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We present a novel framework for constructing solutions to the Einstein equations with an arbi-
trary multipolar structure, providing a systematic method to identify physically reasonable energy-
momentum tensors that source black hole mimickers. As an example, we investigate an anisotropic
fluid with a gaussian-like energy-density profile that, at linearized level, satisfies all energy and
causality conditions while producing a gravitational field with the exact same multipolar structure
as Kerr black holes. In the spinless case, we obtain a fully non-perturbative solution that, depending
on the parameter choices, describes either a horizonless Schwarzschild mimicker or a static regular
black hole model with a resolved curvature singularity.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Black hole physics is one of the most active and pro-
ductive research areas in physics, with a long history of
theoretical advancements [1–3] and, more recently, exper-
imental breakthroughs such as gravitational-wave detec-
tion [4, 5] and black hole imaging [6, 7]. The distinctive-
ness of black holes (BHs) among compact objects arises
from multiple aspects, including thermodynamic proper-
ties [8, 9], the no-hair theorem [10, 11], and the presence
of event horizons and curvature singularities. Indeed,
classical BHs, such as the Schwarzschild and Kerr solu-
tions, feature an event horizon (with both an outer and
an inner horizon in the Kerr case) where light emitted
from near it experiences infinite gravitational redshift as
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seen by a distant observer, as well as a central curvature
singularity where spacetime curvature diverges.

These extreme properties suggest that our current the-
ories of gravity are incomplete in high-curvature regimes,
and a quantum theory of gravity may predict objects re-
sembling BHs but differing in key aspects, particularly
at short distances [12–25] (see Refs. [26, 27] for recent re-
views). This perspective has driven increasing interest in
BH mimickers, namely compact objects that reproduce
some BH properties but deviate from them in certain
limits [28–33]. Beyond theoretical motivations, BH mim-
ickers provide concrete models for exotic compact objects
that could be probed experimentally, aiding in searches
for new physics [34–37].

One approach to constructing BH mimickers is to im-
pose on them the exact same multipolar structure as clas-
sical BHs [38, 39]. While the Schwarzschild metric has
only a monopole moment (mass), Kerr BHs possess a
well-defined infinite set of multipole moments uniquely
determined by their mass and angular momentum [40–
44]. However, as in Newtonian gravity, a given set of
multipole moments can be sourced by an infinite number
of different matter configurations. Thus, the observa-
tion of gravitational effects matching Kerr’s multipolar
structure does not necessarily imply the presence of an
actual Kerr BH. Furthermore, it remains an open ques-
tion whether stable, physically consistent compact ob-
jects that precisely approach Kerr geometry at infinity
can exist [45–47].

In fact, while a spherically symmetric object always
approaches the Schwarzschild metric at large distances,
stationary spacetimes do not lead to a unique asymp-
totic structure. Indeed, BH uniqueness theorem states
that Kerr is the unique axisymmetric, stationary BH so-
lution in General Relativity [10, 11, 48–50], but there are
two ways in which such theorem can be avoided: either
considering non-vacuum solutions or horizonless objects
(or both). In this regard, finding solutions that exactly
share the asymptotic structure of Kerr is not a trivial
task, and a systematic study of this topic could improve
our understanding of BH uniqueness theorems in higher
dimensions as well as establishing a relation between the
Kerr uniqueness in four dimensions and its multipolar
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structure.

The goal of this paper then is to take a step forward
in addressing this question, by investigating whether a
stable rotating matter-energy configuration that (i) sat-
isfies energy and causality conditions and (ii) induces a
spacetime that precisely approaches the Kerr geometry
at large distances, thereby sharing its entire multipolar
structure, can exists or not.

To achieve this, we employ the momentum-space for-
malism in General Relativity developed in [51], where it
was shown that, order by order in an angular momentum
expansion, the Fourier transform of a linearized energy-
momentum tensor (EMT) naturally organizes into a form
factor expansion. This formulation establishes a direct
correspondence between form factors and gravitational
multipoles. Since form factors characterize the source
itself, this approach generalizes the well-known Newto-
nian concept of source multipoles [52] to the relativistic
regime. However, fixing the multipolar structure does
not uniquely determine the source, meaning that for a
given set of form factors defining the EMT, there exists
an equivalence class of physically distinct sources gener-
ating the same multipolar structure.

The differences among these sources are captured by
structure functions, which are analytic functions of the
transferred momentum that encode the internal struc-
ture of the source. Analogously to particle physics, set-
ting structure functions to unity corresponds to consider
a point-like fundamental object, as demonstrated in [51]
where imposing Kerr’s multipoles with an identity struc-
ture function led to a ring-shaped singular source gener-
ating Kerr geometry. In this paper, we introduce a non-
trivial structure function to smear the singular source
found in [51], thereby constructing an EMT sourcing
a gravitational field that asymptotically approaches the
Kerr metric.

As a specific case of study of this very general ap-
proach, by imposing a gaussian structure function we
derive a linearized EMT that describes an anisotropic
rotating fluid sourcing a Kerr mimicker while satisfying
energy and causality conditions. The source is character-
ized by its mass, angular momentum, and additional fun-
damental length scales Rn, which must be suitably tuned
for physical viability. There exists a region in parame-
ter space where the EMT ceases to be real-valued; these
configurations are excluded. However, for every physi-
cally allowed configuration, the EMT satisfies causality
and the positive energy conditions.

Although this argument holds exactly within the an-
gular momentum expansion, our approach is linearized
in the gravitational coupling constant, and the gener-
alization to a fully non-perturbative Kerr mimicker re-
mains an open problem for future works. As a prelimi-
nary step, we derive the full non-perturbative solution in
the non-rotating limit, yielding to a Schwarzschild mim-
icker. This solution depends only on the mass and a sin-
gle characteristic length scale R, with a threshold value
R∗ such that for R > R∗, the BH mimicker is physically

reasonable and horizonless. This configuration represents
a compact object with no event horizon and a smeared
curvature singularity that mimics a Schwarzschild BH.
For R < R∗, causality is violated and an inner and an
outer horizons emerge.
The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II, we re-

view the momentum-space formalism in General Rela-
tivity and define the gaussian structure functions. In
Sec. III, after defining some master integrals, we per-
form the explicit Fourier transform of a chosen linearized
EMT, motivating such choice. In Sec. IV, we match this
EMT with an anisotropic rotating fluid ansatz, deriving
the energy density, pressure, and rotational velocity to
explore the phenomenology of different parameter con-
figurations. In Sec. V, we specialize to the non-rotating
case, finding a full non-perturbative solution and analyz-
ing its properties. Finally, Sec. VI contains our conclu-
sions.
Conventions. We work in the mostly positive signa-

ture and in four spacetime dimensions with η00 = −1 and
in natural units ℏ = c = 1, whereas we keep the gravita-
tional coupling constant G explicit. Greek indices are for
spacetime components µ, ν = 0, 1, ..., 4 and Latin indices
are for space components only i, j = 1, 2, 3.

II. GAUSSIAN STRUCTURE FUNCTIONS

Let us consider a four-dimensional flat background
in General Relativity. Using cartesian coordinates
(t, x, y, z), we can write the Fourier transform of a generic
time-independent EMT as

Tµν(x⃗) =

∫
d3q⃗

(2π)3
e−i q⃗·x⃗ Tµν(q⃗ ) , (1)

sourcing a stationary gravitational field

hµν(x⃗) =
κ

2

∫
d3q⃗

(2π)3
e−i q⃗·x⃗

q⃗ 2
Pµν,ρσT

ρσ(q⃗ ) , (2)

where

gµν = ηµν + κhµν +O(G2) , (3)

with κ2 = 32πG and with Pµν,ρσ the transverse projec-
tor of the propagator in some gauge. Notice that from
here on we will keep understood that both the metric
and the EMT are time-independent, writing for instance
T (q⃗ ) ≡ T (q).
From the momentum-space formalism in General Rel-

ativity introduced in [51], considering a stationary source
described only by mass and spin, defining uµ as the four-
velocity of its center of mass and Sµν its density spin
tensor such that Sµνuν = qµuµ = 0, it is possible to de-
scribe a generic EMT in terms of the so-called form fac-
tors, directly related to the multipolar structure of the
induced gravitational field. Such EMT is then described
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by

Tµν(q) = muµuν
+∞∑
ℓ=0

F2ℓ,1 ζ2ℓ +mSµσqσS
νλqλ

+∞∑
ℓ=0

F2ℓ,2 ζ2ℓ

+
i

2
m
(
uµSνσqσ + uνSµσqσ

)+∞∑
ℓ=0

F2ℓ+1,3 ζ2ℓ ,

(4)
where

ζ =
√
−qµSµ

νSν
σqσ , (5)

and with Fℓ,n constant form factors where
F0,1 = F1,3 = 1 are fixed such that angular momen-
tum and mass are normalized to their ADM value.

We choose a reference frame in which the source sits in
the origin, resulting in uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0), and considering
the rotational axis parallel to the z-axis we have

Sij =

 0 a 0
−a 0 0
0 0 0

 , (6)

where a is the angular momentum density defined as
usual as a = J/m with J and m respectively the asymp-
totic angular momentum and mass of the source. Since
we are working in four spacetime dimensions ζ = aq⊥,
where q2⊥ = q2x + q2y. Moreover, we want to characterize
the source in terms of the asymptotic behavior of the
generated metric perturbation, hence we can add ana-
lytical functions of q2 that correspond to local contri-
butions without modifying the asymptotic structure, i.e.
the multipole moments [51]. Finally Eq. (4) can be gen-
eralized to

T 00(q) = m F1(aq⊥)K1(q
2) ,

T ij(q) = m(s× q)i(s× q)j F2(aq⊥)K2(q
2) ,

T 0i(q) = − i

2
m(s× q)i F3(aq⊥)K3(q

2) ,

(7)

where we have introduced the spin vector si = (0, 0, a) as

Sij = εijksk with εijk the Levi-Civita symbol and where
we have defined

Fn(aq⊥) =

+∞∑
ℓ=0

Fℓ,n

(
a2q2⊥

)ℓ
. (8)

As explained in [51], the form factors that enter in
Eq. (7) are directly related to the multipoles of the grav-
itational field sourced by the EMT, and imposing that
such matter source generates the exact same multipolar
structure of Kerr BHs one gets

F1(aq⊥) + (aq⊥)
2F2(aq⊥) = cos(aq⊥) ,

F3(aq⊥) =
sin(aq⊥)

aq⊥
.

(9)

Once fixed Eq. (9), for every choice of the Kn(q
2) we get

different matter sources all inducing the Kerr multipolar
structure. For this reason, and in analogy with particle
physics, we can call the Kn’s structure functions. In-
deed, choosing Kn(q

2) = 1 means to consider point-like
fundamental objects (see [51]), while non-trivial struc-
ture functions correspond to give an internal structure
to the source. Our goal then is to find a suitable choice
of the structure functions in order to identify a physically
reasonable1 EMT sourcing a Kerr BH mimicker, i.e. a
rotating compact object inducing a spacetime with the
same multipolar structure of Kerr. To this extent we
choose a gaussian structure function defined as

Kn(q
2) = e−q2R2

n , (10)

where Rn is a new typical length scale of the source,
such that now the EMT is described by a, m and Rn,
with the normalization of (10) chosen such that the ADM
normalization of mass and angular momentum holds.

Finally, we can write the explicit expression of the
EMT for the case of gaussian structure functions, read-
ing2

T 00(x) = m
e
− z2

4R2
1

4π3/2R1

∫ +∞

0

dq⊥q⊥e
−q2⊥R2

1J0(q⊥ρ)
(
cos(q⊥a)− (aq⊥)

2F2(aq⊥)
)
,

T ij(x) = −m(s× ∂x)
i(s× ∂x)

j e
− z2

4R2
2

4π3/2R2

∫ +∞

0

dq⊥q⊥e
−q2⊥R2

2J0(q⊥ρ)F2(q⊥a) ,

T 0i(x) =
1

2
m(s× ∂x)

i e
− z2

4R2
3

4π3/2R3

∫ +∞

0

dq⊥q⊥e
−q2⊥R2

3J0(q⊥ρ)
sin(q⊥a)

q⊥a
.

(11)

1 Hereon, for physically reasonable EMTs we mean sources that
do not violate any energy or causality conditions.

2 In this paper we will neglect the so called residual factors dis-
cussed in [51].
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However, in Eq. (11) we are still left with a free param-
eter, namely the form factor F2(aq⊥). Indeed, as shown
in [51, 53], the four-dimensional case is special and mass
and stress form factors are degenerate as can be seen
from (9). This is due to the fact that in four dimensions
the stress form factor can be gauged away at infinity,
and does not contribute to the multipolar structure, even
though its presence modifies the source. Once again we
have a class of equivalence of physically different matter
sources that induce the same multipolar structure, hence,
for our purposes, F2(aq⊥) can be suitably chosen.
In the next section we will discuss a well motivated

choice of the stress form factor, and we will give an ex-
plicit result for the integrals in Eq. (11), studying the
phenomenology of the source and testing energy and
causality conditions in order to prove it to be physically
reasonable.

III. KERR MIMICKER

Let us first compute the two master integrals that will
appear later in the definition of the EMT, such as

Ic(ρ, z;Rc) = m
e
− z2

4R2
c

4π3/2Rc

∫ +∞

0

dq⊥q⊥e
−q2⊥R2

cJ0(q⊥ρ) cos(q⊥a) ,

Is(ρ, z;Rs) = m
e
− z2

4R2
s

4π3/2Rs

∫ +∞

0

dq⊥q⊥e
−q2⊥R2

sJ0(q⊥ρ)
sin(q⊥a)

q⊥a
,

(12)

where ρ2 = x2 + y2. Considering the integral [54]∫ +∞

0

xµe−αx2

Jν(βx)dx =

βνΓ(ν+µ+1
2 )

2ν+1α
ν+µ+1

2 Γ(ν + 1)
1F1

(
ν+µ+1

2 ; ν + 1;−β2

4α

)
,

(13)

valid when Re(α) > 0 and Re(µ+ ν) > −1, we can ex-
press both integrals in terms of a series of Kummer con-

fluent hypergeometric functions 1F1(a; b; c). Considering
then ∫ +∞

0

dq⊥q
2n+1
⊥ e−R2q2⊥J0(ρx)

=
n!

2R2(n+1) 1F1

(
n+ 1; 1;− ρ2

4R2

)
,

(14)

and writing the trigonometric functions in terms of power
series one gets

Ic(ρ, z;Rc) = m
e
− z2

4R2
c

8π3/2R3
c

+∞∑
n=0

(−1)n
n!

(2n)!

(
a2

R2
c

)n

1F1

(
n+ 1; 1;− ρ2

4R2
c

)
,

Is(ρ, z;Rs) = m
e
− z2

4R2
s

8π3/2R3
s

+∞∑
n=0

(−1)n
n!

(2n+ 1)!

(
a2

R2
s

)n

1F1

(
n+ 1; 1;− ρ2

4R2
s

)
.

(15)

As far as we know there is no known way to resum
the series in Eq. (15), but there exist particular cases in
which an analytic expression can be found. One of these
is the spinless case, i.e. the static limit, in which a = 0.
In this case the master integrals simply reduce to

Ic,s(ρ, z;R)
∣∣∣
a=0

= m
e−

r2

4R2

8π3/2R3
, (16)

with r2 = x2 + y2 + z2, and the source reduces to a
Schwarzschild mimicker.

As mentioned before, due to the redundancy of the
stress form factor in four-dimensional spacetime, we can
arbitrarily fix it in order to explicitly express the EMT

in Eq. (11). The case we are going to discuss is for a van-
ishing stress form factor F2(q⊥a) = 0. This corresponds
to T ij(x) = 0, leading to naturally dub the EMT as
gaussian-smeared Israel source, since in the limit in which
Rn → 0 the EMT reduces to the Israel one [53, 55, 56].

Indeed, the Israel EMT describes a disk of radius a
that violates energy and causality conditions, rotating
at super-luminal speed and being singular at ρ = a, re-
sembling the Kerr curvature ring-singularity. However,
it has been shown that the Israel EMT sources the lin-
earized Kerr geometry [55, 56], so what we expect from
our mimicking EMT characterized by the length scales
Rn, is to smear the curvature ring-singularity and recover
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the Kerr limit for Rn → 0, while satisfying both energy
and causality conditions. So then with this choice the
EMT reads

T 00
I (x) = Ic(ρ, z;R1) ,

T ij
I (x) = 0 ,

T 0i
I (x) =

1

2
(s× ∂x)

i Is(ρ, z;R3) .

(17)

Even though we are going to focus on the gaussian-
smeared Israel source, it is worth mentioning another
possible and well-motivated choice of the stress form fac-
tors. Despite the fact that we are working in four dimen-
sions, it is known that for Myers-Perry BHs [57] (Kerr
generalization in higher dimensional spacetimes) an ex-
plicit analytic expression of the form factors can be given
as well [51]. In this case the stress form factor is no longer
redundant, and in order to match the Myers-Perry mul-
tipolar structure the expression of the form factors in
arbitrary dimensions read

F
(d)
2 (ζ) = − 1

2ζ
Z(d)

1 (ζ) , F
(d)
3 (ζ) = Z(d)

0 (ζ) ,

F
(d)
1 (ζ) = ζ2F

(d)
2 (ζ) + F

(d)
3 (ζ) ,

(18)

where

Z(d)
n (ζ) =

Γ(d/2)

22−d(d− 1)
d−2
2

ζ−
d−2
2 Jn+ d−2

2

(
d− 1

2
ζ

)
,

(19)
and with d = D− 1 the number of space dimensions and
Jn first kind Bessel functions.

Considering then the d = 3 case of Eq. (18), the EMT
associated with such form factors corresponds to the
smooth Kerr limit of its Myers-Perry mimicker version
in higher dimensions, and in this case the form factors
read

F1(aq⊥) =
1

2

(
cos(aq⊥) +

sin(aq⊥)

aq⊥

)
,

F2(aq⊥) =
1

2

(
cos(aq⊥)−

sin(aq⊥)

aq⊥

)
,

F3(aq⊥) =
sin(aq⊥)

aq⊥
.

(20)

This is just another well-motivated example for choosing
a different mimicking source, leaving a detailed discussion
about it, or other EMTs, for future works.

IV. SOURCE PHENOMENOLOGY

In this section we will express explicitly Eq. (17) in
cylindrical coordinates and we will match the EMT with
an anisotropic rotating fluid, laying the groundwork for
its non-perturbative generalization. Then we will study

different parameter setups and show that for some con-
figurations, at linear order, the gaussian-smeared Israel
source does not violate any energy or causality condition.
Let us consider a cylindrical coordinate system

(t, ρ, ϕ, z) in which

x = ρ cosϕ , y = ρ sinϕ , (21)

where the flat background in this coordinates reads
ηµν = diag(−1, 1, ρ2, 1). Moreover, since we are in a ref-
erence frame in which the spin is aligned with the z-axis,
the tensorial structure that appears in the EMT of the
previous section is simplified to

Tµν
I =


Ic(R1) 0 a

2ρ∂ρIs(R3) 0

0 0 0 0
a
2ρ∂ρIs(R3) 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

 . (22)

It is worth noticing that by construction the mimicker
shares the same symmetries of the Kerr geometry, namely
axial and equatorial symmetries. Hence, the mimicker
EMT does not depend on the ϕ coordinate. For this
reason, for simplicity of notation, here on we will leave
understood the fact that every function depends on ρ and
z, keeping explicit the parametric dependence on Rn.
Now in order to write it in a covariant way, having in

mind a non-perturbative extension by solving the Ein-
stein equations exactly, we make an ansatz in which we
consider such matter source as a rotating anisotropic
fluid, described in general by

Tµν = ϵ uµuν + pρ lµρ l
ν
ρ + pϕ lµϕl

ν
ϕ , (23)

where uµ = γ(1, 0,Ω, 0) is the four-velocity of the
fluid normalized to uµuν = −1, Ω is the angular ro-
tational velocity3 of the fluid, γ = (1− ρ2Ω2)−1/2 is
the relativistic Lorentz factor and lµρ = (0, 1, 0, 0) and

lµϕ = γ(ρΩ, 0, 1/ρ, 0) are space-like four-vectors normal-

ized to (lϕ)
µ(lϕ)µ = (lρ)

µ(lρ)µ = 1, respectively parallel
to the ρ and ϕ directions. Moreover, in order to correctly
interpret the physical content embedded in the EMT, the
four-vectors in Eq. (23) are orthogonal to each other. In
this way the eigenvalues of the EMT, associated with en-
ergy density and stresses, correspond respectively to ϵ,
pρ and pϕ.
Finally, we specify what are the positive en-

ergy and causality conditions that we are going
to consider. Defining a generic time-like vector
Uµ = α1 uµ + α2 lµρ + α3 lµϕ, imposing α2

1 = 1 + α2
2 + α2

3

such that UµUµ = −1, the weak energy condition reads

ξ = UµUνT
µν ≥ 0 , (24)

3 Notice that the rotational velocity is not constant in general but
is a function of ρ and z (Ω = Ω(ρ, z)).
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from which replacing the ansatz in Eq. (23) we can reduce
it to

ϵ ≥ 0 , ξρ = ϵ+ pρ ≥ 0 , ξϕ = ϵ+ pϕ ≥ 0 . (25)

The causality condition, on the other hand, requires
that any characteristic velocity of the fluid must be
smaller than the speed of light, meaning that the ro-
tational speed and the sound speeds of the fluid must
be sub-luminal. We can define the tangential rotational
speed as v = ρΩ, from which the causality condition im-
poses that |v| < 1. The same check must be done for
the sound speed, defined as c2n = ∂pn/∂ϵ, in our case for
both pρ and pϕ. Then the causality condition imposes
that c2n < 1. We will see that for the proposed ansatz
there exist regions where c2n < 0, indicating that in those
regions the fluid may be unstable under linear pertur-
bations of the pressure [58, 59]. However, we will not
consider it as a rule-out condition, since stability may be
granted in the full non-perturbative version of the mim-
icking EMT.

Focusing on Eq. (22) and matching it with the ansatz
in Eq. (23), for the gaussian-smeared Israel source one
gets

ϵ =
Ic(R1) +

√
Ic(R1)2 − (a∂ρIs(R3))2

2
,

Ω =
Ic(R1)−

√
Ic(R1)2 − (a∂ρIs(R3))2

aρ∂ρIs(R3)
,

pϕ =
−Ic(R1) +

√
Ic(R1)2 − (a∂ρIs(R3))2

2
,

pρ = 0 .

(26)

As a minimum requirement for the source to be physically
reasonable the functions in Eq. (26) must be real-valued,
hence we must have

Ic(R1)
2 ≥ (a∂ρIs(R3))

2 . (27)

In order to satisfy this condition we parametrize the two
typical length scales as R1 = R and R3 = αR, and it has
been found that imposing α < 1 it is possible to find pa-
rameter configurations such that the condition in Eq. (27)
is satisfied. Notice that from here on in every plot we will
setm = G = 1, in order to express every quantity in units
of G and m, keeping the dimensions understood.

The first case of study is for α = 0.99. Fixing the value
of the angular momentum density to a reference value of
a = 0.8, the weak energy condition is studied in Fig. 1 for
different values of R. For this configuration the threshold
radius for which Eq. (27) is satisfied is R∗

α=0.99 ≈ 0.84.
So then we will consider only values R > R∗

α=0.99. More-
over, notice that from here on we will study the source
phenomenology keeping fixed the angular momentum for
different values of R and α, since from Eq. (15) we can
see that the angular momentum always enters in a ratio
with the R parameter. Likewise, the dependency on z in
Eq. (15) enters just as a gaussian dumping factor, hence

for simplicity we will always consider z = 0 in the fol-
lowing study, since it does not affect the phenomenology.
From Fig. 1 one can sees that the energy condition is sat-

0 2 4 6 8

0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

0.020

0 2 4 6 8

0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

0.020

FIG. 1. On the top the energy density and on the bottom
the ξϕ variable for the study of the energy condition of the
gaussian-smeared Israel source for a = 0.8, z = 0, α = 0.99 in
units of G = m = 1.

isfied since both ϵ and ξϕ are always positive. Moreover,
the energy-density preserves a gaussian-like profile even
in the presence of rotation, and increases its central value
with R becoming smaller.
Then, in order to check causality, in Fig. 2 both rota-

tional and sound speed are studied. It can be seen that
the tangential rotational velocity is always |v| < 1, decay-
ing to |v| → 0 for ρ → +∞, while for values approaching
R → R∗

α=0.99 one gets |v| → 1 for some ρ. On the other
hand the sound speed develops an imaginary part. Even
though |Re(cϕ)| < 1, respecting causality, the presence of
an imaginary part is a signal of instability under linear
perturbations of the pressure. As already discussed, in
this paper we will not consider it as a rule-out condition
for the source, since in the full non-perturbative general-
ization of the EMT the presence of gravity could restore
stability.
Finally, Fig. 3 shows the pressure in the ϕ-direction.

The central pressure is vanishing, and it develops a peak
for ρ ≈ 2R. Moreover the fact that the pressure is neg-
ative is not concerning and does not violate any positive
energy conditions since ξϕ > 0.
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FIG. 2. On the top the tangential rotational speed and on the
bottom the sound speed in the ϕ-direction of the gaussian-
smeared Israel source for a = 0.8, z = 0, α = 0.99 in units of
G = m = 1.
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FIG. 3. Pressure in the ϕ-direction of the gaussian-smeared Is-
rael source for a = 0.8, z = 0, α = 0.99 in units of G = m = 1.

Another case of study is for α = 0.8, showing in Fig. 4
the relevant plots, and where in this case the threshold
value for Eq. (27) is R∗

α=0.8 ≈ 1.35. As we can see, also
for α = 0.8 energy and causality conditions are satis-
fied, noticing that R∗

α=0.8 > R∗
α=0.99. The fact that such

threshold increases for a smaller α means that the more
R1 and R3 differ, keeping R1 > R3, the more both typical

lengths must be bigger in order to make the EMT real-
valued. Other than this we can see that the phenomenol-
ogy of the two cases is very similar, differing only for the
reference central and peak values of each quantity.
Finally, we can conclude that the gaussian-smeared Is-

rael source defined in Eqs. (23) and (26), for a certain
parameter-space region, describes a physically reasonable
EMT sourcing a gravitational field with the exact same
multipolar structure of Kerr BHs by construction. Even
though we discussed a specific example, the procedure
outlined in Sec. II is completely generic, and in principle
it is possible to find many other satisfactory examples
for linearized Kerr mimickers by choosing different struc-
ture functions and different stress form factors. Still,
the point of the presented approach is to generalize such
linear description to a full non-perturbative solution of
Einstein equations. However, solving the Einstein equa-
tions for a generic stationary rotating spacetime ansantz
is not an easy task, and as a starting point towards it, in
the next section we will find the non-perturbative gener-
alization in the non-rotating case for a = 0, showing how
the source satisfies energy and causality conditions and
studying the spacetime induced by such EMT.

V. NON-PERTURBATIVE GENERALIZATION
IN THE STATIC LIMIT

Let us consider the non-rotating limit (a = 0) of the
source in Eq. (23). In such limit Ω = 0 as well as pρ = 0
and pϕ = 0, and the source, now static, becomes spheri-
cally symmetric, as already noticed in Eq. (16). Since we
now have a spherically symmetric source, we can move
to spherical coordinates (t, r, θ, ϕ), from which such EMT
at linear level reads

T̃µν = ϵ0(r)u
µuν , (28)

where

ϵ0(r) = m
e−

r2

4R2

8π3/2R3
(29)

and uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) is the four-velocity of the static fluid.
Even though the fluid is pressureless at linear level, a
pressure term could arise at non-perturbative level, hence
the ansatz from which we will solve Einstein equations is
a perfect fluid such as

Tµν =
(
ϵ(r) + p(r)

)
uµuν + p(r)gµν , (30)

where limG→0 p = 0 and limG→0 ϵ = ϵ0, so that
limG→0 T

µν = T̃µν , and with the sound speed de-
fined as c2p = ∂p/∂ϵ.
Then, in order to solve the Einstein equations using

Eq. (30) as the source, imposing a static spherically sym-
metric ansatz we can reduce the problem to solving the
Tolman–Oppenheimer–Volkoff (TOV) equations [60, 61].
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FIG. 4. On the top-left the energy density, on the top-right the ξϕ variable for the study of the energy condition, on the mid-left
the tangential rotational speed, on the mid-right the sound speed in the ϕ direction and on the bottom the pressure in the
ϕ-direction of the gaussian-smeared Israel source for a = 0.8, z = 0, α = 0.8 in units of G = m = 1.
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Furthermore, in order to close the system of three ordi-
nary differential equations (ODEs) in four variables, we
need an equation of state (EOS). However the only pre-
scription our system has to satisfy is the G → 0 limit,
and so we can choose whatever EOS we want as long
as such limit is preserved. Another way of closing the
system without specifying any EOS is to fix a specific
energy-density profile. This approach is more suitable for
our setup since the only requirement we have to satisfy is
limG→0 ϵ(r) = ϵ0(r). Nevertheless, in the next subsection
we will solve Einstein equations perturbatively without
specifying any energy-density profile, showing that the
leading order of both metric and pressure are indepen-
dent by it. Then in the following we will fix a specific
profile and solve the TOV equations for different values
of the parameter R.

A. Perturbative approach

Let us define the ansatz for the metric, i.e. the most
generic static spherically symmetric spacetime, defined
by

ds2 = Ft(r)dt
2 + Fr(r)dr

2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2) , (31)

which is the background metric onto which the EMT in
Eq. (30) is defined. As we mentioned before, at first we
can try to solve the Einstein equations perturbatively in
the gravitational constant, by expanding both the metric
and the EMT as

ϵ(r) =

+∞∑
n=0

ϵn(r)G
n , p(r) =

+∞∑
n=0

pn(r)G
n ,

Ft(r) =

+∞∑
n=0

F
(n)
t (r)Gn , Fr(r) =

+∞∑
n=0

F (n)
r (r)Gn ,

(32)

where the only conditions we have to impose are Eq. (29)
and

p0 = 0 , F
(0)
t = −1 , F (0)

r = 1 , (33)

as well as asymptotic flatness and regularity at the ori-
gin at every order in G. So then considering Einstein
equations

Gµν = Rµν − 1

2
gµνR =

κ2

4
Tµν , (34)

we can solve them order by order in the Newton constant
as

G(n+1)
µν =

κ2

4
T (n)
µν , (35)

where n is the order in G in which both quantities are
expanded in.

At linear order, Einstein equations reduce to two first-

order ODEs for F
(1)
t and F

(1)
r , from which imposing the

right boundary conditions, such as regularity for r = 0
and asymptotic flatness, they read (see Appendix A)

F
(1)
t =

2Gm

r
Erf
( r

2R

)
,

F (1)
r =

2Gm

r
Erf
( r

2R

)
− 2Gm

R
√
π
e−

r2

4R2 ,
(36)

and they are plotted in Fig. 5 for different values of R. As
we can see, the metric at linear level is regular at r = 0
and asymptotically approaches the flat metric, satisfy-
ing the boundary conditions. Interestingly, the temporal
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FIG. 5. On the top the temporal component and on the
bottom the radial component of the linearized metric in the
static limit in units of G = m = 1.

metric component at r = 0 for R ≲ 1.1 develops a zero
for some r = r∗ and becomes positive for r < r∗. This
is due to the fact that for R smaller and smaller the
system moves towards the BH limit R → 0, where the
Schwarzschild horizon is formed at r = 2. On the other
hand for the radial metric component 1+F

(1)
r (0) = 1 for

every value of R, even though for R → 0 its peak value
diverges, approaching the BH limit in which there is a
divergence at r = 0.
Once the linear order metric is fixed, we can con-

sider the next-to-leading order in perturbations of both
the metric and the EMT, and although in order to find

ϵ1, F
(2)
t and F

(2)
r we need to impose an EOS, the leading

order of the pressure is uniquely fixed. Indeed, for the
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pressure, Eq. (35) for n = 1 reduces to a single ODE, from
which imposing the boundary condition limr→+∞ p = 0,
it reads

p1 =
Gm2

32πR4

(
− 1 + Erf2

( r

2R

))
+ ϵ0(r)

Gm

r
Erf
( r

2R

)
,

(37)
depicted in Fig. 6 for different values of R. We can see
that the central pressure p1(0) increases as the value of
the typical length scale R becomes smaller. Indeed, the
Schwarzschild limit for R → 0 leads to a singular EMT of
infinite energy-density and pressure enclosed in a single
point at r = 0.
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FIG. 6. Linearized pressure in the static limit in units of
G = m = 1.

B. Non-perturbative solution

As mentioned before, to go to higher orders in the G
expansion, an EOS is needed, and hence to find a full non-
perturbative solution by solving the TOV equations we
need to specify the relation between the energy density
and the pressure. However, in the present setup a more
suitable way of proceeding is to fix a specific profile of
ϵ(r) instead of an EOS.

Considering the reparametrization of the metric

Fr(r) =

(
1− 2GM(r)

r

)−1

, (38)

where for r → +∞ one gets M(r) → m, the TOV equa-
tions read

M ′(r) = 4πr2ϵ(r) ,

p′(r) =
G(4πr3p(r) +M(r))(p(r) + ϵ(r))

r(2GM(r)− r)
,

F ′
t (r)

2Ft(r)
= − p′(r)

p(r) + ϵ(r)
.

(39)

Then, the simplest choice we can make for the energy-
density profile is just

ϵ(r) = ϵ0(r) , (40)

with the advantage of being generic and applicable also
for the non-perturbative generalization of the rotating
gaussian-smeared Isreael source discussed in Sec. IV.
Therefore, in the following we are going to study the full
solution given by imposing Eq. (40) in the TOV equa-
tions.
From this choice, replacing Eq. (40) into (39), it is

possible to integrate the mass function as

M(r) = mErf
( r

2R

)
− mr

R
√
π
e−

r2

4R2 , (41)

where the boundary condition is already imposed. This
leads to a full analytical description of the radial compo-
nent of the metric, as shown in Fig. 7. Differently with
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FIG. 7. The inverse of the radial component of the metric in
the static limit. On the top we show configurations for values
of R ≥ R∗, on the bottom for values of R < R∗ in units of
G = m = 1.

respect to the rotating case, for the source in Eq. (30)
both the energy density and the pressure are always real-
valued. However, as we will see explicitly later on, there
is still a threshold valueR∗ ≈ 0.86 below which the source
is no longer physically reasonable (the speed sound be-
comes superluminal), and so we will focus on those con-
figurations such that R ≥ R∗.
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From Fig. 7 then, we can see that for certain values of
R two horizons arise and a space-like region is formed.
Indeed, from Eq. (41) it is possible to show that for
R ≈ 0.52, F−1

r has a single zero, and forR ≲ 0.52 a space-
like region where the metric change sign is formed with
an outer and inner horizons arising. However, we will see
that physically reasonable solutions admit only values of
the typical length scale above the threshold R ≥ R∗, and
so the range of parameters that allow for an horizon vi-
olate causality conditions. Still, relaxing the energy and
causality conditions, such a model could be used to in-
vestigate regular BH solutions with a resolved curvature
singularity.

Then we can study the pressure and the temporal met-
ric component by solving numerically the TOV, as shown
in Fig. 8. On one hand, regarding the pressure phe-
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0.010

0.015

0.020

FIG. 8. On the top the temporal component of the met-
ric, on the bottom the pressure in the static limit in units of
G = m = 1.

nomenology, similarly to the linearized limit, for R → 0
we have p(0) → +∞, coherently with the Schwarzschild
limit. On the other hand, it is interesting to notice that
approaching the threshold limit of R → R∗ the metric
approaches Ft(0) → 0, suggesting that for R < R∗ the
metric develops coordinate singularities as well as a sign
change in the space-like region.

Finally we can show the behavior of the sound speed
in Fig. 9, from which we can see that for R → R∗ the

sound speed reaches cp(0) → 1. This means that for

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

FIG. 9. Sound speed in the static limit in units of G = m = 1.

R < R∗, the source develops a super-luminal sound speed
violating causality. Indeed, the causality condition is the
only nontrivial one since the weak energy condition is
satisfied whenever ϵ > 0 and ϵ + p > 0, and since the
pressure is always positive, as well as ϵ, it is automatically
satisfied.
Finally, since we derived both pressure and energy-

density, we can reconstruct the EOS of the source. Nor-
malizing both p and ϵ to their central values, respec-
tively pc = p(0) and ϵc = ϵ(0), we can see in Fig. 10 how
for two specific configurations both curves resemble a
polytropic behavior. Indeed, the numerical EOS is well-

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

FIG. 10. EOS for normalized pressure and energy-density in
the static limit in units of G = m = 1.

approximated by a polytropic system such that

p(r) ≈ pc

(
ϵ(r)

ϵc

)γ

, (42)

where γ is the polytropic exponent. We can fit Eq. (42)
with the numerical EOS, obtaining different polytropic
exponents at the varying of R, depicting such behavior
in Fig. 11.
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FIG. 11. Fit results between the polytropic ansantz and the
numerical EOS in the static limit in units of G = m = 1.

Summarizing, we showed that considering the spin-
less limit a = 0 of the gaussian-smeared Israel source
it is possible to find a full non-perturbative solution of
the Einstein equations satisfying both energy and causal-
ity conditions. Such a solution can be classified as a
Schwarzschild mimicker, describing for R ≈ R∗ an ultra-
compact object. Indeed, even though the energy density
smoothly decreases without a sharp boundary, we can
define an effective radius as the root-mean-square radius
weighted with the energy density function as in

Reff =

√√√√∫ +∞
0

r2ϵ0(r)r2dr∫ +∞
0

ϵ0(r)r2dr
=

√
6R . (43)

Then, defining an effective compactness

Ceff =
Gm

Reff
, (44)

for the threshold limit of R∗ ≈ 0.86 we get the maximum
effective compactness of C∗

eff ≈ 0.47.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Employing the momentum space formalism of Gen-
eral Relativity we have built a framework that allows us
to construct non-singular EMTs inducing a gravitational
field with any desired multipolar structure. From it, we
have built a linearized EMT with a gaussian-like energy-
density profile, describing an anisotropic rotating fluid
sourcing a Kerr mimicker with the exact same multipolar
structure of Kerr BHs. Such an approach is completely
generic [51] (holds also in higher dimensional spacetimes)
and allows for the construction of, in principle, an infi-
nite number of physically different sources related by the
same asymptotic structure, defining an equivalence class
of EMTs. Among them, we studied the gaussian-smeared
Israel source, providing many insights for the actual fea-
sibility of such approach, proving the existence, at least

at linear level, of a physical reasonable source for a Kerr
mimicker.

Such source, sharing the same symmetries of the Kerr
metric, is described by mass, angular momentum and
two extra parameters interpreted as typical length scales,
parametrized as R1 = R and R3 = αR. For α ≥ 1 the
EMT is not real-valued everywhere, hence it must be
discarded since does not describe a physical source. How-
ever, we argued that for α < 1 there exists a parameter-
space region in which the configuration is physically vi-
able, and in particular such regions correspond to the
case where R > R∗

α=0.99 ≈ 0.84 and R > R∗
α=0.8 ≈ 1.35,

respectively for the two cases of study we discussed.

Within their respective real-value threshold in
Eq. (27), we proved that both configurations satisfy the
positive energy and causality conditions, even though in
both cases the sound speed develops an imaginary part.
This can be likely related to instabilities of linearized
pressure perturbations [58, 59], but we do not consider
such instabilities as rule-out conditions for the physical
feasibility of the source. Indeed, even if our argument
is valid at every order in the angular momentum expan-
sion, it holds only for linearized gravity, and a full non-
perturbative generalization of the studied Kerr mimicker
could make the source stable after non-linear gravita-
tional effects are taken into account.

To this extent, limiting ourselves to the static limit
(a = 0), we found a non-perturbative solution of the Ein-
stein equations for the gaussian-smeared Israel source,
now acting as a Schwarzschild mimicker induced by a
perfect fluid. Since the source is now spherically sym-
metric, and described only by mass and the R length
scale, the problem is reduced to solving the TOV equa-
tions, where an EOS has to be imposed in order to close
the system of differential equations. However, instead of
imposing an EOS, we fixed the explicit expression of the
energy-density to be equivalent to its linearized limit.

Solving then the stellar-structure equations we found
that for R ≲ 0.52 inner and outer horizons are formed
and causality is violated, suggesting that such regime is
describing a regular BH model with resolved singular-
ity. On the other hand, for R > 0.52 the source pro-
duces a horizonless Schwarzschild mimicker, such that in
the parameter-space region where R ≥ R∗ ≈ 0.86 satis-
fies every positive energy and causality conditions, with
an everywhere real-valued sound speed suggesting stabil-
ity under pressure perturbations. Finally, recovering the
EOS we found a polytropic-like behavior, while study-
ing the compactness of the mimicker, after defining an
effective radius in Eq. (43), we argued that the maxi-
mum effective compactness the mimicker can reach at
the physical threshold of R ≈ R∗ is C∗

eff ≈ 0.47.

We stress the fact that the particular Kerr mimicker
model studied in this paper is just a specific example
of the general framework presented in this work. There
may be more sophisticated choices of the stress form fac-
tor and/or the structure functions that leads to different
models with different phenomenology. Indeed, a careful
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study on the equivalence class of Kerr mimicking EMTs
could lead to direct relations between physical viability
conditions and the functions that characterize the source,
providing a faster and more efficient framework to build
BH mimickers.

Regarding the gaussian-smeared Israel source dis-
cussed in this paper, even though a full non-perturbative
generalization for such source is challenging, a starting
point could be working perturbatively in the angular mo-
mentum, finding a non-linear solution order by order in
the multipole expansion. Moreover, for the static case
in which a solution is already found, a more detailed
study of the system could ensure stability and enlarge
our phenomenological knowledge of such Schwarzschild
mimicker.

Finally, future works could also focus on a detailed
study of the parameter-space regions in which a horizon
is formed. This model in fact could offer many insights
for regular BH models and how eventual horizonless BH
mimickers collapse and develop event horizons. Indeed
for the source we studied in this paper (even in the ro-
tating case), it always exists a lower bound value for the
R parameter to ensure physical viability, suggesting that
regular horizonless mimickers can collapse in regular BHs
and eventually violating energy and/or causality condi-
tions.
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Appendix A: Perturbative Einstein equations

Let us consider the first-order perturbative Einstein

equations in (35) with n = 0, where T
(0)
µν = T̃µν as in

Eq. (28). At this order the problem is reduced to solving
a system of two first-order ODEs, such as

F
(1)
r + rF ′

r
(1)

r2
=

e−
r2

4R2 Gm√
πR3

,

F (1)
r + rF ′

t
(1) = 0 .

(A1)

The solution of the equation in F
(1)
r then reads

F (1)
r =

C

r
+

2Gm

r
Erf
( r

2R

)
− 2Gm

R
√
π
e−

r2

4R2 , (A2)

with C as an integration constant. Imposing now the
boundary condition for which

lim
r→0

F (1)
r < +∞ , (A3)

one has to impose that C = 0, from which we obtain the
result in Eq. (36).
Replacing the previous result into Eq. (A1), for the

linearized metric temporal component one gets the equa-
tion

F ′
t
(1)

r
=

2Gm√
πRr2

e−
r2

4R2 − 2Gm

r3
Erf
( r

2R

)
, (A4)

which solution reads

F
(1)
t = C +

2Gm

r
Erf
( r

2R

)
. (A5)

Finally, imposing asymptotic flatness

lim
r→0

F
(1)
t = 0 , (A6)

the integration constant must be fixed to C = 0, leading
to the expression in Eq. (36).
Moving to second order in perturbation theory, namely

Eq. (35) for n = 1, replacing Eqs. (36) inside the Einstein
equation, one is able to isolate a first-order ODE for the
leading order of the pressure

p′1 =
Gm2

8π2R4r
e−

r2

2R2 − Gm2

8π3/2R3r2
Erf
( r

2R

)
e−

r2

4R2 . (A7)

The solution is straightforward and it reads

p1 = C+
Gm2

32πR4
Erf2

( r

2R

)
+ ϵ0(r)

Gm

r
Erf
( r

2R

)
, (A8)

from which imposing a vanishing pressure at infinity

lim
r→+∞

p1 = 0 , (A9)

the integration constant has to be fixed at the value of

C = − Gm2

32πR4
, from which we derived Eq. (37).
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