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Charged static and rotating objects as solutions of the Einstein-Maxwell field equations are ob-
tained and studied in the present work. The full spacetime geometry is obtained by matching
two spacetime regions, an interior region containing electrified matter and an exterior electrovac-
uum region. In the static case, the interior region contains a spherically symmetric distribution
of matter constituted by a de Sitter-type perfect fluid with electric charge, whose energy density
profile is given by a Tolman-like relation. The interior solution is smoothly matched with the ex-
terior Reissner-Nordström electrovacuum solution, thus producing different kinds of objects, such
as charged regular black holes and overcharged tension stars, that we analyze in detail. We also
investigate the connection between the present static solution and the regular black holes with a de
Sitter core presented in the work by Lemos and Zanchin [Phys. Rev. D 83, 124005 (2011)]. We then
employ the Gürses-Gürsey metric and apply the Newman-Janis algorithm to construct a charged
rotating interior geometry from the static interior solution. The resulting interior metric and the
electromagnetic field are smoothly matched to the exterior Kerr-Newman electrovacuum solution,
thus producing a regular interior for the exterior Kerr-Newman geometry. The main properties
of the complete rotating solution are analyzed in detail, showing that different kinds of rotating
objects, such as charged rotating black holes and other charged rotating objects, also emerge in this
solution.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The study of compact objects in General Relativity
(GR) is attracting more and more attention thanks to
the advances achieved by the large projects for collect-
ing observational data, which culminated in the image of
the astrophysical black hole in the giant elliptical galaxy
M87 [1], as well in the detection of gravitational waves [2–
4]. Historically, black holes have been among the most
important and intriguing predictions of GR. As a conse-
quence, a large amount of work on such structures has
been carried out over the years, culminating in the re-
markable singularity theorems [5, 6], which led the for-
mation of black holes to be accepted as a robust predic-
tion of GR. However, GR also allows a wide variety of
other kind of compact structures, such as ultra-compact
stars [7–11], gravastars [12–15], quasiblack holes [16–20],
and regular black holes [21–34].

In particular, regular black holes were proposed at
about six decades ago. Indeed, in 1968, Bardeen [21]
concretely implemented the idea of a black hole with hori-
zons but without a singularity, i.e., the first regular black
hole model. The matter-energy content of such a regu-
lar black hole was later identified as a source of magnetic
monopoles in nonlinear electrodynamics [24], producing a
modification of the Reissner-Nordström (RN) metric, so
that, near the center, the energy content tends towards
a perfect fluid with a de Sitter-type equation of state,
where the pressure equals the negative of the energy den-
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sity (in units such that the speed of light is unity). As
well known, such a de Sitter fluid violates the strong en-
ergy condition, so that the singularity theorems do not
apply. Although there has been great development in
the implementation and analysis of the properties of reg-
ular black holes, most of the subsequent models of reg-
ular black holes in GR are based, in some sense, on the
Bardeen’s proposal.

The regular black hole models mentioned so far in this
work are restricted to static configurations. As for the
rotating counterparts, much less models are found in the
literature. However, motivated by the Newman-Janis
complex transformation [35], Gürses and Gürsey [36]
obtained a stationary and axisymmetric metric in the
Boyer-Lindquist coordinates from a metric belonging to
the Kerr-Schild class [37], and therefore, found a path to
construct a rotating counterpart of any static and spher-
ically symmetric solution. In such an approach, the re-
sulting Gürses-Gürsey metric has the same form of the
Kerr metric with the mass constant m replace by a mass
function m(r), where r is the Boyer-Lindquist radial co-
ordinate. Naturally, such strategy may also be used to
find simple models for rotating regular black holes start-
ing from static black hole solutions of the Einstein equa-
tions. Thenceforth, different paths were taken in order
to better understand the type of sources that generates
the Gürses-Gürsey metric [38, 39], as well as to general-
ize [40, 41] and modify [42] the Newman-Janis algorithm,
what has led to a large amount of work on rotating reg-
ular objects [44–57].

The study of rotating regular black holes is motivated
also by the known issues of the Kerr geometry [58]. Al-
though it is accepted as the most realistic description of
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the exterior region of a black hole (outside the event hori-
zon) with angular momentum, it presents some compli-
cations in the interior region of the black hole (inside the
event horizon), such as a ring singularity, causality vio-
lations and closed timelike curves [59]. Hence, a possible
route to avoiding such issues is replacing the problem-
atic interior region with a regular matter source as done
for static regular black holes. However, it is worth men-
tioning that the Gürses-Gürsey metric, on which most
of the rotating regular black holes are built, depending
on the form of the mass function m(r), may present a
conical or a curvature singularity located at r = 0 and
θ = π/2 in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates. In fact, as dis-
cussed in [57, 60], for regular mass functions that, close
to r = 0 is of the form m(r) = m0r

3+ϵ, with ϵ ≥ 0,
presents a ring-like conical singularity when extended to
the regions r < 0. On the other hand, if the extension
to the region r < 0 is not performed, Torres [61] has
shown that even the conical singularity at ring is absent
and the spacetime is regular. Moreover, for rm(r) ≥ 0,
the Gürses-Gürsey metric is stably causal, which means
that no closed causal curves appear even under small per-
turbations [57]. Finally, it is noteworthy that extensions
beyond the disk, through the region r < 0, is still a highly
debated topic [57, 60–62].

Motivated by all the valuable contributions mentioned
above, one of the main goals of the present work is con-
structing charged regular black hole and charged star so-
lutions, both in the static and rotating cases. Our work
is based on two main assumptions, as we shall discussed
in more detail next.

The first assumption comes from the objective of try-
ing to avoid any singularity in the interior region of the
matter source, in order to describe compact regular ob-
jects. As discussed earlier, the formation of singularities
can be avoided in de Sitter-like spacetimes, which implies
that the energy density and pressure of the fluid obey the
relation p = −ρm, where p is the isotropic pressure and
ρm is the matter energy density of the fluid. This as-
sumption was also considered in the work by Lemos and
Zanchin (hereafter L&Z) [30] and it is widely used in the
literature.

The second assumption involves the energy density and
is inspired by the Tolman VII solution. By performing a
systematic study of the Einstein field equations applied to
a static and spherically symmetric spacetime filled with
a perfect fluid source, Tolman [63] obtained eight solu-
tions in which three were already known at the time (the
Einstein universe, the Schwarzschild-de Sitter solution,
and the Schwarzschild star model), while the other five
were unknown solution at the time. In particular, the
Tolman VII solution appears to have some physical rele-
vance in the literature, once it is an exact solution to the
Einstein field equations that exhibits a quadratic falloff
in the energy-density profile, i.e., the energy density is
such that 8πρm(r) = 3R−2

(
1− r2b−2

)
, where r is the

areal radius, and R and b are arbitrary constant param-
eters (see also Ref. [64]). Given that here we are go-

ing to consider charged perfect fluids, besides the energy
density stemming from the matter distribution itself, the
total energy density of the system includes the electro-
magnetic energy density carried by the electric field, the
charged Tolman-like density relation we propose here is
given by 8πρm(r)+ q2(r) r−4 = 3R−2

(
1− r2b−2

)
, where

q(r) is the total electric charge inside the radius r. This
profile is an electrified version of the relation postulated
by Tolman to get his type VII solution. It is worth
mentioning that, to the best of our knowledge, such a
charged Tolman-like density profile has not been consid-
ered in the literature yet. Let us also notice that, in the
limit b → ∞, we recover the assumption made by L&Z
[30] and first used by Cooperstock and de la Cruz [65]
and by Florides [66]. The resulting profile is an electri-
fied version of the Schwarzschild assumption of constant
energy density, and used to find the first interior solu-
tion for a compact object in general relativity, i.e., the
Schwarzschild star (when glued with the Schwarzschild
vacuum exterior).

After the two mentioned assumptions, the first step of
this work is to generalize the solution obtained by L&Z
[30] that describes charged static regular black holes, as
well as overcharged tension stars, recovering such a so-
lution in the limit b → ∞. By matching the interior
solution to the RN exterior spacetime, we also find solu-
tions that describe different kinds of regular black holes,
as well as overcharged tension stars.

Beyond that, the other main goal of this work is to con-
struct a charged rotating regular interior solution that
can be matched to the exterior Kerr-Newman metric,
once an interior regular continuation of the Kerr-Newman
spacetime [67], with some "non too exotic" matter model,
has not been achieved satisfactorily yet. By "non too ex-
otic" matter we mean matter that "can be bought in
the shops", paraphrasing H. Bondi [68], for whom in-
finitely charged or infinitely massive matter, or matter
moving at superluminal speed with respect to infinity
are considered too exotic [69–71]. As an example of too
exotic mater we mention the work by Israel in [69], that
found a disk-like interior solution composed of a mate-
rial having negative energy density and rotating with su-
perluminal velocity. The disk is the region spanned by
r = 0 and 0 < θ < π/2 in Böyer-Lindquist coordinates,
inside the singular ring of the Kerr and Kerr-Newman
spacetimes defined by r = 0 and θ = π/2. As summa-
rized by Dymnikova [72], the interior models for the Kerr
and Kerr-Newman exterior solutions can be divided into
disk-like [69–71], shell-like [73], bag-like [74], and string-
like [75] geometries.

Moreover, it is worth mentioning here that several so-
lutions describing charged rotating regular black holes
are obtained in the context of non-linear electrodynam-
ics coupled to GR [48, 49, 56], with all of these dealing
with continuous fields throughout the entire spacetime
without any junction. In fact, most of the regular black
hole solutions mentioned above have no definite bound-
ary, see e.g. [42, 44–47, 50–53, 57]. Besides, several of
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these works do not investigate in detail the electromag-
netic fields generated by the rotatating charge distribu-
tion, particularly in those solutions obtained by apply-
ing the Newman-Janis algorithm. In contrast, the focus
of our work lies in providing the derivation of all perti-
nent quantities within the interior region and properly
match them with the exterior Kerr-Newman solution.
Aiming to build an interior rotating regular geometry
for the Kerr-Newman exterior solution, in this work we
follow the Gürses-Gürsey approach by starting with a
well defined charged non-rotating regular solution of the
Einstein-Maxwell equations, which, as mentioned above,
results from the electrified version of the Tolman VII
energy-density profile. By matching the interior rotat-
ing solution with the Kerr-Newman exterior spacetime,
we find all sorts of objects such as regular nonextremal
black holes with a space, light and timelike boundary,
regular extremal black holes with timelike boundary and
charged regular stars with timelike boundary.

The present work is organized as follows. In order to
set notation, in Sec. II we present the fundamental equa-
tions for Einstein-Maxwell systems. In Sec. III we con-
struct a charged static regular solution of the Einstein-
Maxwell equations, which is smoothly matched together
with the exterior Reissner-Nordström solution, and an-
alyze in detail the properties of the different kinds of
objects that the complete solution gives rise. In Sec. IV,
by using the Newman-Janis procedure and the Gürses-
Gürsey metric, we construct a charged rotating regular
metric, which is smoothly matched together with the ex-
terior Kerr-Newman metric, and analyze the properties
of the different kinds of objects that the complete so-
lution may describe. The possible interior electromag-
netic fields that match appropriately the exterior Kerr-
Newman fields are also analyzed in Sec. IV. Section V
is dedicated to final comments and conclusion. Appen-
dices A and B contain additional material and general
equations that are needed for the results shown in the
main text.

II. FUNDAMENTAL EQUATIONS

The compact objects considered in the present study
are described by solutions of the Einstein-Maxwell field
equations with electrically charged matter, i.e.,

Gµν = 8πTµν = 8π (Eµν +Mµν) , (1)
∇νF

µν = 4πJµ, (2)
∇αFµν +∇νFαµ +∇µFνα = 0, (3)

where Greek indices range from 0 to 3.
The left-hand side of Eq. (1) is the Einstein tensor

Gµν = Rµν − 1
2gµνR, with Rµν being the Ricci ten-

sor, gµν being the metric tensor, and R being the Ricci
scalar. The right-hand side of Eq. (1) contains the
energy-momentum tensor Tµν , which can be decomposed
into two parts, Tµν = Eµν+Mµν , with the first part aris-

ing from the electromagnetic field, and the second part
coming from the matter itself.

The Maxwell equations (2) and (3) bear the Faraday-
Maxwell electromagnetic tensor Fµν , which may be writ-
ten in terms of a gauge vector potential Aµ as Fµν =
∇µAν−∇νAµ, with ∇µ standing for the covariant deriva-
tive compatible with the four-dimensional Lorentzian
metric gµν . Moreover, Jµ is the electromagnetic current
density.

The electromagnetic energy-momentum tensor Eµν is
given in terms of Fµν by

Eµν =
1

4π

(
FµαF

α
ν − 1

4
gµνFαβF

αβ

)
. (4)

The matter energy-momentum tensor Mµν is given
by a perfect fluid for static distributions, or by a non-
isotropic fluid in the cases with rotation.

III. STATIC COMPACT OBJECTS

A. Static and spherically symmetric systems: basic
equations

Here we restrict the analysis to static and spheri-
cally symmetric objects, where the charged fluid distri-
bution is bounded by a spherical surface Br defined by
r = r0 = constant. As a consequence, the spacetime
in both the interior and exterior regions of the fluid is
static and spherically symmetric, which implies that the
exterior region, in which r ≥ r0, is described by the elec-
trovacuum Reissner-Nordström (RN) solution. In the in-
terior region, the metric is conveniently written as

ds2 = −B−(r)dt
2 +A−(r)dr

2 + r2dΩ2, (5)

where (t, r, θ, φ) are Schwarzschild-like coordinates, with
the metric potentials B−(r) and A−(r) depending radial
coordinate r alone, and dΩ2 = dθ2 +sin2 θdφ2 is the line
element over the unit sphere.

In turn, the electromagnetic gauge potential assumes
the form

A−µ = −ϕ−(r)δ
t

µ , (6)

where ϕ−(r) is the scalar electric potential δµν is the Kro-
necker delta.

The matter is assumed to be described by a perfect
fluid, whose energy-momentum tensor is given by

Mµν =
(
ρm + p

)
uµuν + pgµν , (7)

where ρm is the energy density, p is the fluid pressure,
and uµ is the fluid four-velocity satisfying uµuµ = −1.

In addition, we assume a convective current density
Jµ
−,

Jµ
− = ρeu

µ, (8)
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with ρe standing for the electric charge density.
The assumptions of staticity and spherical symmetry

also implies that the fluid quantities ρm, p, and ρe are
also functions of the radial coordinate r only. Moreover,
in the regions where the Killing vector field ξµ = δµt is
timelike, the velocity of the fluid uµ is given by

uµ = B
−1/2
− (r)δµt. (9)

With the above assumptions, the tt and rr components
of the Einstein field equations (1) yield the following re-
lations

B′
−(r)

B−(r)
+

A′
−(r)

A−(r)
= 8πrA−(r) [ρm(r) + p(r)] , (10)(

r

A−(r)

)′

= 1− 8πr2
(
ρm(r) +

q2−(r)

8πr4

)
, (11)

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to
the radial coordinate r.

The function q−(r) appearing in the last equation
above is obtained in terms of the electric potential ϕ−(r)
from the t component of the Maxwell field equations (2).
It gives

q−(r) = −
r2ϕ′

−(r)√
A−(r)B−(r)

= 4π

∫ r

0

ρe(r)
√
A−(r)r

2dr,

(12)

where an integration constant has been set to zero. This
relation means that q−(r) is the total electric charge in-
side the sphere of radius r. The second set of the Maxwell
field equations (3) is trivially satisfied.

Finally, the energy-momentum conservation equation
∇νT

µν = 0, together with Eq. (12), implies in

2p′(r) +
B′

−(r)

B−(r)
[ρm(r) + p(r)] +

2ρe(r)ϕ
′
−(r)√

B−(r)
= 0. (13)

In summary, we have three independent differential
equations, i.e., Eqs. (10), (11), and (13), and five un-
known quantities, namely, A−(r), B−(r), ρm(r), p(r),
and q−(r). Hence, in order to close the system of
equations, two further relations amongst these quantities
must be supplied.

B. Two additional assumptions

The first additional assumption comes from the objec-
tive of avoiding any singularity in the interior region of
the fluid, in order to describe compact regular objects.
As discussed earlier, the formation of singularities can
be avoided by postulating negative fluid pressures. Here
we assume a de Sitter-type equation of state, so that the
energy density and pressure of the fluid obey the relation

ρm(r) + p(r) = 0. (14)

The second additional assumption is inspired by the
Tolman VII solution [63]. Such a solution appears to
have some physical relevance in the literature, once it
represents an exact solution to the Einstein field equa-
tions that exhibits a quadratic falloff in the energy den-
sity profile. Taking into account that, in the present
case, we are considering charged perfect fluids, and that
the total energy density includes the matter and also the
electromagnetic energy density, we consider the following
Tolman-like relation,

8πρm(r) +
q2−(r)

r4
=

3

R2

(
1− r2

b2

)
, for r ≤ r0, (15)

where R and b are constant parameters to be determined
by the junction conditions. Notice that, in the limit
b → ∞, we recover the assumption made by Lemos and
Zanchin [30].

C. Obtaining the static spherical solution

1. Interior solution

The first assumption given by Eq. (14), together with
Eq. (10), implies in the relation

B−(r) = A−1
− (r). (16)

The second assumption given by the charged Tolman like-
density in Eq. (15), together with Eq. (11), give us

B−(r) = A−1
− (r) = 1− r2

R2
+

3

5

r4

b2R2
. (17)

As it is seen from Eq. (17), the present model, resulting
from the hypotheses (14) and (15), furnishes the same
metric potential is the type VII solution by Tolman [63].
Such a metric potential has been employed as the seed
to generate uncharged regular black holes in Ref. [54].

Now, we move forward in order to determine the fluid
quantities. The assumption (14), together with the
Maxwell equation (12) and the static equilibrium equa-
tion (13), implies that

p′(r) =
1

8πr4
d

dr
q2−(r). (18)

This relation, together with the two additional assump-
tions made in this work, namely, Eqs. (14) and (15), al-
lows us to find the electric charge function,

q−(r) =

√
3

2

r3

Rb
, (19)

where, without loss of generality, we have chosen q−(r) to
be positive. Notice that an integration constant results
zero as a consequence of the field equations. Such a con-
dition avoids singularities at r = 0 in the electromagnetic
energy-density.
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From relations (14), (15), and (19) it follows

8πρm(r) = −8πp(r) =
3

R2

(
1− 3r2

2b2

)
. (20)

It is worth noticing that the energy density of the fluid
has a quadratic falloff from the centre of the fluid distri-
bution while the charge of the fluid distribution increases
with the radius. Besides, as we shall see below, both the
energy matter density and the pressure vanish at the sur-
face of the fluid. As well, it is nice to see that, in the limit
b → ∞, we recover the interior solution found by Lemos
and Zanchin [30], where the electric charge is spread over
the surface of the fluid distribution and, therefore, there
is no electric charge and electric field in the interior of
fluid.

Given the relations (17), (19) and (20), all the impor-
tant quantities of the problem may be determined. For
instance, the charge density profile ρe(r) and the electric
potential ϕ−(r) are obtained from Eqs. (12) and (19).
They are given by

ρe(r) = ρe0A
−1/2(r), (21)

ϕ−(r) = −
√

3

8

r2

Rb
+ ϕ0, (22)

where ρe0 = 3
√
3/2/(4πRb) and ϕ0 is an integration con-

stant. Hence, the electric field E−(r) results in the form

E−(r) =
q−(r)

r2
=

√
3

2

r

Rb
. (23)

Another important quantity is the mass m−(r) inside a
sphere of radius r, which is given by

m−(r) ≡ 4π

∫ r

0

(
ρm(r) +

q2−(r)

8πr4

)
r2dr +

q2−(r)

2r
,

=
3

2R2

(
r3

3
+

3r5

10b2

)
, (24)

where q−(r) has been replaced from Eq. (19). Equation
(24) allows us to write the metric potentials from Eq. (17)
as

B−(r) = A−1
− (r) = 1− 2m−(r)

r
+

q2−(r)

r2
. (25)

It is worth mentioning that the authors of Ref. [76] ob-
tained an equivalent interior solution by taking Eqs. (14)
and (21) as initial assumptions. In contrast, our initial
assumptions here are given by Eqs. (14) and (15). There-
fore, we can see that both initial assumptions are equiv-
alent.

2. The exterior solution

In the exterior region, for r > r0, which corresponds to
a electrovacuum region, the Einstein-Maxwell field equa-
tions for a static and spherically symmetric metric give

us the well known RN solution,

ds2+ = −B+(r)dt
2 +A+(r)dr

2 + r2dΩ2, (26)

where

B+(r) = A−1
+ (r) = 1− 2m

r
+

q2

r2
, (27)

with m and q being the mass and the electric charge
parameters, respectively.

The solutions for the electric charge function, for the
electric potential and for electric field in the exterior re-
gion are given by

q+(r) ≡ q = constant, (28)

E+(r) =
q

r2
, (29)

ϕ+(r) =
q

r
, (30)

where the integration constant in the electric potential
was set to zero.

3. The matching conditions and the complete solution

Here we perform the smooth junction between the
RN exterior solution and the interior solution found in
Sec. III C at the spherical boundary surface Br defined
by r = r0. The interior region M− corresponds to
the spacetime domain for which r < r0, while the ex-
terior region M+ corresponds to the spacetime domain
for which r0 < r < ∞. We first deal with the met-
ric junction conditions, by employing the Darmois-Israel
(DI) approach [78], and then we deal with the matching
conditions of the electromagnetic field.

Let ξa = (τ, θ, φ) be the intrinsic coordinates of the
surface Br and let xµ

± = (t±, r±, θ±, φ±) be the co-
ordinates of regions M− and M+, respectively. In
fact, in view of the spherical symmetry of the geom-
etry and of the boundary surface, the angular coordi-
nates of the two spacetime regions may be identified,
i.e., θ− = θ+ = θ, and φ− = φ+ = φ. Additionally,
without loss of generality, we may also identify the ra-
dial coordinates r− = r+ = r. In turn, since we are
dealing with smooth boundary conditions, the timelike
coordinates of the two regions may also be identified,
i.e., t− = t+ = t. Therefore, from now on we drop the
± indexes. The DI approach deals with the first and the
second fundamental form on Br, hab and Kab, respec-
tively. Such geometric objects are defined in terms of
the quantities in the four-dimensional objects by the well
known relations hab = ε µ

a ε ν
b gµν , where ε µ

a = ∂xµ/∂ξa,
and Kab = ε µ

a ε ν
b ∇νnµ, with nµ =

√
grr δ

r
µ being the

unit normal vector to the surface Br, and ∇ν stands for
the covariant derivative compatible with the Lorentzian
metric.

The assumption that the transition between the two
spacetime regions is smooth implies that the first funda-
mental form on Br, hab is continuous across the boundary,
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i.e., [hab] = 0. As usual the brackets [...] indicate the dif-
ference of a given quantity across the boundary surface
Br, i.e., [Q] ≡ Q

∣∣+
Br

− Q
∣∣−
Br

, with Q
∣∣±
Br

representing any
given quantity Q evaluated on Br from the point of view
of the regions M±, respectively. The smooth transition
across the boundary also requires that the second funda-
mental form, i.e., the extrinsic curvature Kab of Br, be
a continuous function at the boundary, i.e., [Kab] = 0.
Therefore, by applying the smooth matching conditions,
we find

r20
R2

(
2− 9r20

5b2

)
=

m

r0
, (31)

3r20
R2

(
1− r20

b2

)
=

q2

r20
. (32)

It is straightforward to observe that, in the limit b → ∞,
we recover the L&Z [30] matching conditions, namely,
Rq =

√
3r20 and R2m = 2r30.

In addition, when in the presence of electromagnetic
fields in M±, such fields are also required to be matched
together at the surface Br. The relevant electromagnetic
quantities on Br are the gauge potential Aa = ε µ

a Aµ and
the field strengths Fab = ε µ

a ε ν
b Fµν and Fan = ε µ

a nνFµν .
The smooth matching conditions for the electromagnetic
fields are given by [Aa] = 0, [Fab] = 0, and [Fan] = 0.
In the present case, the necessary smooth boundary con-
dition [Aa] = 0 implies that ϕ−(r0) = ϕ+(r0), where
ϕ±(r0) stand for the electric potential in the correspond-
ing region M± evaluated at r− = r0 = r+. By using
Eqs. (22) and (30) we find

ϕ0 =

√
3

8

r20
Rb

+
q

r0
. (33)

Furthermore, it is straightforward to see that the condi-
tions [Fab] = 0 are identically satisfied, while the condi-
tions [Fan] = 0 implies that E+(r0) = E−(r0). Hence,
by using relations (23) and (29), it follows

q = q−(r0) =

√
2

3

r30
Rb

. (34)

It is worth mentioning here that our work differs from
the work by Lemos and Zanchin [30] once their model
presents a shell of charge at the matching surface, and
therefore the junction condition of the electromagnetic
field is not smooth. Hence, as we shall discuss further
ahead, the limit b → ∞ of the present solutions requires
a different junction condition for the electromagnetic field
in order to recover the solution of Ref. [30].

The smooth matching condition then yields three con-
straints, namely, Eqs. (31), (32), and (34), for the five
parameters of the model, namely b, R, m,, q, and r0, so
resulting that the present model has just two free param-
eters. Such two parameters may be chosen to be r0 and

R, so that it results

b =

√
3

2
r0, (35)

m =
4

5

r30
R2

, (36)

q =
r20
R
. (37)

Additionally, by using Eqs. (31), (32), (33), and (34),
together with the expressions for q−(r), M−(r), ρm(r),
p(r), ϕ(r), and E−(r), it is possible to completely charac-
terize the quantities at the boundary surface Br. Namely,
at that surface we have the relations

q−(r0) = q =
r20
R
, (38)

m−(r0) = m =
4r30
5R2

=
4q2

5r0
, (39)

ρm(r0) = p(r0) = 0, (40)

ϕ−(r0) =
q

r0
, E−(r0) =

q

r20
. (41)

Moreover, since ϕ+(r0) = q(r0)/r0 = q/r0, it follows
from Eqs. (33), (35), and (38) that the electric potential
in the interior region given by Eq. (22) may be cast into
the form

ϕ−(r) =
q

2r0

(
3− r2

r20

)
, 0 ≤ r < r0. (42)

As it can be easily seen, this potential has the same form
of the electric potential in the interior region of a uni-
formly charged sphere with electric charge density given
by 3q/4πr30 in flat spacetime physics.

In the present model, since the parameter b is directly
related to the radius of the boundary surface by Eq. (35),
it follows from relation (20) that both the energy density
and the pressure of fluid vanish at the surface. On the
other hand, in the solutions obtained by L&Z [30], the
radius r0 is not related to the parameter b. This differ-
ence comes from using distinct junction conditions for
the electromagnetic field. Here, the junction condition
is smooth and, therefore, from Eqs. (32) and (34), it is
possible to obtain Eq. (35). In contrast, the solution by
L&Z requires a shell of charge and, therefore, the junc-
tion condition for the electromagnetic field is not smooth.
Another interesting fact to notice is that, for fixed r0 and
R, when compared to the present solution, the L&Z so-
lution requires a total electric charged larger by a factor
of

√
3. Therefore, in order to describe compact regular

objects, the solution obtained here requires less electric
charge than the L&Z solution.
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D. The complete static spherical solution and its
main properties

1. The complete solution in closed form

For the need of the next section, we write here the
expressions of the most relevant quantities related to the
static solution obtained above. The metric in each one
of the spacetime regions M− and M+ are then written
in the form

ds2± = −
(
1− 2M±(r)

r

)
dt2 +

dr2

1− 2M±(r)

r

+ r2dΩ,

(43)
where

M−(r) = m−(r)−
q2−(r)

2r
=

r3

2R2

(
1− 2

5

r2

r20

)
, (44)

M+(r) = m− q2

2r
, (45)

the ± signs go for M±, respectively.
Similarly, the electromagnetic gauge potential Aµ is of

the form

A±µ = ϕ±(r) δ
t

µ ≡ Q±(r)

r
δ t
µ , (46)

where δµν is the Kronecker delta, and Q±(r) is the charge
function appearing in Eqs. (22) and (28), respectively.
Namely,

Q−(r) =
q r

2r0

(
3− r2

r20

)
, (47)

Q+(r) = q. (48)

This gauge potential yields the following nontrivial
components for the Faraday-Maxwell electromagnetic
field tensor,

F±rt = −F±tr ≡ E±(r), (49)

where

E−(r) =
r

Rr0
=

q r

r30
, (50)

E+(r) =
q

r2
. (51)

The current density in each spacetime region is

4π Jµ
− =

3q

r30
δµt , (52)

4π Jµ
+ = 0, (53)

respectively.

2. Curvature regularity

The usual starting point to locating curvature singu-
larities is by studying the behavior of the relevant cur-
vature invariants, such as the Ricci scalar R = gµνR

µν ,
the Ricci squared R2 = RµνR

µν , and the Kretschmann
scalar K = RµνλσR

µνλσ. In order to analyze the regu-
larity of the solutions obtained in this work, we inspect
the interior metric (5) with the metric potentials B−(r)
and A−(r) given by Eq. (17). Therefore, these curvature
scalars are expressed by

R =
12

R2

(
1− r2

r20

)
, (54)

R2 =
4

R4

(
9− 18r2

r20
+

10r4

r40

)
, (55)

K =
8

R4

(
3− 6r2

r20
+

106

25

r4

r40

)
, (56)

which are clearly regular everywhere in the interior region
r < r0. In particular, at the origin r = 0, it follows

lim
r→0

R =
12

R2
, (57)

lim
r→0

R2 =
36

R4
, (58)

lim
r→0

K =
24

R4
. (59)

These limits are compatible with the results described
in [57], which establish that, if the mass function
M−(r) = m−(r) − q2−(r)/2r may be expanded around
r = 0 as M−(r) ≈ m0r

3+ϵ with and m0 ̸= 0, then
r = 0 is regular if, and only if, ϵ ≥ 0. To see this in
the present case, it is enough to analyze behaviour of the
interior mass function m−(r) in the limit r → 0. Equa-
tion (74) gives M−(r) ≈ r3/2R2. As discussed in [57],
for ϵ = 0, we have limr→0 R

µν
λσ = 2m0 (δ

µ
λδ

ν
σ − δµσδ

ν
λ)

which implies that the spacetime is locally de Sitter once
m0 > 0. Moreover, as also shown by Maeda [57], for
ϵ ≥ 0, the tidal forces and Jacobi fields along an ingoing
radial timelike geodesics also remain finite in the limit
r → 0. Therefore, there is no polynomial singularities at
r → 0.

3. Energy conditions

In order to test the standard energy conditions, by fol-
lowing e.g. Hawking and Ellis [6], let us first decompose
the energy-momentum tensor in the local Lorentz frame,

Tab = e µ
a e ν

b Tµν = diag (ρ, p1, p2, p3) , (60)

where e µ
a , a = 0, 1, 2, 3, is a set of orthonormal ba-

sis vectors (a tetrad) that implements the local Lorentz
frame and satisfies ηab = e µ

a e ν
b gµν , with ηab being the

Minkowski metric. Once given the energy-momentum
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tensor in the form (60), we can state the standard energy-
conditions as follows. The null energy condition (NEC)
can be expressed as ρ + pi ≥ 0, for all i = 1, 2, 3. In
turn, the weak energy condition (WEC) requires ρ ≥ 0
in addition to the NEC. The dominant energy condition
(DEC) requires ρ− pi ≥ 0 in addition to the WEC. The
strong energy condition (SEC) requires ρ+

∑
i pi ≥ 0 in

addition to the DEC. While the DEC implies the WEC,
both the WEC and the SEC include the NEC as a lim-
iting case. Hence, all the standard energy conditions are
violated if the NEC is violated.

The interior solution describes a static electrically
charged perfect fluid whose energy-momentum tensor
may be decomposed as Tµν = Eµν + Mµν , where the
first part Eµν arises from the electromagnetic field and
the second part Mµν comes from the matter itself. By
defining the orthonormal tetrad as

e µ
0 = B

−1/2
− (r)δµt, e µ

2 = r−1δµθ, (61)

e µ
1 = A

−1/2
− (r)δµr, e µ

3 = r−1 sin−1 θδµφ, (62)

it follows that

ρ(r) = ρm(r) +
q2−(r)

8πr4
, (63)

p1(r) = p(r)−
q2−(r)

8πr4
, (64)

p2(r) = p3(r) = p(r) +
q2−(r)

8πr4
. (65)

We first notice that the energy-momentum tensor of
the charged fluid, including the contribution of the elec-
tromagnetic field, represents indeed an anisotropic fluid
obeying the equation of state ρ(r) + p1(r) = 0. Such a
result follows from Eqs. (63) and (64), after using the
assumption (14). Besides, from the expressions for ρ(r)
and for pi(r), i = 1, 2, 3, given above, together with
the assumptions (14) and (15), it is easy to see that the
NEC, the WEC, and the DEC are satisfied, while the
SEC depends on the quantity

ρ+
∑
i

pi = 2p(r) +
q2−(r)

4πr4
=

1

4πR2

(
4r2

r20
− 1

)
. (66)

which is negative for r2 < r20/4. Therefore, considering
non-negative values of r only, the SEC is violated ev-
erywhere inside the surface r = r0/2. This result is in
agreement with the result due to Zaslavskii [29], which
has been extended by Maeda [57], and that may be stated
as follows. If, close to r = 0, the mass function may be
expanded in the form M−(r) = m0r

3+ϵ+m1r
3+ϵ+β , with

ϵ ≥ 0, β > 0, m0 > 0, and m1 < 0, then the NEC, the
WEC, and the DEC are satisfied, while the SEC is vio-
lated around r = 0.

4. On the horizons and other properties of the solution

Let us now investigate the existence of horizons and
other properties of the complete static spherical solution

presented above. For that, it is necessary to properly pa-
rameterize the relevant relations involved in the present
analysis. As mentioned in Sec. III C 3, among the five
parameters b, R, r0, q, and m, the complete solution has
only two free parameters. For the sake of comparison, we
follow Lemos and Zanchin [30] and express the parame-
ters b, R, r0, and m in terms of q and of a new parameter
α given by r0 = αq. With this, Eqs. (35)–(37) allow us
to obtain the relations

r0 = αq, (67)

R = α2q, (68)

m =
4

5α
q. (69)

Hence, from now on, α and q shall play the role of free
parameters in the present model.

As well known, for static spacetimes, the existence of
horizons is indicated by the presence of spacetime regions
where the Killing vector field ξµ = δµt becomes lightlike,
a condition that, in the present case, corresponds to the
vanishing of the metric potential B±(r). For simplicity,
we dub such a metric potential the horizon function.

We first consider the possible horizons in the spacetime
region M−, i.e., inside the matter distribution, where the
horizon function B−(r) is given by Eq. (17). By imposing
B−(r) = 0, we find two possible non-negative roots given
by

rk− =

√√√√5r20
4

(
1 + (−1)k

√
1− 8

5
α2

)
, (70)

where k = 1 indicates the smaller radius, while k = 2
indicates the largest radius, and the negative roots were
disregarded since the radial coordinate is assumed to be
positive.

As it can be seen from Eq. (70), for α >
√
5/8, booth

roots rk− assume complex values and, therefore, B−(r)

has no horizons. On the other hand, for 0 < α ≤
√
5/8,

the two roots rk− are real valued numbers and may repre-
sent horizons. However, in order for the roots rk− being
actual horizons the conditions rk− ≤ r0 must be also sat-
isfied. The condition r2− ≤ r0 cannot be satisfied for any
real value of α in the interval 0 < α ≤

√
5/8. In fact, as

depicted in panel (a) of Fig 1, the larger root r2− is such
that r2−/r0 > 1 in the whole interval 0 < α ≤

√
5/8,

and hence the root r2− stands in a region of the space-
time where the interior solution is no longer valid. As
a consequence, the spacetime region M− possesses at
most one horizon. As a matter of fact, the condition
r1− ≤ r0 implies in α2 ≤ 3/5. Therefore, the spacetime
may present a horizon in the region M− just for α in the
interval 0 < α <

√
3/5.

For α =
√
3/5, the smaller real root in (70) coincides

with the boundary of the fluid (the matching surface Br),
i.e., r1− = r0. This implies that, for α in the interval√
3/5 < α ≤

√
5/8, both zeros of B−(r) are such that
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FIG. 1. Panel (a), top: A plot of the normalized radii r1±/r0
and r2±/r0 as a function of α = r0/q, with labels identify-
ing each curve. The dashed line represents the true Cauchy
horizon, while the solid line represents the true event hori-
zon. The dotted lines represent the different radii out of their
domain of validity. The vertical line separates the region of
regular black holes (RBH) solutions from the region of over-
charged stars solutions.
Panel (b), bottom: The region of the top panel for α in
the interval 0.75 < α < 0.82 zoomed in. The first vertical
dashed-dotted line at α =

√
3/5 separates the region of RBH

with spacelike boundaries from the region of RBH with time-
like boundaries. The second vertical dashed-dotted line at
α = 4/5 separates the region of RBH with timelike bound-
aries from the region of overcharged stars.

rk− > r0, corresponding to a region of the spacetime
where the interior solution is no longer valid. Therefore,
whenever α >

√
3/5, or equivalently for r0 <

√
5/3R,

the interior metric potential B−(r) presents no real roots
in its domain of validity. In comparison with the L&Z
solution [30], their interior solution has no horizons for
r0 < R.

The possible horizons of the exterior spacetime region

M+ are given by the roots of the RN metric coefficient
B+(r) presented in Eq. (27), which gives the well known
results rk+ = m + (−1)k

√
m2 − q2, with k = 1, 2. In

terms of the free parameters α and q, these may be writ-
ten as

rk+ =
4r0
5α

(
1 + (−1)k

√
1− 25

16
α2

)
. (71)

Notice that booth roots rk+ assume real non-negative
values just for α in the interval 0 ≤ α ≤ 4/5. Addition-
ally, these roots must satisfy the conditions rk+ ≥ r0.
The condition r2+ ≥ r0 is satisfied for all α in the inter-
val 0 < α ≤ 4/5. Since r2+ increases with α−1, it suffices
to check such a condition for the largest value, α = 4/5,
which gives r2+ = 5r0/4 > r0. The condition r1+ ≥ r0
furnishes α ≥

√
3/5. Therefore, we reach the following

conclusions.
i) For α in the interval 0 < α ≤ 4/5, the complete so-
lution shall present just two horizons, an event horizon
and a Cauchy horizon.
ii) For α in the interval 4/5 < α < ∞, the complete
solution shall present no horizons.
iii) The root r2+, given in Eq. (71), shall be the event
horizon for all different kinds of solutions with α in the
interval 0 < α ≤ 4/5.
iv) The root r1+, given in Eq. (71), shall be the Cauchy
horizon for all different kinds of configurations with α in
the interval

√
3/5 ≤ α ≤

√
5/8.

v) The root r1−, given in Eq. (70), shall be the Cauchy
horizon for all different kinds of solutions with α in the
interval 0 < α ≤

√
3/5.

vi) The root r2−, given in Eq. (70), is larger than r0 for
all α and then it has no physical meaning.

The results just listed above are illustrated in panels
(a) and (b) of Fig. 1. More details on the different kinds
of objects the present solution of the Einstein-Maxwell
equations generates are given next.

E. The different kinds of objects in the complete
static solution

1. Regular nonextremal black holes with a spacelike
boundary

Considering α in the interval 0 < α <
√
3/5, it follows

that the roots r1− and r2+ assume real values and satisfy
the inequalities r1− < r0 < r2+. Moreover, the mass to
charge ratio of each one of the objects with α in such an
interval is in the range 4/

√
15 < m/q < ∞. We recall

from the last section that r1− is the smallest real root
of the horizon function defined in region M−, given in
Eq. (70), while r2+ is the largest real root of the horizon
function defined in region M+, given in Eq. (71). There-
fore, r1− is the Cauchy horizon and is inside the mat-
ter distribution, while r2+ is the (RN) event horizon of
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the complete solution. Since the radius of the boundary
surface r0 lies between the two true horizons, the cor-
responding configurations are regular nonextremal black
holes with a spacelike boundary. These charged regular
black hole solutions are similar to the uncharged solu-
tion described by Frolov et al [77], where the authors
glued the exterior Schwarzschild metric with the interior
de Sitter metric at a surface inside r = 2m, resulting in a
spacelike junction surface. The configurations generated
by α in the interval 0 < α <

√
3/5 correspond to great

part of the region labelled as "regular black holes region"
in panel (a) of Fig. 1. The related region extends from
arbitrarily small α > 0 to the first vertical dashed line
that is shown just in panel (b) of Fig. 1.

2. Regular nonextremal black holes with a lightlike
boundary at the Cauchy horizon

In the particular case where α =
√

3/5, the roots
r1− and r1+ coincide, r1− = r1+, and it also follows
r1− = r0 =

√
3/5 q, while r2+ > r0, i.e., the radius

of the boundary surface r0 coincides with the Cauchy
horizon and the matter fills the interior region up to
r = r1− = r1+. The event horizon is at r2+, which
attains the value r2+ = q/α =

√
5/3 q = 5r0/3. The

mass to charge ratio of each one of the corresponding
kind of objects is m/q = 4/

√
15 ≃ 1.033. From Eq. (40),

we see that both the matter energy density ρm and the
pressure of the fluid p vanish at the boundary surface r0.
The same happens to the charge density ρe(r) since, from
Eq. (21), we have ρe(r0) = ρe0

√
B(r0) = 0. Therefore,

this solution represents a regular nonextremal black hole
with a lightlike boundary at the Cauchy horizon, with no
matter nor electric charge at the boundary surface. This
situation corresponds to the first vertical dashed-dotted
line shown in panel (b) of Fig. 1.

It is worth mentioning that the lightlike matching sur-
face is obtained here as the limiting case of configurations
with timelike boundaries, where the radius of the timelike
boundary gets arbitrarily close to the Cauchy horizon.
However, more properly, it can also be obtained by using
the smooth junction conditions for lightlike boundaries.
The steps to follow in such an approach are the same as
those presented in Appendix A of Ref. [30].

3. Regular nonextremal black holes with a timelike boundary

Another interesting class of compact objects are found
for values of the parameter α in the interval

√
3/5 < α <

4/5. As commented in Sec. III D 4, whenever α >
√
3/5,

the interior metric potential B−(r) presents no real roots
in its domain of validity. In fact, for α in the interval√

3/5 < α < 4/5, we have rk− > r0 for both k = 1
and k = 2, and so the horizons are given by the roots
rk+, whose values are both larger than the radius of the
boundary surface, i.e., r0 < r1+ < r2+. In this region,

the Cauchy horizon r1+ grows with α and remains out-
side the radius of the matter boundary, while the event
horizon r2+ shrinks with α but remains larger than the
Cauchy horizon. There is matter up to r0, with both
the matter energy density and the pressure vanishing at
r0, and then the two horizons stand outside the matter
region. The gravitational mass m is slightly larger than
the electric charge and bounded by 1 < m/q < 4/

√
15.

Hence, in this interval of α, the configurations are reg-
ular nonextremal black holes with a timelike boundary
inside the inner horizon. This situation corresponds to
the region between the two vertical dashed-dotted lines
shown in panel (b) of Fig. 1.

4. Regular extremal black holes with a timelike boundary

In the particular case where α = 4/5, the roots r1+
and r2+ define the Cauchy horizon and the event hori-
zon, respectively. In this limiting case, the two horizons
coincide and are given by r1+ = r2+ = q = m, and it
also follows r0 = 4r2+/5. Again, both the matter energy
density ρm and the pressure p vanish at r0, but differ-
ently from the other particular case with α =

√
3/5, the

charge density does not vanish at r = r0. In the present
case one has r0 < r1+ = r2+, so that the degenerate
horizon stands at a further coordinate distance from the
boundary surface. Therefore, the corresponding config-
uration represents a regular extremal black hole with a
timelike boundary inside the degenerate horizon. This
situation corresponds to the vertical dashed-dotted line
shown in panel (a) of Fig. 1, which is the same as the
second vertical dashed-dotted line shown in panel (b) of
Fig. 1.

5. Regular overcharged stars with a timelike boundary

For all values of the parameter α larger than α = 4/5,
it follows that q > m meaning we are dealing with over-
charged objects. Moreover, when α > 4/5, Eq. (71) im-
plies that there are no horizons and so no black holes.
Therefore, overcharged stars, with no horizon and charge
greater than mass, come into being. In fact, the mass to
charge ratio of each one of these objects is in the range
0 < m/q < 1. This situation correspond to the region on
the right of the last vertical dashed-dotted lines in panel
(a) of Fig. 1 and in panel (b) of Fig. 1.

F. The limit to the Lemos and Zanchin electrically
charged solution

We analyze here how to take the proper limit b → ∞
of the charged static solution presented in Sec. III to
recover the L&Z electrically charged solution [30]. That
solution also describes charged regular black holes and
overcharged tension stars with the RN solution outside a
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de Sitter core. Since the exterior solutions are the same
in both models, and they do not depend explicitly on the
parameter b, here we need to deal just with the interior
solution and, afterwards, with the matching conditions.

We start by taking the limit b → ∞ in Eq. (15). It
implies in

8πρm(r) +
q2−(r)

r4
=

3

R2
, for r ≤ r0, (72)

which is exactly the initial assumption made in the work
of Ref. [30]. The limit of other fluid quantities follows in a
similar way. For instance, Eq. (18) reduces to q−(r) = 0,
and this result, together with Eq. (20), gives

ρm(r) = −p(r) =
3

8πR2
, for r ≤ r0, (73)

exactly the result by L&Z [30].
The total mass of the L&Z solution inside a surface of

radius r also may be obtained by taking the limit b → ∞
of the mass function m−(r) of the present solution, as
given in Eq. (24). The result is

m−(r) =
r3

2R2
. (74)

Analogously, the metric potentials which can be ob-
tained by taking the limit b → ∞ in Eq. (17), which gives
the expected result for the interior metric functions,

B−(r) = A−1
− (r) = 1− r2

R2
, (75)

what completes the interior metric solution of L&Z.
The interior electric potential ϕ−(r) and the electric

field E−(r) of the L&Z solution are also obtained from
the present solution by taking the limit b → ∞ in the cor-
responding expressions, Eqs. (22) and (23), which furnish
the expected results for such quantities,

ϕ−(r) = ϕ0, E−(r) = 0, (76)

where ϕ0 is a constant.
Now we turn attention to the matching conditions.

The smooth junction of the first and second fundamen-
tal forms may be obtained directly from Eqs. (31) and
(31). By taking the limit of large b in that relations we
get 2r30 = mR2 and 3r40 = q2R2, which are exactly the
L&Z [30] matching conditions.

On the other hand, the matching of the electromag-
netic fields is more intricate. In fact, the correct junction
of the L&Z solution for the electric potential ϕ(r) can
be obtained by taking the limit b → ∞ into Eq. (33),
and then by taking into account that ϕ(r) is continuous
across the boundary. Namely,

ϕ(r) =


q

r0
, for 0 ≤ r ≤ r0,

q

r
, for r ≥ r0.

(77)

However, the correct junction of the L&Z solution for
the electric field E(r) does not follow just by taking
the limit b → ∞ into Eq. (34), which would furnish a
vanishing electric charge and a vanishing electric field
strength throughout the spacetime. The jump of the
electric charge function at the boundary surface, from
q−(r) = 0 to q+(r) = q = constant, implies that the elec-
tric field strength E±(r) also presents a jump at r = r0,
i.e.,

E±(r) =

{
0, for 0 ≤ r < r0,
q

r2
, for r ≥ r0.

(78)

In our notation, this jump reads [Fan] = 4πσeua, with σe

and ua being the proper surface charge density and the
proper four velocity of the shell, respectively. In fact, the
proper charge density is given by

σe =
q

4π r20
. (79)

As it is seen, the only region of spacetime bearing some
electric charge is the boundary surface, which is uni-
formly electrified.

IV. CHARGED ROTATING OBJECTS

A. The Gürses-Gürsey metric

In the particular case where A(r)×B(r) = 1, a rotat-
ing version of the metric (43) may be generated by the
Gürses-Gürsey approach [36].

The mentioned approach then furnishes the rotating
metric, which, in the Boyer-Lindquist coordinate reads

ds2± =−
(
1− 2rM±(r)

Σ

)
dt2 +

Σ

∆±
dr2

+Σdθ2 − 4rM±(r)a sin
2 θ

Σ
dt dφ (80)

+

(
r2 + a2 +

2rM±(r)a
2 sin2 θ

Σ

)
sin2 θ dφ2,

where a is the rotation parameter that is taken to be the
same in both spacetime regions, and Σ and ∆± stand for

Σ ≡ Σ(r, θ) = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, (81)

∆± ≡ ∆±(r) = r2 + a2 − 2rM±(r), (82)

respectively.
Similarly, the electromagnetic gauge potential and field

strength in the rotating metric (80) may be obtained from
the appropriate transformation of the static gauge po-
tential A±µ (46). Then, to deal with the electromagnetic
gauge potential, we follow closely the type-I complexi-
fication introduced by Bambi and Modesto in [41]. In
comparison to Bambi and Modesto work, we also have
to take into account the electromagnetic field. For this,
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we need to write the electric potential ϕ(r) of the non-
rotating solution as ϕ(r) = Q(r)/r and follow the same
procedure as for the mass function, i.e., transforming the
factor 1/r without changing the function Q(r). Hence,
we get

A±µ = −Q±(r)r

Σ

(
δ t
µ − a sin2 θδ φ

µ

)
, (83)

where the charge functions Q±(r) are given by Eqs. (48)
and (47), respectively. This gauge potential yields follow-
ing nontrivial components for the electromagnetic field
tensor,

F±rt =
Q±(r)

(
r2 − a2 cos2 θ

)
Σ2

−
r Q′

±(r)

Σ
,

F±θt = −Q±(r) r a
2 sin 2θ

Σ2
, (84)

F±rφ = −a sin2 θF±rt,

F±θφ = −
(
r2 + a2

)
a

F±θt,

where the prime indicates the total derivative with re-
spect to the coordinate r. Moreover, it is worth men-
tioning that the use of the charge function Q(r) in the
expression for electromagnetic gauge potential (83) and
the electromagnetic field tensor (84), instead of total elec-
tric charge inside a radius r given by q(r), is the one that
allow us to match the interior and exterior electromag-
netic fields smoothly across the boundary, as we show in
sec. IV B 3.

In Appendix A we show that the electromagnetic field
tensor (84) satisfies the Maxwell equations. Let us men-
tion that, in their seminal work, Newman et al. [67]
did not apply the same algorithm in order to obtain
the electromagnetic strength tensor of the Kerr-Newman
solution. The authors derived the rotating metric fol-
lowing the Newman-Janis algorithm, and then calcu-
lated the electromagnetic strength by direct integration
of the Maxwell equations. As shown in Appendix A, the
Faraday-Maxwell tensor (84) obeys the Maxwell equa-
tions, and the nature of the current density of the interior
region Jµ

− is also discussed there.
For now let us determine the total charge q−(r) inside

a spheroid of r = constant in the interior region, i.e., for
r ≤ r0. Given a surface Σt defined by t = constant, such
a charge can be defined as

q−(r) =

∫ r

Σt

Jµ
−nµdV =

1

4π

∫ r

Σt

∇νF
µν
− nµdV, (85)

where nµ is a unitary time-like vector orthogonal to the
surface Σt and dV =

√
h dr dθ dφ, with h being the de-

terminant of the induced metric in Σt. The upper index
r in the integration sign indicates that the integration is
not taken over the whole hyper-surface Σt, but just inside
the spheroid r = constant. A straightforward calculation
shows that

q−(r) =
q r

2r0

(
3− r2

r20

)
−
[
3q

r0

(
1− r2

r20

)]
r2 + a2

a
arctan

a

r
, (86)

where we used relations (84) and (47).
Naturally, since the exterior current density Jµ

+ van-
ishes, the total electric charge inside a spheroid of r =
constant ≥ r0 may be obtained directly from (86) by
taking the limit r → r0, which gives

q+(r) = q. (87)

Now we have all the ingredients to present the complete
solution for the two spacetime regions, what is done in
the next section.

B. The complete rotating axisymmetric geometry
and its main properties

1. The interior geometry

In the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, the interior solu-
tion is characterized by the Gürses-Gürsey metric (80)
with the mass function M−(r) given by Eq. (44).

In addition, the electromagnetic gauge potential to-
gether and the electromagnetic strength tensor are given
by Eqs. (83) and (84), respectively, with Q−(r) given in
Eq. (47). Namely,

A−µ =
q

2r0Σ

(
3− r2

r20

)(
δ t
µ − a sin2 θδ φ

µ

)
, (88)

and

F−rt =
q r

2r0

(
3− r2

r20

)
r2 − a2 cos2 θ

Σ2
− 3q r

2r0Σ

(
1− r2

r20

)
,

F−θt = − q r

2r0

(
3− r2

r20

)
r a2 sin 2θ

Σ2
,

F−rφ = −a sin2 θF−rt, (89)

F−θφ = −
(
r2 + a2

)
a

F−θt.

The current density that generates the interior electro-
magnetic field (89) is given by

4πJ t
− =

3q

r0

r2 + a2

Σ3

[
r2 −

(
1− 2r2

r20

)
a2 cos2 θ

]
− 3q

r0

r2

Σ2

(
1− r2

r20

)
, (90)

4πJφ
− =

3q

r0

a

Σ3

[
r2 −

(
1− 2r2

r20

)
a2 cos2 θ

]
, (91)

with the other components being identically zero. The
current density in the exterior region vanishes, Jµ

+ = 0.
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It is immediately seen that, for vanishing rotation a → 0,
the only nonzero component of the current density is
J t
− = 3q/(4πr30), exactly the result for the static case

[see Eq. (52)]. Moreover, the components of the current
density are finite everywhere in the interior region, with
the exception of the ring (r = 0, θ = π/2), where it di-
verges. Inside the ring, at the disc (r = 0, 0 ≤ θ < π/2),
the components of the current density are finite and given
by J t = −3q

/(
r0a

2 cos4 θ
)

and Jφ = −3q
/(

r0a
3 cos4 θ

)
,

i.e., J t = aJφ. On the other hand, the electromagnetic
field tensor given in (89) is finite everywhere inside the
fluid and vanishes on the disk and on the ring.

From the decomposition of the current density, as mea-
sured by a comoving observer with the fluid, presented
in Appendix A, cf. Eqs.(A14)–(A16), it follows that the
convective charge density and the current density are
given by

4πρe =

√
±∆−

Σ

3q

r0Σ2

[
r4

r20
−
(
1− 2r2

r20

)
a2 cos2 θ

]
, (92)

4πjµ =
3q

r0

r2

Σ2

(
1− r2

r20

)
a sin θ√

Σ
e µ
3 , (93)

respectively, with e µ
3 being the fourth component of the

Carter tetrad. The convective charge density (92) and
the current density (93) are finite everywhere with the
exception of the ring (r = 0, θ = π/2), where it diverges.
Inside the ring, at the disc (r = 0, 0 ≤ θ < π/2), the
convective charge density is finite and given by 4πρe =
−3q/

(
r0a

2 cos3 θ
)

while the current density vanishes. At
the boundary, one gets 4πρe = 3q

√
±∆−(r0)/Σ0 / (r0Σ0)

and jµ = 0 with Σ0 = r20 + a2 cos2 θ.

2. The exterior geometry

In the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, the exterior solu-
tion is characterized by the Gürses-Gürsey metric (80)
with the mass function M+(r) = m−q2/2r, cf. Eq. (45).

The electromagnetic gauge potential and the electro-
magnetic strength tensor are given by Eqs. (83) and (84),
respectively, with Q+(r) = q. Therefore, the exterior so-
lution is exactly the well known Kerr-Newman spacetime.

3. Matching conditions

Similarly to the static case, the smooth junction be-
tween the Kerr-Newman exterior metric and the Gürses-
Gürsey interior metric found in Sec. IV B1 is performed
by employing the matching conditions of Darmois-
Israel [78].

Following the work of Drake and Turolla [43], we first
choose the boundary surface Br that separates the inte-
rior region from the exterior region. The simplest choice
is Br : r = r0 = constant. This implies that the interior
solution is defined by the values r < r0 while the exterior

region is defined in the interval r0 < r < ∞. The possible
extension of the interior metric to negative values of r is
not investigated in the present work. Following the same
steps of Sec. III C 3, we define ξa = (τ, θ, φ) to be the in-
trinsic coordinates of the surface Br and xµ

± = (t, r, θ, φ)
to be the coordinates of both the interior region M− and
the exterior region M+, respectively. As in the static
case dealt with in Sec. III C 3, due to the symmetry of the
geometry, and since we are considering smooth boundary
conditions, the coordinates of the two spacetime regions
may be identified, i.e., t− = t+ = t, r− = r+ = r,
θ− = θ+ = θ, and φ− = φ+ = φ. Hence, from now
on we drop the ± indexes.

Once again, we notice that the assumption of a smooth
transition across the boundary implies that the first and
the second fundamental forms are continuous across Br,
i.e., [hab] = 0 and [Kab] = 0. Therefore, by applying the
smooth matching conditions, as found in [54], we get

M−(r0) = M+(r0), (94)

M ′
−(r)

∣∣
r=r0

= M ′
+(r)

∣∣
r=r0

, (95)

Interestingly, Eqs. (94) and (95) imply in the same
matching conditions found in the static case, i.e., the
result is the same as given in Eqs. (31) and (32). More-
over, the matching conditions (94), (95) together with
Eq. (34), also imply that the boundary surface Br is de-
fined by r = r0 =

√
2/3b, a valid relation in the static

case as well, cf. Eq. (35).
In addition, the electromagnetic fields are smoothly

matched together at the surface Br, i.e, [Aa] = 0, [Fab] =
0 and [Fan] = 0 (see Sec. III C 3). From Eqs. (83) and
(84), these smooth matching conditions lead to

Q−(r0) = Q+(r0) = q, (96)

Q′
−(r)

∣∣
r=r0

= Q′
+(r)

∣∣
r=r0

= 0, (97)

also the same result as in the static case.
Finally, it is easy to see from Eq. (86) that the to-

tal charge inside the spheroid defined by r = r0 is
q−(r0) = q = q+(r0). In fact, this is the net charge in-
side any spheroid defined by defined by r = contant ≥ r0.
Therefore, we observe that the total electric charge of the
static solution is preserved, even though the current den-
sity of the rotating solution is quite different from the
static solution.

4. Curvature regularity

For the Kerr spacetime, where the mass function
M±(r) = m is a constant, and for the Kerr-Newmann
spacetime, where the mass function is given by M±(r) =
m − q2/2r, it is well-known that the region defined by
S1 : (r = 0, θ = π/2) corresponds to a ring curvature
singularity. On the other hand, as it was shown by Tor-
res [50] and Maeda [57], if the mass function M−(r) can
be expanded around r = 0 as M−(r) ≈ m0r

3+ϵ with
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m0 ̸= 0 and ϵ ≥ 0, then the ring S1 corresponds to a
conical singularity (when extended to the region r < 0),
and not to a scalar polynomial curvature singularity. On
the other hand, if the extension through the region r < 0
is not considered, the conical singularity is also absent,
as shown recently by Torres [61].

In the present case, for the interior region, where the
ring is located, the mass function is given by Eq. (44),
which implies that, around r = 0, we have M−(r) ≈
r3/2R2 and, therefore, the ring S1 does not correspond
to a curvature singularity. Moreover, since we do not per-
form the extension through the region r < 0 in this work,
the ring S1 does not correspond to a conical singularity as
well. Nevertheless, it is interesting to mention that, even
in the zero mass limit of the Kerr metric, S1 is a ring-like
conical singularity when the coordinate r is extended to
negative values, and therefore the zero mass limit of the
Kerr metric corresponds to a wormhole spacetime [80].

Moreover, as already noticed in several works [44, 45,
50, 54, 57], even in the cases when the curvature scalars
assume finite values at that ring, they s are not well de-
fined there for ϵ = 0. This also happens in the present
case. To see this, let us consider just the Ricci scalar for
the Gürses-Gürsey metric, i.e.,

R =
2

Σ

[
2M ′

−(r) + rM ′′
−(r)

]
, (98)

which for the present interior solution, with m−(r) given
by (44), reduces to

R =
12r2

R2Σ

(
1− r2

r20

)
. (99)

Then one can see that, for θ = π/2, the limit r → 0 gives
R = 12/R2, whereas, for θ ̸= π/2, the limit r → 0 gives
R = 0. Hence, there is a finite jump in the Ricci scalar,
what also happens with the other independent curvatures
scalars (see e.e. [50]). This property presented by ro-
tating solutions of Gürses-Gürsey type with nonsingular
scalar curvature has been interpreted in [44] as a planar
string replacing the ring singularity of the Kerr solution.

5. The energy-momentum tensor

The general expression for the total EMT of the ro-
tating solution and its decomposition in terms of the
Carter’s tetrad is presented in Appendix B. Here we use
those expression to examine the energy-momentum ten-
sor (EMT) resulting from the complete rotating solution
presented above.

By using Carter’s orthonormal tetrad defined in
Eq. (B2), the total EMT assumes the diagonal form
Tµνe

µ
ae

ν
b = diag (ϱ, p1, p2, p3), with the eigenvalues ϱ and

p1 corresponding to the total energy density and to the
effective radial pressure, respectively. The eigenvalues
p2 and p3 are the effective tangential pressures. From
Eqs. (B3) and (B4), together with the mass functions

(44) and (45), we obtain the explicit expressions for the
eigenvalues. Namely,

8πϱ− = −8πp1− =
3r2

R2

r2

Σ2

(
1− 2

3

r2

r20

)
, (100)

8πp2− = 8πp3− = 8πϱ− − 6r2

R2Σ

(
1− r2

r20

)
. (101)

Notice that the energy density and the pressures present
a similar behavior at r → 0 as the curvature scalars an-
alyzed in the previous section.

The eigenvalues defined in the last two equations
carry also the electromagnetic contribution Eµν . In the
Carter’s orthonormal frame, the eigenvalues of the elec-
tromagnetic EMT are obtained by the usual relations
Eµνe

µ
ae

ν
b , as defined in Appendix B. Using Eqs. (B5), (84)

and (47), we get

8πϱem =
q2r6

Σ2r60
+

3q2r2a2 cos2 θ

Σ3r20

[
3− 4

r2

r20
+

r4

r40

]
, (102)

pem1 = −pem2 = −pem3 = −ϱem, (103)

which we can see that the energy density and pressures
of the electromagnetic field vanishes independent of the
path taken to r = 0.

As in the static case, the total EMT can be split in
terms of the matter EMT and of the electromagnetic
EMT, i.e., Tµν = Mµν + Eµν , and then we extract the
matter contribution to the energy density and pressures
by subtracting Eµν from Tµν . Therefore, in the Carter’s
frame, the eigenvalues of the matter EMT are given by

8πϱm = − 8πpm1 =
15mr4

4r30Σ
2

(
1− r2

r20

)
− 15mr2a2 cos2 θ

4r0Σ3

(
3− 4

r2

r20
+

r4

r40

)
, (104)

8πpm2 = 8πpm3 = 8πϱm − 15mr2

2r30Σ

(
1 − r2

r20

)
, (105)

which represents an anisotropic fluid with energy density
and pressures vanishing at boundary r = r0. Notice that
the matter EMT vanishes at r = r0. It is also noteworthy
that the energy density and pressures of matter present
the same behavior at the ring r → 0 as the curvature
scalars analyzed in the previous section.

Finally, by using Eq. (B4), together with the mass
function (45), we obtain the explicit expressions for the
eigenvalues valid in the exterior region M+. Namely,

8πϱ+ = −8πp1+ =
3

R2

r40
Σ2

=
15mr4

4r30Σ
2
=

q2

Σ2
, (106)

8πp2+ = 8πp3+ = 8πϱ+, (107)

that is due to the presence of the electromagnetic vac-
uum field. Then, by comparing Eqs. (100) and (101)
with Eqs. (106) and (107), it is seen that the EMT is
continuous across the boundary. In fact, since the mat-
ter EMT vanishes at the boundary, the continuity of the
total EMT is guaranteed by the electromagnetic EMT.
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6. Energy conditions

It was shown by Torres [50] that, if the mass func-
tion of the Gürses-Gürsey metric M−(r) can be expanded
in a Taylor polynomial series around r = 0, then the
WEC should be violated around r = 0. In addition,
Maeda [57] extended the result of Torres by showing that
if the mass function M−(r) of the Gürses-Gürsey metric
can be expanded around the locus r = 0, with θ ̸= π/2,
as M−(r) ≈ m0r

3+ϵ with ϵ ≥ 0, then all energy condi-
tions are violated close to r = 0 for m0 > 0 and, while the
NEC and the SEC are respected for m0 < 0. Therefore,
since close to r = 0 the mass function (44) is such that
M−(r) ≈ r3/2R2, which gives m0 = R−2/2 > 0, it is
straightforward to see that all the energy conditions are
violated around the region r = 0, θ ̸= π/2. Interestingly,
for θ = π/2, the energy conditions are identical to those
presented by the original static spacetime that seeds the
rotating geometry.

7. On the horizons, ergosurfaces, and other properties

We start by investigating the existence of horizons in
the Gürses-Gürsey metric (80). As well known, is such a
case, the horizons are located at the loci where the func-
tion ∆(r) given by Eq. (82) vanishes. The explicit forms
of the equations for such loci are obtained by replacing
Eqs. (37) and (39) into Eq. (82). Then, it follows that
the horizons radii are the real and positive roots of the
polynomial equations

∆−(r) = r2 + a2 − 5mr

4

(
r

r0

)3(
1− 2r2

5r20

)
= 0, (108)

∆+(r) = r2 + a2 − 2mr +
5mr0
4

= 0. (109)

These two equations must be supplemented by two addi-
tional conditions. Namely, Eq. (108) defines the horizons
if its roots are in the interval r ≤ r0, while the horizons
are defined by the roots of Eq. (109) when such roots are
in the interval r ≥ r0. The roots of both equations may
be expressed in the form of radicals, but we do not write
them here to avoid cumbersome expressions.

A simple analysis shows that the polynomial ∆−(r)
may have at most two real positive roots, which we in-
dicate by r1− and r2−, with r1− ≤ r2−. Similarly, the
polynomial ∆+(r) may have at most two real positive
roots, which we indicate by r1+ and r2+, with r1+ ≤ r2+.
Hence, by following the same reasoning of Ref. [48], it is
seen that each one of Eqs. (108) and (109) can present
two, one, or none real positive roots, depending on the
relative values of the normalized free parameters m/r0
and a/r0. The critical case that separates a spacetime
with no horizon from a spacetime with two horizons is
the extremal case, in which the two real positive roots of
the horizon function ∆−(r) or ∆+(r) become identical.
i.e., r1− = r2− or r1+ = r2+. This situation is equivalent
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FIG. 2. Panel (a), top: A plot of the limiting and extremal
masses as a function of a/r0 in the parameter space spanned
by m/r0 and a/r0. These mass functions are important to
determine the different kinds of objects and the properties of
boundary surfaces. The respective minimum constant values
ml/r0 = 4/3 and mc+ = mc− = 32/25 are also drawn, as
indicated by the respective labels. Such minimum values as
for determining the properties of the ergosurfaces. The prop-
erties of the different kind of objects indicated in the figure
are described in the main text (see Sec. IVC).
Panel (b), bottom: The region 0 < a/r0 < 0.5 of the top
panel zoomed in, aiming to display the six different regions of
the space of parameter containing different kinds of objects
also regarding the ergosurfaces. Regions I, II, and IV contains
regular black holes, while regions III, V, and VI contains star-
like objects, i.e., configurations with no horizons.

to a vanishing discriminant of the corresponding polyno-
mial function ∆−(r) or ∆+(r), what in turn yields the
extremal masses mc±, respectively. The expressions for
these extremal masses in terms of a and r0 are

mc−

r0
=

1

250

[
180 + 108

a2

r20
− 25

r20
a2

(110)

+

√(
180 + 108

a2

r20
− 25

r20
a2

)2

+ 500× 32
r20
a2

]
,
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for ∆−(r) , and

mc+

r0
=

5

8

(
1 +

√
1 +

64

25

a2

r20

)
, (111)

for ∆+(r).
Let us first notice that, the three free parameters of

the model appearing in these relations, namely, m, a,
and r0, combine in such a way that only their normalized
relative values really matter. Therefore, without loss of
generality, we may normalize the mass and the rotation
parameter by r0, and use m/r0 and a/r0 as the actual
free parameters of the model.

Relations (110) and (111) mean that, given a fixed
value of the normalized rotation parameter a/r0, con-
figurations bearing masses smaller than mc± present
no real roots, configurations bearing masses larger than
mc± present two real roots, while configurations bearing
masses m such that m = mc± present one real double
root.

Conversely, we may invert the last relations and ex-
press the rotation parameter in terms of the mass, thus
obtaining extremal values for the interior and exterior
solutions, ac− and ac+, respectively. Since the expres-
sions for ac± plays similar role to the extremal masses
we do not write them here. In fact, the interpretation of
such extremal values of ac± is also similar to the extremal
masses. Namely, for a given value of the normalized mass
m/r0, configurations with rotation parameters smaller
than ac± present two real roots, configurations bearing
rotation parameters larger than ac± present no real roots,
corresponding to over-extremal solutions, while configu-
rations bearing rotation parameters such that a = ac±
present one real double root, corresponding to extremal
solutions. Therefore, the analysis of the roots of the coef-
ficients ∆±(r) and the possible presence of horizons may
be performed just by using relations (110) and (111), as
we do in the remaining of the present section.

The situation here is similar to what happens regarding
the existence of horizons in the static solution presented
in the previous section. For instance, the larger root of
∆−(r), r2−, is larger than the radius of the boundary
surface for all values of the parameters m and a/r0 that
yield real roots. As a consequence, the spacetime re-
gion M− possesses at most one horizon that corresponds
to configurations for which the root r1− belongs to the
spacetime region M−.

In order to the interior spacetime region to actually
present horizons, at least one of the zeros of ∆−(r) must
be located in the region r/r0 ≤ 1, while for the exterior
spacetime to actually have horizons, at least one of the
zeros of ∆+(r) be located in the region r/r0 ≥ 1. In
the limiting case, one of the roots of ∆−(r) shall coin-
cide with the boundary surface, i.e., ∆−(r = r0) = 0.
Similarly, in the limiting case, one of the roots of ∆+(r)
shall coincide with r0, i.e., ∆+(r = r0) = 0. These two
conditions yield the same relation r20 + a2− 3mr0/4 = 0,

which furnishes the limiting relation

ml

r0
=

4

3

(
1 +

a2

r20

)
, or

a2l
r20

=
3

4

m

r0
− 1. (112)

Equation (112) means that, for masses smaller than ml,
at least one of the roots of ∆+(r) is larger r0, defining
a horizon in the vacuum region of spacetime. On the
other hand, for masses larger than ml, at least one of the
roots of ∆−(r) is smaller than r0, indicating a horizon
in the matter region of the spacetime. Moreover, since
the larger root of ∆−(r) is larger than r0, the spacetimes
corresponding to this limiting mass present the Cauchy
horizon which coincides with the boundary surface at r =
r0.

Panels (a) and (b) of Fig. 2 shows the behavior of the
normalized masses mc−/r0,mc+/r0, and ml/r0 as a func-
tion of the normalized rotation parameter a/r0. The first
fact to notice is that ml is larger than the other extremal
masses, i.e., mc+/r0 < mc−/r0 < ml/r0, for all values
of a/r0 that yield real values for mc±. Other aspect to
be mentioned is that the three masses grow monotoni-
cally with the rotation parameter. The minimum values
of such masses are mc+/r0 = 5/4, mc−/r0 = 32/25, and
ml/r0 = 4/3, that are found at a = 0.

Panel (a) of Fig. 3 shows the behavior of horizon func-
tion ∆(r) as a function of the normalized radial coor-
dinate r/r0, for four different values of the total mass
m/r0, and with a fixed normalized rotation parameter,
a/r0 = 0.2. Another interesting property of a space-
time generated by a rotating source is the existence of
the stationary limit surfaces, the so-called ergosurfaces.
Such surfaces form the boundary of the ergoregions, and
are determined by the causal character of the stationary
Killing vector ξµ = δµt, being located in the spacetime
regions where ξµ becomes lightlike. This condition im-
plies that gtt = 0 which, in the present case, implies in
the following equations

r2 + a2 cos2 θ − 5mr

4

(
r

r0

)3(
1− 2r2

5r20

)
= 0, r ≤ r0,

r2 + a2 cos2 θ − 2mr +
5mr0
4

= 0, r ≥ r0. (113)

Similarly to the equations that determines the presence
of horizons, these equations can have two real positive
roots that define two ergosurfaces.

Panel (b) of Fig. 3 shows the metric function gtt on
the transverse plane θ = π/2, for the same values of
parameters as in panel (a) of Fig. 3.

By inspecting panels (a) and (b) of Fig. (3), we may
draw some interesting assertions about horizons and er-
gosurfaces of configurations with rotation parameter such
that a/r0 = 0.2.

Configurations with mass m/r0 = 1.20 present no hori-
zons nor ergosurfaces, and the corresponding spacetimes
represent charged rotating regular star-like objects with
a timelike boundary.
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FIG. 3. Panel (a), top: The horizon function as a function of
r/r0, for different values of the total mass m/r0 (as indicated
in the legend) with fixed a/r0 = 0.2. In this case, the extremal
mass mc+ is such that mc+/r0 ≃ 1.28, while the limiting mass
ml is such that ml/r0 ≃ 1.39. The solid lines represent the
interior solution ∆−(r), while the dotted lines represent the
corresponding exterior solution ∆+(r). The zero of ∆(r) in-
dicates the presence and the location of the horizons.
Panel (b), bottom: The metric function gtt as a function of
r/r0 on the transverse plane θ = π/2, for different values of
the total mass m/r0 (as indicated in the legend) with fixed
a/r0 = 0.2. In this case, the extremal mass mc+ is such
that mc+/r0 ≃ 1.28 while the limiting mass ml is such that
ml/r0 ≃ 1.39. The solid lines represent the interior solution,
while the dotted lines represent the corresponding exterior so-
lution. The zeros of gtt indicate the presence of ergosurfaces.

Configurations with mass m/r0 = 1.28 present a de-
generate horizon and two ergosurfaces all located in the
exterior region, outside matter, representing extremal
charged rotating regular black holes with a core of
charged matter that has a timelike boundary.

Configurations with mass m/r0 = 1.32 present two
horizons and two ergosurfaces all located in the exterior
region, outside matter, representing charged rotating reg-
ular black holes with a core of charged matter that has
a timelike boundary.

Configurations with the limiting mass mass m/r0 =
mc+ = 1.39, presents two horizons with the Cauchy hori-
zon located at the boundary of the matter distribution,
the event horizon is outside matter, while the ergosur-
faces extend from inside to outside matter. This kind of
configurations represent charged rotating regular black
holes with a central core of matter that has a lightlike
boundary.

Finally, configurations with mass m/r0 = 1.50 present
two horizons with the Cauchy horizon being inside mat-
ter, with the event horizon being outside matter, and
with the ergosurfaces extending from inside to outside
matter. The boundary surface is located between the
two horizons and then this kind of configurations repre-
sent charged rotating regular black holes with a central
core of matter that has a spacelike boundary.

The aspects just evidenced in regard to the particular
cases depicted in panels (a) and (b) of Fig. 3 hold in
general. In fact, we may draw the following conclusions.

i) The extremal mass mc− is not relevant for the present
analysis, since it furnishes a double root of the interior
function ∆−(r) which is larger than the boundary surface
radius, i.e., rk− > r0, and then it does not represent any
actual configuration.

ii) The extremal mass mc+ is the one that will separate
configurations with no horizons from configurations with
two horizons.

iii) The limiting mass ml gives the condition for the
boundary surface r0 to coincide with one of the horizons,
and then it also tell us about the causal nature of the
matching condition.

iv) Configurations with masses in the interval 0 <
m/r0 < mc+/r0 present no horizons, corresponding to
over-extremal configurations.

v) Configurations with masses in the interval mc+/r0 <
m/r0 < ml/r0 present two horizons, a Cauchy horizon in
the exterior region and an event horizon in the exterior
region.

vi) Configurations with masses such that m/r0 = ml/r0
present two horizons, a Cauchy horizon at the boundary
surface, and an event horizon in the exterior region.

vii) Configurations with very large masses, i.e., with
masses satisfying the inequality m/r0 > ml/r0, present
two horizons, a Cauchy horizon located in the interior
region and tan event horizon located in the exterior.

A more detailed description of the different classes of
objects represented by the complete rotating solution are
presented next.
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C. The different kinds of objects in the complete
rotating geometry

1. Nonextremal rotating regular black holes with a spacelike
boundary - Region I

Configurations with very large masses, characterized
by the inequality m/r0 > ml/r0, present two horizons,
a Cauchy horizon located inside matter and given by
the smallest positive root of ∆−(r), r1−, and an event
horizon located outside matter and given by the largest
root of ∆+(r), r2+. Such configurations present also
two ergosurfaces, with the inner ergosurface being lo-
cated completely inside matter, while the outer ergosur-
face is located completely outside matter. The boundary
of the matter distribution is located between the two hori-
zons, being a spacelike surface. Hence, the corresponding
spacetimes are nonextremal rotating regular black holes
whose central core of matter has a spacelike boundary.
This situation corresponds to configurations whose pa-
rameters belong to the region above the dashed-dotted
line m/r0 = ml/r0 in the top panel (a) of Fig. 2, that is
labelled as region I in the bottom panel (b).

2. Nonextremal rotating regular black holes with a lightlike
boundary at the Cauchy horizon - Line m = ml

Configurations with the limiting mass ml, i.e., whose
gravitational mass obeys the equality m/r0 = ml/r0,
present two horizons, a Cauchy horizon and an event
horizon. The Cauchy horizon is located exactly at the
boundary of the matter distribution, with radius r1− =
r1+ = r0, while the event horizon is located outside mat-
ter. In addition, they present ergosurfaces with the inner
ergosurface being located completely inside matter, while
the outer ergosurface is located completely outside mat-
ter. Thus, this kind of configurations represents nonex-
tremal rotating regular black holes whose central core
of matter presents a lightlike boundary. It is worth men-
tioning here that this case may be obtained by taking the
limit of configurations with a timelike boundary. How-
ever, more properly, it can also be obtained by using the
smooth junction conditions for a lightlike boundary sur-
face. The steps of such task are the same as those in
Appendix A of Ref. [54]. This situation corresponds to
the dashed-dotted line m/r0 = ml/r0 in panels (a) and
(b) of Fig. 2.

3. Nonextremal rotating regular black holes with a timelike
boundary - Regions II and IV

Configurations bearing intermediate masses, i.e., with
masses in the interval mc+/r0 < m/r0 < ml/r0, present
the two horizons outside matter. The solutions also
present two ergosurfaces with the inner ergosurface lo-
cated inside and outside matter which is located in re-

gion II of panel (b) of Fig. 2, or just outside matter
corresponding to region IV of panel (b) of Fig. 2, and
the whole exterior ergosurface located completely out-
side matter. The boundary surface of the matter is lo-
cated inside the Cauchy horizon and, thus, this kind of
solutions represents nonextremal rotating regular black
holes whose central core of matter has a timelike bound-
ary. This situation corresponds to the region delimited
by the above the solid line m/r0 = mc+/r0 and below the
dashed-dotted line m/r0 = ml/r0 of panel (a) of Fig. 2,
that encompasses the two loci labelled as regions I and
II in the bottom panel (b).

4. Extremal rotating regular black holes with a timelike
boundary - Line m = mc+

Configurations bearing the extremal mass m/r0 =
mc+/r0 present two coinciding horizons located in the ex-
terior region. The corresponding spacetimes present two
ergosurfaces, with the inner ergosurface extending from
inside to outside matter for a/r0 > 1/3 and m/r0 > 4/3,
or located just outside matter for a/r0 ≤ 1/3 and m/r0 ≤
4/3, while the outer ergosurface is located outside mat-
ter. The boundary of the matter distribution is located
inside the degenerate horizon, and the exterior solution
is given by the extremal Kerr-Newman geometry, that
satisfies the relations rk+ = m =

√
a2 + q2, where rk+,

with k = 1, 2, are the horizon radii. Thus, this kind of
solutions represent extremal rotating regular black holes
whose central core of matter has a timelike boundary.
This situation corresponds to the solid line indicated by
the label mc+/r0 in panels (a) and (b) of Fig. 2.

5. Rotating regular star-like objects with a timelike
boundary - Regions III, V, and VI

Configurations with masses in the interval 0 < m/r0 <
mc+/r0 present no horizons, although the ergosurfaces
can be formed in cases with masses close to the extremal
mass mc+, and depending on the normalized rotation
parameter a/r0. Region III in panel (b) of Fig. 2 cor-
responds to configurations with ergosurfaces extending
from the interior to the exterior spacetime regions. Re-
gion V in panel (b) of Fig. 2 corresponds to configurations
with ergosurfaces completely outside the matter distribu-
tion. Configurations with masses such that m/r0 < 1.25
belong to region VI of panel (b) in Fig. 2, and correspond
to configurations with no ergosurfaces. In contrast to the
static solution, these objects with a ̸= 0 are not neces-
sarily overcharged, since the condition a2+ q2 > m2 may
be satisfied for sufficiently large a, independently of the
amount of electric charge. In fact, the electric charge is
constrained by the amount of mass through the relation
q2 = 5mr0/4, cf. Eq. (39). Thus, this kind of configu-
rations represents overextremal rotating regular star-like
objects with a timelike boundary, which are represented
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by the region below the solid line m/r0 = mc+/r0 in
panels (a) and (b) of Fig. 2, that encompasses the loci
labelled as regions III, V, and VI in the bottom panel
(b).

V. CONCLUSIONS

Static and rotating compact charged regular objects
as solutions of the Einstein-Maxwell equations were ob-
tained and studied in the present work.

In the case of static and spherically symmetric ob-
jects, we start by considering that the interior distribu-
tion of matter is constituted by a de Sitter-type perfect
fluid, in which the pressure p and the energy density ρm
are related as p = −ρm, together with the electrified
version of the Tolman-like density relation expressed by
8πρm(r) + q2(r) r−4 = 3R−2

(
1− r2b−2

)
, where R and b

are free parameters. After these assumptions, we are able
to solve the Einstein-Maxwell system of equations in or-
der to obtain an exact interior solution that was smoothly
matched together into an exterior Reissner-Nordström
spacetime. The properties of the complete static solu-
tion are analyzed in detail and it is shown that different
kinds of objects emerge in this solution, such as regular
nonextremal black holes with a spacelike, a timelike, or
a lightlike boundary, regular extremal black holes with
a timelike boundary, and overcharged tension stars with
a timelike boundary. Finally, we show that by properly
taking the limit b → ∞, the L&Z solution [30] is recov-
ered. Hence, in such a limit, our solution describes also
charged regular black holes and overcharged tension stars
with an uncharged de Sitter core and a charged boundary
shell inside a Reissner-Nordström region.

Then, we apply the Gürses and Gürsey approach to
the non-rotating interior solution mentioned in the last
paragraph and construct a charged rotating regular inte-
rior, which may be smoothly matched together with the
exterior Kerr-Newman spacetime. The properties of the
complete rotating solution are also analyzed in detail and
it is shown that different kinds of objects emerge in this
solution, such as regular nonextremal black holes with a
spacelike, a timelike, or a lightlike boundary, regular ex-
tremal black holes with a timelike boundary, and regular
undercharged stars with a timelike boundary. It is worth
mentioning that the rotating version of the L&Z solution
will be described in a companion work.

In summary, we attempted to build a charged rotating
regular interior for the Kerr-Newman spacetime, what
gave rise to all sorts of compact objects. A possible next
step for this work is the study of the maximal analytic
extension of all configurations obtained here. In this re-
gard, the extension beyond the disk, through the region
r < 0, for regular compact objects, is still a highly de-
bated topic, see, e.g. [60–62]. Beyond that, such an exten-
sion can produce new kinds of objects such as traversable
and non-traversable wormholes.

Another interesting question that this work raises is

what kind of electromagnetic properties the interior mat-
ter has to possess in order to produce the exterior Kerr-
Newman electromagnetic field. For instance, as investi-
gated by Tiomno [81], a charged rotating oblate ellipsoid,
which reproduces the exterior Kerr-Newman electromag-
netic field in flat spacetime, allows different types of inte-
rior electromagnetic fields with different electromagnetic
sources. These issues motivate additional investigation, a
task we are pursuing and whose results will be published
in a separate work.
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Appendix A: The electromagnetic field equations for
the rotating spacetime

Here we analyze the Maxwell equations (2) and (3) in
the Gürses-Gürsey spacetime and show that the electro-
magnetic field tensor (84) satisfies the Maxwell equations.
In order to simplify notation, in what follows we drop the
labels ± that have been used throughout the main text.

The Maxwell equations are given by

∂r
[(
r2 + a2

)
sin θFrt

]
+ ∂θ [sin θFθt] = 4π

√
−gJ t, (A1)

∂r [csc θFrφ] + ∂θ

[
csc θ

r2 + a2
Fθφ

]
= −4π

√
−gJφ, (A2)

∂rFθt − ∂θFrt = 0, (A3)
∂rFθφ − ∂θFrφ = 0, (A4)

where ∂µ ≡ ∂/∂xµ, g is the determinant of the met-
ric (80), and Jµ is the current density.

The non-trivial components of a stationary and axially
symmetric electromagnetic tensor are Frt, Fθt, Frφ and
Fθφ which, for the metric (80), are related

Frφ = −a sin2 θFrt, aFθφ = −
(
r2 + a2

)
Fθt, (A5)

we can rewrite the Maxwell equations in terms only of
the components Frt and Fθt, i.e,

∂r
[(
r2 + a2

)
sin θFrt

]
+ ∂θ [sin θFθt] = 4π

√
−gJ t, (A6)

∂r [a sin θFrt] + ∂θ

[
csc θ

a
Fθt

]
= 4π

√
−gJφ, (A7)

∂rFθt − ∂θFrt = 0, (A8)

∂r
[(
r2 + a2

)
Fθt

]
− ∂θ

[
a2 sin2 θFrt

]
= 0. (A9)
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Equations (A6) and (A7) determine the current density
inside the charged matter that generates the electromag-
netic field given in (84), while Eqs. (A8) and (A9) are
the compatibility equations.

From Eq. (84), it is easy to find the relation

∂rFθt = ∂θFrt =− a2 sin 2θ

Σ3

(
r Q′(r) Σ

−Q(r)
[
3r2 − a2 cos2 θ

] )
,

(A10)

which implies that Eq. (A8) is identically satisfied, inde-
pendently of the charge function Q(r).

The second compatibility condition to be checked is
Eq. (A9). In fact, after using Eq. (A5), it can be rewritten
in the form

Σ∂rFθt = a2 sin 2θFrt − 2rFθt, (A11)

and then it is an easy task to verify that the electro-
magnetic field tensor (84) obeys such a relation, inde-
pendently of the charge function Q(r).

The other Maxwell equations, (A1) and (A2), furnish
the nontrivial components of the current density Jµ, that
depends on the charge function Q(r). Such a current
density is calculated next.

Given the components of the electromagnetic tensor in
Eq. (84), we have

∂rFrt =−
2rQ(r)

(
r2 − 3a2 cos2 θ

)
Σ3

+
2Q′(r)(r2 − a2 cos2 θ)

Σ2
− rQ′′(r)

Σ

∂θFθt =
2rQ(r)ra2

Σ3

([
r2 − 3a2 cos2 θ

]
sin2 θ − Σcos2 θ

)
.

These two relations allow us to obtain the components
of the current density Jµ. After a straightforward but
tedious calculation, it follows

4πJ t=
r2 + a2

Σ3

(
2Q′(r)

[
r2 − a2 cos2 θ

]
− r Q′′(r) Σ

)
− 2r2Q′(r)

Σ2
(A12)

4πJφ=
a

Σ3

(
2Q′(r)

[
r2 − a2 cos2 θ

]
− r Q′′(r) Σ

)
, (A13)

with vanishing Jr and Jθ. The current density Jµ can
be decomposed as

Jµ = ρeu
µ + jµ, (A14)

where uµ = e µ
0 is the first component of the Carter

tetrad (see Eq. (B2) in Appendix B), ρe = −Jµuµ is
charge density as measured by the comoving observer
with the fluid and jµ = (uµuν + δµν) J

ν is the current
density as measure by the comoving observer with fluid.
A straightforward calculation shows that

4πρe = −
√

±∆(r)

Σ

[
2Q′(r)a2 cos2 θ

Σ2
+

r Q′′(r)

Σ

]
, (A15)

4πjµ =
2Q′(r)r2

Σ2

a sin θ√
Σ

e µ
3 , (A16)

where e µ
3 is the fourth component of the Carter tetrad.

Moreover, the projection of the current density Jµ onto
the Carter tetrad, i.e., Ja = eaµJ

µ, allows us to express
ρe and jµ, more succinctly, as ρe = J0 and jµ = e µ

3 J3,
where J3 can be extracted from Eq. (A16).

Appendix B: The energy-momentum tensor of the
rotating geometry

It is well known that the matter source that generates
the rotating Gürses-Gürsey geometry is an anistropic
fluid [36, 38, 39], whose corresponding energy-momentum
tensor can be written in the following form

Tµν = ϱ e µ
0 e ν

0 + p1e
µ
1 e ν

1 + p2e
µ
2 e ν

2 + p3e
µ
3 e ν

3 , (B1)

where

e µ
0 =

1√
±∆(r)Σ

( [
r2 + a2

]
δµt + a δµφ

)
,

e µ
1 =

√
±∆(r)

Σ
δµr, e µ

2 =
1√
Σ
δµθ, (B2)

e µ
3 =

1√
Σsin θ

[
a sin2 θδµt + δµφ

]
,

is the orthonormal tetrad that diagonalizes the energy-
momentum tensor (B1), also known as the Carter’s or-
thonormal frame. The ± signs in front of ∆(r) apply
to the different regions of the spacetime where ∆(r) is
positive and negative, respectively. Thus, the plus sign
holds in the regions outside the event horizon and inside
the Cauchy horizon, where ∆(r) is positive and e µ

0 is a
timelike vector that represents the four-velocity of a sta-
tionary observer with angular velocity Ω(r) = e φ

0 /e t
0 =

a/(r2 + a2), while e µ
1 is a spacelike vector. The minus

sign holds in the region between the event horizon and
the Cauchy horizon, where ∆(r) is negative and the vec-
tors e µ

0 and e µ
1 exchange roles. Therefore, in this region,

e µ
1 can be interpreted as the four-velocity of the comov-

ing observer with the fluid. Finally, the elements of the
tetrad e µ

2 and e µ
3 are spacelike in all regions.

In order to simplify notation, in what follows we drop
the labels ± that has been used throughout the main
text. The eigenvalues ϱ, p1, p2 and p3 correspond to
the total energy density, the radial, and the tangential
pressures of the fluid, respectively, and are given by [38]

ϱ(r, θ) = −p1(r, θ) =
r2M ′(r)

4πΣ2
, (B3)

p2(r, θ) = p3(r, θ) =
r2M ′(r)

4πΣ2
− 1

8πΣ

(
rM(r)

)′′
, (B4)

where M(r) is given by Eq. (44), and the primes indicate
derivative with respect to the coordinate r.

We can see that the equations of state are preserved in
comparison to the non-rotating original source, namely,
ϱ = −p1 and p1 = p3. This is in agreement with the fact
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that, in our case, the Segrè type of the Gürses and Gürsey
metric in the Kerr-Schild form is [(11)(1, 1)], which is the
same as the Segrè type of the non-rotating metric (43),
see [39]. In fact, as shown in [50], the Gürses-Gürsey
metric (80) with a nonconstant mass function M(r) is of
Segrè type [(11)(1, 1)].

Since we are dealing with charged matter, the energy-
momentum tensor given by Eq. (B1) may be split into
the form Tµν = Mµν + Eµν , where Eµν is the energy-
momentum tensor of the matter itself, while Mµν is the
energy-momentum tensor of the electromagnetic field. In
the Carter’s orthonormal frame, the nonvanishing com-
ponents of the electromagnetic energy-momentum tensor

are given by

ϱem(r, θ) ≡ Eµνe
µ
0 e ν

0 =
1

8π

(
F 2
rt +

F 2
θt

a2 sin2 θ

)
,

pem1(r, θ) ≡ Eµνe
µ
1 e ν

1 = −ϱem(r, θ), (B5)
pem2(r, θ) ≡ Eµνe

µ
2 e ν

2 = ϱem(r, θ),

pem3(r, θ) ≡ Eµνe
µ
3 e ν

3 = ϱem(r, θ).

Moreover, the energy-momentum tensor of the mat-
ter is determined by the difference between the to-
tal energy-momentum tensor and the electromagnetic
energy-momentum tensor, i.e., Mµνe

µ
a e ν

b = (Tµν −
Eµν)e

µ
a e ν

b . It is straightforward to see that this energy-
momentum tensor represents an anisotropic matter fluid
with energy density and pressures given by

ϱm(r, θ) ≡ Mµνe
µ
0 e ν

0 = ϱ(r, θ)− ϱem(r, θ), (B6)
pm1(r, θ) ≡ Mµνe

µ
1 e ν

1 = −ϱ(r, θ) + ϱem(r, θ), (B7)
pm2(r, θ) ≡ Mµνe

µ
2 e ν

2 = p2(r, θ)− ϱem(r, θ), (B8)
pm3(r, θ) ≡ Mµνe

µ
3 e ν

3 = p2(r, θ)− ϱem(r, θ). (B9)
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