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Abstract

Previously, it was noticed that in some space-times with Killing horizons some curvature com-
ponents, responsible for tidal forces, small or even zero in the static frame, become enhanced from
the viewpoint of a falling observer. This leads to the notion of so-called naked black holes. If
some components in the frame attached to a free-falling observer formally diverge, although scalar
invariants remain finite, such space-times was named ”truly naked black holes” (in mathematical
language, one can speak about non-scalar singularity). Previous results included static spherically
symmetric or distorted static metrics. In the present work, we generalized them to include rotation
in consideration. We also scrutiny how the algebraic type can change in the vicinity of the horizon
due to local Lorentz boost. Our approach essentially uses the Newman-Penrose formalism, so we

analyze the behavior of Weyl scalar for different kinds of observers.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The main feature typical of a black hole consists in the existence of the event horizon. This
strongly separates two classes of observers: those who reside outside the horizon and those
who fall in the inward direction. Correspondingly, this makes comparison of properties of
both families of observers especially important. One of questions that arise here is how they
perceive surrounding geometry. It turned out that quite nontrivial situations may arise here.
Some curvature components, small or even zero in the static frame can become enhanced
from the viewpoint of a falling observer [1], |2]. This made it quite natural to pose a question:
when do some components of the curvature tensor in the frame attached to a falling observer
become not simply large but formally diverging [3], [4]? From the mathematical viewpoint,
this can be considered as an example of so-called nonscalar curvature singularity [5], [6]
that finds realization in physically relevant context within black hole physics. In particular,
this affects the classification of gravitational field since for different observers a Petrov type
may be different 3], [7]. Usually, restrictions on the behavior of physical quantities are
formulated in the frame attached to falling observers [§], so now these conditions can be
violated since geometry itself fails to be regular.

The objects under discussion were named ”truly naked black holes” (TNBHs). Strictly
speaking, TNBH is not a black hole at all [9]. However, for shortness, we adhere to this
(not quite rigorous) term implying that this is not a black hole which is truly naked but a
separate object on its own (so we consider TNBH as an integral term). In a similar manner,
the expression ”singular horizon” is used in literature for shortness in spite of the fact that
it is not a horizon, if it is not regular. More general questions should include properties of
material content and their overlap with properties of geometry in what concerns regularity
of horizons or its violation [10], [11], [12], [9]. (According to terminology of [13], we call
black holes dirty if they are surrounded by matter.). Thus we extend considerations of [T,
[14] where only regular space-times were considered.

Investigation of general conditions of regularity and properties of TNBH was carried out
earlier for static spherically symmetric and distorted black holes. In the present work we
make the next step and consider rotating stationary space-times. The case of completely
regular horizons in such space-times was studied in [15], [16]. Now, we look which and how

some conditions of regularity can be relaxed realized to admit TNBH. With this reservation



in mind, we exploit and extend previous classification. We called a black hole usual if these
tidal forces tend to zero in the frame comoving with the observer, naked if they are finite,
and truly naked if they diverge |4], |[17]. Now, this classification will be generalized and
reformulated in the terms of Weyl scalar to make it convenient for use in the framework of
the Newman-Penrose formalism [18].

New line of motivation for study of axially symmetric TNBH comes from a recent work
[19] where it is stated that higher order curvature corrections in gravitational Lagrangian
destroy regular extremal horizons that existed in general relativity for the Kerr metric, thus
making them singular. This poses a question, which possibilities for regular horizons exist
in principle in any theory. And, if some of regularity conditions fail, how this manifests itself

in the properties of geometry and observers who probe it?

II. GENERAL SETUP

We consider axially symmetric spacetimes

dr’

d82 = —N2dt2 + gcpcp(dQO - Wdt)2 + A

+ gpodb?. (1)

Our convention in the choice of coordinates is 2° = ¢, ' =r, 2?2 = 0, 2® = p. We choose

a so-called zero-angular momentum observer (ZAMO) [20] to which we attach the tetrad

1
6?0) = N(lu 07 07 W) 6?1) = \/2(07 17 07 O)
1

1
el — 0,0,1,0) ¢ ———(0,0,0,1 2

In addition, we can introduce a null tetrad

‘o Tew ,_ fo
V2 V2
_ e tieg C(2) — 1€ (3)

m—i\/§ , M= NG

We want to define under which conditions a black hole is naked. First of all, we require that

L —

curvature scalars for such black holes be finite on the horizon. If it is so, then a point-like
particle moving under the action of finite forces can cross the horizon. However, if a particle
has small but nonzero size, one can ask a question about tidal forces acting on a particle

which are related to the Riemann curvature tensor.



Now let us analyze the Riemann tensor. Our aim is to analyze under which conditions the
components of the Riemann tensor are finite in a frame, comoving with a falling observer.

To solve this problem, we choose such a strategy.

e Decompose the Riemann tensor on the Weyl tensor, Ricci tensor, and Ricci
scalar in the tetrad frame (2. This can be done using a definition of the Weyl

tensor:

1
Cae@@ =Ram@ — 5 (lwoRew + 1o Rae =@ Ree = mee Raw) +

1
+ 5 R (e mw @ — Ma@nm ) (4)
where Rq)w)(c)@) = Ruypae‘(‘a)e’(’b)efc)efd) is the Riemann tensor in the tetrad frame,

Ny being the Minkowski metric, Ry)p) = REZ))(C)(I)) Ricci tensor, R = REE? Ricci

scalar.

e Introduce Weyl scalars and Ricci tensor components in the null tetrad (3]).

Weyl scalars are defined as

U, = Cabcdk‘ambk’cmd, U, = Cabcdl“mblcmd, (5)
Uy = Copeak®Pkm?, Uy = Copeak®lPml, (6)
U, = C’abcdk‘“mbmcld (7)

and, similarly, the Ricci tensor components

1 1

Dy = §ka”k”, Doy = iRwl“l”, (8)
1 1

Dy = §ka‘”mu> Dy = §Ruul“m”, (9)
1 1

gy = §me”mya ¢y = ZR;W (K"1” +m*"m") (10)

Thus, knowing ¥;, ®;; and R one can restore the Riemann tensor, simply inverting (4)).
Moreover, if ¥;, ®;; and R are finite, then the Riemann tensor is also finite. Explicit
expressions for the Weyl scalars in the metric (Il), the Ricci tensor components and

Ricci scalar are given in Appendix [Al

e Conduct rotations and boosts in such a way that the new tetrad frame

be comoving with a falling observer and transform Weyl scalars and Ricci
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tensor component. Explicit transformations of the frame and corresponding com-
ponents will be given in the next Section. Corresponding rotations and boosts are the

symmetries of the Minkowski metric, so that it remains unchanged (and thus regular),

(@) (b) = M(a)(®)-

e Deduce when Weyl scalars, Ricci tensor components and the Ricci scalar

are finite within this frame. This will be done in Section

This scheme not only allows us to find when the Riemann tensor (and thus tidal forces)
are finite but also allows us to deduce what algebraic type of space-time an observer will
see, unlike the approach in which we would calculate the Riemann tensor by brute force.

We will be mainly interested in the vicinity of the horizon. To this end, we consider the

corresponding expansion of the metric coefficients near the horizon

A(r,8) =A,(0)u? + o(u?), N2(r, ) = kp(0)uf + o(uP), (11)
w=0g + ot + A O 4w (0)u 4 o(u), (12)
9o =9 (0) + g (O)u + o(u), a=p,0 (13)

where f means that corresponding quantity f is independent of 6.
We assume that the Ricci scalar R and other curvature scalars, such as the Kretschmann
one, have to be finite on the horizon. The conditions of their finiteness were extensively

analyzed in |16]. They may be shortly formulated in such a way.

e Non-extremal horizon (p = ¢ = 1). In this case, expansions for physical quantities are

given by:

A=A+ o(u), N?=kwu+o(u) (14)

w :@H + w1 (e)u + O(U), Ga = gaH(e) + Gal (e)u + O(U) (15)

e Extremal horizon (¢ = 2, p > 2). In this case, expansions for physical quantities are

given by:
A =Ay(0)u* + o(u?), N? = k,(0)uf + o(u?) (16)
W =0y + o ...+ O 4w (0)uF + o(uP) (17)
9a =9ar (0) + ga1 ()u + o(u) (18)



. Hereafter, [...] denotes entier.

where k£ > {Zil}

e Ultraextremal horizon (¢ > 3,p > 2). In this case, the expansions for the metric

coefficients are given by:

A=A4,0)u? +o(u?), N?=r,(0)u” + o(u?), (19)
w =0y + Gt + A O 4w (0)u” 4 o(u), (20)
9a =9arr (0) + ga1(0)u + o(u), (21)

1 — 3
where k& > [Z%} , > [Z%] . Our notations for k, 1 are opposite to those in
[16].

One can check by substitution that if corresponding expansions hold, then ¥; (given by
(AI)-(A3)) and ®;; (given by (AS)-(ALl)) are finite. Thus we see that in the tetrad frame
under discussion the Riemann tensor and the Ricci tensors are finite if curvature scalars are
finite. This will be important for our further analysis.

Also note that knowing the behavior of the Ricci scalars allows one to deduce how the

Einstein tensor behaves, employing the relation

Gaw = Rawo — %ma)(b)R- (22)

As we assume the Ricci scalar to be finite, we see that the regularity of the Einstein

tensor (and thus of the energy-momentum tensor) is defined by the regularity of the Ricci
tensor that is, in its turn, defined by regularity of Ricci scalars ®;; (AS)-(ALI).

One reservation is in order. The text of our previous paper [16] contained an inaccuracy.

In the very end of Sec. 5 we gave the values of k and [. Actually, the corresponding values

are only the minimum ones required for regularity of the horizon. This is why after after

(I8) and (20)) we write inequalities, not exact equalities.



III. TRANSFORMATION TO A FRAME, ATTACHED TO A FALLING PARTI-
CLE

Now let us move to an analysis of the Riemann tensor in a frame comoving with some
observer that has a 4-velocity u*. To obtain a comoving frame from (2), we have to rotate
and boost our tetrad vectors in such a way that in this frame u* = {1,0,0,0}. We can do

this in 3 steps.

e Rotate a tetrad in r6 plane

€1y = €(1) Cos Y + e(z) sin 1 (23)

€lg) = €(2) COS Y — e sin ¢ (24)
e Then rotate in r’¢ plane:

€1y = €(1)Cos 0 + €(z) sin (25)

€(3) = €(3)CO8 0 — €(;) sinJ (26)

e Make a boost: The final step is to make a boost in the direction of velocity:

ey = (el —vely) €@y = €y (27)
ey = v(efhy — vefp) é@3) = €(3) (28)

Where 7 is a y-factor, V= /1 — 1/~2 is absolute value of a 3-velocity computed in a

tetrad frame.

From the estimates given in Appendix [B], it follows that for particles on which a finite
force acts, corresponding angles 1) and 0 near horizon are = O(N), while v = O % .

We are interested in transformations between different frames that includes the behavior
of Weyl scalars. As they are defined in terms of the null tetrad, we need to have formulas
describing this behavior directly in terms of such a tetrad. To this end, we ask how the
corresponding frame (3)) is changed under these rotations and boost and how they may be
decomposed to null rotations, spins, and boosts described in Appendix [Dl This will be useful
for the computation of the Weyl scalars and the Riemann tensor components. Using Wolfram

Mathematica we also showed that in principle it is possible to rewrite transformation e, —

€(a) as a combination of null rotations, spins and boost if we conduct them in such an order:

8



Conduct so-called spin transformation:

m— me, k—k, |—I

Conduct a null rotation along direction [:

=1, k—=k+Km+Km+KKIl, m—m+KI

Conduct a null rotation along direction k:

k—k | —=1l+Lm+Lm+LLk, m—m+ Lk

Conduct a boost

k— Bk, |— BN m-om

Conduct a spin rotation

m— me, k—k, |—I

To match two descriptions of the transformation e, — €, one has to relate parameters

w1, L, B, K, ¢ to 1, 9, v in such a way

tan ¢

tan¢; = sin cotd, tangy = —— (29)
sin
. |1 —cosécosp 1
K= - 7 L=——3\/1- 2 § cos?
Z\/1 + cosdcosp’ 2\/ cos™ 0 cos®y (30)
B 1+ cosd cosp 1 (31)

2 TV -1
1

In the near-horizon limit (N, A — 0), as we have shown in Appendix[Bl ¢),§ ~ N, v ~ N

so that one obtains:

=Y ety K=lFTR--L B3 (32)

Thus in the near-horizon limit one has:
p1=—¢2=0(1), K=-L=0O(N), B=O(N) (33)

9



IV. CONDITIONS OF FINITENESS OF THE RIEMANN TENSOR

In this section we will explicitly write the regularity conditions for the Riemann tensor in
the Newman-Penrose formalism. Further, violation of some of these conditions will enable us
to build the metric of the TNBH. Using the results from the previous Section and Appendix
(namely (DIHD33) with ¢1, K, B, L, ¢5 given by (29), ([30), (3I])), one obtains for them

(only dominant terms near the horizon are present).

Uy ~B*W,, Uy~ BY,, Uy~ Uy, (34)
Uy B~ YUy + ke 10, + 3Le10,), (35)
Uy ~B 23U, + 4Le"" Uy + ALK Ty 4+ 6L%e*910,) (36)
(i)oo %qu)ooa i)m ~ By, i)n ~ Py, i)oz ~ Ppa, (37)
Dy B (Dyg + Ke P Dyy 4+ 2Le 1Dy + Le'® By, (38)
Doy B2 Dgg + 2(Le 1 D1y + Le ®yy) + 2(LK + LK) Doyt

+ ALL®1, + (LPe 29 gy + L2 dpy)] (39)

As according to 33) B~ N, K ~ N and ¥, = ¥y, V3 = ¥y, corresponding ”tilded”

components will be finite if untilded ones satisfy the conditions:
\If(] == O(N2>, \Ifl - O(N), (1)22 = O(N2>, (1)12 = O(N) (40)

One would obtain the same conditions if an observer was not rotating. This follows from
the fact that for non-rotating observer ¢ = § = 0 that, according to ([B0) gives K = L = 0. In
addition, one can check that in this case also B = O(N) (it follows from (B1])). Substituting
this to (34H39) shows that the conditions (40]) have to hold in this case as well. This means
that adding angular momenta to an observer does not change the conditions of the finiteness
of the Riemann tensor.

Now let us analyze what exact conditions on the metric functions have to hold for the
Riemann tensor to be finite. Hereafter, we assume that coefficients in expansions of metric

functions are independent (except of coefficients in the expansions of N? and A). Let us

10



start with the condition for ¥,. Using (A3]) one obtains:

A
Re(Wo) = O(N?) : 82 In(N2A) — 8 In(N?2A)d, In i;f" - 2%(89@%

2 Yo 9o Agy90 _ 2
+ Age (@ ln(ge) +8T1n<g€)8rln N2 ) =O0(N7),  (41)

3 3
_ 2 . 2 9o \ _ o (N
Im(¥g) = O(N?) : 20,0pw + 0,wdy In(N-A) + Opw0, In (N4ge) O (\/Z) : (42)
The real part of ¥, will be of the order of N? if
N2
dpIn(N?A) = O(N?), Opw = O(N?), 9%lng, = O (7) : (43)

where a = ¢, 6. It is worth noting that, according to eq. (37) of |16], Opw = O(N). The
condition (43) on this derivative is more tight. This is not surprising since the aforementioned
equation from [16] follows from the finiteness of the Ricci scalar whereas eq. ([43]) is the
consequence of a more tight requirement according to which the components of the Riemann
tensor in the free falling frame should remain finite as well. We remind a reader that it is
the condition ¥y = O(N?) that ensures the finiteness of ¥y according to (34) and ([T). Note
that the first condition (first derivative in 0) is sufficient, if it is fullfilled, then the second
derivative will have desired order because of (I4), (I6), (I9). The condition for w requires
one to have an expansion in the form given by (I2]) with & > p (we remind a reader that
finiteness of curvature scalars required [ > p=gts3 , see the text after (21])).

The condition for g, requires 9, In g, = O(uP~7""). Integrating this condition and assum-

ing that g, is regular on the horizon (that means that cooresponding expansions starts with

positive degrees of u) one obtains:

9ot (0) + g1 (O)u + o(u) if p < ¢ —1
e - (44)
gaH(e) + ga,p—q+2(9)up_q+2 —I— 0(up—11+2) lf p > q _ 1
The condition 9y In(N?A) = O(N?) is quite complicated but it was already analyzed in

Appendix C in [16], so we present only the final result of the relation between corresponding

coefficients in the expansions of A and N? (II)):

Aykp = Cp, C, = const,

Agvs | Fpts _ —~ (=) n!
D DR Dy

n=2 kj

S A+' k;j S fi,‘+' k‘j
qTJ pTJ
H (A—) +H (K—p> +Cp+37 Vs <np.

Jj=1

(45)

11



In this equation, the sum is taken over all sets of k;’s, satisfying the condition

> ki =s. (46)

Now let us analyze Im(¥y) = O(N?) [@2). To this end, let us at first calculate

3
g

o In [ —=2— ):

0, n(N4gg)

N4gy 0)2uP gy (6) u
Thus, analyzing the third term in ([42]), we see that

3 3
g¢ 89w . N
OpwO, In (N4gg) = <—\/Z) (48)

that gives us the condition Gpw = O(u?P/2~9/2+1). Meanwhile, when we analyzed the finite-

@m(gi)zam<%fwww )z—@ (47)

ness of the real part, we obtained the condition dyw ~ uP. One can see that if p > g — 2,
this condition is stronger then Jyw = O(u®/2~9/%+1), If p < q — 2, the situation is opposite.
Thus, employing (I942T]), we obtain that if p > ¢ — 2, k has to be greater then p, while if

3p — 3
p < q— 2, k has to be greater then a4t . This number differs from 3p/2 — ¢/2 + 1

we obtained previously because k is assumed to be integer, thus we have to take the closest
3p—q+3
— |-

The last possible limitation on w may appear from the second term in (42), requiring
3

N
O,wdy In(N?A) = O ﬁ) . However, from eq. (43]) and finiteness of the Ricci scalar (see
[16]) it follows that the conditions Jp(N2?A) = O(N?) and A(d,w)? = O(N?) hold, so the

integer to 3p/2 — q/2 + 1, that is [

finiteness of the second term is automatically satisfied.
To conclude, the condition ¥y = O(N?) is satisfied if w is given by ([I2) with [ >

{]%M] (see [16], the end of Section V) with k given by

k> l%] ifp<qg-—2

kE>pifp>q—2

(49)

and g, is given by [#4), and coefficients in expansions for A and N? are given by ([@H). If

the aforementioned conditions are satisfied, we have also ®gy = O(N?).

12



The next condition is ¥; = O(N):

N? N?
Re(¥,) = O(N) : 20,0y In (—) +0,In (—) Op In(N2A)+

) )
+0pln (‘]g\f—:) 9, lnz—: - 4%8rwagw ~0 (%) , (50)
Im(¥,) = O(N) : Ojw + OgwyIn <gg0%:]42) — Agy (83@) + %&,w&, In <;%?2)) = O(N?).
(51)
The first term in the condition for the real part will satisfy it if
0,0pIn N? = O (%) : (52)

Integrating this condition, one obtains JyN? ~ u’/2=9/2+1 Using the expansion (), one
sees that this requires

K., =0forall0<s< p%, (53)

where prime here means derivative with respect to 6. Also note that if ¢ > p, this condition
is absent.

Now let us consider the second term. According to ([#3) condition 9 In(N?A) = O(N?)
has to hold that means that the second term (B0) becomes

2
O In My . (54)
9 N2A

Substituting corresponding expansions for N? and g, we obtain

VINZA

u

—0(1). (55)

As we assume p and ¢ in the expansion of N? and A (see eq. (II])) to obey p,q > 1, this is
indeed satisfied. So 9y In(N2?A) = O(N?) is sufficient for the second term to be finite.

In addition, we can use the condition

pNZ  pA
() = (B + 22 — o (56)
and eq. (B2)) to deduce that
0,0pIn A = 0,05 In(N?A) — 9,09 In N* (57)

13



N
The first term in RHS of this equation is O(N?), the second is O (ﬁ) . As we assume

N
p,q > 0, it is obvious that N? is of higher order than ﬁ This means that in dominant

order we can write

N
Resolving this we obtain
Al =0forall0<s< Z%. (59)

Also note that if ¢ > p, this condition is absent.

If the condition (53]) holds, then the third term in (50) also satisfies the regularity condi-
tion.

The last requirement comes from the fourth term in (50). However, as dpw ~ N? (see eq.
@3)) and Opw ~ % (the condition of the finiteness of curvature scalars, see [16]), we see
that this term also satisfies the regularity condition.

Now let us move to the requirement that comes from the imaginary part of the Wy ().
The first two terms already satisfy it because dpw = O(N?), while the third and the fourth
terms are more complicated. They will satify corresponding requirementsgin the right hand
side of (BI)) if O,w ~ uP~%"t. (It is also assumed that on the horizon %H:j;
6, we will not focus on a very specific case when this is not so). Howeveglf),H itpwas obtained

previously [16] that the Ricci scalar is finite if the condition 0,w = O(N/VA) ~ uP~9/2
holds (eq. (39) in [16]). This condition is stronger then d,w ~ uP~7"! if p < g—2. Otherwise,

depends on

the 0,w ~ uP~9*! is dominant.

Thus the requirement ¥; = O(N) is satisfied if eq. (60) is fulfilled.

m;H:A;JFS:OforOSSSZ%,
Relation (45) holds for b ; <5< D, (60)

No special condition for s > p.

1
Additionally, the number k& in the expansion for w ([I2)) should obey k& > {Z%} according
to what is said below eqs. (I8)) and (2I)). As far as [ is concerned, we have

lz{w} if p<gq-—2,
’ (61)
I>p—q+2iftp>q—2.

14



Expressions for [ are obtained by integrating expressions 0,w ~ u?~ %! and 0,w ~ uP~9/2
found above. Here, we introduced a square bracket notation to stress that we are considering
only integer k and [. For example, if p — ¢ is an odd number, we have to take the closest

higher integer number to ’5% + 1. Taking a closest higher value is required to be sure that

— 3
the regularity conditions are satisfied, that is the entier of ]% Thus, to denote ceiling
_ . —q+3
of number 254 + 1 we use a notation Z%

If relations (60) hold, one can check that ®o; = O(N) (A9) is also satisfied.

Also, let us formulate the conditions that have to hold for both ¥y = O(N?) and ¥; =
O(N) to be satisfied. In this case, g, has to satisfy (44]), coefficients in expansions for A and
N? have to satisfy (60) and expansion for w has to be given by ([I2) with k and [ satisfying
the relation (this may be obtained by combining (9] and (61l)).

,Q[W]lzlz%ﬂ fp<q_o

k>p, I>p—q+2ifp>q—2.

(62)

In this case also one can check that g9 = O(N?) and ®y; = O(N) are satified.

Also one can check that these relations are exactly the same as the ones obtained in [16]
when we were analyzing the regularity conditions. However, current analysis is required be-
cause we do it in the Newman-Penrose formalism that will also be usefil further for algebraic
classifications.

It may be instructive to write them in a more compact form. The horizon is regular if
the expansion for the metric functions is such (here we introduced a new quantity m which

represents a degree of the dominant term in expansion for g,):

N? =5, (0)u? + o(uP), A= A (O)u? + o(u?), (63)
w =0y + ot + .. 4 wp(O)uF + o(u”), (64)
9a =9ar (0) + gam (O)u™ + o(m), (65)

with the coefficients in expansion of A and N? satisfying the relations what follow from

combining conditions (5] 53], (5I)

K;Jrs:A;Jrs:OforOSsgsl,

Relation ({5) holds for s; < s < sq, (66)

No special condition for s > ss,

15



where

lZmax([p ;1%—3} —q+2) l{;>mau<;([:)’1)_27q+3}7]3)7

m > max(l,p—q+2), s = 2 , = p. (67)

In addition, one may ask what relations have to be held to satisfy ¥y = O(N?) and
Uy = O(N) separately. From the text above it follows that

Wy = O(N?) : ZZ{Z%H]’ kZmax( 7{@})’

2
s1 =0, sy =p, m>max(l,p—q+2) (68)
- 1
U, =O(N): lZmax([z%ng],p_quQ)7 ]{;2{1%]7
51:]%, So=p, m>1. (69)

V. BEHAVIOR OF WEYL SCALARS AND CLASSIFICATION OF HORIZONS

The main aim of our work is to suggest generalization of the notion "naked horizon”
and give corresponding classification that generalizes [1] [4] for rotating metrics (). (We
remind a reader that in the present work we restrict ourselves by 3+1 space-times ([Il) and
do not consider higher dimensions [1]). This classification is based on account of behavior
of the components of the curvature tensor in a free-falling frame. It was observed in [1]
that in principle, after rotations and boost, there may be one (or several) components of
the Riemann tensor that are significantly enhanced in the free-falling frame as compared
to the static one. (Hereafter, we will use the term FZAMO, if a frame is attached to a
geodesic observer with the zero angular momentum, F stands for ”free falling”. Although
we assume that reference particles are moving freely, the frame and corresonding results
can be generalized to the case of nonzero finite acceleration. In the horizon limit FZAMO
and OZAMO (2) behave essentially different since, in general, the acceleration of reference
particle diverge.) The existence of such horizons was demonstrated for dilatonic, U(1)?
gravity and several exact solutions from the string theory [1], [2]. The next step was made
in [3] where it was noticed that some components of the curvature tensor in the FZAMO
frame can be not simply large but even formally diverging. How this phenomenon reveals

itself in the spherically symmetric and distorted static metrics was considered in [4]. In the

16



latter work, the author introduced such a definition: if at least one from components of the
Riemann tensor diverges, then the horizon is truly naked. If all these components tend to
zero, then the horizon is usual, while if all the components are finite (except of the case
when all they tend to zero), then such a horizon is naked.

If the metric is static and spherically symmetric, there is only one relevant quantity 2
in terms of which this definition was done. If it is static but does not possess spherical
symmetry, there are three relevant quantities Z,, (where a,b = 0,¢) - see [4] for details.
In our case situation is more complicated (see below). As it follows from (B4)-(39), after a
boost components \ifo, \ifl, (i)oo, (fm tend to zero, components \112, <i>11 (i>02 remain finite (as
untilded are finite) and @3, \114, (flg, égg are potentially divergent (we have to note that now
we make a further step and allow conditions from the previous Section to be violated that
means that now some quantities potentially diverge). Thus modifications of the previous

analysis are required.

e Horizon is usual if all potentially divergent scalars @4, \i/g, @22, Ci)lg after rota-
tions and boost tend to zero. This equivalently means that Uy = o(N?), ¥; =

O(N), (I)()Q = 0(N2), (I>01 = O(N)

e Horizon is naked if at least one of the potentially divergent scalars @4, \i/g, <i>22, <i>12

is finite and separated from zero (while all others may tend to zero)

e Horizon is truly naked if at least one of the potentially divergent scalars

Uy, Uy, $yy, dyy diverges (while all others may be finite or tend to zero)

In the previous section, we investigated the regularity conditions, which are very useful
in formulating conditions when the horizon is usual, naked, or truly naked. Horizon is
usual if the expansions ([63])-(G5) hold with conditions (G6]). However, if we want potentially
divergent scalars to tend to zero, all the numbers I, k, m, s;, sy have to be greater then

the values, listed in (67):

l>max<[z%+3} ,p—q+2), k>max<[%] ,p),

m > max(1,p — g + 1), w%, 53> p. (70)

If the horizon is naked, then at least one (but not necessarily all) of the numbers
l, k, m, s1, s have to be equal to a value, listed in (67]), while all others may be greater

or equal to these values.
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Horizon Conditions

) e ()

/\m>max(1,p—q+2)/\31>]%/\32>p.

— 3 3p — 3
g ma2) akz e ([F] )

/\mZmaX(l,p—q+2)/\3121%/\82 > p.

Usual [ > max <[

Naked [ > max ([

except of conditions for usual horizon
— 3 3p — 3
p-q+e ],p—q+2)\/0<k’<max([7p a4+ ],p)

2 2
\/O<m<max(1,p—q+2)\/O<31<1%\/0<32<p

Truly naked| 0 < ! < max ([

TABLE I: Table showing conditions that have to hold for black hole to be usual, naked and truly
naked.

If a horizon is truly naked, then at least one of the numbers has to be lower than the
ones listed in (67]).

The corresponding set of all conditions when the spacetime is usual, naked, or truly naked
are listed in Tab. [l In addition, one may be interested when corresponding components are

finite distinctly as we represent in Tab. [l

VI. RELATION TO ALGEBRAIC TYPES

Now let us investigate the relation of the algebraic type of considered space-times and the
regularity conditions. For simplicity, let us focus on the vacuum solutions (this means that
R,, = 0, and, thus, ®;; = 0). However, before we proceed further, we have to be careful
with what we call an algebraic type, because there are different approaches to the algebraic
classification. If a space-time contains a black hole, one should distinguish between the
algebraic type away from the horizon (called ”off-horizon” [7]) and that on the horizon itself
("on-horizon” type). If one asks what algebraic type the OZAMO will see near the horizon,
then such a type is called "boosted type”. In addition, one may ask what algebraic type
will be seen by FZAMO. This is the "regular type”. Our aim is to find which conditions
have to hold for each of these types for a horizon to be regular. Let us start with the
off-horizon type. As we deal with the axially symmetric stationary spacetime, this imposes

several additional conditions and simplifications on the algebraic classification. Following
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Near-horizon behaviour Conditions

Vg = o(N?), U, tends to zero > [1%—’_3] Ak> max( ’ [ D — q+3]>

As1>0ANAs2>pAm>max(l,p—q+2)

Uy = O(N?), U, is finite and non-zero 1> {;%4-3] Ak > max ( {3 —q+ 3]>
(

ANs1>0As2>pAm>max(l,p—q+2)

except of conditions for Wg = o(N?)

Vg # O(N?), U, diverges 0<li< [1%—’_3] V 0 < k < max (p, [W])
VO<sa<pVO0O<m<max(l,p—qg+2)

¥, = o(N), ¥; tends to zero [ > max ([1%—#3} p— q+2> Ak > [Iil]
N 81 > }% N So>Dp

¥, = O(N), U, is finite and non-zero [ > max <[}%+3},p— q+ 2) ANk > [2%1]
A 51> ]% N s3> p

except of conditions for ¥, = o(N), ¥, diverges

U, # O(N) 0<l<max<[}%+3} —q+2>\/0<k<[}%1]

\/0<81<]%\/0<82<p

TABLE II: Table showing a set of conditions when \T/O and \I'l tend to zero, are finite but separated

from zero, or infinite. Notation # O means that the corresponding quantity tends to zero with the

lower rate then N or N2.

the results formulated in [7] (see, especially, Sec. V there), one will obtain these off-horizon

types if such conditions hold (also note that our notations differ from the ones, listed in [7]):

.TypeOZ\I]():\Illz\IIQIO

] Type N: \Ifo = —\IIQ = :l:l\Ifl

e Type III: impossible for axially symmetric stationary spacetimes

e Type D: either ¥y =0 and 3W, —

(] Type II: :|:4’L\I/1 = 3\112 - \Ifo

\IIO =0or Q\I]% = \110(3\;[]2 - \I]0>

The boosted type is defined as the algebraic type, calculated from quantities W; near the

horizon. If the horizon is regular, then, as we have shown, conditions ¥y = O(N?), ¥, =
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O(N) have to hold, so in the near horizon limit they both tend to zero. In addition, due
to axial symmetry W, = Wy, U3 = Wy, so these Weyl scalars also tend to zero. Thus, we
are left with Weyl scalar is W5 only, which can be either zero or non-zero. In the first case,
one obtains algebraic type O, in the second-type D, so that there are only these 2 boosted
types.

The regular type is defined by the Weyl scalars U;, obtained after rotations and boost.
As follows from (34)), for regular spacetimes Uy, Uy — 0, so that regular types are only II,
D, III, N, O, with type I excluded.

Let us start with the off-horizon type O. In this case, ¥y = W, = W,, so that we see, that
the Weyl, and thus the Riemann, tensors are zero. For such spacetimes no special conditions
are required. Also, note that the boosted and regular types are O.

If the spacetime is of off-horizon type N, then
\Ifo = \Ifg = :l:Z\Ifl (71)

Regularity requires ¥y = O(N?) ([@0). From (TI) it follows that in this case ¥y = O(N?)
and ¥; = O(N?), so in the near-horizon limit all Weyl scalars tend to zero. This means that
the boosted type is O. To find the regular type we have to use ([34))-(B0]) and conditions ¥ ~
U, ~ Uy ~ N2, From this it follows that the only possible non-zero "tilded” component is
0, so this spacetime is of regular type N (unless the exceptional case when W, is zero, then
the regular type is O).

If the spacetime is of off-horizon type D, then there are 2 possibilities: either ¥; = 0 and
3Wy — Uy = 0 or 203 = Uy(3W, — Uy). In the first case ¥, is automatically zero, so that
condition ¥y = O(N) is automatically satisfied. From condition 3W;— W, = 0 and regularity
condition ¥y = O(N?) {Q) we find ¥y = O(N?), so all Weyl scalars near the horizon tend
to zero. This means that the boosted type is O, while the regular type is N. In the second
case we see that it is enough to have the condition ¥y = O(N?) satisfied: in this case from
the condition 2% = Wy(3¥, — Uy) we automatically have Uy = O(1), ¥; = O(N). Thus
the boosted type is D, while the regular could be in principle II. However, note that after
the boost the condition 2\17% = @0(3\172 — \AI}O) is also satified in a boosted components, so
that the regular type is also D.

The last case is the off-horizon type II. In this case both conditions ¥; = O(N) and
Uy = O(N?) have to be satisfied separately. This is so because the defining condition of the
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algebraic type II, namely +4i¥; = 3W, — ¥y, does not give the condition ¥; = O(N) as
a consequence of the condition Wy = O(N?) (and vise versa). However, this condition can
be inverted and gives Wy = O(N). From this follows that the boosted type is O, while the
regular one is III. This follows from the fact that in this case ¥y ~ N2, Uy ~ N, Uy ~ N
and the transformations (34H39) that give Uy ~ N2¥, ~ N4 Uy ~ Ny ~ N2 ¥, ~ N,
Uy~ Usy/N = O(1), Uy ~ U, /N? = O(1).

We summarize all results in Table [[TIl In this Table we, along with the results for naked
horizons (which we presented above) also present results for the usual and truly naked
horizons, which can be easily derived by imposing ¥y = o(N?) or ¥; = o(N) instead of
regularity conditions (usual horizons), or violating these conditions (truly naked horizons).
Note that the relation between the off-horizon and on-horizon algebraic types is the same
as the one obtained in [7] (in this work the authors imposed regularity conditions from the
beginning, so that the case of TNBHs, violating them, could not be considered there in

principle).

VII. STATIC SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC CASE

To check validity of our approach, in this Section we compare the above resuts with those
obtained earlier for the static spherically symmetric case.

The corresponding metric can be written in the form

2
ds?> = —N%dt* + d% + 7r2(d6? + sin’ dyp?), (72)

where N? = N(r)%, A = A(r). This metric can be obtained from () if
Goo =17, Gpp =r7sin?0, w=0. (73)

Using our most general expressions for Weyl scalars (ATHAZ]) we note that if we substitute
in these expressions simplified metric functions (73), we will obtain ¥y = ¥, = 0 and
U, = U3 = 0. This is expected because it is known that spherically symmetric spacetimes

are of algebraic type D (see, e.g. [21], p. 187). Moreover, this simplification gives us

Py = —P1o = 0. The only non-zero potentially divergent Ricci tensor components read
near the horizon
A p—
(1)22 = (I)OO ~ —quuq_l. (74)
4 Th
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Type of horizon| Off-horizon type PT|Regular PT |Boosted PT Additional condition
Usual O O O -
Usual N O O Uy = o(N?)
Naked N 0] Uy = O(N?)
Truly naked I11 0] Uy # O(N?)
Usual D,¥; =0 0] 0] Uy = o(N?)
Naked N 0 Uy = O(N?)
Truly naked N O Uy # O(N?)
Usual D, Uy #0 D D Uy = o(N?)
Naked D D Uy = O(N?)
Truly naked I1 D Uy # O(N?)
Usual I1 I11 0] Uy = o(N?), U1 =0o(N)
Naked 111 0 Uy = O(N?) or ¥; = O(N)
Truly naked I11 O Uy # O(N?) or ¥ # O(N)

TABLE III: Relations between off-horizon Petrov type, regular Petrov type, boosted Petrov type
and regularity conditions which for each of them hold to have usual, naked or truly naked horizon

(here we assume that the spacetime is vacuum). PT in the name of columns stands for “Petrov

type”.

Thus we see that in the static limit there is only one potentially-divergent quantity. After
a boost we will have

=~ Dy 1
Doy ~ N2 ~ (p - Q)Uq b, (75)

Meanwhile, for a spherically symmetric metric ®95 coincides with the quantity Z intro-
duced in eq. (8) of [4]. Moreover, our definition of TNBHs, naked and usual black holes
(whether Wy, Wy, &5, Oy are divergent, finite, or tend to zero) in the static limit reduces
to the definitions given in [4] (whether Z is divergent, finite, or tend to zero, where Z is
the quantity Z after boost). This is quite natural because, as we have already shown, for
static spherically symmetric space-times W3 = WUy = 0, $;5 = 0 and thus there is only one

quantity, required for description of potentially divergent components, oo = 7.
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VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we built classification of horizons that generalizes the notion of naked black
holes [1] and TNBHs [3], [4] to the rotating case. To this end, we utilized the Neman-Penrose
formalism. Unlike the static case, this definition requires introduction of 4 quantities, which
have a direct geometrical interpretation. These are the boosted Weyl scalars @4, \ifg,, and
the boosted Ricci scalars @22, @12. We have shown that conditions of their finiteness agree
with ones obtained in [16]. What is more interesting, we have developed conditions when
these quantities either tend to zero (what corresponds to usual black holes) or they are
non-zero but finite (naked black holes) or diverge (truly naked black holes). Physically,
we obtained classification based on quantities that generalize simple picture of tidal forces
near the horizon (for usual and naked black holes) or its analogue in the case of TNBHs.
Corresponding results are formulated in terms of numbers that characterize the behavior of
the metric coeficients near the horizon. These results are presented in Table [l From the
mathematical viewpoint, our results for TNBH describe properties of nonscalar polynomial
light-like singularities as counterparts of black holes.

Usage of the Newman-Penrose formalism allowed us to analyze how conditions for a black
hole to be usual, naked or truly naked affect their algebraic type that is collected in Table [TI]
where we, according to [3] and [7], distinguish between off-horizon and on-horizon algebraic
types. Our results for the algebraic types of usual and naked black holes agree with [3] and
[7]. We also found algebraic types for TNBHs that was not considered previously. Also,
we have verified our approach in the case of static spacetime and obtain consistency with

previous works.
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Appendix A: Expressions for the Weyl scalars, Ricci tensor and Ricci scalar

Weyl scalars

_ 2 2
U, = L /A {28 Op In (N ) +0,1n <£) Op In(N?A)+

16 9o 9y
N2

+8pIn <—) o, In%e _ 4g—garwagw}
9o 9o

?

giA giA
_ 8—99 N2 [@ew—l— —Opw0p ln( ?\H) Agp (a%)—l— —0,w0, In (90]\72))] (A1)

N2 N?2 g g
30, — U 921 + =0yl Oyl N2A—“D)—2—“Da 2_
20 499{9]&(9@) 2“1(9@) M( 90 vz ()

2 2
—Agy <8 In <N ) + =0, In <N ) O, In (NzAgi> — 2g—g(0rw)2)}
Gy Gy 9o N

1A% (o5 800+ Lowwa in (<22) + Lowaym (%X (A2)
9 N2 rOpW 9 oW Oy 111 N2gg rW0g 111

Ty —— {091n(N2A)——891n(N2A)81 (Agigg@)—ﬂ—@(a@w)%
8900 N

+Agy (02 In ( ) + =0,1n (gi) O, In (Aggge))}
ge 9o N
_ L A9 95,000 + 0,00, In(N2A) + Gpwd, In % (A3)
8\ N2gy [T e T\ gy

Uy =W, W3=-", (Ad)

Please note that the original metric is invariant with respect to inversions of the time and
angular coordinates

t— —t, p— —p (A5)

what yields such a change in the null tetrad:
k——l, l— -k m—m (A6)

From the condition that the Weyl tensor is invariant with respect to these transformations,

one obtains that

Wy ="y, V3=-U, (A7)
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Ricci tensor components:

1 1 N?g (Opw)?
(I)00 :8—99 {83 ln<N2A) + 589 ll’l(NzA)ag In ( Ag:) — Yo N2 -

1 A? 1
92 1n(g,g6) + Z& In(g,90)0, In (%i; ) (8 In gw) ] } (AB)

9o
-1 A 9 9
Dy = 6 20,0 n(N?g,) + 0, In(N?g,)0p In(N*A)—

rwﬁgw

—Age

— 0 In(N?g,)0, Ingg — g In < ) O-Ing, — 2g,

l Agé)g@ /
—2£ [8,« ( N? Tw) + 0Oy ( ggANQ&M)] } (Ag)

1 9 A 1 N? 9
Do —% {89 In <m) + 180 In ( ) Oy In (Agfog ) ~(0p In(N A))

29—¢(8 w)? + Ags {82 In (gw) + =0, In ‘ZG 0, In(N?Ag,ge) + e (&w)ﬂ}

(A10)

(3 In(N2A))? — (ag m(f)) ] -

2
&2 In N? + la,n In N20, In(N?A) — ! ((ar In gog,,)* — (87» In (%)) )
2 8 o
(

—I—% ((Opw)* + SAgQ(OTw)z)}

(I)22 :(I)O(]u (1)12 = _(I)OI <A12>

(B In(N?A4))° — (ae In @f))

O*In N*+

1 1 g 1
dqy :@ {03 In g, + 509 In g,0p In (g_:) + =

0

— Ago

A11)

Ricci scalar

-1 N? 1 N? N?
R=—20;In— + —0yln —09yIn e + +
9o 2 8

A A Age

—l—@elng@jL (%lng@&g n——|— 25]]\“?2(0 w)? — Agy

+ 5& In N?9, In(N?A) + 92 In(g,ge) + 5& In(g,96)0, In(N?Ag,g6)—

- ((ar o) - (0,10 ) ) - 2%@@2]} (A13)

All these expressions were obtained in Wolfram Mathematica 13.3
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Appendix B: The behavior of the velocity near horizon

In this section, we discuss the behavior of the 4-velocity near horizon relevant in our
context. As the metric is invariant with respect to t and ¢ translations, corresponding

conservation laws give us:

X L X
ut:m, where X =& —wl, USDZQ—I-(}JV—W (B1)

where £ and L are the specific (per unit mass) energy and the component of the angular
momentum generated by rotation in ¢ direction. Normalization for 4-velocity u*u, = 1

entails:

X2 _ N2(1 + £2 + u@ 2

o :U\/Z\/ ( /90 + 90(u?) )'
N

Here o is a sign showing direction of motion. Hereafter,we consider only "usual” particles

(B2)

(without fine-tuning of parameters).

The component u? of the four-velocity can be defined from the geodesics equation but for
our analysis it will be sufficient to take a natural assumption that v’ is finite near horizon.
This means that u” ~ TA near horizon.

Now let us analyze behavior of a trajectory near the horizon in the OZAMO frame. To

do this, first of all, we have to compute the components of 3-velocity, defined by relation:

Vo= (B3)
eﬁo)u“
Using (2)), we can get:
r 0
o _wN V@ — w N B4
V X \/Za ge X ) ( )
N
p — EN (B5)
N
Angles in the 70 and ry planes are defined as
V(2 V3
So, both angles ~ O(N). In addition, let us calculate the square of the 3-velocity:
N2
V2= (VP2 4 (V2 4 (V) =1 e (B7)
Thus the gamma factor is
X
= —. B
1= (B8)

so that near the horizon ~ ~ I
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Appendix C: Riemann tensor in OZAMO frame

The only non-trivial components of the Riemann tensor are (here we denote R),., =

Raywe@)

A
Rin = [233 In N? + 8, In N9, In(AN?) (C1)
A
2 2
Ag% (89 InN 09 InA + 3N2 g¢¢g99(a ) ):| (CQ)
, 1 /A Opw 0w
R0102 = Z @ {2&“(% In N2 + 87, In N209 IH(AN2) — 09 In N28,, In 9oo — 39@¢€T:|
(C3)
/ A gep g3, A 1
R, L A% (99 00 + 0,000 (292 1 000,10 (922 C5
0123 = T N2 00 rOpw + Orw0p In N? + JpwO, In ” (C5)
, 1 N? Opw)?
Riye = T l209 In N2 + 9y In N?0y In (g%) - BgW% + Agge0, In N?0, In ggg:| (C6)
, 1 [ Ag g2
Riyi3 = 7 / NQ;; [28,09@ + 0wy In (Agyy,) + Opwd, In (N%Dee)} (C7)
, 1 /g g;
R0223 = —% % [283&) + Opwy In (N;p;%) + Ageearw& In ggg:| (CS)
1 Ogw)? + Ageg(0rw)?
Risgs = = lag In N20y In g,y + Agoedy In N20, In g, + 2220+ Nf%( i } (C9)
1 | Ag N? N?
Ry == Lad [8 w0, In < ) 0wy In < )] C10
0312 4\ N2 oo 0 oo 0 oo ( )

, 1
R1212 = % [(2892 In A — 8@ In A&g 111(14999)) — Ag99(28§ In Joo + 8T In 99€8r ll’l(Aggg))]

(C11)

, A
Rigi3=—— [283 In gy + O In gy, O; IH(AQW) -

1 JpIn Ay In gy, + gﬂ(&w)ﬂ (C12)

1
Ay N2
[ A OpwO,w
Ris30 = @ {28789 In g,y + 0 I gu,0p IN(Agyy) — Op Int gy, 0r In gy + QWQT}

(C13)

RS-

With respect to a boost these components transform in such a way (here Ji’abcd are boosted

components of the Riemann tensor).
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Rogos = Rigs Rozis = Riyy  Rusis = Rigps Cl4
Ry = Royo1 + sinh? Y(Ro101 + Rinna), Ragoy = Ry + sinh? V(Rs03 + Riozo3) C15
Rosos = Rogos + sinh? V(Ros0s + Ragas), Rigp = Rigi + sinh® y(Rjg + Rio0) C16
Rogi2 = Rjgyy + sinh® y(Rig1o + Rias),  Rotzs = Rijpg + sinh® y(Riyps — Rigpa)  (C17

Q

Riag3 = sinh v cos Y(Rp193 — Rosia)s Ro103 = sinh v cosh Y(Rp193 — Rosia) 18
Ro191 = cosh 2vR{y91 + coshysinh v( Ry + Rigra)

(C14)
(C15)
(C16)
(C17)
(C18)
(C19)
(€20)
(C21)

R()llg = COSh ’7R6113, Roggg = COSh ’7R6223, nggg = COSh ’)/R/1323, ROQOl = COSh ’7R6201 021

Rogog = SiIlh ’}/R6223, R1213 = — Sil’lh 7R61137 Roglg = — Sil’lh ’}/R6102, R0313 = SiIlh ’}/R/1323
(C22)

Appendix D: Transformation of the Weyl scalars and Ricci tensor components

In this Appendix, we list how Weyl scalars and Ricci tensor components change under

the action of different symmetries of the null tetrad frame.
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k-rotations

K=k, m'=m+Lk, m'=m+Lk, U'=I1+Lm+Lm+ LLk,
W) =V,
U =V, + LYy,
U, =Wy + 2L, + L2V,
Wy =Wy + 3LV, + 302V, + L*,,

U, =V, +4LV5 + 6L Wy + 4LV, + LW,

Pgp = Poo

®f = Po1 + LDy

P, = Pgy + 2LPg; + L* Py,

P\, =@y + Lo + LBy + LLD
Dy =019 + 2LPy; + LPoy + L*®g; + 2LLDg; + L* Ly

Bl =By + 2(LP 1y + LP1o) + 4LLDy; + LPPpy + L*®gy + 2LL(LDg; + Ldo;) + (LL)*®gg

[-rotations

U'=l, m'=m+KIl, m'=m+KIl, K=k+Km+Km+ KKI,
Uy =0y,
Ul =y + KUy,
U, =Wy 4+ 2K Vs + K20y,
V) =0, + 3KV, + 3K2U3 + K3,

U =Wy + 4KV, + 6KV, + 4K*U3 + K40,

Py = Doy

Oy = Prp + KDy

Dy = Pog + 2K Py + K2 Dy,

P =D+ KDy + KPpp + KK Dy
®fy, =Pgy + 2K Py + KOy + K2®y + 2K K1y + K2K Oy
By =Py + 2(KPgy + KPgy) + 4K K®yy + K@y + K> Ppy+

+2KK(K®yy + K®1o) + (KK)*®gy
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Boosts

Spin rotations

=Bk, U'=B7', m=m, m=m
V) =BV, ¥\ =BV, T,=1U,,
U, =B~ W5, ¥, = B30,

Ly = B*Pyy, @) = BPgy, Py = Poo,

(I)/ll - (I)lla (I)/12 — B_I(I)lg, (I)/22 - B_2(I)22.

K=k U'=1 m=¢¢m m=em

/ 2460 I 10 /
A R A 7
/ 26 ! i6 / 0
Py = e Dg2, Py = Py, 12 = €7 ®qg,

!/ / !/
(I>11 = (I)lla (I)22 = Dy, (boo = (I>00>
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