) [10] B. Kleihaus and J. Kunz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 3704 (2001).

[11] A. Papapetrou, Ann. Inst. H. Poincare A4 1966 83; B. Carter, J. Math. Phys. 10, 70 (1969). [12] M. Heusler, Black Hole Uniqueness Theorems, (Cambrigde University Press, 1996). [13] J. N. Islam, Rotating fields in general relativity (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1985) [14] David Wiltshire, Matt Visser, and Susan Scott (editors), The Kerr spacetime: Rotating black holes in general relativity, Cambridge University Press, 2009.

[15] R. P. Kerr, “Gravitational Collapse And Rotation,” Published in Quasi-stellar sources and gravitational collapse, edited by Ivor Robinson, Alfred Schild, and E. L. Schucking (University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 1965), pages 99-102.

[16] J. Skakala and M. Visser, arXiv:0903.2128 [gr-qc].

[17] A. I. Janis, E. T. Newman and J. Winicour, Phys. Rev. Lett. 20, 878 (1968). [18] K. S. Virbhadra, 1997, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 12, 4831 (1997). [19] J. Lense and H. Thirring, Physik. Zeitschr. 19, 156-163 (1918).