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During a binary black hole merger, multiple intermediary marginally outer trapped tubes connect
the initial pair of apparent horizons with the final (single) apparent horizon. The marginally outer
trapped surfaces (MOTSs) that foliate these tubes can have complicated geometries as well as
non-spherical topologies. In particular, toroidal MOTSs form inside both of the original black
holes during the early stages of a head-on merger that starts from time-symmetric initial data [1].
We show that toroidal MOTSs also form in the maximal analytic extension of the Schwarzschild
spacetime as Kruskal time advances from the T = 0 moment of time symmetry. As for the merger
simulations, they cross the Einstein-Rosen bridge and are tightly sandwiched between the apparent
horizons in the two asymptotic regions at early times. This strongly suggests that their formation
is a consequence of the initial conditions rather than merger physics. Finally, we consider MOTSs
of spherical topology in the Kruskal-Szekeres slicing and study their properties. All of these are
contained within the apparent horizon but some do not enclose the wormhole.

I. INTRODUCTION

Horizon evolution during a binary black hole merger
has been studied for more than five decades. For event
horizons, the qualitative picture of how two black holes
become one has been understood since at least the early
1970s [2, 3],1 but while some knowledge of apparent hori-
zon mergers dates to the same time [3, 5], it is only re-
cently that the more intricate process for apparent hori-
zons has been carefully studied in numerical simulations
[1, 6–12]. Event horizon mergers are described by the
fairly simple “pair-of-pants” diagram [2], however the
process by which two distinct apparent horizons become
one is significantly more complicated and involves mul-
tiple marginally outer trapped surfaces (MOTSs) with
complicated (often self-intersecting) geometries. Identi-
fying these surfaces has required the introduction of new
MOTS-finding techniques [12–14].

While studying the full horizon evolution during a
merger necessarily involves numerical simulations, it
turns out that some aspects of the process can also be
studied with exact solutions. Notably, self-intersecting
MOTSs, which were first observed in numerical simu-
lations [7], have subsequently been found to be very
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common, including in many exact black hole solutions
[14–16]. Following from the example of event horizons
[17, 18], there has also been an attempt to understand
the horizon dynamics of extreme mass ratio mergers us-
ing the pure Schwarzschild spacetime [14].

In this paper, we return to the Schwarzschild space-
time to investigate another phenomenon that was first
observed in numerical simulations. During the merger
simulations of [1], toroidal MOTSs were observed inside
both of the original apparent horizons. See Figure 1 for
an equatorial cross-section of a snapshot of this simula-
tion and then Figure 2 for how the blue kidney-shaped
MOTSs rotate into tori. However, as is evident from the
figure, these tori existed at a time when the two black
holes were still fairly well separated and not exhibit-
ing strong gravitational distortions.2 As such it seemed
likely that the toroidal MOTSs were not a consequence
of merger physics.

Instead, we suspected that they were a by-product of
the initial conditions. These simulations were started
from Brill-Lindquist initial data. This is time symmet-
ric and avoids the black hole singularities by using time
slices that extend through the Einstein-Rosen throats of
both black holes into the “universes” on the other side
of the wormholes [19]. This is depicted in Figure 3a)
with the usual asymptotic region on the bottom and the
two internal ones on top. As a consequence of the time
symmetry, MOTSs are minimal surfaces of the original

2 Toroidal MOTSs were also present at earlier times in the simula-
tion. However at those earlier times, they are harder to visually
distinguish.
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FIG. 1. During the early stages of a head-on black hole merger
toroidal MOTSs (the blue dashed lines) were observed to form
between the (black) outermost MOTSs (the apparent hori-
zons) and the (red) inner MITSs (apparent horizons relative
to the asymptotic regions on the other sides of the wormhole).
The central (light blue) points are ∞ in the “internal” asymp-
totic regions. This is adapted from Figure 9, T = M in [1].
See that paper for details of the simulation.

time-slice intrinsic geometry and so are also marginally
inner trapped surfaces (MITSs). Equivalently, each is
marginally outer trapped with respect to both the top
and bottom asymptotic regions (which in this case serve
to distinguish between outward and inward directions).
This is also shown in the figure.

Once the evolution begins and the spacetime evolves
away from the initial moment of time symmetry, the de-
generacy is lost and the two minimal surfaces split into a
distinct MOTS and MITS (or equivalently two MOTSs
with one facing the external and one the internal asymp-
totic regions). These are on opposite sides of the narrow-
est part of the wormhole throat and the toroidal MOTS
lies in between them, straddling the throat. All of this
is shown in Figure 3b). Note that unlike embedding dia-
grams commonly seen in introductory textbooks, this is
not a surface of constant radial coordinate in the equa-
torial plane (θ = π/2). Instead it is a double-copy of the
ϕ = 0 and ϕ = π meridians with 0 < θ < π. To empha-
size this point, the north pole θ = 0 is shown as a dotted
green line in the figure (and the south pole is invisible on
the other side).

The Schwarzschild spacetime written in Kruskal-
Szekeres coordinates can be used to test the idea that
toroidal MOTSs are a by-product of the departure from

FIG. 2. Three-dimensional cross-section showing the equato-
rial cross-sections from Figure 1 rotated into tori. As usual
the light-blue dot in the centre is actually ∞ in the internal
asymptotic region.

time-symmetry, rather than a core property of black hole
mergers. The spacelike hypersurface at timelike coordi-
nate T = 0 in this coordinate system is a moment of
time symmetry (and is an example of a Brill-Lindquist
spacetime with one black hole). However, the surfaces for
other values of T are no longer time symmetric and so
we can use this simplest black hole spacetime to explore
the departure from time symmetry.

This paper is then organized in the following way.
In Section II we collect a number of results that will
be crucial for the analysis in the manuscript. We re-
view the Kruskal-Szekeres slicing of the Schwarzschild
space-time, derive the equations to determine MOTSs
in this slicing, discuss the methods used for visualiz-
ing MOTSs, the methods for determining the topology
of a MOTS, and discuss the stability operator and the
pseudo-spectral numerical techniques we use to obtain
its eigenvalue spectrum. Then, we present our results in
a streamlined fashion. First, in Section III we analyse
the MOTSs of toroidal topology found in the Kruskal-
Szekeres slicing. These MOTSs are the main result of
our work. In Section IV we discuss additional MOTSs
with spherical topology, including those with and with-
out self-intersections.

Note that while we believe that [20] represents the
first observation of toroidal MOTSs in black hole merger
spacetimes, it was certainly not the first time that
toroidal MOTSs or event horizons have appeared in the
literature. For example, [21] constructed spacetimes sat-
isfying the dominant energy condition and containing
MOTSs of a variety of topologies, [22] constructed time-
symmetric vacuum initial data that contained toroidal
MOTSs, [23, 24] identified toroidal MOTS in closed
FLRW spacetimes and [25] constructed time symmetric
non-vacuum initial that contained toroidal MOTSs. Fur-
thermore, [26, 27] observed event horizons with toroidal
cross-sections during black hole mergers (though these
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FIG. 3. Cartoon of the early stages of a black hole merger,
departing from a moment of time-symmetry. a) represents the
initial conditions: a moment of time symmetry in which the
horizons from both asymptotic regions coincide. b) is after
some time evolution when the horizons have separated and
the toroidal MOTS have appeared. Dashed green lines are
the “north poles” of the black holes.

are, of course, not MOTSs).

II. GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS

To streamline the presentation, here we collect all the
necessary preliminary details used in our analysis.

A. Intrinsic and extrinsic geometry of a
two-surface S

Let (S, qAB ,DA) be a spacelike two-surface embedded
in a four-dimensional spacetime (M, gab,∇a). The metric
on S is induced by the full spacetime metric:

qAB = eaAe
b
Bgab (1)

where eaA is the pull-back operator.
The normal space at any point on S can be spanned

by a pair of null normal vectors ℓ+ and ℓ−. We assume
that these can be extended to smooth vector fields over
S and for purposes of this paper scale them so that

ℓ+ · ℓ− = −2 . (2)

Then the inverse metric can be written as

gab = eaAe
b
Bq

AB − 1

2

(
ℓa+ℓ

b
− − ℓb+ℓ

a
−
)

(3)

Derivatives of the null vectors over the surface charac-
terize the extrinsic geometry of S:

eaAe
b
B∇aℓ

±
b =

1

2
θ±qAB + σ±

AB (4)

where θ± := qab∇aℓ
±
b are the traces of the left-hand

quantities and the σ±
AB are the tracefree parts. We as-

sume that S has an identified inside and outside and fur-
ther that ℓ− points in while ℓ+ points out. Then θ± are
respectively the expansion of congruences of null curves
that cross S tangent to ℓ± while σ±

AB are the shears. Such
surfaces are outer-trapped if θ+ < 0 and marginally outer
trapped if θ+ = 0.

Finally, the Hájiček one-form[28]

ωB = −1

2
ebBℓ

−
a ∇bℓ

a
+ (5)

is the connection on the normal bundle to S. Under
rescalings of the null vectors ℓ̃± = e±γℓ± it transforms
as

ω̃A = ωA + DAγ . (6)

For now we are chiefly interested in θ+, but the shear
and the Hájiček one-form will return in Section II F when
we consider the stability operator.

B. Kruskal-Szekeres Coordinates

The well known maximal analytic extension of the
Schwarzschild exterior solution is the Kruskal geometry

ds2 = N2(−dT 2 + dX2) + r2dΩ2, (7)

where T,X ∈ R and dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2θ dϕ2 is the
standard unit round metric on S2, with θ ∈ (0, π) and
ϕ ∼ ϕ+ 2π. The lapse N is defined by

N2 :=
32M3e−

r
2M

r
, (8)

while r > 0 is defined implicitly in terms of T and X by

T 2 −X2 =
(

1 − r

2M

)
e

r
2M . (9)

The explict solution to this equation is

r(T,X) = 2M

[
1 +W

(
−T 2 +X2

e

)]
, (10)

where W is the Lambert-W function.
Note that, in contrast to the region outside the event

horizon covered by Schwarzschild coordinates, the full
Schwarzschild spacetime is not static. In particular, the
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timelike vector field ∂T is not Killing and it is clear that
the metric components depend on T . However, there still
remains one moment of time symmetry: T = 0.

The Schwarzschild geometry can be represented in
Kruskal-Szekeres diagrams such as in Figure 4, where the
vertical and horizontal axes correspond to the T,X ∈ R
coordinates, respectively. On these diagrams, constant
t, r slices are hyperbolic with the singularity at r = 0
corresponding to T 2 −X2 = 1. The surfaces of constant
Kruskal time can equally well be represented on the fa-
miliar Schwarzschild Carter-Penrose diagram, which we
show in Figure 5. For T 2 < 1, the surfaces of constant
time form Einstein-Rosen bridges (wormholes) connect-
ing the left and right asymptotically flat regions. When
T 2 = 1, the throat of the wormhole touches the singular-
ity at the symmetric point X = 0. For T 2 > 1, the sur-
faces of constant time are comprised of two disconnected
components terminating at X = ±

√
T 2 − 1. These ideas

are concretely visualized in the embedding diagrams such
as Figure 6.

FIG. 4. A Kruskal-Szekeres diagram highlighting four con-
stant T slices, which correspond to Figures 5 and 6. The
dashed line is the event horizon r = 2M , the dotted line is
the curvature singularity at r = 0. The solid lines are the
T,X axes.

FIG. 5. A typical Carter-Penrose diagram of the maximally
extended Schwarzschild spacetime. Lines correspond to the
same lines in Figure 4. For |T | ≤ 1, the ΣT have two asymp-
totically flat ends: io1 and io2.

C. MOTS in the Kruskal-Szekeres time slices

Given a foliation of a spacetime M into spacelike three-
surfaces (ΣT , hij , Di) and a two-surface S embedded in
one ΣT , a natural (though certainly not unique) scaling
of the null normals to S is

ℓ+ = û+ N̂ and ℓ− = û− N̂ (11)

where û is the forward-in-time pointing normal to the ΣT

and N̂ is the outward pointing unit spacelike normal to
S in ΣT

3.
With this scaling the outward null expansion can be

written as

θ+ = qijKij + qijDiN̂j (12)

where Kij = eai e
b
j∇aûb is the extrinsic curvature of ΣT in

M and qij = eiAe
j
Bq

AB is the push-forward of the inverse
metric on S into ΣT . Then our goal in this section is to
solve for S with θ+ = 0. To do this, we apply the formal-
ism of [16] which is a generalization and systemization of
that used in [12].

The formalism assumes a rotational symmetry of hij
and Kij generated by a coordinate vector field ∂ϕ. It
then identifies axisymmetric MOTS in ΣT by manipulat-
ing (12) into a pair of coupled differential equations on

the (two-dimensional) orbit space Σ̃ := ΣT /SO(2). The
equations describe an accelerated curve:

T̂ b∇bT̂
a = κMOTSN̂

a. (13)

where T̂ and N̂ are the unit tangent and normal vectors
to the curve in Σ̃ and κMOTS is the magnitude of the
acceleration. Solutions of these equations are dubbed
MOTSodesics and can be rotated by ∂ϕ into full MOTS
in ΣT .

The main work of the formalism is calculating κMOTS.
For non-rotating spacetimes, it is relatively straightfor-
ward. For rotating ones it can be quite involved. Luckily,
we are dealing with a non-rotating spacetime but never-
theless, readers who are only interested in the final form
of the equations may want to skip directly to (25) and
(26).

On the ΣT surfaces of constant T the induced metric
is

hijdx
idxj = N2dX2 + r2dΩ2 (14)

and the extrinsic curvature is

Kijdx
idxj = NT dX2 +

rrT
N

dΩ2 . (15)

3 It is in order to make this choice that we are choosing the scaling
ℓ+ · ℓ− = −2.
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The is most easily calculated by recalling that Kij =
1
2Lûhij and applying

û =
1

N

∂

∂T
, (16)

where N and r were defined in (8) and (10) respectively.
Clearly ∂ϕ is a symmetry of both hij and Kij and, with
r = r(T,X), both are explicitly time dependent.

Following the formalism of [16] we fix coordinates xa =
(X, θ) with the remaining coordinate ϕ representing the

symmetry direction. Then the orbit space (Σ̃, hab,∇) has
metric

habdx
adxb = N2dX2 + r2dθ2 , (17)

and the Christoffel symbols associated to the metric con-
nection ∇ are

ΓX
XX =

NX

N
, ΓX

θθ = −rrX
N2

and Γθ
Xθ =

rX
r
, (18)

where a subscript X denotes partial differentiation with
respect to X.

We consider unit speed curves xa(s) = (P (s),Θ(s)) in

Σ̃. These have tangent vector field

T̂ = Ṗ
∂

∂X
+ Θ̇

∂

∂θ
, (19)

where the overdot denotes differentiation with respect to
the arc length parameter s. The unit speed condition
imposes the constraint

N2Ṗ 2 + r2Θ̇2 = 1. (20)

The corresponding unit normal vector field along this
curve is

N̂ =
( r
N

)
Θ̇

∂

∂X
−
(
N

r

)
Ṗ
∂

∂θ
. (21)

Then from section 2 of [16] the acceleration

κMOTS := K + KN̂ + KT̂ T̂ , (22)

where

K := hϕϕKϕϕ ,

KN̂ := N̂a∇a(ln
√
hϕϕ) and

KT̂ T̂ := Kij T̂
iT̂ j .

(23)

Explicitly these are

K =
rT
Nr

KN̂ =
Θ̇rX
N

− N cot ΘṖ

r
and

KT̂ T̂ = NT Ṗ
2 +

rrT
N

Θ̇2 ,

(24)

where a subscript T denotes a partial derivative with
respect to T .

Then by (13), (18) and (24) we obtain the MOTSodesic
equations:

P̈ = −
(
NX

N

)
Ṗ 2 +

(rrX
N2

)
Θ̇2 +

(rκMOTS

N

)
Θ̇ , (25)

Θ̈ = −
(

2rX
r

)
Ṗ Θ̇ −

(
NκMOTS

r

)
Ṗ , (26)

where

κMOTS =
rT
rN

−
(
N cot Θ

r

)
Ṗ +

(rX
N

)
Θ̇

+ (NT )Ṗ 2 +
(rrT
N

)
Θ̇2.

(27)

As a simple check, consider a cross-section of the event
horizon branch defined by X = T = constant. We then
have Ṗ = 0 and the unit speed condition implies Θ̇ =
±(2M)−1 so that Θ̈ = 0. Choosing the upper sign for
concreteness, note that (26) is automatically satisfied.
We then find (25) reduces to the requirement

rX + rT
MN2

= 0 (28)

which holds automatically since rX = 4Me−1X = −rT
when evaluated on the surface T = X. This verifies that
the cross-sections of the event horizon are indeed MOTS.

D. Visualizing a MOTS

We visualize the MOTS by plotting their correspond-
ing MOTSodesics in Σ̃. However, we first need to choose
a way to represent Σ̃. We use two different methods, each
one with advantages and disadvantages.

1) Polar-like coordinates: The first is to map Σ̃ into the
half-plane via (x, y) = (eX cos θ, eX sin θ). In these
coordinates, X → −∞ maps to the origin (0, 0) while
X → ∞ sends x, y → ∞. The throat of the wormhole
(X = 0) is the unit semi-circle in these coordinates.

This method gives a simple, two-dimensional repre-
sentation of the MOTS (see, for example, Figure 7).
However, the coordinate system distorts the geometry.
While the two asymptotic ends of Σ̃ are geometrically
equivalent, they appear very differently in this coor-
dinate system.

2) Embedding : The second is to represent Σ̃ as an embed-
ded surface in the half of Euclidean R3 that is covered
by cylindrical coordinates 0 < ρ < ∞,−∞ < z < ∞
and 0 < ϑ < π. Note that this is different from
standard embedding diagrams. One typically embeds
the disk at fixed θ = π/2 on the full Euclidean R3.
However, the interesting features of the MOTSs are
encoded in the θ coordinate, so embedding the orbit
space Σ̃ better showcases their properties.
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The metric is

ds2 = dz2 + dρ2 + ρ2dϑ2 . (29)

A surface parameterized by z = z(X) and ρ = ρ(X)
then has metric

ds2 =

((
dz

dX

)2

+

(
dρ

dX

)2
)

dX2 + ρ2dϑ2 . (30)

Matching with the induced metric (17) on Σ̃ (hold-
ing T constant such that r(T,X) → r(X)) we obtain
equations for the embedding:

ϑ = θ , ρ = r(X) and (31)

N2 =

((
dz

dX

)2

+

(
dρ

dX

)2
)
.

On (numerically) solving the differential equation for
z(X) we have a parameterization of the embedding
surface in terms of (X,ϑ). Due to the symmetry about
X = 0, the solution for z(X) is multiplied by a factor
of sign(X) to encode this symmetry about the z =
0 plane. Figure 6 shows the embedding diagrams of
the same constant-T slices that appeared in Figures 4
and 5 along with examples of MOTSs.

The Einstein-Rosen bridge is clearly shown, along
with the fact that it pinches off at T = 1. The sym-
metry about X = 0 has also been constructed to be
shown about the z = 0 plane. We emphasize that
these diagrams do not reflect the axisymmetry (in-
variance under rotations in the periodically identified
coordinate ϕ). The MOTSs are ultimately the curves

in Σ̃ (such as those depicted in Figures 7, 10, 12, 15)
rotated about the ϕ direction to result in surfaces such
as Figure 2.

E. Topology of a MOTS

The MOTSs considered here are two-dimensional and
orientable and so their topology is completely determined
by the Euler characteristic. This is found by integrating
the Gauss curvature K over the MOTS with induced area
element da =

√
det(qAB) ds ∧ dϕ,

χ =
1

2π

∫
S

Kda . (32)

The Gauss curvature K = 1
2R

(2), where R(2) is the scalar
curvature associated to the induced metric on the MOTS

qABdxAdxB = ds2 + qϕϕ(s)dϕ2 (33)

where s is the arc length parameter on the curve
(P (s),Θ(s)) which generates the surface. Explicitly,

qϕϕ(s) = r(T, P (s))2 sin2 Θ(s). (34)

In the present case, the induced metric is both diagonal
and axisymmetric, so

R(2) = − 1

(qϕϕ)1/2
d

ds

(
q̇ϕϕ

(qϕϕ)1/2

)
(35)

The (P (s),Θ(s)) from (25) and (26) determine qAB and
K. Then in cases in which the topology is unclear we
can check the topology with (32).

F. The Stability Operator

The stability operator encodes detailed information
about a MOTS in its spectrum [29]. Generically, the
spectrum of the stability operator is complex, but the
principal (smallest) eigenvalue is guaranteed to be real.
A MOTS is called strictly stable if its principal eigenvalue
is positive, stable if it is non-negative, and unstable if it is
negative. Strictly stable MOTSs enjoy a number of prop-
erties that make them well-suited to serve as quasi-local
black hole boundaries. They are guaranteed to persist
under time evolution and they serve as boundaries sepa-
rating trapped and untrapped regions.

While unstable MOTSs are unsuitable as quasi-local
horizons they still play an important role in black hole dy-
namics. For example, the continuous sequence of MOTSs
connecting the initial and final states in the head-on
merger of two axisymmetric non-rotating black holes are
largely made up from unstable MOTS [7]. In particu-
lar unstable MOTSs are responsible for annihilating the
apparent horizons of the original black holes in such a
merger [11]. Here we will study the spectrum of the sta-
bility operator for the MOTSs found in the Kruskal slic-
ing of the Schwarzschild black hole.

Following the conventions of [29] the stability operator
is

L[ψ] := − ∆ψ + 2ωA∂Aψ (36)

+

[
R(2)

2
− 1

2
∥σ+∥2 + DAω

A − ∥ω∥2
]
ψ

= −D/AD/Aψ +
1

2

[
R(2) − ∥σ+∥2

]
ψ (37)

where ∥σ+∥2 = σAB
+ σ+

AB , ∥ω∥2 = ωAωA and D/A = DA −
ωA. The shear and connection ωA were defined in II A
however for purposes of this section it is also useful to
write them relative to initial data:

ωA = eiAKijN̂
j (38)

σ+
AB = eiAe

j
B

(
Kij +DiN̂j

)
. (39)

Note that there is no need to subtract the trace to obtain
a trace-free σ+

AB . With

θ+ = qABeiAe
j
B

(
Kij +DiN̂j

)
= 0 , (40)

it is automatically tracefree.
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FIG. 6. Embedding diagrams of T = 0.0, 0.5, 1.0, 1.5 hypersurfaces, respectively from left to right. The solid black line is the
r = 2M horizon at X = T and the solid red is the r = 2M horizon at X = −T . The solid blue line is the toroidal MOTS at
T = 0.5 (in the family of MOTSs depicted in Figure 7). The solid purple line is the once-intersected MOTSs in the respective
T slices (exemplary of the MOTSs shown in Figure 15). The dashed green lines are the poles at θ = 0 and θ = π in the usual
Kruskal-Szekeres coordinate {T,X, θ, ϕ}. By mirroring these diagrams about θ = 0, π, one would recover the cartoon in Figure
3.

In general the stability operator is not self-adjoint and
has complex eigenvalues, however if ω is exact then there
is a significant simplification. This is most easily seen
from the second form of the stability operator. If ωA =
DAγ for some γ, then for any scalar or tensor T a direct
calculation shows that

D/A(eγT ) = (DA − ωA) (eγT ) = eγDAT . (41)

It then follows that

D/AD/Aψ = eγDADA(e−γψ) (42)

and so

L[ψ] = eγL̄[e−γψ] . (43)

for

L̄ := −∆ +
1

2

[
R(2) − ∥σ+∥2

]
. (44)

For further discussion of this transformation and its
equivalence to rescaling the null vectors, see [30, 31]. The
transformation is significant as an operator of the form
(44) is self-adjoint and so necessarily has a real eigen-
value spectrum with a smallest principal eigenvalue λ0.
However, it is clear from (43) that if Lψi = λiψi then
L̄(e−γψi) = λi(e

−γψi): they have the same eigenvalue
spectrum and the eigenfunctions of one are simple rescal-
ings of those of the other. For our purposes we only care
about the eigenvalue spectrum and so if ωA is exact, we
can forget about ωA and instead study (44).

For the S generated by rotating the MOTSodesic
(P (s),Θ(s)) an application of (21) and (38) gives

ω = F (s)ds for F (s) := Ṗ Θ̇rT

(
1

2

(N2)′

N2
− 1

)
. (45)

This is exact and so henceforth we can forget about the
complications of (36) and instead calculate the eigenvalue
spectrum of (44).

Calculating the rest of the terms in L̄, the Laplacian
for metric (33) is

∆ = ∂2s +
1

2

(
d

ds
(log qϕϕ)

)
∂

∂s
+

1

qϕϕ

∂2

∂ϕ2
, (46)

and the Ricci scalar was already calculated in (35). The
shear is a little more involved. Keeping in mind that qAB

is diagonal, it follows from (40) that

σ+
ss = −qϕϕσ+

ϕϕ . (47)

Then, with σsϕ = 0 we have

∥σ+∥2 =
2(σ+

ϕϕ)2

r4 sin4 Θ
. (48)

where

σ+
ϕϕ =

sin2 Θ

N

(
rrT + r2rXΘ̇

)
− cos Θ sin ΘNrṖ .

With these expressions in hand and given a numeri-
cal solution of (25) and (26), we determine the spectrum
of the stability operator numerically using pseudospec-
tral techniques [32, 33]. Since these methods have been
described in detail elsewhere, e.g. [13, 15], we will be rel-
atively brief with our overview.

We are restricting here to MOTSs that share the ax-
isymmetry of the space-time. Therefore, we expand the
eigenfunctions of the stability operator as

ψ(s, ϕ) =

m=∞∑
m=−∞

ψm(s)eimϕ , (49)
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reducing the eigenvalue problem to a one-dimensional
one. In the following we will restrict attention to the
m = 0 eigenfunctions since the principal eigenvalue,
which determines the stability, must be invariant under
the isometries of the MOTS.

With the ϕ-direction suppressed, the MOTS of inter-
est reduces to an arclength parameterized MOTSodesic
(P (s),Θ(s)) with s ∈ [0, smax]. We expand the eigenfunc-
tion of the stability operator in Chebychev polynomials,

ψm(s) =

N∑
n=0

an cos

(
nπs

smax

)
, (50)

and divide the interval [0, smax] into N+1 equally spaced
points,

sj =
smax

N + 2
j for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N,N + 1}. (51)

Since the Chebychev polynomials are regular at s = 0
and s = smax it is not necessary to implement additional
boundary conditions.

Using the numerically determined MOTSodesic
(P (s),Θ(s)) and the Chebyshev expansion of the eigen-
function, we construct a derivative matrix corresponding
to the stability operator

L̄[ψ] = λψ → L̄ijaj = λΦijaj , (52)

where L̄ij = (L̄Σϕj)(si) and Φij = ϕj(si). The spectrum
of the stability operator is then determined by finding
the eigenvalues of the matrix M = Φ−1L, which we do
using Mathematica. Convergence is tested by repeating
the process for several distinct values of N .

III. TOROIDAL MOTSs

The main result of our analysis is the observation
of MOTSs of toroidal topology in the Kruskal-Szekeres
time-slices. Toroidal MOTSs are located in the black
hole interior and, in the examples we have found, the
MOTS straddles the throat of the wormhole, meaning
portions of the surface have X > 0 while other portions
have X < 0. The extent of the toroidal MOTS in both
asymptotic regions is equal, thus in these symmetrical
cases we say the MOTS ‘straddles’ the wormhole throat.
In all cases, the numerically computed Euler character-
istic is zero to within numerical precision. None of the
toroidal MOTSs we have located have self-intersections.

We show several representative toroidal MOTSs in Fig-
ure 7 for different values of Kruskal time. Numerically,
we can resolve with confidence toroidal MOTSs from
0.145 < T < 1. For T < 0.145 there are indications
that these surfaces continue to exist, but their numeri-
cal identification is hampered due to a large number of
nearby MOTSs.

As T → 1, the time-slices approach the singularity.
We find that the toroidal MOTSs gradually shrink and

at some finite time before T = 1 we no longer have
the numerical accuracy to locate them. Moreover, we
have found no examples of toroidal MOTSs for T > 1.
This suggests that these surfaces are present only when
Kruskal time-slices connect the left and right asymptotic
regions via an Einstein-Rosen bridge.

We can be more confident in this conclusion by study-
ing the area of the MOTSs as a function of time T .
The area of the MOTSs can be evaluated by integrat-
ing da =

√
qϕϕ ds ∧ dϕ over the surface,

Area = 2π

∫
s

r(T, P (s)) sin(Θ(s)) ds . (53)

We show that the area of several MOTSs studied in this
work in Figure 8. The plot shows the area of the toroidal
MOTSs is monotonically decreasing, approaching zero in
the limit T → 1.

The behaviour as T → 0 is more subtle, since we can
only resolve the torodial MOTS for T > 0.145. We find
no clear indication that the toroidal MOTS annihilates
with another surface. Instead, the resolution issue is re-
lated to the large number of MOTSs present in a smaller
numerical domain. In the limit T → 0, the MOTS and
MITS corresponding to the intersection of the event hori-
zon with the Kruskal time-slices become closer together.
All interior MOTSs are sandwiched between the horizon
MOTS/MITS, and distinguishing them from one another
requires increasing precision as T → 0.

Tracking the area of this surface as T → 0 we see
that it approaches twice the area of the bifurcation two-
sphere. This is consistent with the idea that as T → 0,
the toroidal MOTS becomes increasingly sandwiched be-
tween the horizon MOTS/MITS, effectively wrapping the
bifurcation two-sphere twice as T → 0. Confirming this
qualitative picture will require improving the resolution
of our numerical MOTS finder.

Finally, we discuss the stability of the toroidal MOTSs.
The toroidal MOTSs found in the numerical simulations
performed in [1] were all unstable with a negative prin-
cipal eigenvalue. We find similar results here. Like that
work, here we find that the shear σ+

AB is non-vanishing
for the toroidal MOTSs. This means that an outward
space-like deformation of the MOTS does not lead to an
untrapped surface, which is suggests these surfaces may
be unstable.

This expectation is confirmed via a direct evaluation
of the spectrum of the stability operator. In Figure 9 we
plot the first few m = 0 eigenvalues of the stability opera-
tor as a function of Kruskal time. The first three of these
eigenvalues are strictly negative, confirming that the sur-
faces are unstable MOTSs. All other eigenvalues are pos-
itive. In the limit T → 1, all eigenvalues appear to grow
without bound. For smaller values of T , the first three
eigenvalues take on large negative values. This is con-
sistent with these eigenvalues diverging as T → 0. The
remaining eigenvalues remain finite as T is decreased.
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FIG. 7. Toroidal MOTSs (in blue) found in the T = 0.9 to T = 0.2 hypersurfaces. The event horizon MOTS is shown in
black (X = T ) and MITS in red (X = −T ). The place of spatial symmetry X = 0 is shown as a dashed-gray line. Note the
non-Euclidean axes.

Bifurcation 2-sphere

Once-intersecting MOTS

Twice-intersecting MOTS

Toroidal MOTS

Non-enclosing MOTS

Once-intersecting NE MOTS
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0

1

2
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5

FIG. 8. Areas of several families of MOTSs as a function of T .
The dots correspond to numerical data, while the solid lines
are interpolation and extrapolation of the numerical results.
Note that not all MOTSs are shown to avoid overcrowding.
The cyan and green class of MOTSs are introduced in Section
IV.

IV. TOPOLOGICALLY SPHERICAL MOTSs

In addition to the toroidal MOTSs, we find many other
examples of MOTSs that all have spherical topology with
numerically computed Euler characteristic χ = 2. These
MOTSs are reminiscent of the MOTS shown in Figure
12 of [1]. There are examples without and with self-
intersections.

This class of topologically spherical MOTSs do not
enclose the r = 0 curvature singularity. As such, we
will synonymously refer to these MOTSs as the “non-
enclosing (NE)” MOTSs. The toroidal MOTSs also do
not enclose the singularity, but are uniquely identified

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

-10

-5

0

5

FIG. 9. Lowest 10 eigenvalues of the stability operator on the
toroidal MOTSs, as in Figure 7, for different slices T .

with the ‘toroidal’ name.

Focusing first on examples without self-intersections,
we present some examples of such surfaces in Figure 10.
These MOTSs are topological spheres with one pole oc-
curring for X > 0 and the other occurring for X < 0.
They are not geometric spheres and do not, for example,
have constant Ricci curvature.

MOTSs of this type can be located only for T < 1.
As T → 1, these MOTSs shrink in area and ultimately
appear to vanish — see the cyan curve in Figure 8 for
the area as a function of time. On the other hand, as
T → 0, this MOTS becomes sandwiched between the
horizon MOTS/MITS. While we ultimately cannot track
this MOTS all the way to T = 0, its area evolution is
suggestive of the fact that it ultimately wraps the horizon
twice in this limit.

These MOTSs are also unstable, as can be seen from



10

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

-2

-1

0

1

2

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

-2

-1

0

1

2

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

-2

-1

0

1

2

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

-2

-1

0

1

2

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

-2

-1

0

1

2

FIG. 10. Non-intersecting non-enclosing MOTSs (in blue) found in the T = 0.9 to T = 0.2 hypersurfaces. The event horizon
MOTS is shown in black (X = T ) and MITS in red (X = −T ). The place of spatial symmetry X = 0 is shown as a dashed-gray
line. Please mind the non-Euclidean axes.
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FIG. 11. Lowest 10 eigenvalues of the stability operator on
the topologically spherical but non-intersecting MOTSs (as in
Figure 10) for different slices T .

their stability operator spectrum in Figure 11. There is
a single negative eigenvalue in the m = 0 sector of the
spectrum. This eigenvalue tends toward −∞ as T → 0,
while all other eigenvalue approach finite values. In the
limit T → 1 all eigenvalues appear to diverge.

Generalizations of these surfaces with self-intersections
also exist, with examples shown in Figure 12. These sur-
faces share the feature of having one pole at positive X
and the other at negative X. They span the throat of the
wormhole, and can only be located for 0 < T < 1. At
Kruskal-Szekeres times near the collapse of the wormhole
(T = 1− ε), we are able to numerically resolve more self-
intersecting non-enclosing MOTSs, shown in Figure 13.
This suggests a large number of self-intersecting non-
enclosing MOTSs that exists in the T 2 < 1 domain of
hypersurfaces. We focus our attention only on the once-
intersecting NE MOTSs in our stability operator analy-

sis.
These MOTSs are also unstable, as can be seen in the

stability operator eigenvalues plotted in Figure 14. There
are three negative eigenvalues, two more than the cor-
responding surfaces with no self-intersections. All the
eigenvalues appear to diverge as T → 1, while only the
negative eigenvalues appear to diverge in the limit T → 0.
In this latter limit, it appears that the MOTS approaches
the bifurcation two-sphere, wrapping around it four times
— see the green curve in Figure 8.

Finally, there are examples of self-intersecting MOTSs
that are similar to those observed in Painleve-Gullstrand
time-slices of the Schwarzschild space-time [14]. We show
a time-progression for one of these MOTSs in Figure 15.
These MOTSs are topologically spherical, and have both
their poles located at positive X values. These are also
the only MOTSs we have discussed so far that can be
tracked beyond T = 1 — see the blue curve in Figure 8.
We find examples of MOTSs of this type with multiple
self-intersections, Figure 15 plots the time-progression for
the once-intersecting surface, while we include the area
evolution of both the once- and twice-intersecting sur-
faces of this kind in Figure 8.

For T < 1, as is clear from Figure 15, a portion of the
MOTS extends across the wormhole at early times. As
time increases toward T = 1, this MOTS pulls back until
it is entirely contained in the X > 0 region. The MOTS
can be continued to be tracked for larger values of T > 1,
for which the time-slices terminate at the singularity. As
T continues to become larger, the MOTS becomes in-
creasingly distorted and eventually can no longer be nu-
merically resolved. See Figure 6, which illustrates some
of these features on an embedding diagram.

On the other hand, as T → 0 these MOTSs become
sandwiched between the two components of the event
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FIG. 12. Once-intersecting non-enclosing MOTSs (in blue) found in the T = 0.9 to T = 0.2 hypersurfaces. The event horizon
MOTS is shown in black (X = T ) and MITS in red (X = −T ). The place of spatial symmetry X = 0 is shown as a dashed-gray
line. Please mind the non-Euclidean axes.
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FIG. 13. The once-, twice-, thrice-, four-times-, and five-times-intersecting non-enclosing MOTSs (in blue) found in the T = 0.98
hypersurface. The event horizon cross-section at X = −T is shown in red — the other sphere at X = T is out of frame. The
place of spatial symmetry X = 0 is shown as a dashed-gray line. Please mind the non-Euclidean axes.

horizon. This is shown in Figure 15 and is similar to what
happens with all the MOTSs described earlier. Just like
in that case, it is not possible to numerically resolve what
happens in the strict T → 0 limit, but tracking the area
of the MOTS as a function of time is suggestive of the
fact that it limits to a MOTS that wraps the bifurcation
sphere some number of times. The number of wrappings
appears to be equal to 2L+ 1, where L is the number of
loops formed by self-intersection. It would be interesting
to see if these new types of MOTSs arise generically in
maximally extended black hole spacetimes.

Just as in the Painlevé–Gullstrand slicing, these loop-

ing MOTSs are unstable. The m = 0 eigenvalues of the
stability operator are shown in Figure 16 for the once-
intersecting MOTS. There are two negative eigenvalues,
and both of these appear to be divergent in the T → 0
limit. The positive eigenvalues appear to have finite lim-
its as T → 0. As T increases, a number of eigenval-
ues begin to grow large, suggesting they ultimately di-
verge. However, the time at which this divergence occurs
is no longer equal to T = 1, as these MOTSs can be be
tracked beyond that point. There may be a connection
between the loss of the ability to numerically resolve this
once-looping MOTS and the divergence of its eigenvalue
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FIG. 14. Lowest 10 eigenvalues of the stability operator on the
once-intersecting MOTSs (such as in Figure 12) for different
slices T .

spectrum. As T increases, the time-slices tend increas-
ingly toward being null. A similar feature was observed
for these MOTSs in the generalized Painlevé–Gullstrand
slicing of the Schwarzschild space-time — c.f. Figure 5
of [15].

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the existence of axisymmetric
MOTSs with toroidal topology lying in constant T space-
like hypersurfaces in the maximally extended Kruskal–
Szekeres spacetime. This work is motivated by more so-
phisticated numerical simulations in [1] that reveal that
toroidal MOTSs arise naturally in dynamical black hole
mergers. Their appearance in these examples suggests
that toroidal MOTSs are not intrinsically associated with
merger physics, but instead can be attributed to the de-
parture from time-symmetry.

Along the way, our analysis demonstrated the exis-
tence of new spherical MOTSs in the Schwarzschild in-
terior. These novel MOTSs are symmetric about the
wormhole throat (i.e. about the timelike line X = 0
in the standard Kruskal-Szekeres coordinates). In the
region T ∈ (−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1), these MOTSs ‘straddle’ the
two asymptotic regions connected by the Einstein–Rosen
bridge. For the hypersurfaces with |T | > 1, however, the
Einstein-Rosen bridge collapses and the surface must in-
tersect the singularity (as depicted in Figures 4, 5, and
6).

The construction of these axisymmetric MOTSs is an
application of the MOTSodesic method introduced in
[14–16]. These new types of MOTSs are unstable, as
we demonstrated by a numerical analysis of the stabil-
ity operator and its spectrum. In particular, the toroidal
MOTSs appear to have three negative m = 0 eigenval-
ues of the stability operator, whereas the topologically
spherical MOTSs have a number of negative eigenvalues
related to the number of self-intersections in a manner

consistent with previous studies. These negative eigen-
values indicate that these MOTSs are not boundaries sep-
arating trapped and untrapped regions [34].

Finding MOTSs becomes difficult for T → 0 and
T ≫ 1 (besides, of course, the MOTS corresponding to
the event horizon). It can be shown that the constant
T spacelike hypersurfaces asymptote to null surfaces as
T increases. This is reflected by the divergence of eigen-
values of the stability operator. Near T → 0, the den-
sity of MOTSs is substantial, as all found MOTSs are
sandwiched between the two apparent horizons, and the
problem becomes distinguishing them.

It is unclear whether the loss of MOTSs as T ≫ 1 is
due to them annihilating with other MOTSs at critical
values of T . For example, ‘annihilation’ or ‘bifurcation’
have been observed in previous studies [1, 15] and occur
simultaneously with a vanishing eigenvalue of the stabil-
ity operator. As there is no evidence of any found eigen-
values going to zero together with eigenvalues diverging
near the loss of the MOTS, we expect that these MOTSs
are lost due to lack of numerical precision. Improving this
issue is not trivial: simply increasing numerical precision
will not definitively extend the range of our MOTS find-
ing techniques. There are a large number of axisymmetric
MOTSs located in the Schwarzschild interior. As T → 0,
these are ‘sandwiched’ into the increasingly small domain
between the two apparent horizons and it becomes very
difficult to distinguish individual MOTSs in this limit.
Meanwhile, as T ≫ 1, it has been previously observed
how MOTSs behave for slices that transition from space-
like to null – they steadily warp into a sharp surface that
nears the r = 0 singularity in the near-null coordinates.
This behaviour is difficult to deal with numerically.

The eigenvalue spectrum of the stability operator on
the non-apparent horizon MOTSs exhibits a curious be-
haviour as T → 0. We observe that the non-negative
eigenvalues of the stability operator of all non-apparent-
horizon MOTSs tends towards the corresponding eigen-
values of the event horizon cross-section, but with multi-
plicities. The multiplicity of each eigenvalue is equal to
ratio of the area of the MOTSs to the area of the event
horizon cross-section as T → 0, which is an integer (Fig-
ure 8). As an example, the eigenvalue spectrum of the
stability operator (Figure 14) for the once-intersecting
NE MOTSs (Figure 12) showcases this. From the plots
of its area as T varies (Figure 8), the area of the once-
intersecting NE MOTS approaches 4 times that of the
event horizon cross-section. Towards the right-most
panel of Figure 12, this MOTS ‘wraps’ the event hori-
zon cross-sections four times, hence the quadruple area
factor. As this MOTS gets sandwiched between the two
horizons, its unit normal vector N̂a begins to coincide
with that of the horizons with degeneracy due to the
multiple wrapping. This picture is consistent with the
multiplicities of the positive m = 0 eigenvalues and the
negative eigenvalues may be thought of as a result of the
normal vector field pointing tangentially to the horizons.
Investigating this feature may be a topic for future work.
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FIG. 15. Once-intersecting MOTSs (in blue) found in the T = 1.1 to T = 0.2 hypersurfaces. The event horizon MOTS is shown
in black (X = T ) and MITS in red (X = −T ). The place of spatial symmetry X = 0 is shown as a dashed-gray line. Please
mind the non-Euclidean axes other than the left-most panel. The left-most panel uses a Euclidean axes format to make clear
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FIG. 16. Lowest 10 eigenvalues of the stability operator on
the once-intersecting MOTSs (as in Figure 15) for different
slices T .

It would be interesting to see whether similarly ex-
tended spacetimes would exhibit similar behaviour, for
example a Kruskal-Szekeres extension of the Reissner–
Norström spacetime. The MOTSs within the charged
black hole have been studied in an earlier work [15] using
a further generalized Painlevé–Gullstrand slicing and ex-
hibit the aforementioned annihilation/bifurcation events
in the charge parameter space Q. Other coordinate sys-
tems that have a non-vanishing extrinsic curvature and
that span both asymptotic regions, such as hyperboloidal
slicings, could be studied further to see whether they har-
bour similar MOTSs to the ones found here.
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and N. Xie, Toroidal trapped surfaces and isoperi-
metric inequalities, Phys. Rev. D 95, 064037 (2017),
arXiv:1701.02861 [gr-qc].

[26] S. L. Shapiro, S. A. Teukolsky, and J. Winicour, Toroidal
black holes and topological censorship, Phys. Rev. D 52,
6982 (1995).

[27] A. Bohn, L. E. Kidder, and S. A. Teukolsky, Toroidal
Horizons in Binary Black Hole Mergers, Phys. Rev. D
94, 064009 (2016), arXiv:1606.00436 [gr-qc].

[28] P. Hájiček, Three remarks on axisymmetric stationary
horizons, Commun. Math. Phys. 36, 305 (1974).

[29] L. Andersson, M. Mars, and W. Simon, Local existence
of dynamical and trapping horizons, Phys.Rev.Lett. 95,
111102 (2005), arXiv:gr-qc/0506013 [gr-qc].

[30] J. L. Jaramillo, Black hole horizons and quantum charged
particles, Classical and Quantum Gravity 32, 132001
(2015).

[31] I. Booth, G. Cox, and J. Margalef-Bentabol, Symme-
try and instability of marginally outer trapped surfaces,
arXiv:2311.02063 .

[32] J. P. Boyd, Chebyshev and Fourier Spectral Methods
(Dover Publications, 2001).

[33] C. Canuto, M. Hussaini, A. Quarteroni, and T. Zang,
Spectral Methods: Fundamentals in Single Domains, Sci-
entific Computation (Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2007).

[34] L. Andersson, M. Mars, and W. Simon, Stability of
marginally outer trapped surfaces and existence of
marginally outer trapped tubes, Adv.Theor.Math.Phys.
12 (2008), arXiv:0704.2889 [gr-qc].

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.084084
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.084084
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.11344
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511524646
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511524646
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01645515
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01645515
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.084021
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.15512
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(74)90206-1
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/23/235003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.05358
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.05358
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.171102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.171102
https://doi.org/10.15488/10143
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.084044
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.03939
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.03939
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.181101
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.10265
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.084083
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.084083
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.11343
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.064005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.064005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.044031
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.05350
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.05350
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.044024
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.044024
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.09373
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/acc306
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/acc306
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.15685
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/15/155003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/15/155003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.00712
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.044004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.044004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.08868
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.131.471
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4687700
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/4/2/011
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.54.7311
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.54.7311
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9606042
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/14/145021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.084050
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.07594
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.07594
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.064037
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.02861
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.6982
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.6982
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.064009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.064009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.00436
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01646202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.111102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.111102
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0506013
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/13/132001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/13/132001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.02063
https://books.google.ca/books?id=DFJB0kiq0CQC
https://arxiv.org/abs/0704.2889

	Marginally Outer Trapped Tori in Black Hole Spacetimes
	Abstract
	Introduction
	General Considerations
	Intrinsic and extrinsic geometry of a two-surface S
	Kruskal-Szekeres Coordinates
	MOTS in the Kruskal-Szekeres time slices
	Visualizing a MOTS
	Topology of a MOTS
	The Stability Operator

	Toroidal MOTSs
	Topologically Spherical MOTSs
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References


