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Abstract

The first exact and analytical solution representing an equilibrium configuration of two stationary black holes,
in general relativity, is presented. The metric models two collinear extremal Kerr black holes immersed into
an external and back-reacting rotating tidal drag. The gravitational attraction is balanced by the repulsive
gravitational spin-spin interaction generated by the interplay between black holes angular momenta with
the rotational background. The new solution is built by embedding the double Kerr metric into a swirling
universe by means of the Ehlers transformation. The geometry is completely regular outside the event
horizons. Thermodynamic properties of the binary black hole system are studied, the Smarr law, the first
law and the Christodoulou-Ruffini formulas are verified. Microscopic degrees of freedom of the entropy are
computed from the dual CFT living on the boundary of the near horizon geometries.
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1 Introduction
The discovery of the double rotating black hole of the Kerr type in 1980 [1], opened to a possible equilibrium
configuration between spinning black holes. In fact, in general relativity, a repulsive non-Newtonian effect,
involving the angular momenta of the masses can occur1. Unfortunately it was proven that it is not possible
to balance the gravitational attraction of the two Kerr sources by means of their gravitational spin-spin
interaction [3], [4], because the angular momentum of at least one of the black holes has to grow as much
to reach a hyper-extremality configuration [2]. That means that, at least one of the two sources, is a naked
singularity.

While this is the case for a couple of standard Kerr masses in an asymptotically flat scenario, things may
change in the presence of an extra rotational background whose tidal forces affect the angular momentum
of the black hole and non-linearly interact with it, without breaking the event horizon. To do so, we plan to
embed the asymptotically flat double Kerr solution into the rotational background provided by the so called
“swirling universe” [5], which is a regular axial symmetric stationary rotating spacetime with a gradient
of rotation growing in the azimuthal direction, so it spins in an opposite way for different positivity of the
z-coordinate and it is null on the equatorial plane2. We can think of it as the rotational equivalent of
the Bonnor-Melvin magnetic universe; in fact it shares with it numerous properties, but it does not need an
electromagnetic field strength (nor any other energy momentum tensor). First of all, both spacetimes are not
asymptotically flat. Then as the magnetic universe can be analytically generated by a Lie-point symmetry of
the Ernst’s equations, the Harrison transformation [8], the swirling background can be obtained thanks to the
Ehlers transformation of the Ernst’s equations. Actually, because of this symmetry transformation, we are
able to immerse any given axisymmetric and stationary spacetime into the swirling universe [5]. This strategy
is inspired by a recent result [31] about the removal of the conical singularity from the rotating C-metric,
precisely because of the interaction of the angular momentum black hole with the swirling background. Since
the C-metric can be considered as a near horizon zoom, close to the big constituent, of a binary black hole
system, this procedure may reveals successful also outside the near horizon limit of a black hole couple.

Thus, in practice, the aim of this paper is to generate the new solution which will be a one parameter
generalisation of the double Kerr spacetime, where the extra parameter introduced by the Lie-point symmetry
is exactly the intensity of the external back reacting rotational tidal forces. This will be done in section 2.1.
Then, in section 2.2, the axis of symmetry is studied to understand if possible equilibrium configuration of
the two spinning black holes are possible, that means removing all the possible conical singularities from
the spacetime. In section 2.3 some physical and thermodynamic properties of the new spacetime such as
the mass, the angular momentum, the Smarr law and the second law of thermodynamics are examinated.
Finally, in section 2.4, the duality of the near horizon geometry of the extremal event horizons with a
two dimensional conformal field theory allows us to compute the entropy of the system from a microscopic
perspective. Moreover the relation of the near horizon geometry of the swirling binary with the standard
extremal Kerr metric helps us to confirm the results about the conserved charges.

In the realm of general relativity, exact, analytical and regular (outside the event horizons) black hole
binary solutions at equilibrium are very scarce. According to the authors’ knowledge the only one completely
regular is given by the binary system inside an expanding bubble of nothing [16]. There are also other
examples of Bach-Weyl binaries regularised by a multipolar external gravitational field, look at [13], [14] and
[15] for charged, rotating and accelerating systems. However these latter examples can be better considered
as local models not too far from the sources, because the curvature scalar invariants grow unbounded at

1Actually repulsive interactions in gravity are not uncommon. Even in the Newtonian solar system model, planets, due to
their revolutionary motion, follow stable elliptical orbits and they do not collapse on the Sun.

2The swirling background metric was probably firstly found in [6], even thought it was not physically interpreted there.
More properties about black holes in the swirling background can be found in [5] and [7].
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spatial infinity close to the azimuthal axis. In the presence of the Maxwell electromagnetic field the spectrum
of possibilities is wider because the electromagnetic force can balance the gravitational attraction. In fact
it is well known the Majumdar-Papapetrou solution [10], [11], [12], its cosmological generalisations [17], [18]
or the black di-hole [19], [20]. Few other examples were obtained recently numerically in the presence of a
cosmological constant [22], [23] or of a complex scalar field [24], [25].

Nevertheless in Einstein’s theory of gravitation a rotating analytical exact solution representing a binary
black hole, regular outside the horizon, is still missing. The purpose of this article is to fill this gap, while
providing an unexpected way to balance the equilibrium configuration.

2 Double Kerr black holes in the swirling universe

2.1 Generation of the extremal solution
As discovered by Ernst in [26], the Einstein field equations for pure general relativity in vacuum, i.e. Rµν = 0
can be cast, for axisymmetric and stationary spacetimes described by the Lewis-Weyl-Papapetrou metric,

ds2 = −f(dφ− ωdt)2 + f−1[
ρ2dt2 − e2γ

(
dρ2 + dz2)]

, (2.1)

as the complex Ernst equation (
E + E∗)

∇2E = 2 ∇⃗E · ∇⃗E . (2.2)

Where the gravitational Ernst potential E(ρ, z) is defined as

E := f + ih , (2.3)

such that
∇⃗h := −f2

ρ
e⃗φ × ∇⃗ω . (2.4)

The differential operators are thought as standard flat cylindrical Laplacian and gradient in three spatial
dimensions (spanned by the orthonormal base {e⃗ρ, e⃗z, e⃗φ}). Because of the stationarity and axisymmetry,
the spacetime geometry possesses at least a commuting couple of independent Killing vectors (∂t, ∂φ). Fur-
thermore all the functions depend, at most, on the non-Killing coordinates, the Weyl ones (ρ, z).
The advantage of the Ernst’s equation (2.2), with respect to the equivalent vacuum Einstein equations
Rµν = 0, consists in the fact that the relevant degrees of freedom are properly separated, so the field equa-
tions for determining the γ(ρ, z) function in (2.1) is completely decoupled from the system. Hence the γ(ρ, z)
function can be determined after obtaining f(ρ, z) and ω(ρ, z). Another advantage of the Ernst’s equation
is that it is explicitly invariant under the Ehlers transformation

E → Ê = E
1 + iȷE . (2.5)

The above transformation maps a given axisymmetric and stationary solution of the Einstein’s equations,
which is called seed, into another vacuum solution of the same kind. In this case note that the γ function
remains invariant under the Ehlers transformation; therefore there is no need to explicitly write down the
system of partial differential equations γ obeys, for more details about that see [27]. Note however that the
γ field equations are not included in (2.2), which instead are a couple of real equations for determining f

and ω.
The Ehlers transformation acts on a given seed in two different ways, depending if combined with the discrete
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conjugation symmetry of the Lewis-Weyl-Papapetrou metric, as described in [5]. It could add3 the NUT
parameter [27] or it could embed the seed into a rotating background dubbed swirling universe [5]. Often in
the first case it is called electric, while in the second magnetic Ehlers transformation.

In this article we are interested in this latter case: we would like to generate, through the Ehlers map a
binary rotating black hole solution that can balance its gravitational attraction thanks to the gravitational
spin-spin interaction. The spin-spin interaction is a non-Newtonian effect peculiar of metric theories of
gravity, such as general relativity, which can have a repulsive effect on the rotating masses of the system [3].
Unfortunately this effect is not sufficient for balancing a couple of standard isolated Kerr black holes, because
the angular momentum of at least one of the two constituents has to be so big that it prevents the presence
of the event horizon: at least one of the two sources has to be hyper extremal [2], [4].

Therefore our plan to take advantage of the spin-spin interaction, without spoiling the black hole inter-
pretation, consists in adding an external, back reacting rotation, as the one introduced by the Ehlers map
(2.5). The rotating background should interact with the black binary influencing the angular momentum of
the components and providing the necessary repulsion to balance them.
The simpler setting one might think is the embedding of the double Schwarzschild black hole, i.e. the Bach-
Weyl metric [29], into the swirling universe. Unfortunately this approach is not effective because the black
holes, despite the rotating tidal forces, do not acquire angular momentum, therefore the spin-spin interac-
tion is absent. This attempt is summarized in appendix A. So it seems that the seed angular momentum
is necessary in our scheme; then the next simplest black hole binary solution we can consider is the double
Kerr black hole. In order to keep the computation as simple as possible we focus on a specialization of the
Kerr binary where the two sources have the same mass but opposite angular momentum and moreover they
are extremal [30]. The counterrotating feature is relevant to keep the generated solution simple because the
rotating background has opposite rotation with respect to the equatorial plane too, while the extremality
and the mass symmetry reduce the complexity of the spacetime to only two integration constants. The
generic axisymmetric and stationary metric, after the change to prolate spherical coordinates (x, y), defined
as

ρ = k
√

(x2 − 1)(1 − y2) , z = kxy , (2.6)

can be written in terms of functions of the Lewis-Weyl-Papapetrou metric (2.1) as4

ds = −f(dφ− ωdt)2 + 1
f

[
k2(x2 − 1)(1 − y2)dt2 − e2γk2(x2 − y2)

(
dx2

x2 − 1 + dy2

1 − y2

)]
, (2.7)

with

f(x, y) = −D

N
ρ2 + 16W 2y2α2ρ4

k2DN
, (2.8)

ω(x, y) = − 4kNWyα

D2k2 − 16W 2y2α2ρ2 ,

γ(x, y) = D2k2ρ2 − 16W 2y2α2ρ4

k2N(x2 − y2)4(1 + α2)2 ,

3The actual effect of this kind of Ehlers transformation is the partial or total rotation of the mass into the NUT parameter.
Its action on an asymptotically flat spacetime is studied [28].

4Note that in [30] the functions f, ω, γ look like different just because here we are considering the conjugate version of the
Lewis-Weyl-Papapetrou metric, more details about the conjugate LWP metric can be found in [5]. However the two metrics are
exactly the same. If we use the LWP metric without conjugation we would obtain after the Ehlers transformation an extremal
double Kerr-NUT binary.
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where

N(x, y) = [(x2 − 1)2 + α2(x2 − y2)2]2 − 16α2x2y2(x2 − 1)(1 − y2) ,
D(x, y) = {x4 − 1 + α2(x2 − y2)2 + 2x[b(x2 − 1) + cα(x2 − y2)]}2 + 4[α(x2 + y2 − 2x2y2) + cx(1 − y2)]2,
W (x, y) = cα(x2 − y2)(3x2 + y2) + b(3x4 + 6x2 − 1) + 8x3 ,

k = M
a2 +M2

a2 −M2 , α = 2Ma

a2 −M2 , b = a2 −M2

a2 +M2 , c = 2Ma

a2 +M2 . (2.9)

The two integration constants of the solution are a and M , where a2 > M2 and M > 0. They roughly are
related to the angular momentum and the mass of the black holes, but also to the other relevant physical
quantity which is the (coordinate) distance d between the two black holes5, with

d = 2k = 2M(a2 +M2)
a2 −M2 . (2.10)

The positions of the two event horizons are located in (x = 1, y = ±1). The condition a2 > M2 does not
mean that the solution is hyper-extremal, as would be in the single Kerr case [4], [30]. From the asymptotic
falloff of the metric or of the conjugate6 Ernst potential

Ē = 1 − 4M
r

+ 8M2

r2 + O
(

1
r3

)
, (2.11)

in spherical coordinates (for large values of the radial coordinate, r = kx, y = cos θ), we can directly read the
mass and the angular momentum of the black hole binary. Indeed comparing (2.11) with the Ernst potential
of a generic asymptotically flat solution with mass M̃ and angular momentum J̃ ,

Ẽ = 1 − 2(M̃ − iB̃)
r

+ (z∗ + 2iJ̃) cos θ + const

r2 + O
(

1
r3

)
, (2.12)

where M̃, B̃, J̃ are respectively the total mass, NUT parameter, angular momentum of the system, we infer
that the total mass of the seed solution is M̃ = 2M while its total angular momentum is zero J̃ = 0.
These values reflect the fact that the constituents have the same mass M and opposite angular momentum,
because they are specular and counterrotating; however for more precise details about the conserved charges
see section 2.3.

Notice that this spacetime does not admit a non-trivial equilibrium configuration between the two grav-
itational sources, because of the dominant gravitational attraction. From a physical point of view it means
that the two masses have to be sustained by the presence of a couple of external pulling cosmic strings or
kept apart by a rod in between the two constituents, on the z-axis. From a geometrical point of view these
strings or the rod are interpreted as conical singularities: a deficit or excess angle around the symmetry axis
on the three different regions delimited by the two event horizons. So strictly speaking this spacetime should
not be considered a pure vacuum solution, but a delta-like energy momentum tensor modelling the strings
or the strut should be introduced. In the case of the strut the energy conditions are not respected, while the
strings are infinitely long. Hence the spacetime is not regular outside the event horizons, bringing in some
issues related to the fundamental hypothesis of smoothness of the manifold and the black hole interpretation.
Moreover there is no astrophysical observation, nor other phenomenological or experimental trace of such

5In these coordinates the extremal black hole event horizons reduce to a point, so the distance between the black holes or
their centres coincides.

6The Ernst potential conjugate to the one in (2.3) is defined in a similar way but starting from the conjugate LWP metric
with respect to the one in eq. (2.1), for more details see [5]. The explicit expression for the conjugate Ernst potential for the
seed metric is given in [30].
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conical singularities, so far. These are our main motivations to improve this picture by introducing a physical
mechanism that can remove the conical singularities to remain with a regular spacetime in the domain of
outer communications and to provide a mechanical reason to prevent the gravitational collapse by balancing
the two black holes. The solution generating technique based on the symmetries of the Ernst equations can
help us to generalise the extremal double Kerr metric and it will add the necessary features to address these
issues.

To embed the above seed (2.8)-(2.9) into the rotating background we have first to find the seed Ernst
potential E as defined in (2.3). First of all we need to determine h using the equation (2.4), but taking into
account that in the new (x, y, φ) coordinates, defined in (2.6), the gradient takes the form

∇⃗h = e⃗x

k

√
x2 − 1
x2 − y2 ∂xh + e⃗y

k

√
1 − y2

x2 − y2 ∂yh + e⃗φ ∂φh

k
√

(x2 − 1)(1 − y2)
. (2.13)

The resulting h(x, y) is

h = 2M
a

(a2 +M2)
[
3x− x3 + (1 − x2)2H

K

]
, (2.14)

with

H = a104a4M4(a−M)(a+M)
(
−x4 (

12y2 + 1
)

+ 4x2 (
y4 + 9y2 − 3

)
+ 2x6 − 16y6 + 26y4 − 12y2 + 1

)
+ 2a4M4x

(
a2 +M2) (

−3x4 (
8y2 + 3

)
+ x2 (

30y4 + 36y2 + 1
)

+ 5x6 + 6y2 (
−8y4 + y2 + 2

)
− 9

)
+ 2a2M2 (

a6 −M6) (
12

(
6x2 − 1

)
y4 − 8

(
3x4 + 7x2 − 1

)
y2 + 6x6 − 7x4 + 28x2 + 1

)
+ a2M2x

(
a6 +M6) (

12
(
7x2 + 3

)
y4 − 8

(
2x4 + 13x2 + 3

)
y2 + 5x6 − x4 + 23x2 + 29

)
+ a10(x− 2)(x+ 1)6 +M10(x− 1)6(x+ 2) ,

K = 8a4M4x(a−M)(a+M)
(
−6

(
x2 − 3

)
y4 − 6

(
x4 − 4x2 + 3

)
y2 + x6 + x4 − 11x2 − 8y6 + 5

)
+ 2a4M4 (

a2 +M2) (
−4x6 (

6y2 + 1
)

+ 2x4 (
6y2 (

y2 + 4
)

− 7
)

+ 4x2 (
−8y6 + 6y4 − 6y2 + 1

)
+ +5x8 + 8y8 − 4y4 + 1

)
+ a10(x− 1)2(x+ 1)6 +M10(x− 1)6(x+ 1)2

+ 4a2M2x
(
a6 −M6) (

4
(
5x2 − 3

)
y4 − 4

(
3x4 + 4x2 − 3

)
y2 + 3x6 + x4 + 9x2 − 5

)
+ a2M2 (

a6 +M6) (
−16

(
x4 + 6x2 − 3

)
x2y2 + 8

(
1 − 3x2)2

y4 + 5x8 + 4x6 + 38x4 − 12x2 − 3
)
.

Then, thanks to (2.3), we can write the seed Ernst potential E = f + ih for the seed metric (2.8). This value
can be plugged into the Ehlers transformation (2.5) to get the new solution in terms of the Ernst potential

Ê = E
1 + iȷE = f̂ + iĥ (2.15)

To express this solution in the metric form one needs to extract f̂ as the real part of Ê:

f̂(x, y) = f

(1 − ȷh)2 + ȷ2f2 (2.16)

and solve the eq. (2.4) from the imaginary part of the transformed Ernst potential, i.e. ĥ, to get ω̂(x, y),
which is reported in appendix B. Finally the generated metric reads7

d̂s
2

= −f(∆φdφ− ω̂dt)2

(1 − ȷh)2 + ȷ2f2 + (1 − ȷh)2 + ȷ2f2

f

[
k2(x2 − 1)(1 − y2)dt2 − e2γk2(x2 − y2)

(
dx2

x2 − 1 + dy2

1 − y2

)]
.

(2.17)
7A Mathematica notebook containing the generated solution is provided in the arxiv source files.
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This metric represents the extremal and counterrotating double Kerr black hole binary embedded into the
swirling universe. ȷ is a real parameter of the Lie-point transformation (2.5), so when it vanishes the met-
ric recovers the locally asymptotically flat seed (2.1), (2.8)-(2.9). ȷ can be considered an extra integrating
constant and it determines the intensity frame dragging due to the rotating background. The rotating back-
ground is generated by a couple of rotating black holes at infinity that are infinitely far away on the axis
of symmetry. Similarly, the Bonnor-Melvin universe is generated by a couple of Reissner-Nordstrom black
holes infinitely far away [21].
Note that, because of (2.16), gφφ shares the same sign of the seed gφφ by construction; hence if the seed
is not affected by closed time-like curves, the same property is inherited by the generated metric, after the
Ehlers transformation.
We have introduced the gauge parameter ∆φ to better control the presence of conical singularities as de-
scribed in the section below. It basically corresponds to a rescaling of the angle φ or equivalently a change
of its range. We prefer to leave the range of the azimuthal angle as usual, i.e. φ ∈ [0, 2π), while showing
explicitly in the metric ∆φ, which finally can be fixed to enhance the metric smoothness.

2.2 Removal of conical singularities: rotating black hole binary at equilibrium
In case we want to have a legitimate black hole binary configuration, the metric must not be plagued by
conical singularities. To check if this is possible we compute on the z-axis, outside the event horizons, the
ratio between a small circle around the z-axis L = 2π√

gφφ and its polar radius R = ρ
√
gzz, that is

lim
ρ→0

L

R
= lim

ρ→0

2π
ρ

√
gφφ

gzz
. (2.18)

If this quantity is 2π there are no conical singularities, otherwise we can have conical deficit or excess
respectively when (2.18) is smaller or bigger than 2π. Note that to do this computation we are using the
Weyl cylindrical coordinates (t, ρ, z, φ) related to the prolate spherical ones by the inverse transformation of
(2.6), which can be written as follows

x = 1
2k

(√
ρ2 + (z + k)2 +

√
ρ2 + (z − k)2

)
,

y = 1
2k

(√
ρ2 + (z + k)2 −

√
ρ2 + (z − k)2

)
. (2.19)

In these coordinates the black hole horizons are, because of the extremality, point-like and located at ρ = 0
and z = ±k. So, in order to remain with a singular free axis of symmetry, the possible conicity described
in equation (2.18) has to be simultaneously normalized to 2π on the event horizon poles for all the three
axis regions: for z < −k, −k < z < k and z > k. These three conditions give us two constraints for the
parameters of the solution

( 1
2 )ȷ̄ = ±a(a±M)2

4M(∓a4 + 2a3M +M3 ± 2aM4) ,
( 1

2 )∆̄φ = 16a6M2

(∓a4 + 2a3M +M3 ± 2aM4)2 (2.20)

Note that the couple (ȷ,∆φ) can assume two different values which assure the equilibrium configuration to
the black holes, without string or struts. Henceforward the barred ( 1

2 )ȷ̄ and ( 1
2 )∆̄φ symbols will refer to the

specific values in eq. (2.20), which regularise the spacetime. Actually only one physical parameter of the
new solution has to be constrained, because ∆φ is just a gauge parameter. The spacetime basically remains
with two physical integration constants a and M , as the seed metric, but thanks to the constraints (2.20)
now it has been regularised, in the domain of outer communication.
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The possible equilibrium configurations are two, depending on which of the two different directions of the
swirling rotation with respect to the seed initial angular momentum (encoded in the positivity of the ȷ

parameter) is taken. When the direction of rotation of the background is aligned with the angular momentum
of the system, it increases the seed angular momentum. On the other hand, when ȷ has opposite positivity
relative to a, the black hole system acquires a new angular momentum in the opposite direction with respect
to the double Kerr seed. Because of antisymmetry there are no other non-trivial orientations: basically the
two equilibrium configurations exhaust all the allowed antiparallel spins disposal. This can be also intuitively
understood from Wald’s spin-spin estimate [3] of the potential energy between two rotating massive bodies

U = −Gm1m2

r
− G

r3

[
J⃗1 · J⃗2 − 3(J⃗1 · e⃗r)(J⃗2 · e⃗r)

]
, (2.21)

where r⃗ = re⃗r is the distance between the two sources (which in this case is aligned on the z-axis e⃗z), mi

and J⃗i their masses and angular momenta. From the formula (2.21) it is clear that the maximum repulsive
force is exerted when the angular momenta are coaxial and mutually parallel, as represented in figures 3-4,
while it becomes maximally attractive when the angular momenta are coaxial and anti-parallel, as pictured
in figures 1-2. Heuristically this explains why the condition a2 > M2 is fulfilled at extremality both for the
seed and for the swirling binary. In fact, by construction, we are considering the antiparallel orientation of
the spin-spin interaction, which is the configuration which lowers the total energy of the system.

Figure 1: Counter-rotating configurations of two black
holes with opposite angular momentum.

Figure 2: Counter-rotating configurations of two black
holes with opposite angular momentum.

Figure 3: Co-rotating configurations of two black holes
with aligned angular momentum. Figure 4: Co-rotating configurations of two black holes

with alined angular momentum.

So the repulsive interaction able to balance the binary system is not in line with (2.21) estimate, as also
suggested by [4], probably because eq (2.21) comes from an approximation and do not take into consideration
the full general relativistic effects.

From the eq. (2.18) follows that when ȷ = 0 the seed equilibrium configuration can be reached only for
∆φ = 1 and M2 = a2. Physically it means that they cannot experience their mutual gravitational attraction
because the (coordinate) distance between the black holes becomes infinite. In this case the two constituents
become two standard extremal black holes that are non-interacting because they are infinitely separated.
However, when ȷ ̸= 0 equilibrium configurations are possible for finite separation between the two black
holes, in terms of coordinate distance. On the other hand, the proper distance between the extreme binary
constituents, along the axis of symmetry,

dp = lim
ρ→0

∫ k

−k

√
gzz(ρ, z) dz , (2.22)

8



diverges, because of the degeneracy of the inner and outer horizons. This is a property inherited from the
seed, even if it is not at equilibrium. Indeed it is independent of our construction, but a feature of extreme
horizons. In fact a notable case where this also happens is the Majumdar-Papapetrou charged binary at
equilibrium, as explicitly shown in appendix C.

2.3 Charges, Smarr and first law of Thermodynamics
Computing physical properties of this extreme binary is non-trivial because, both in Weyl or in prolate
spherical coordinates, the event horizons degenerate into a line, i.e. [ρ = 0, z = ±k, φ ∈ (0, 2, π)] or
[x = 1, y = ±1, φ ∈ (0, 2, π)] respectively, instead of a surface. Hence it is not possible to perform the
integration over the event horizons in these coordinates. It is, thus, useful to switch to the coordinates of [33]

x =
√

X2 + 1
X2 + Y 2 , y = Y

√
X2 + 1
X2 + Y 2 , (2.23)

which have the advantage of expanding the event horizon to a proper surface: [X ≥ 0, Y = ±1, φ ∈ (0, 2π)].
Therefore these coordinates are particularly useful to picture the shape of the event horizons as isometrically
embedded into a flat three-dimensional space. As can be seen in figure 5 the black hole geometries are
substantially deformed from the high rotation needed to sustain the system at equilibrium.

φ

z
_

Figure 5: The event horizons of a regularised extremal counterrotating Kerr black binary immersed in the swirling
universe, are isometrically embedded into the three-dimensional flat space, for M = 1, a = 2. Since extremal Kerr
black hole cannot be globally embedded into the 3D Euclidean flat space [34], here we picture in green the portions
of the horizons that can be embedded into the Euclidean space dρ̄2 + ρ̄2dφ2 + dz̄2, while in orange the portions of the
event horizons embedded into pseudo-euclidean space dρ̄2 + ρ̄2dφ2 − dz̄2. Thanks to the regularisating constraints
[ȷ =(1) ȷ̄, ∆φ =(1) ∆̄φ] of (2.20) the surfaces of the horizons are everywhere smooth. Similar images can be obtained
with the other regularisation.

Moreover thanks to these coordinates we can write the Komar mass with respect to the timelike Killing
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vector field ξ = ∂t

m = − 1
8π

∫
Σ
ϵµνλσ∇µξνdxλ ∧ dxσ . (2.24)

Where the orientation of the spatial two-surface of integration Σ must be chosen to remain with a positive
orientation of the spacetime. In particular we have to take care that in Y = ±1 the normal to the surface of
the two horizons is opposite. So the mass for the two black holes, located at Y = ±1, are

m± = ∓ 1
8π

∫ 2π

0
dφ

∫ ∞

0
dX

√
|g|gY Y

(
gtt∂Y gtt + gtφ∂Y gtφ

)
(2.25)

= M(a3 + 4a4ȷM − aM2 + 8a2jM3 + 4ȷM5)∆φ

(a2 −M2)(a+ 4a2ȷM − 4ȷM3) . (2.26)

Similarly the Komar conserved charge for the Killing vector ζ = ∂φ is given by

J = 1
16π

∫
Σ
ϵµνλσ∇µζνdxλ ∧ dxσ . (2.27)

Then the angular momenta for the two black holes are

J± = ± 1
16π

∫ 2π

0
dφ

∫ ∞

0
dX

√
|g|gY Y

(
gtt∂Y gtφ + gtφ∂Y gφφ

)
(2.28)

= ±
a3M∆2

φ

−a2 + 16a4ȷ2M2 + 8aȷM3 − 16ȷ2M6 . (2.29)

So the masses for the two constituent are identical while the angular momenta are opposite. In the limit
ȷ → 0 we recover the conserved charges of the seed black holes

m±

∣∣∣
ȷ=0

= M∆φ , J±

∣∣∣
ȷ=0

= ∓aM∆2
φ . (2.30)

These values are coherent with the radial asymptotic falloff of the Ernst potential, as seen in section 2.1.
Indeed, in that case, the equation (2.18) gives ∆φ = 1 to avoid conicities, on the symmetry axis in the region
external to the two black holes, which is the gauge choice of the seed8.
The angular velocity of the horizons is given by

Ω± = − gtφ

gφφ

∣∣∣
Y =±1

= ± (−a+ 4a2ȷM + 4ȷM3)(a3 + 4a4ȷM − aM2 + 8a2ȷM3 + 4ȷM5)
2a3(a2 −M2)∆φ

, (2.31)

while it is zero on the equatorial plane, because of the Zφ
2 symmetry9 across the z = 0 plane. The black

holes’ temperature is also zero because they are extremal. To check this, it is sufficient, following [32], to
remove the conical singularity from the euclidean (t,X) sector of the metric or by computing the surface
gravity on the event horizons, which in (t,X, Y, φ) coordinates is10

T = lim
Y →±1

1
2πX

√
gtt(gttgφφ − g2

tφ)
g2

tφgXX
= 0 . (2.32)

8Alternatively for ȷ = 0 one can remove the conical defect of the z-axis, in the region between the two black holes, by fixing
∆φ = 4a2M2/(a2 + M2)2.

9We refer to Zφ
2 symmetry, as done in [4], with the specular symmetry encoded in the invariance under the inversion

transformation (z → −z, φ → −φ). In practice it means that the black holes have the same mass but their angular momenta
are opposite, as can be appreciated from eqs. (2.38).

10The formula of [32] looks different only because refers to the conjugate Lewis-Weyl-Papapetrou metric with respect the one
here used, (2.1) or (2.7). For more detail about conjugate LWP see [5].
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The area of the two black hole components is equal and given by

A = lim
Y →±1

∫ 2π

0
dφ

∫ ∞

0
dX

√
gXXgφφ = 16πa2M2

a2 +M2 ∆φ . (2.33)

The Bekenstein-Hawking entropy is taken as the quarter of the horizon area, that is S = A/4. A microscopic
derivation of the black holes’ entropies is given in section 2.4 by a near horizon duality with a conformal
field theory model.
Then it is easy to verify that the Smarr law

m± = TS + 2Ω±J± (2.34)

holds individually for each element of the binary, thus for the binary system as a whole. On the other
hand the first law of black hole thermodynamics does not hold in general for the above physical quantities.
However we can define a specific observer renormalising the time coordinate by a constant factor ∆t(M,a):

t → t ∆t , (2.35)

such that the first law,
δm̃± = T̃ δS + Ω̃±δJ± , (2.36)

is fulfilled for each black hole, thus for the complete system. Note that the time rescaling factor ∆t enters
trivially both into the Komar mass and the angular velocity definitions, rescaling them as follows

T̃ = ∆tT , m̃± = ∆tm± , Ω̃± = ∆tΩ± . (2.37)

A proper normalisation of the time coordinate is often required outside Minkowskian asymptotic, even for
obtaining the proper energy of the Kerr-AdS solution.
Specifically we are interested in the analysis of the regularised model. In the presence of conical singularities,
the first law differs from the standard one, additional terms might be taken into account. Moreover when
the two regularising constraints (2.20) are imposed, the relevant thermodynamic quantities simplify into

(1)m± = 16a5M3

(a−M)(M2 + 2aM − a2)2(a2 +M2) ,
(2)m± = 16a5M3

(a+M)(a2 + 2aM −M2)2(a2 +M2) ,

(1)Ω± = ± (a2 +M2)2

4a3M(a+M) ,
(2)Ω± = ∓ (a2 +M2)2

4a3M(a+M) , (2.38)

(1)J± = ± 32a8M4

(a2 +M2)3(M2 + 2aM − a2)2 , (2)J± = ∓ 32a8M4

(a2 +M2)3(a2 + 2aM −M2)2 .

But when the time normalising factors, one for each possible regularisation,

(1)∆t = (a−M)|M2 + 2aM − a2|
2
√

2aM
√
a2 +M2

, (2)∆t = (a+M)(a2 + 2aM −M2)
2
√

2aM
√
a2 +M2

(2.39)

are taken into consideration we obtain the following values for the black holes mass and angular velocity

(1)m̃± = 4
√

2a4M2

|M2 + 2aM − a2|(a2 +M2)3/2 , (1)Ω̃± = ±|M2 + 2aM − a2|(a2 +M2)3/2

8
√

2a4M2
,

(2)m̃± = 4
√

2a4M2

(a2 + 2aM −M2)(a2 +M2)3/2 , (2)Ω̃± = ∓ (a2 + 2aM −M2)(a2 +M2)3/2

8
√

2a4M2
. (2.40)

These quantities, by construction, fulfil not only the Smarr law

m̃± = 2Ω̃±J± , (2.41)
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but also the first law of black hole thermodynamics, as stated in eq. (2.36). Note that ∆t(M,a) is defined
up to a numerical multiplying factor that can be fixed by requiring that the mass of the black holes, for
infinite separation distance, when they do not suffer from mutual interaction have to be the mass of the
single constituent, i.e. M .
The final values for the mass and angular momentum agree with the near horizon analysis of the next section.

2.4 Microscopic entropy from near horizon/CFT correspondence
The framework of the Kerr/CFT correspondence provide a tool to compute the entropy of a black hole from
the analysis of its near horizon geometry [35], [36], [40]. It relies on some universal thermodynamic properties
of conformal field theories (CFT) in two dimensions, without the need of a detailed description of the theory.
This scheme is particularly effective in the case of extreme objects and it has shown to work well also for
multi-centred solutions [27], asymptotically non-trivial background, such as accelerating [37], swirling [31]
or electromagnetic Bonnor-Melvin [38], [39] universes. This method is based on a duality between the black
hole microstates and the ones of a conformal field theory living on the asymptotic boundary of the near
horizon metric. Following the above references we can find the near horizons metric of our composite system
by defining a reference frame close to the event horizons by the coordinate transformation

t(τ) := r0

β
τ , ρ(r, y) := βr0r

√
1 − y2 , z(r, y) := ±k+ βr0ry , φ(τ, ϕ) := ϕ+ Ω±

r0

β
τ , (2.42)

where, as in the previous sections, the + and − signs refer to the component of the system with positive
or negative z respectively. As expected, from [41], the near horizon metric (2.17) can be described by the
warped and twisted product of AdS2 × S2, as follows

ds2 = Γ±(y)
[
−r2dτ2 + dr2

r2 + σ2(y) dy2

1 − y2 + ψ2(y)
(
dφ2 − κ±rdτ

)2
]
, (2.43)

with

Γ±(y) = M2

a2 +M2

{[
8a7ȷM + 16a8ȷ2M2 − 24a5ȷM3 − 40a3ȷM5 − 8aȷM7 + 16ȷ2M10

+ a2(a4 +M4)(1 + 64ȷ2M4) + 6a4M2(1 + 16ȷ2M4)
]
(1 + y2) (2.44)

± 2y
[
(a3 + 4a4ȷM + aM2 − 4ȷM5)2 − 4a2M2(a− 4a2ȷM − 4ȷM3)2

]}
,

σ(y) = 1 , κ± = ±2a2M − 32a4ȷ2M3 − 16aȷM4 + 32ȷ2M7

a∆φ(a2 +M2) ,

ψ(y) = 4a2M2
√

1 − y2

(a2 +M2) Γ±(y)∆φ , r0 = 2aM√
a2 +M2

. (2.45)

From this geometry we can deduce the central charge of the symmetry algebra related to the dual two-
dimensional CFT located on the asymptotic boundary of the near horizon metric. Regarding the appropriate
boundary conditions we refer to [36], [40], [38]. For extremal black holes the only non-null central charge is
the left one, given by the following integral

cL± = 3κ±

∫ 1

−1

Γ±(y)σ(y)ψ(y)√
1 − y2

dy = ±48aM3(a2 − 16a4ȷ2M2 − 8aȷM3 + 16ȷ2M6)
(a2 +M2)2 . (2.46)

Then from the Cardy formula we are able to count the microcanonical degrees of freedom of the left sector
of the two dimensional boundary conformal field theory, i.e. the CFT entropy

SCF T = π2

3 cLTL . (2.47)
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TL is the Frolov-Thorne vacuum, a stationary generalisation of the Hartle-Hawking static vacuum. It is
defined geometrically, as the near horizon limit of the surface gravity, and for rotating extremal black holes
it becomes

TL± = 1
2πκ±

. (2.48)

Thus the resulting entropy of the boundary CFT models dual to the black hole near horizon geometries is
given by

SCF T± = π2

3 cL±TL± = 4a2M2π∆φ

a2 +M2 = A

4 (2.49)

Therefore each component of the black binary fulfils the Bekenstein-Hawking law: its entropy corresponds
to a quarter of the horizon surface, as in (2.33). So this property holds, as well, for the composite system.
Note that this result is independent of the regularisation from the conical singularity. If one wants to
restrict this result to spacetimes without cosmic strings or struts, one has to consider the two specific
regularising couple of values for ȷ and ∆φ, as in eq. (2.20). In these cases the expressions (2.44)-(2.45)
simplify considerably; for instance the near horizon geometry is given, for the regularised case determined
by ((1)ȷ̄, (1)∆̄φ), they reduce to

(1)Γ±(y) = 32a8M4(1 + y2)
(a2 +M2)3(a2 − 2aM −M2)2 σ(y) = 1 (2.50)

ψ(y) = 2
√

1 − y2

1 + y2
(1)κ± = ∓1 .

On the other hand for the second possible regularizing values ((2)ȷ̄, (2)∆̄φ) from (2.20), the near horizon
geometry is defined by

(2)Γ±(y) = 32a8M4(1 + y2)
(a2 +M2)3(a2 + 2aM −M2)2 σ(y) = 1

ψ(y) = 2
√

1 − y2

1 + y2
(2)κ± = ±1 . (2.51)

The fact that the swirling parameter disappears from the extremal near horizon geometry means that the
effect of the external rotation vanishes close to the horizon of the swirling extreme binary system. This is a
sort of rotational Meissner effect11 which was already observed for accelerating swirling black holes in [31].
Then, if the swirling effect is not relevant in this extremal near-horizon regime, we may hope to detect some
similarity with the standard Kerr black hole. Indeed, inspecting the equations (2.50) and 2.51) we observe
that these expressions resemble the standard near horizon of a single extremal Kerr geometry [35], whose
values are

Γ0(y) = â2(1 + y2) σ0(y) = 1

ψ0(y) = 2
√

1 − y2

1 + y2 κ0 = 1 . (2.52)

The similitude between the two metrics is so stringent that we can map the near horizon geometry of the
first regularisation12 just by

(1)â 7−→ 4
√

2a4M2

(a2 +M2)3/2|M2 + 2aM − a2|
; (2.53)

11The Meissner effect for extremal black hole immersed in Bonnor-Melvin external magnetic field was shown in [39].
12Strictly speaking the bottom black hole of the first regularisation and the top of the second. The other two black holes

have the same near-horizon geometry but they are rotating in opposite directions, so they have κ switched.
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while the near horizon geometry of the binary system with the second regularisation matches the Kerr one
when

(2)â 7−→ 4
√

2a4M2

(a2 +M2)3/2(a2 + 2aM −M2)
. (2.54)

Since these black holes are extremal we can use these mappings to check the masses and angular momenta
computed in section 2.3. In fact, the extremal Kerr black hole mass and angular momentum are

m0 = â , J0 = â2 (2.55)

Thanks to the maps in (2.53), (2.54) we can infer the mass and angular momentum of each constituent of
the binary system for the first and the second distinct regularisations, i.e

(1)m̄± = 4
√

2a4M2

(a2 +M2)3/2|M2 + 2aM − a2|
, (1)J̄± = ∓32a8M4

(a2 +M2)3(M2 + 2aM − a2)2 (2.56)

and

(2)m̄± = 4
√

2a4M2

(a2 +M2)3/2(a2 + 2aM −M2)
, (2)J̄± = ±32a8M4

(a2 +M2)3(a2 + 2aM −M2)2 (2.57)

The difference of positivity on the angular momentum basically comes from the signs of (i)κ in (2.50), (2.51)
and reflects the counterrotating nature of the binary system.
Note that these values, (i)m±,

(i)J±, for the mass and angular momentum of each black hole correspond
exactly with the ones computed in the previous section, as can be seen in (2.40) and (2.38). So this is a
good sanity check, not only for the extremal configuration, but it represents a good limiting test for the
non-extremal masses and angular momenta.

Clearly when the binary metric is not regularised, that is when ∆φ and ȷ are not set as in (2.20), the
analogy with the single asymptotically flat and rotating black hole is not possible because the near hori-
zon geometry of a singular black hole cannot be mapped into the one of a regular one. Thus neither the
similitude between the mass and angular momentum of the two different systems holds. Nevertheless, it
is possible to build a map between the near horizon metric of the two extremal irregular black holes and
the near horizon geometry of the accelerating Kerr metric. To do so, we just set the value of the gauge
constant ∆φ = ∆̄φ to erase one of the two conical singularities of each event horizon, while leaving ȷ free,
for details see appendix D. A similar behaviour was previously observed also in [31]. We conjecture that,
at least in general relativity, independently on the nature of the conical singularities, at extremality all near
horizon geometries of single black holes endowed with angular defects can be cast into the near horizon met-
ric of the accelerating Kerr solution, or Kerr-Newman whether the Maxwell electromagnetic field is included.

3 Conclusions
In this article we presented a new analytical and exact solution in pure four-dimensional general relativity
which describes a couple of counterrotating extremal Kerr black holes embedded into a rotating background,
known as swirling universe.
We have shown that the spin-spin interaction between the angular momenta of the black holes can balance
the gravitational attraction, so the unphysical strings or the rods which usually affect the seed metric can
be removed. This means that the counter-rotating binary black hole admits an equilibrium configuration
without external fields or energy momentum contributions to the Einstein field equations. This result clarifies
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a long standing open problem in general relativity.
Our analysis pointed out that it is fundamental that the black holes carry angular momentum. Indeed the
immersion of the double Schwarzschild solution into the rotating background does not switch on the spin-spin
interaction, even though the metric is rotating. That’s because the components of the Bach-Weyl metric
into the swirling universe have no intrinsic angular momentum, even thought it is rotating.

Remarkably we have shown an explicit example where the standard Einstein’s theory for gravitation
admits repulsive interaction between ordinary matter, thus without violations of energy conditions and
keeping the spacetime manifold completely void from conical or curvature13 singularities outside the event
horizons, even asymptomatically.

These outcomes do not stem from any kind of approximation but from considering the full general
relativity contribution. Actually our finding contradicts the common gravitational spin-spin knowledge
based on approximations [3], because we found that the repulsion effect, which is able to balance the system,
is present in the case of antiparallel angular momenta too. It would be interesting to check, outside the
approximation approach, whether also similar equilibrium configurations of black holes are allowed when the
spins are parallel instead of anti-parallel. This case should be favoured according to the estimate (2.21).

No hair theorems or uniqueness theorems for non-singular black hole configurations are circumvented by
the presence of the rotating background that modifies the asymptotic behaviour of the metric field, which is
not Minkowskian any more.

The duality between the constituents of the binary black hole system with a two-dimensional boundary
conformal field theory is verified near the event horizons. Actually a parametric map between each black
binary component and the Kerr metric confirms also a kind of rotational Meissner effect. In fact the
extremal near horizon geometry coincides with the near horizon metric approximation of extreme standard
Kerr, therefore the external rotational contribution is negligible, in this regime.

Even though we presented a model only for extreme twin black holes, just for the sake of simplicity, all we
discussed in this article can be straightforwardly generalised for the non-extremal case or for black holes with
different masses or angular momenta. Actually a more general setting would improve the phenomenological
properties of the system. Furthermore an extra unconstrained parameter, such as ȷ, would allow one to
discuss a possible topological phase transition of the event horizon, when increasing the background angular
velocity, between an overstretched oblate single black hole versus a binary black hole layout14.

It would be also interesting to study the possible stability of these black binary equilibrium configurations,
for both feasible regularisations.

In principle, the same technique for embedding black holes into the rotating universe has been established
also for charged black holes [31]; therefore also Kerr-Newman black holes can be included in this picture.
Clearly, a composition endowed with repulsive electric charges can improve the balance conditions and refine
the present model.

Acknowledgements This article is based on the results of the bachelor thesis [42] by M.T. A Mathematica
notebook containing the main solution presented in this article can be found in the arXiv source folder.

13The Ehlers transformation in four-dimensional general relativity (2.5) is known not to introduce curvature singularities when
applied to a black hole metric. Anyway the Kretschmann scalar invariant has been analysed for a wide range of parameters
and its plot, which confirms it is bounded, is portrayed in appendix E.

14A preliminary study of this mechanism has been proposed in [42], however a larger parametric space would significantly
improve the picture.
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A The Bach-Weyl black hole binary in the swirling universe
Embedding a couple of coaxial static black holes into the swirling universe [5] makes the two constituents
stationary (counter) rotating. However the two sources do not acquire the angular momenta needed to
trigger the spin-spin interaction. Therefore this solution cannot enjoy equilibrium configuration between the
two black holes. Here we show, in detail, why this model is too simple to be regularised from axial conical
singularities.
For the construction of the metric we start by considering, as a seed, the static binary found by Bach and
Weyl [29]

ds2 = −µ1µ3

µ2µ4
dt2 + 16 Cf µ

3
1µ

5
2µ

3
3µ

5
4 (dρ2 + dz2)

µ2
12µ

2
14µ

2
23µ

2
34W

2
13W

2
24W11W22W33W44

+ ρ2µ2µ4

µ1µ3
dφ2 , (A.1)

where

µi(ρ, z) = wi − z +
√
ρ2 + (z − wi)2 , µij = (µi − µj)2 , Wij = ρ2 + µi µj , (A.2)

are the basic building blocks of the solitonic inverse scattering technique.
This metric describes a couple of Schwarzschild black holes, located at (ρ = 0, w1 < z < w2) and

(ρ = 0, w3 < z < w4), kept apart by a rod of repulsive matter between them or two semi-infinite axial
strings, which extend to infinity. In the first case the delta-like energy momentum tensor modelling the rod
violates all the physical energy conditions, while in the second case the energy momentum tensor becomes
infinite, because the string has strictly positive energy density and unbounded length. To cure these issues,
we try to add a rotating background, such as the swirling universe, thanks to the Ehlers transformation (2.5)
of the Ernst equations. First of all we need to extract, just by comparison, the seed Ernst potential for the
seed metric (A.1) in terms of the Lewis-Weyl-Papapetrou metric (2.1), that is

E = −ρ2 µ2 µ4

µ1 µ3
. (A.3)

Then thanks to the Ehlers transformation (2.5) we can generate the new solution, which in terms of the
Ernst potentials reads

Ê = −µ2µ4ρ
2

µ1µ3 − iȷµ2µ4ρ2 . (A.4)

The metric representation of the above GR vacuum solution is reached using the Ernst potential definition
(2.3) to get

f̂(ρ, z) = − ρ2µ1µ2µ3µ4

µ2
1µ

2
3 + ȷ2ρ4µ2

2µ4
(A.5)

and integrating the eq. (2.4) to obtain

ω̂(ρ, z) = 2ȷ(µ2 − w2 + µ4 − w4 − µ3 + w3 − µ1 + w1) + ω0 (A.6)

The metric, in the LWP form (2.1), is completely determined, since the gamma function remains the same
as the seed

γ̂(ρ, z) = 16Cfρ
2µ2

1µ
6
2µ

2
3µ

6
4

µ12µ23µ14µ34W11W22W33W44W 2
13W

2
24
. (A.7)

Clearly, this stationary rotating metric describes two Schwarzschild black hole embedded into the swirling
universe; however this spacetime possesses no angular momentum (as the single Schwarzschild in the swirling
universe [5]). This is the reason why the spin-spin interaction is not present and we cannot regularise all the
conical singularities on the axis of symmetry.
In fact, computing the conicities, as in section 2.2, in the three sectors outside the black hole horizons we
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get
• for z < w1 or z > w4:

lim
ρ→0

L

R
= lim

ρ→0

2π
ρ

√
gφφ

gzz
= 2π 4(w1 − w2)(w2 − w3)(w1 − w4)(w3 − w4)√

Cf

, (A.8)

• for w1 < w2 < z < w3 < w4:

lim
ρ→0

L

R
= lim

ρ→0

2π
ρ

√
gφφ

gzz
= 2π 4(w1 − w2)(w1 − w3)(w2 − w4)(w3 − w4)√

Cf

. (A.9)

The above two quantities do not depend on the swirling parameter ȷ, so they coincide with the seed conicities,
therefore there are no hopes to regularise the system without spoiling the black hole interpretation. In fact,
imposing the regularity conditions that both (A.8) = (A.9) = 2π, implies imposing the two constraint on
the parameters, for instance Cf and w4. While the first parameter is basically free (apart its sign to ensure
the proper metric signature), the constraint on the second implies that w4 < w3, which is against the model
hypothesis. Hence only the constraint on Cf can be enforced to regularise either the external regions or the
internal one. From picture 6 it is possible to appreciate the latter option: the two black holes are kept apart
by two semi-infinite strings on the axis of symmetry, while the region between the horizons is free of conical
singularity because Cf is fixed as follows

Cf = 16(w1 − w2)2(w1 − w3)2(w2 − w4)2(w3 − w4)2 . (A.10)

z
w1

φ
w2 w3 w4

Figure 6: Isometric embedding of the event horizons of a Bach Weyl metric immersed into the swirling universe
into the three dimensional Euclidean flat space, for ȷ = 1/5, w1 = −2, w2 = −1, w3 = 1, w4 = 2. Here the
gauge freedom in Cf is fixed to remove the conical singularity between the two black holes. Nevertheless conical
singularities, interpreted as semi-infinite strings, are present on the axis of symmetry, in the external region to balance
an equilibrium configuration.

Further informations about physical properties, conserved charges and thermodynamics for this system
can be found in [42].

A.1 Limit to the swirling Schwarzschild black hole
Considering that the two black holes of masses m1, m2 are centred in z1, z2 respectively, and that the event
horizons are defined by

w1 = z1 −m1 , w2 = z1 +m1, w3 = z2 −m2, w4 = z2 +m2 (A.11)
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we can rescale Cf and take the limit for z1 → −∞ to remove one of the two constituents to get

ds2 = µ3µ4ρ
2

µ2
3 + ȷ2ρ4µ2

4

[
dφ−2ȷ(2z+µ4 −µ3 +ω̃0)dt

]2
− µ2

3 + ȷ2ρ4µ2
4

µ3µ4ρ2

[
ρ2dt2 + 16C̃fρ

2µ4
4

µ34W33W44
(dρ2 + dz2)

]
. (A.12)

This solution represents the Schwarzschild black hole embedded in the swirling universe. Even though
the black hole is not centred in the origin of the coordinates z2 ̸= 0, but it can be adjusted in any point of
the axis of symmetry, we can show that this is exactly the same solution found in [5]. Actually, thanks to
the change of coordinates

ρ =
√
r2 − 2mr sin θ , z = z2 + (r −m) cos θ , m2 = m , C̃f = −m2 ,

the metric (A.12) can be cast into spherical coordinates:

ds2 = (1+ȷ2r4 sin4 θ)
[
−

(
1 − 2m

r

)
dt2 + dr2

1 − 2m
r

+ r2dθ2
]

+ r2 sin2 θ

1 + ȷ2r4 sin4 θ

[
dφ−[4ȷ(r−2m) cos θ+ ˜̃ω0]dt

]2
,

(A.13)
with ˜̃ω0 = 2ȷ(2m+ 2z2 + ω̃0). This coincides, up to a redefinition of the gauge constant ˜̃ω0, with the metric
studied in [5]. So moving the black hole along the z-axis by changing z2 corresponds only in the shifting, by
a constant factor, the angular speed ˜̃ω0 of an asymptotically far observer. So basically the position of the
black hole on the axis of symmetry can be adjusted by a gauge transformation, i.e. properly tuning ˜̃ω0.
Clearly, when ȷ = 0 the metric (A.13) becomes the usual Schwarzschild black hole, while for m = 0 it recovers
the swirling background.

B ω̂(x, y)

ω̂(x, y) = ω(x, y) + ȷ ω̂1(x, y) + ȷ2 ω̂2(x, y)
D̂(x, y)

(B.1)

ω̂1(x, y) = 4M
(
a2 +M2)

y
[
6

(
x2 − 1

)3 (
x2 + 3

) (
a12 −M12)

+ x
(
x2 − 1

)3 (
x2 + 15

) (
a12 +M12)

+ 4 a6 M6x [5x8 − 12x6 (
2y2 + 1

)
+ 2x4 (

6y4 + 40y2 − 39
)

+ x2 (
8

(
−4y4 + y2 + 5

)
y2 + 428

)
+ 8y8 − 36y4 − 15]

+ 2a4M4 (
a4 −M4) [

15x8 + x6 (
8 − 72y2)

+ 2x4 (
12y4 + 68y2 − 189

)
+ 24x2 (

−2y6 + 4y4 + 5y2 + 6
)

+ 8y2 (
−2y4 + y2 + 1

)
− 45

]
+ a4M4 (

a4 +M4)
x

[
15x8 − 4x6 (

16y2 + 3
)

+ 6x4 (
16y4 + 7

)
− 4x2 (

16y6 + 267
)

+ 16y8 + 15
]

+ 2a2M2[ (
a8 +M8)

x
(
4

(
9x4 − 2x2 + 9

)
y4 − 8x2 (

x4 + 10x2 + 5
)
y2 + 3

(
x2 + 1

) (
x6 + 3x4 + 23x2 + 5

))
+

(
a8 −M8)

4
(
3x8 + x6 + 54x4 − 27x2 +

(
15x4 − 6x2 − 1

)
y4 −

(
x2 + 1

) (
9x4 + 14x2 + 1

)
y2 + 9

) ]]
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ω̂2(x, y) = 8
M2 (

a2 +M2)2

a
y

[
4

(
3x8 − 30x4 − 5

) (
a12 +M12)

+ 2x
(
x8 + 12x6 − 42x4 − 20x2 − 15

) (
a12 −M12)

+ 2a6M6[−69x8 + 444x6 − 1026x4 + 84x2 + 4
(
x4 − 6x2 − 3

)
y8 + 8

(
x6 + 3x4 + 15x2 − 3

)
y6

+
(
−9x8 + 44x6 − 198x4 + 204x2 + 215

)
y4 + 2

(
15x8 − 8x6 − 186x4 + 176x2 + 3

)
y2 − 41]

+ 2a4M4[ (
a4 −M4)

x (5x8 − 156x6 + 630x4 + 32
(
x2 + 3

)
y6 − 332x2 − 8

(
3x6 − 9x4 + 29x2 + 9

)
y4

+ 16
(
3x6 + 3x4 − 25x2 − 5

)
y2 + 45)

−
(
a4 +M4)

2 (x8 (
3y4 − 10y2 + 18

)
− 2x6 (

y6 − 5y4 + 15y2 + 5
)

− x4 (
y8 + 6y6 − 42y4 − 10y2 + 219

)
+ 6x2y2 (

y6 − 5y4 − y2 + 21
)

+ 3y8 + 6y6 + 63y4 − 5)
]

+ 8a2M2 (
a8 −M8) [

x9 − 3x7 (
y4 − 2y2 + 5

)
− 3x5 (

y4 − 10y2 + 15
)

+ x3 (
−25y4 + 50y2 + 43

)
+ 5xy2 (

3y2 + 2
) ]

+ a2M2 (
a8 +M8) [

9x8 − 404x6 + 246x4 − 84x2 − 3
(
x8 + 28x6 − 10x4 + 60x2 − 15

)
y4

+ 2
(
5x8 + 68x6 + 166x4 + 84x2 − 3

)
y2 + 41

]]
D̂(x, y) =

(
M2 − a2) [

a12(x+ 1)8 +M12(x− 1)8

+ 4a6M6[
5x8 − 4x6 (

6y2 + 7
)

+ 6x4 (
2y4 + 24y2 + 11

)
− 4x2 (

8y6 + 6y4 + 78y2 + 17
)

+ 8y8

− 100y4 + 96y2 + 1
]

+ 8a4M4x
(
a4 −M4) [

5x6 − 21x4 + 8
(
x2 + 3

)
y4 + 27x2 − 24

(
x4 − 4x2 + 1

)
y2 − 16y6 + 5

]
+ a4M4 (

a4 +M4) [
15x8 − 4x6 (

16y2 + 7
)

+ x4 (
96y4 − 70

)
+ x2 (

−64y6 + 768y2 + 228
)

+ 16y2 (
y6 + 16y2 − 16

)
− 1

]
+ 2a2M2[ (

a8 −M8) (
16x7 − 48x5y2 + 80x3y4 − 192x3y2 − 96x3 − 48xy4 + 48xy2 − 16x

)
+

(
a8 +M8)

(3x8 − 8x6y2 + 28x6 + 36x4y4 − 144x4y2 − 66x4 + 24x2y4 − 72x2y2

− 60x2 − 28y4 + 32y2 − 1)
]]

C Majumdar-Papapetrou black holes have infinite proper distance
The Majumdar-Papapetrou solution [10], [11], [12] generically describes a collection of extremal black holes
at equilibrium. The gravitational force is perfectly balanced by the Maxwell repulsive electromagnetic
interaction. Therefore there are no conical (and no curvature) singularities outside the event horizons. Here
we consider the minimal spacetime configuration composed by just an axisymmetric binary: the two sources
are located on the z-axis, at z1 and z2. It is described by the following metric

ds2 = −
(

1 + q1

x1(ρ, z) + q2

x2(ρ, z)

)−2
dt2 +

(
1 + q1

x1(ρ, z) + q2

x2(ρ, z)

)2 (
dρ2 + dz2 + ρ2dφ2)

,

where
xi(ρ, z) :=

√
ρ2 + (z − zi)2 ,

supported by the electric potential

At =
(

1 + q1

x1(ρ, z) + q2

x2(ρ, z)

)−1
.

19



While the coordinate distance |z2 − z1|, between the constituent of the charged binary is not divergent, the
proper distance between the two black hole horizons goes to infinity:

dp = lim
ρ→0

∫ z2

z1

√
gzz(ρ, z) dz =

∫ z2

z1

(
1 + q1

z − z1
+ q2

z2 − z

)
dz → ∞ . (C.1)

This is a typical feature of extremal horizons, not necessarily binary systems. Because of the degeneracy be-
tween the inner and the outer horizons, the proper distance between the extreme event horizon and another
spacetime point is unbounded. This fact also explains the reason why extremal black holes do not radiate
and have zero temperature.

D Near horizon geometry with a conical singularity
Here we show the similitude between the irregular near horizon geometry of the binary system and a proto-
typical conical extreme rotating black hole horizon, such as the accelerating extreme Kerr. Without losing
any generality we suppose that the gauge freedom in the range of the azimuthal coordinate (encoded in the
parameter ∆̃φ) has been fixed to remain with only one conical defect, on the south pole.
The near horizon metric of the extreme accelerating Kerr solution (NHEAK) can be described analogously,
to (2.43), by

ds2 = Γ̃(ỹ)
[
−r2dτ2 + dr2

r2 + σ̃(ỹ)2 dỹ2

1 − ỹ2 + ψ̃(ỹ)
(
dφ2 − κ̃rdτ

)2
]
, (D.1)

with, as in [37],15

Γ̃(ỹ) = ã2 (1 + ỹ2)
(1 − ã2Ã2) (1 + ãÃ ỹ)2

, r̃0 =

√
2 ã2

1 − ã2Ã2
,

ψ̃(ỹ) = 2 ∆̃φ ã
2

√
1 − ỹ2

Γ̃(ỹ)
√

1 − ã2Ã2 (1 + ãÃ ỹ)
, κ̃ = r̃2

0

2 ã2 ∆̃φ

, (D.2)

σ̃(ỹ) = ±
√

1 − ã2Ã2

1 + ãÃ ỹ
, ∆̃φ = 1

1 + 2 ãÃ+ ã2Ã2
.

In order to fully comprehend the similitude between the geometries, we can perform a coordinate transfor-
mation

ỹ(y) = − ãÃ+ y

1 + ãÃy
, (D.3)

that allows to reabsorb the value of σ̃(y) as to reduce it to the unity. This process leads to the following
expressions:

Γ̃(y) = ã2[1 + 4ãÃy + y2 + ã2Ã2(1 + y2)]
(1 − ã2Ã2)3

,

ψ̃(y) = 2 ã2 ∆̃φ

√
1 − y2

(1 − ã2Ã2) Γ̃(y)
, (D.4)

σ̃(y) = 1 .
15Function κ̃ is presented with an opposite sign with respect to what is shown in [37]: this is justified by the presence of an

overall minus sign before κ̃ itself in metric (2.43), which was instead reabsorbed in the function in [37].
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We choose ∆̄φ, from eq. (2.18), to remove only the singularities in z < −k and z > k, while keeping an
angular defect in the region between the black holes (i.e. −k < z < k) for the bottom black hole, that is

∆̄φ =
(
4a2jM + a− 4jM3)2

a2 . (D.5)

On the other hand we have to regularise the internal region −k < z < k for the event horizon locate at
positive z by considering

∆̄φ =
4M2 (

−4a2jM + a− 4jM3)2

(a2 +M2)2 , (D.6)

in order to remain with a smooth north pole on both constituents. Hence, by comparison, we can map the
near horizon metric of the irregular binary constituents (2.44), (2.45) into the NHEAK (D.4) by setting

ã± =
16

√
∓ a3M5 (−a2 + 8aM3 j + 16a4M2j2 − 16M6 j2)3

[4a4jM + a3 (1 ∓ 8jM2) ± 2a2M + a (M2 ∓ 8jM4) − 4jM5]2
,

(D.7)

Ã± = 1
ã±

[
4aM

(
4a2jM − a+ 4jM3)

4a4jM + a3 (1 ∓ 8jM2) ± 2a2M + a (M2 ∓ 8jM4) − 4jM5 ± 1
]
.

Thus, at extemality, the near horizon geometry of black holes with a conical singularity seems to display
universal properties, in fact they are diffeomorphic. As shown in this example, and also in [31], it is not
relevant if the angular defect is caused by an acceleration due to a Rindler horizon, a gravitational spin-
spin interaction or by the presence of another gravitational source, all these cases can be cast into (D.1)-(D.2).
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E Kretschmann scalar invariant
To confirm that the metric is not affected by curvature singularities in the domain of outer communication,
we present an example for the finiteness of the Kretschmann scalar invariant RµνσλR

µνσλ. We use the (ρ, z)
coordinates which do not cover the spacetime inside the event horizons. As can be seen from figure 7, the
curvature invariant does not diverge anywhere.

Figure 7: Kretschmann scalar invariant for M = 1, a = 2 and (ȷ, ∆̄φ) as in (2.20) is limited.

22



References
[1] D. Kramer, G. Neugebauer, “The superposition of two Kerr solutions”, Physics Letters A 75 (1980),

no.4, 259–261.

[2] W. Dietz and C. Hoenselaers, “Two mass solutions of Einstein’s vacuum equations: The double Kerr
solution", Annals of Physics 165 , no. 2 (1985): 319-383.

[3] R. M. Wald, “Gravitational spin interaction”, Phys. Rev. D 6 (1972), 406-413.

[4] C. A. R. Herdeiro and C. Rebelo, “On the interaction between two Kerr black holes”, JHEP 10 (2008),
017; [arXiv:0808.3941 [gr-qc]].

[5] M. Astorino, R. Martelli and A. Viganò, “Black holes in a swirling universe”, Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022)
no.6, 064014; [arXiv:2205.13548 [gr-qc]]

[6] B. Kent Harrison, “New Solutions of the Einstein-Maxwell Equations from Old”, J. Math. Phys. 9 (11):
1744–1752, (1968)

[7] Z. S. Moreira, C. A. R. Herdeiro and L. C. B. Crispino, “Twisting shadows: Light rings, lens-
ing, and shadows of black holes in swirling universes”, Phys. Rev. D 109 (2024) no.10, 104020;
[arXiv:2401.05658 [gr-qc]].

[8] F. J. Ernst, “Black holes in a magnetic universe”, J. Math. Phys. 17, no. 1, 54 (1976).

[9] M. Astorino, “Equivalence principle and generalised accelerating black holes from binary systems”, Phys.
Rev. D 109 (2024) no.8, 8; [arXiv:2312.00865 [gr-qc]].

[10] S. D. Majumdar, “A class of exact solutions of Einstein’s field equations”, Phys. Rev. 72 (1947), 390-398

[11] A. Papapetrou “A static solution of the equations of the gravitational field for an arbitary charge-
distribution”, Proceedings of the Royal Irish Academy. Section A: Mathematical and Physical Sciences.
Vol. 51. Royal Irish Academy, (1945) 191; https://www.jstor.org/stable/20488481

[12] J. B. Hartle and S. W. Hawking, “Solutions of the Einstein-Maxwell equations with many black holes”,
Commun. Math. Phys. 26 (1972) 87. doi:10.1007/BF01645696

[13] M. Astorino and A. Viganò, “Binary black hole system at equilibrium”, Phys. Lett. B 820 (2021),
136506; [2104.07686 [gr-qc]].

[14] M. Astorino and A. Viganò, “Charged and rotating multi-black holes in an external gravitational field”,
Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) no.10, 891; [arXiv:2105.02894 [gr-qc]].

[15] M. Astorino and A. Viganò, “Many accelerating distorted black holes”, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) no.10,
891; [2106.02058 [gr-qc]].

[16] M. Astorino, R. Emparan and A. Viganò, “Bubbles of nothing in binary black holes and black rings,
and viceversa”, JHEP 07 (2022), 007 ; [arXiv:2204.09690 [hep-th]].

[17] D. Kastor and J. H. Traschen, “Cosmological multi - black hole solutions”, Phys. Rev. D 47 (1993),
5370-5375; [arXiv:hep-th/9212035 [hep-th]].

[18] S. Chimento and D. Klemm, “Multicentered black holes with a negative cosmological constant”, Phys.
Rev. D 89 (2014) no.2, 024037; [arXiv:1311.6937 [hep-th]].

23

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/0375960180905563
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/0375960180905563
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(85)90301-X
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.6.406
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/10/017
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/10/017
https://arxiv.org/pdf/0808.3941
http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.3941
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.064014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.064014
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2205.13548
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.13548
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1664508
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1664508
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.104020
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2401.05658
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.05658
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.522781
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.084038
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.084038
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2312.00865.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.00865
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.72.390
https://www.jstor.org/stable/20488481
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2FBF01645696
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136506
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136506
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2104.07686
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09693-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.02894
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.02894
https:/Debever:1983pi/doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09693-6
https:/Debever:1983pi/doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09693-6
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2106.02058.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2022)007
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2204.09690.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.09690
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.47.5370
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.47.5370
https://arxiv.org/pdf/hep-th/9212035
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9212035
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.024037
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.024037
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1311.6937
http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.6937


[19] R. Emparan, “Black diholes”, Phys. Rev. D 61 (2000), 104009 [arXiv:hep-th/9906160 [hep-th]].

[20] R. Emparan and E. Teo, “Macroscopic and microscopic description of black diholes”, Nucl. Phys. B
610 (2001), 190-214 ; [arXiv:hep-th/0104206 [hep-th]].

[21] R. Emparan and M. Gutperle, “From p-branes to fluxbranes and back”, JHEP 12 (2001), 023;
[arXiv:hep-th/0111177 [hep-th]].

[22] O. J. C. Dias, G. W. Gibbons, J. E. Santos and B. Way, “Static Black Binaries in de Sitter Space”,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 131 (2023) no.13, 131401; [arXiv:2303.07361 [gr-qc]]

[23] O. J. C. Dias, J. E. Santos and B. Way, “Spinning Black Binaries in de Sitter space”, Phys. Rev. Lett.
133 (2024) no.19, 191401; [arXiv:2406.10333 [gr-qc]]

[24] C. A. R. Herdeiro and E. Radu, “Two Schwarzschild-like black holes balanced by their scalar hair”,
Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023) no.6, 064044; [arXiv:2302.00016 [gr-qc]].

[25] C. A. R. Herdeiro and E. Radu, “Two Spinning Black Holes Balanced by Their Synchronized Scalar
Hair”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 131 (2023) no.12, 121401; [arXiv:2305.15467 [gr-qc]]

[26] F. J. Ernst, “New formulation of the axially symmetric gravitational field problem”, Phys. Rev. 167
(1968) 1175.

[27] M. Astorino, “Enhanced Ehlers Transformation and the Majumdar-Papapetrou-NUT Spacetime”, JHEP
01 (2020), 123; [arXiv:1906.08228 [gr-qc]]

[28] M. Astorino and G. Boldi, “Plebanski-Demianski goes NUTs (to remove the Misner string)”, JHEP 08
(2023), 085; [arXiv:2305.03744 [gr-qc]]

[29] R. Bach and H. Weyl, “Neue lösungen der einsteinschen gravitationsgleichungen”, Mathematische
Zeitschrift 13, 134–145 (1922).

[30] V. S. Manko, E. D. Rodchenko, E. Ruiz and B. I. Sadovnikov, “Exact solutions for a system of two
counter-rotating black holes”, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008), 124014 [arXiv:0809.2422 [gr-qc]]

[31] M. Astorino, “Removal of conical singularities from rotating C-metrics and dual CFT entropy” JHEP
10 (2022), 074; [arXiv:2207.14305 [gr-qc]]

[32] A. Tomimatsu, “Distorted Rotating black holes”, RRK 84-7; Phys. Lett. A 103 - 8 (1984), 374-376

[33] H. Kodama and W. Hikida, “Global structure of the Zipoy-Voorhees-Weyl spacetime and the delta=2
Tomimatsu-Sato spacetime”, Class. Quant. Grav. 20 (2003), 5121-5140; [arXiv:gr-qc/0304064
[gr-qc]].

[34] L. Smarr, “Surface Geometry of Charged Rotating Black Holes”, Phys. Rev. D 7 (1973), 289-295.

[35] M. Guica, T. Hartman, W. Song and A. Strominger, “The Kerr/CFT Correspondence”, Phys. Rev. D
80 (2009), 124008 ; [arXiv:0809.4266 [hep-th]].

[36] T. Hartman, K. Murata, T. Nishioka and A. Strominger, “CFT Duals for Extreme Black Holes”, JHEP
04 (2009), 019 ; [arXiv:0811.4393 [hep-th]].

[37] M. Astorino, “CFT Duals for Accelerating Black Holes” Phys. Lett. B 760 (2016), 393-405 ;
[arXiv:1605.06131 [hep-th]].

24

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.61.104009
https://arxiv.org/pdf/hep-th/9906160
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9906160
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00319-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00319-4
https://arxiv.org/pdf/hep-th/0104206
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0104206
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2001/12/023
https://arxiv.org/pdf/hep-th/0111177
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0111177
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.131401
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2303.07361
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.07361
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.133.191401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.133.191401
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2406.10333
http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.10333
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.064044
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2302.00016
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.00016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.121401
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2305.15467
http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.15467
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.167.1175
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.167.1175
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)123
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)123
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1906.08228
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.08228
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2023)085
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2023)085
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2305.03744.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.03744
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01485284
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01485284
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.124014
https://arxiv.org/pdf/0809.2422
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.2422
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2022)074
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2022)074
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2207.14305
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.14305
https://lib-extopc.kek.jp/preprints/PDF/1984/8404/8404024.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(84)90134-8
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/20/23/011
https://arxiv.org/pdf/gr-qc/0304064
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0304064
https://arxiv.org/pdf/gr-qc/0304064
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.7.289
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.124008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.124008
https://arxiv.org/pdf/0809.4266
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.4266
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/04/019
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/04/019
https://arxiv.org/pdf/0811.4393
http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.4393
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.07.019
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1605.06131
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.06131


[38] M. Astorino, “Microscopic Entropy of the Magnetised Extremal Reissner-Nordstrom Black Hole”, JHEP
10 (2015), 016 ; [arXiv:1507.04347 [hep-th]].

[39] M. Astorino, “Magnetised Kerr/CFT correspondence”, Phys. Lett. B 751 (2015), 96-106;
[arXiv:1508.01583 [hep-th]].

[40] G. Compère, “The Kerr/CFT correspondence and its extensions”, Living Rev. Rel. 15 (2012), 11;
[arXiv:1203.3561 [hep-th]].

[41] H. K. Kunduri, J. Lucietti and H. S. Reall, “Near-horizon symmetries of extremal black holes”, Class.
Quant. Grav. 24 (2007), 4169-4190 ; [arXiv:0705.4214 [hep-th]].

[42] M. Torresan, “Gravitational spin-spin interaction and binary black hole system at equilibrium”, Univer-
sità degli Studi di Milano (2024); https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.28514441.v1

25

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2015)016
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2015)016
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1507.04347
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.04347
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.10.017
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1508.01583
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.01583
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41114-017-0003-2
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1203.3561
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.3561
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/24/16/012
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/24/16/012
https://arxiv.org/pdf/0705.4214
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.4214
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.28514441.v1

	Introduction
	Double Kerr black holes in the swirling universe
	Generation of the extremal solution
	Removal of conical singularities: rotating black hole binary at equilibrium
	Charges, Smarr and first law of Thermodynamics
	Microscopic entropy from near horizon/CFT correspondence

	Conclusions
	The Bach-Weyl black hole binary in the swirling universe
	Limit to the swirling Schwarzschild black hole

	(x,y)
	Majumdar-Papapetrou black holes have infinite proper distance
	Near horizon geometry with a conical singularity
	Kretschmann scalar invariant

