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Towards rotating 2-2-holes

Bob Holdom∗

Department of Physics, University of Toronto, Toronto, Ontario, Canada M5S 1A7

Static 2-2-hole solutions of quadratic gravity have been investigated to be a possible

horizonless replacement for black holes as the endpoint of gravitational collapse. Realis-

tically such objects will form with spin, but rotating 2-2-hole solutions are currently not

known. We take some steps here to explore the existence and properties of such solu-

tions. We employ an expansion of the field equations where the expansion parameter is

inversely related to the size of the object. This expansion parameter appears explicitly in

the trial metrics, and we are able to find solutions of the leading order field equations.

These vacuum solutions are candidates to describe most of the interior of a rotating

2-2-hole.

I. INTRODUCTION

A 2-2-hole [1–3] is a horizonless solution of the classical field equations of quadratic gravity,

a 2+ 4 derivative theory. The interior of a 2-2-hole involves high curvatures and both the two

and four derivative terms in the fields equations are needed to describe the interior solution.

But 2-2-holes can be macroscopically large (GM2 ≫ 1), and so one would have expected

an intrinsic suppression of the four derivative terms because of the smallness of two extra

derivatives ∼ (GM)−2 of the four derivative terms as compared to the factor of G−1 in the two

derivative terms. This suppression is overcome because the metric itself develops components

that become very small in the interior, by a factor of order ǫ ≡ (GM2)−1. This factor ends up

enhancing the four derivative terms by a relative factor of ǫ−1, and this is what causes the two

sets of terms in the field equations to be similar in magnitude. The interior metric of a static

2-2-hole can be expressed as

ds2 = −ǫB(r)d t2 + ǫA(r)dr2 + r2dθ 2 + r2 sin(θ )2dφ2. (1)

We have explicitly factored out the factor of ǫ, so that A(r) and B(r) are now of order one

throughout most of the interior. They both vanish at the origin like r2, a feature that prompted

the name “2-2-hole”.

When ǫ is minuscule, to a very good approximation the 2-2-hole solution can be obtained

by expanding the field equations to leading order in ǫ and solving these somewhat simpli-
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fied equations for A(r) and B(r). This will describe only the interior. Close to the would-be

horizon radius of 2GM , ǫA(r) and ǫB(r) grow very rapidly, and the curvature invariants drop

very rapidly, such as to match onto the Schwarzschild (Schd) solution at a radius just slightly

larger than 2GM . The approximation of dropping the higher order terms breaks down in the

transition region and in particular the Schd solution of the exterior requires the full Einstein

equations and not just the terms leading in ǫ.

In this work we shall only consider rotating vacuum solutions. In particular we restrict

ourselves to the vacuum field equations of the Einstein-Weyl theory,

m2
Pl(Rµν −

1

2
gµνR)− 2

m2
Pl

m2
G

Bµν = 0. (2)

Bµν = 0 is the traceless Bach tensor, and we take the ghost mass to be mG ≈ mPl. Static 2-2-

hole solutions were first obtained as vacuum solutions [4] (see also [5]). More realistic and

interesting static solutions that are sourced by a thermal gas were found later [2] (see also

[3]). The associated entropy is easily understood and calculated, and it is somewhat larger

than the entropy of a similar size black hole when mG ≈ mPl. This then points to the stability

of 2-2-holes. Vacuum solutions, whether static or rotating, are probably not stable,1 but in the

static case the vacuum and non-vacuum solutions are found to be at least qualitatively similar.

Rotation brings in θ as well as r dependence and an off-diagonal component of the metric.

Correspondingly there is an increased number of components (six) of the field equations that

need to be solved. In the static case a hybrid approach based on a series expansion around the

origin along with numerical integration proved to be sufficient to study the 2-2-hole solutions,

both for the interior and transition regions and the matching to the exterior Schd solution. A

rather complete picture of the static thermal 2-2-holes is obtained in [6]. This approach does

not seem practical in the rotating case.

We shall exploit the ǫ expansion by inserting explicit factors of ǫ into trial metrics, and then

expanding the field equations in powers of ǫ. This expansion proves to be quite helpful by

reducing the complexity of the leading order components of the field equations. We shall focus

on finding the leading order metric, that is the metric that satisfies the different components of

the field equations at leading order in ǫ. Note that the different components may have leading

order terms that differ in the power of ǫ, but all these leading order terms must vanish for a

leading order solution. We shall also consider the effects of higher orders in the ǫ expansion,

and for this we must modify the metric with corrections that are relatively suppressed by ǫ.

But it is only when r approaches the transition region from the inside will the higher order

effects be important. The leading order metric should be a good approximation throughout

most of the interior.

1 Rotating solutions are still stationary and so like the static solutions they are blind to the potential instabilities

inherent in four derivative field equations. For time dependent problems, with fluctuations of Planck scale or

smaller, input from quantum quadratic gravity, the associated stable quantum field theory, would be needed.
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A neutral rotating 2-2-hole will be characterized by two dimensionful constants, its size R

and its spin a (having the same dimension as R). Various functions define the various com-

ponents of the metric and we shall pull out explicit factors of R to be left with dimensionless

functions. These are the Fi(r, θ ) with i = t , r, θ ,φ, tφ labelling one of the four diagonal com-

ponents or the one off-diagonal component of the metric. These are actually functions of r/R,

a/R and θ . Alternatively we may use a dimensionless function fi(θ ), a function only of a/R

and θ .

We are able to make progress with the following two ansatzes for the leading order metric.

They differ depending on whether the gt t component is of order ǫ0 or ǫ1.

Ansatz 1

ds2 = − ft(θ ) d t2 + ǫFr(r, θ ) dr2 + R2Fθ (r, θ ) dθ
2 + R2 fφ(θ ) dφ

2 ± 2Rftφ(θ ) d t dφ, (3)

Ansatz 2

ds2 = −ǫFt(r, θ ) d t2 + ǫFr(r, θ ) dr2 + R2Fθ (r, θ ) dθ
2 + R2Fφ(r, θ ) dφ

2 ± 2RFtφ(r, θ ) d t dφ.

(4)

All functions are generally non-negative, except possibly ft(θ ) and Ft(r, θ ). The latter func-

tions may describe ergoregions when negative. Ansatz 2 involves more general functions of r

and θ , and with both gt t and gr r of order ǫ it is more in line with the static case. But it is still

interesting to compare and contrast ansatz 1 with ansatz 2, and in the next two sections we

consider these two ansatzes in turn. In each case we will be able to solve the leading order

equations and thus obtain constraints on the leading order metric. The leading order metric

is not determined completely, and we expect that any freedom left in it will be fixed in a full

solution that matches the interior solution to the exterior solution. This might only be possible

for one of the two ansatzes.

We shall also consider corrections to these leading order metrics as defined by the following

corrected line element,

ds2
corrected = ds2 + ǫpGt(r, θ ) d t2 + ǫ2Gr(r, θ ) dr2 + ǫGθ (r, θ ) dθ

2

+ ǫGφ(r, θ ) dφ
2 + ǫGtφ(r, θ ) d t dφ, (5)

where p = 1, 2 for Ansatz 1 and 2 respectively. It will turn out to be useful to know at what

order the various components of the field equations depend on the correction terms in the

metric.

For both ansatzes we shall find a Ricci-flat metric at leading order in ǫ. By this we mean

that Rµν is reduced in size by one order of ǫ after the leading order equations are solved.

This result implies that these solutions are in no way smoothly related to the static 2-2-hole
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solutions, which are certainly not Ricci-flat at leading order in ǫ. Our results for the rotating

case are therefore pointing towards a new class of solutions. We view the Ricci-flatness at

leading order as accidental, and we do not expect it to extend to next-to-leading order as well.

If it held to all orders then we should get back the unique rotating vacuum solution of the

Einstein equations, which is the Kerr metric. But our leading-order solutions are certainly not

Kerr-like.

One might wonder about other expectations for how the interior metric of a 2-2-hole should

depend on a and θ . In this connection it is useful to compare the Kerr metric (in Boyer-

Lindquist coordinates) in the limit r → ∞ to the less familiar limit r → 0,

ds2
Kerr =

r→∞
− d t2 + dr2 + r2 dθ 2 + r2 sin(θ )2 dφ2 ± a

r
4GM sin (θ )

2
d t dφ (6)

=
r→0

− d t2 + cos(θ )2 dr2 + a2 cos(θ )2 dθ 2 + a2 sin(θ )2 dφ2 ± r

a

4GM sin (θ )
2

cos (θ )
2

d t dφ.

They are very different, and so we should be cautious about preconceived notions for the a

and θ dependence inside a rotating 2-2-hole.

The main results for the two ansatzes are described in Sections II and III. We also discuss

the propagation of waves and particles on these spacetimes. In Section IV we briefly describe

an attempt to find a rotating 2-2-hole solution that would be smoothly connected to the static

metric solution when a → 0. Some conclusions are given in Section V.

II. ANZATZ 1

With the metric in (3), the Einstein and Bach tensors in the field equations start at order

ǫ−1 and ǫ−2 respectively. As we have explained, this allows for the actual relative size of the

Einstein and Bach tensors to be comparable in the interior of macroscopically large objects.

The Einstein tensor has three non-vanishing components at this order, the t t , φφ and tφ

components. The θθ component accidentally vanishes; accidental zeros arise for this ansatz

because of the lack of r dependence in gt t , gφφ and gtφ . All three nonzero components of the

Einstein tensor turn out to be proportional to

Fr(r, θ ) F ′
θ (r, θ )

2
+ Fθ (r, θ ) F ′

θ (r, θ ) F ′
r(r, θ )− 2Fr(r, θ ) Fθ (r, θ ) F ′′

θ (r, θ ) . (7)

(Our notation is such that a prime always denotes a derivative with respect to the first argument

of the function.) This vanishes when

Fr(r, θ ) =
fr(θ )

Fθ (r, θ )
R2F ′

θ (r, θ )
2. (8)
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fr(θ ) ≥ 0 is another dimensionless function of a/R and θ .

The Bach tensor has all four of the t t , φφ, tφ and θθ components non-vanishing at this

order. Each is a complicated function involving up to four derivatives of Fθ (r, θ ) and three

derivatives of Fr(r, θ ), but we have verified that these four components of the Bach tensor also

vanish when (8) is satisfied. Thus at this leading order the field equations can be satisfied by

having the Einstein and Bach terms separately vanishing, with the simple relationship between

Fr(r, θ ) and Fθ (r, θ ) in (8).

With relation (8) in place, we can now inspect the field equations at next order, that is at

ǫ0 and ǫ−1 for the Einstein and Bach tensors respectively. At this order the field equations

will have dependence on the next order corrections in the metric, as in (5). The t t , φφ, tφ

and θθ components of the Einstein and Bach tensors are nonzero and we have verified that

each of these components are sensitive to at least some or all of the various Gi(r, θ )’s and their

derivatives. The expressions are lengthy and complicated, especially for the Bach tensor. But

the many undetermined functions leaves open the possibility that the field equations at next

order can be satisfied. In this case we expect that this will occur through cancellations between

the Einstein and Bach terms that are separately non-vanishing.

There is one additional component that becomes nonzero at this order, and this is the rθ

component of the Einstein tensor. (This component of the Bach tensor is accidentally zero.)

This nonzero Einstein component is receiving its leading contribution at this order, and so it

is not sensitive to the Gi(r, θ )’s. It therefore implies another constraint on the leading order

metric. This component is proportional to

fφ(θ ) f
′
t (θ ) + ft(θ ) f

′
φ(θ ) + 2 ftφ(θ ) f

′
tφ(θ ), (9)

which vanishes when

ft(θ ) fφ(θ ) + ftφ(θ )
2 = C , (10)

for some dimensionless constant C . Note that C can also depend on a/R.

If we expand to one further order (orders ǫ1 and ǫ0 respectively) then the r r component

finally shows up. But this component at this order is sensitive to the corrected metric, meaning

that it was accidentally zero at the previous order. It therefore provides no further constraint

on the leading order metric.

A. Invariants

With the results in (8) and (10) we find that the volume element is

√
−g =

(

ǫCR6 fr(θ )F
′
θ (r, θ )

2
)

1
2 . (11)
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We see a
√
ǫ suppression of the volume element, to be compared with a ǫ suppression for the

static 2-2-hole. We have already seen that fr(θ ) ≥ 0 and thus we must have C > 0. ft(θ ) is

the only function that could be negative, and we see that (10) with C > 0 still permits ft(θ ) to

have either sign. When negative then gt t ≥ 0 would correspond to an ergoregion that extends

to the origin of the 2-2-hole.

Let us now consider the quadratic curvature invariants. We find that two are enhanced by

ǫ−1,

RµνρσRµνρσ = CµνρσCµνρσ =

1

ǫ

(

(C − ftφ(θ )
2) f ′

t (θ )
2 + 2 f ′

tφ(θ ) ftφ(θ ) f
′
t (θ ) ft(θ )− f ′

tφ(θ )
2 ft(θ )

2
)

R4C ft(θ )2 fr(θ )Fθ(r, θ )
2

(12)

We have used (10) to eliminate fφ(θ ). This result is stable under corrections to the leading

order metric, that is it is independent of the Gi(r, θ )’s in (5). RµνR
µν, like R, turns out to be of

order ǫ0, and it does depend on the Gi(r, θ )’s. From (12) we notice that ft(θ ) and fr(θ ) must

not vanish to avoid a singularity at all r.

B. Propagation

We first consider the wave equation for a massless scalar field ϕ(r, θ ,φ, t) on this 2-2-hole

background, �ϕ = 0. At leading order in ǫ only the t- and r-derivative terms remain. The

neglect of the angular derivative terms at this stage assumes that the angular momenta are

not so large as to compensate for the ǫ suppression. The single r-derivative terms can be

eliminated if we define

ϕ(r, θ ,φ, t) = e−iωt

√

F ′
θ (r, θ )

Fθ (r, θ )
Φ(r, θ ,φ). (13)

Then the leading order wave equation takes the form

(

∂ 2

∂ r2
+ω2 − V (r, θ )

)

Φ (r, θ ,φ) = 0, (14)

where the potential is

V (r, θ ) =
2Fθ (r, θ )

2 F ′
θ (r, θ ) F ′′′

θ (r, θ )− 3Fθ (r, θ )
2 F ′′
θ (r, θ )

2 + F ′
θ (r, θ )

4

4Fθ (r, θ )
2

F ′
θ (r, θ )

2
. (15)

We see that both the wave equation and the curvatures can be singular at the origin if F(r, θ )

vanishes there. It is also possible for the potential to be singular while the curvatures are not,
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when F ′(r, θ ) but not F(r, θ ) vanishes at the origin; for example if F ′(r, θ ) ∼ r then V (r, θ ) ∼
r−2 with a negative residue. The static 2-2-hole is quite different, there the curvatures are

singular while the wave equation, including the angular part, is regular at the origin.

Particle-like motion is described by the geodesic equations, corresponding to a small wave-

length (eikonal) limit of the wave equations. This limit is essentially the opposite to that

used to obtain the form of the wave equation above. The geodesic equations for a massless

particle describes a path (t(ζ), r(ζ), θ ,φ(ζ)) as a function of the affine parameter ζ, where

for simplicity we have set θ to a constant. We then have

d2 t(ζ)

dζ2
= 0

d2φ(ζ)

dζ2
= 0, (16)

and a radial equation that is solved by

√

Fθ (r(ζ), θ ) = c0(θ ) + c1(θ )ζ. (17)

The existence and stability of possible light ring orbits can be found via the formalism

discussed in [7]. Two potentials are defined by

H±(r, θ ) =
−gtφ ±

√

g2
tφ − gt t gφφ

gφφ
. (18)

The existence of a light ring corresponds to a stationary point occurring for either potential,

and a stable light ring corresponds to this being a local minimum of that potential. Stable

light rings are thought to imply a spacetime instability that may destroy the object.2 The

metric components in (18) precisely those that are r-independent in anzatz 1, and so these

potentials are independent of r,

H±(r, θ ) =
ft(θ )

(
√

C ∓ fφ(θ ))R
. (19)

This degeneracy is expected to be broken at next order in ǫ, and so at this stage we can say

little about interior light rings. Ansatz 2 will give r-dependent potentials at leading order.

C. A particular choice

Fθ (r, θ ) is the remaining undetermined r-dependent function in the metric of ansatz 1.

Of all the metric components, gθθ is the only one that could possibly be the same as the Kerr

metric. The static 2-2-hole solution already strongly modifies gt t and gr r from the Schd metric,

2 Realistic 2-2-holes are sourced by a hot thermal gas, and the effect of light rings occurring within such a medium

may need to be considered further.
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and then rotation implies a non-vanishing gtφ that points to a modification of gφφ as well. This

leaves gθθ , and so for ansatz 1 we consider the Kerr choice gθθ = R2Fθ (r, θ ) = r2+a2 cos(θ )2.

Then the curvature invariants in (12) are singular only when both r = 0 and θ = π/2, as with

the Kerr metric. They also show that the leading order metric is asymptotically flat, although

this is not relevant for its role as an approximate interior metric. The metric in this case is

ds2 =− ft(θ ) d t2 + ǫ
4 fr(θ )r

2

r2 + a2 cos(θ )2
dr2 + (r2 + a2 cos(θ )2) dθ 2

+ R2 C − ftφ(θ )
2

ft(θ )
dφ2 ± 2Rftφ(θ ) d t dφ. (20)

The various fi(θ ) and C can depend on a/R. We see gr r ∼ r2, at least for small r/a, which is

similar to the gr r ∼ r2 behaviour of a static 2-2-hole. In addition

√
−g = 2Rr (ǫC fr(θ ))

1
2 . (21)

III. ANSATZ 2

This ansatz for the leading order metric is given in (4). Once again the leading order terms

of the Einstein and Bach tensors are of order ǫ−1 and ǫ−2 respectively, making them of similar

size. At this order, and for each of the two tensors, the three non-vanishing components are

θθ , φφ and φ t . Looking first at the Einstein tensor, the θθ component is proportional to

4F ′′
tφ(r, θ ) Fr(r, θ ) Ftφ(r, θ )− F ′

tφ(r, θ )
2

Fr(r, θ )− 2F ′
tφ(r, θ ) F ′

r(r, θ ) Ftφ(r, θ ) . (22)

This vanishes when

Fr(r, θ ) =
fr(θ )

√

Ftφ(r, θ )
R2F ′

tφ(r, θ )
2. (23)

When this result is inserted into the φ t component, the latter becomes proportional to

Fr(r, θ )
2

F ′
tφ(r, θ )

3 − 4Fr(r, θ ) Ftφ(r, θ )
2

F ′
tφ(r, θ ) F ′′

r (r, θ )

+ 4Fr(r, θ ) Ftφ(r, θ )
2

F ′′
tφ(r, θ ) F ′

r(r, θ ) (24)

− 3Fr(r, θ ) Ftφ(r, θ ) F ′
tφ(r, θ )

2 F ′
r(r, θ ) + 2Ftφ(r, θ )

2 F ′
tφ(r, θ ) F ′

r(r, θ )
2 .

This vanishes when

Fθ (r, θ ) =
fθ (θ )

√

Ftφ(r, θ )
. (25)
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When the last two relations are inserted into the φφ component, the latter becomes propor-

tional to

Fφ(r, θ ) F ′
tφ(r, θ )

3
+ Ftφ(r, θ )

2
F ′

tφ(r, θ ) F ′′
φ(r, θ )

− Ftφ(r, θ )
2

F ′
φ(r, θ ) F ′′

tφ(r, θ )− Ftφ(r, θ ) F ′
tφ(r, θ )

2
F ′
φ(r, θ ) . (26)

This vanishes when

Fφ(r, θ ) = Ftφ(r, θ )
(

fφ(θ ) + f̂φ(θ ) ln(Ftφ(r, θ ))
)

. (27)

Now when we turn to the Bach tensor, we find that these three relations also cause the van-

ishing of the order ǫ−2 contributions to the θθ , φφ and φ t components.3 So once again the

Einstein and Bach tensors vanish independently, something that is not expected to hold at next

order in the ǫ expansion.

With these relations in place then components start at order ǫ0 and ǫ−1 for the Einstein and

Bach tensors respectively. We have verified that the metric correction terms in (5) contribute

to the θθ , φφ and φ t components at this order. In principle these field equations at this order

would help to determine the Gi(r, θ ) functions. We are more interested in the t t , rθ and r r

components of both tensors, since these components first appear at this order and so these

do not receive corrections. The rθ component of the Bach tensor accidentally vanishes and

r r component of both tensors happen to vanish due to the relations we have already applied.

The required vanishing of the t t and rθ components must be due to further constraints on

the leading order metric. We find that the t t component of the Einstein tensor is proportional

to the same expression as in (26), but with Fφ(r, θ ) replaced by Ft(r, θ ). Thus this vanishes

when

Ft(r, θ ) = Ftφ(r, θ )
(

ft(θ ) + f̂t(θ ) ln(Ftφ(r, θ ))
)

. (28)

This also causes the t t component of the Bach tensor to vanish. Lastly, the rθ component of

the Einstein tensor is proportional to f ′
r (θ ), and thus we must replace fr(θ ) by a constant C

that can still depend on a/R.

We can expand the Einstein and Bach tensors to one further order, that is to order ǫ1 and

ǫ0 respectively. The only nonzero components for either tensor are t t , r r and rθ , but these

components have already appeared at lower order and so they will receive corrections from the

corrected metric. Thus we do not obtain any further constraints on the leading order metric.

From the constraints that we do have, all the r-dependent functions have been expressed in

terms of Ftφ(r, θ ).

3 Note that (24) has a more general solution than that given in (25), but then the three Bach tensor components

do not all vanish.
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A. Invariants

The volume element at leading order in ǫ is

√
−g =

(

ǫR4Fr(r, θ )Fθ(r, θ )Ftφ(r, θ )
2
)

1
2

=
(

ǫCR6 fθ (θ )Ftφ(r, θ )F
′
tφ(r, θ )

2
)

1
2 . (29)

Again we have a
√
ǫ dependence. The dependence on Ft(r, θ ) only occurs at higher order, and

this is interesting because it allows Ft(r, θ ) to be negative. In fact from (28), appropriate ft(θ )

and f̂t(θ ) can give rise to an interior surface of some shape where Ft(r, θ ) changes sign. An

ergoregion could lie inside or outside this surface.

The curvature invariants take a simple form

RµνρσRµνρσ = CµνρσCµνρσ =
1

ǫ2

3

4C2R4Ftφ(r, θ )3
. (30)

Again this is not sensitive to higher order corrections to the metric. (RµνR
µν on the other

hand, like R, turns out to be of order ǫ0 and is sensitive to corrections.) Notice also that these

invariants are proportional to ǫ−2 ∼ R4/ℓ4
Pl, which means that they are now of order one in

Planck units. As compared to ansatz 1, where the curvature invariants are proportional to ǫ−1,

ansatz 2 is thus more similar to the situation for a static 2-2-hole.

B. Propagation

The scalar wave equation �ϕ = 0 at leading order in ǫ yields a very similar result to ansatz

1. If we define

ϕ(r, θ ,φ, t) = e−iωt

√

F ′
tφ (r, θ )

Ftφ (r, θ )
Φ(r, θ ,φ), (31)

then we get the same wave equation as in (14) and (15), only with Fθ (r, θ ) replaced by

Ftφ(r, θ ). With this change the previous discussion applies, and in particular the wave equation

potential can become singular when either Ftφ(r, θ ) or F ′
tφ(r, θ ) vanishes.

The geodesic equations are complicated and so to permit a solution we set f̂t(θ ) = f̂φ(θ ) =

0. In this case, for the same path (t(ζ), r(ζ), θ ,φ(ζ)) as before, we find

d t(ζ)

dζ
= − c1 fφ(θ )

2Ftφ(r(ζ), θ )

dφ(ζ)

dζ
= − c1

RFtφ(r(ζ), θ )
. (32)

This result has also been constrained by the leading order part of the radial equation. The
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next-to-leading part of the radial equation is then solved by

d

dζ
r(ζ) =

√

C Ftφ(r(ζ) , θ )
3
2

(

c2Ftφ(r(ζ) , θ ) + fφ(θ )
2

ft(θ )
)

2C Ftφ(r(ζ) , θ ) F ′
tφ(r(ζ) , θ )R

. (33)

The potentials defined in (18) for the determination of light rings are

H+(r, θ ) =
ǫ

2R

(

ft(θ ) + f̂t(θ ) ln(Ftφ(r, θ ))
)

, (34)

H−(r, θ ) = −2

R

1

fφ(θ ) + f̂φ(θ ) ln(Ftφ(r, θ ))
− ǫ

2R

(

ft(θ ) + f̂t(θ ) ln(Ftφ(r, θ ))
)

. (35)

These potentials are of a form that can easily avoid any stationary points. Notice that the

denominator of the first term of H−(r, θ ) is proportional to gφφ ≥ 0, and that one way to meet

this constraint is to set f̂φ(θ ) = 0. This is why the next order term is also shown.

C. A particular choice

The results for the volume element and the curvature invariants in (29) and (30), as well as

the wave equation, are showing that Ftφ(r, θ ) for ansatz 2 is playing a similar role to Fθ (r, θ )

for ansatz 1. Thus it helps to compare the two ansatzes if the particular choice we made for

Fθ (r, θ ) is carried over to Ftφ(r, θ ) for ansatz 2, that is R2Ftφ(r, θ ) = r2+ a2 cos(θ )2 ≡ Σ. The

metric becomes

ds2 =− ǫ Σ
R2

(

ft(θ ) + f̂t(θ ) ln(
Σ

R2
)

)

d t2 + ǫ
4C r2

R
√
Σ

dr2

+
R3 fθ (θ )√
Σ

dθ 2 + Σ fφ(θ ) dφ
2 ± 2Σ

R
d t dφ. (36)

The various fi(θ ) and C can still depend on a/R. We have set f̂φ(θ ) = 0 to ensure that gφφ ≥ 0,

since Σ ranges from 0 to ∞. We again see gr r ∼ r2 at small r/a. In addition

√
−g = 2

√

Cǫ fθ (θ )Σr2, (37)

which, other than the
√
ǫ, is rather similar to the Kerr metric where

√−g = sin(θ )Σ. The

curvature invariants are simply

RµνρσRµνρσ = CµνρσCµνρσ =
1

ǫ2

3

4

R2

C2Σ3
. (38)

These invariants for the Kerr metric also have a singularity at Σ = 0 and the same 1/r6 be-

haviour at large r. The main difference is the ǫ−2 enhancement for the 2-2-hole interior.
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Finally we give an example of how the explicit a dependence in the metric can change

without changing the results in (37) and (38). We could choose Ftφ(r, θ ) = Σ/(aR) and then

redefine ( fθ (θ ), C) → ( a
R
)

3
2 ( fθ (θ ), C) and ( fφ(θ ), ft(θ ), f̂t(θ )) → a

R
( fφ(θ ), ft(θ ), f̂t(θ )). In

this case the metric is

ds2 =− ǫ Σ
R2

(

ft(θ ) + f̂t(θ ) ln(
Σ

aR
)

)

d t2 + ǫ
4C r2

R
√
Σ

dr2

+
a2Rfθ (θ )√

Σ
dθ 2 + Σ fφ(θ ) dφ

2 ± 2Σ

a
d t dφ. (39)

IV. AN ATTEMPT WITH A MORE DIRECT APPROACH

A recent new representation of the Kerr metric has appeared [8], and it leads to an obvious

starting point in the search for a rotating 2-2-hole solution. Using their notation, these authors

find that

(gKerr)ab = gABeA
aeB

b, (40)

where the “co-tetrad” is

eA
a =



















√

a2+x2

x2+a2 cos(θ )2
0 0 −

√
a2+x2 a sin(θ )2√
x2+a2 cos(θ )2

0

√

x2+a2 cos(θ )2

a2+x2 0 0

0 0

√

x2 + a2 cos(θ )
2 0

− a sin(θ )√
x2+a2 cos(θ )2

0 0
(a2+x2) sin(θ )√

x2+a2 cos(θ )2



















, (41)

and the “tetrad-component metric” is

gAB =















− f (r) 0 0 0

0
1

f (r)
0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1















, f (r) = 1 − 2mr

r2 + a2
. (42)

The essence of the Kerr metric is contained in gAB, since replacing gAB by ηAB would yield the

metric for flat space in oblate spheroidal coordinates.

This suggests that in the same way a static 2-2-hole is obtained from the Schd metric with

the replacements −gt t = 1 − 2m/r → ǫB(r) and gr r = 1/(1 − 2m/r) → ǫA(r), we should

make the same replacements in the tetrad-component metric gAB, that is −gt t = f (r)→ ǫB(r)
and gr r = 1/ f (r) → ǫA(r). With this ansatz the dimensionless functions A(r) and B(r) are

functions of r/R and a/R, but not θ . This construction is guaranteed to produce a metric that
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goes smoothly to the form of the static 2-2-hole metric in (1) when a → 0. A point of interest

for our discussion in section II is that the metric from this ansatz has gθθ = r2 + a2 cos(θ )2.

With this metric we have expanded the field equations in (2) to leading order in ǫ. For

a 6= 0 the leading order terms of the Einstein and Bach tensors are now of order ǫ−2 and

ǫ−4 respectively. Derivatives of A(r) and B(r) happen not to appear at leading order, and

this makes it quite easy to see that no solution of the vacuum equations for A(r) and B(r) is

possible. Some attempt to use a more general form of gAB was also not successful. So thus far

we have found no evidence for a rotating solution that smoothly connects to the static solution.

V. CONCLUSION

We have utilized what is effectively a large size or large mass expansion to approach the

problem of describing the interior of a rotating 2-2-hole. The expansion parameter is a very

small quantity ǫ ≡ (GM2)−1 that appears explicitly in the metric. This causes the four deriva-

tive terms in the field equations to be of the same order as the two derivative terms.

We have solved the leading order field equations for two ansatzes. Ansatz 2 produces a

result that is qualitatively more similar to the static 2-2-hole, since like the later, two quadratic

curvature invariants end up enhanced by a factor of ǫ−2. This is what produces Planckian

curvatures over a macroscopically large region. On the other hand the spacetime for both

anzatzes is Ricci-flat up to corrections that are next order in ǫ. This is not the case for the

static 2-2-hole solution.

For each of the two rotating ansatzes we displayed a particular choice of the remaining

r-dependent function that in turn gives a curvature singularity at r2+a2 cos(θ )2 = 0. We note

that the static solution exhibits a curvature singularity at r = 0 that is benign with respect to

the wave equation. In fact this singularity is associated with the fact that there are no stable

light rings in the static 2-2-hole spacetime. For the rotating case it also appears that stable

light rings can be avoided, but we cannot fully answer this question without having the full

matching to the exterior metric.

We have not proven that one of our solutions provides the true leading order description

of the rotating 2-2-hole interior. A proof would entail demonstrating a successful matching to

the external Kerr solution. On the other hand there should be some leading order description,

and at this stage it is difficult to see how other analytical solutions could be found. If we

are on the way to the true description, then this would imply that the known static 2-2-hole

solution may be an isolated solution that only applies when a is exactly zero. This may not be

a physically realizable situation, and so it could be that one should rather take the a → 0 limit

of the rotating solutions to approach the static case.

If it turns out that we are not yet on the right track to find the rotating solutions, then it

would seem to require a more clever approach to generalize the static case, and in particular
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an approach more clever than the one presented in Section IV.
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