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Corotating dyonic binary black holes
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This paper is dedicated to derive and study binary systems of identical corotating dyonic black
holes separated by a massless strut —two 5-parametric corotating binary black hole models endowed
with both electric and magnetic charges— where the dyonic black holes carrying equal/opposite
electromagnetic charges in the first/second model satisfy the extended Smarr formula for the mass
including the magnetic charge as a fourth conserved parameter.
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I. INTRODUCTION

It is well-known that any black hole (BH) solution fulfilling the Einstein-Maxwell equations in stationary spacetimes
can be described by only three conserved parameters: the mass, electric charge, and angular momentum [1]. This
statement is called the no-hair conjecture[2-4] and a Kerr-Newman BH solution [5] is the one depicted by these
physical parameters. Obviously, one may bear in mind the addition of the magnetic charge as a fourth conserved
parameter since it is also conserved in Einstein-Maxwell theory [6]. In this context, a duality rotation (DR) studied
long time ago by Carter |7] seems to be the easiest path to add the magnetic charge into the Kerr-Newman solution
in order to describe a rotating dyon —a particle containing both electric and magnetic charges |8]—, which will satisfy
an extended Smarr formula for the mass [9]. It should be mentioned that in this approach there exists no Dirac string
(DS) (or monopole hair) joined to the BH.

On the other hand, Tomimatsu |10] via Komar integrals [11] provided simple formulas that permits the derivation
of the mass formula for multi-connected horizons. In particular, in a binary BH system he found that in the absence
of the global net magnetic charge there appears a DS linking the BHs, in the way of magnetic flux. In this physical
scenario the global magnetic charge is eliminated once each BH is equipped with an individual magnetic charge
opposite in sign but carrying the same magnitude. Naturally that, the DS vanishes if there are no magnetic charges
in the solution [10] recovering the Kerr-Newman BH description. It is worthwhile to stress the fact that there exist
two approaches that allow us to add the magnetic charge into each BH; the DR [7] and the inclusion of the DS into
the mass |10, [12].

Following Tomimatsu’s approach, in |[13-15] has been studied the contribution of the DS into the mass formula
for two counterrotating dyonic BHs held apart by a massless strut [16, [17], founding that each individual angular
momentum suffers additional rotation provided by the presence of the DS, in the form J — QyzQp. However, in a
later paper published by Clément and Gal’tsov [12] it was shown that Tomimatsu’s formulas [10] are incorrect in the
presence of both electric and magnetic charges, owing to the fact that the DS affects only the horizon mass and not
the horizon angular momentum as was reported earlier in [13-15], where it is necessary to adopt a constant (or gauge)
in the magnetic potential in order to give equal weights to balance the horizon mass and angular momentum.

The present paper has the main goal to use Carter’s proposal 7] on the DR to derive the dyonic extensions of two
corotating Kerr-Newman binary BH models previously studied in [18]. These extended models are well represented by
five physical arbitrary parameters: mass My, angular momentum Jg, electric charge @z, magnetic charge By, and a
relative distance R, where all the thermodynamical properties contained inside the extended Smarr formula have been
derived in a concise form. In addition, it is demonstrated that after the DR is applied, the physical Komar parameters
{Mu,Qn,Bu, Ju} are conserved without the need of adding any specific constant in the magnetic potential, contrary
to the claim made in [19]. In this regard, is also added a short description on the correct use of this gauge with the
aim to include the contribution of the DS in the horizon mass, by using once again the results of |[14] and the ones
derived within this work for corotating systems.

II. COROTATING DYONIC BINARY BLACK HOLES
Let us begin this section by introducing the following Ernst equations [20]:

(Re& + |®[*) AE = (VE +20V D) - VE,
(Re& + [®°) A® = (VE +20V ) - VO,
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that are equivalent to Einstein-Maxwell field equations in stationary axisymmetric spacetimes, where (£, ®) are
complex potentials given by £ = f — |®|? +i¥ and & = —A, + iA;. We notice that Eq. () remain invariant under
DR, in which ® might be replaced by ®e’®, where « is a constant duality angle closely linked to the magnetic charge.
On the other hand, the line element defining stationary axisymmetric spacetimes is given by [21|]

ds? = [71 [e27(dp? + dz°) + p*dp?] — f(dt — wdp)?, (2)
where f(p, z),w(p, ), and v(p, z) are metric functions that can be obtained once one is able to solve following differ-
ential equations

47, = pf72 [|g,p + 2é¢7p|2 - |g,z + 2§)¢,Z|2] - 4Pf71(|q),p|2 - |(I)7Z|2)a
2y, = pf *Re[(E,+ 20D ,) (€. + 299 )] —4pf 'Re(P , ),
wp=—pf?Im(E, +20D.), w.=pf Im(E,+20d ). (3)
Then we have that the explicit knowledge of the Ernst potentials (£, ®) fulfilling Eq. (), will be helpful to solve
Eq. @). In order to derive the Ernst potentials as well as the metric functions in the entire space (p, z) one can make

use of Sibgatullin’s method [22], where it is necessary to adopt first a specific form of the Ernst potentials on the
symmetry axis (the axis data). In [18] we have used the following axis data for asymptotically flat spacetimes

22— 2(M +iq)z + 2A — R?/4 — 02 — 2¢,(Q/M) + i
224+ 2(M —iq)z +2A — R2/4 — 02 + 2¢,(Q/M) — i§’
2(Qz +190)
224+ 2(M —iq)z +2A — R?2/4 — 02 + 2¢,(Q/M) — i§’

- \/ A Mlaol? — (Q/M)2q3] — o7

£(0,2) =

®(0,2) =

77 A ;o A=MP-Q*—¢% g0 =qo+ibo, (4)
with the main objective to describe corotating binary systems of identical Kerr-Newman BHs [5]. From the afore-
mentioned Eq. @) after applying the Hoenselaers-Perjés procedure [23, [24], it is possible to obtain the first Si-
mon’s multipoles [25], where the total mass, total electric charge, and total angular momentum of the binary system
are represented by 2M, 2Q), and 4Mq — §, respectively, while the total electromagnetic dipole moment is given as
2 [qo +i(bo + 2qQ)]. Moreover, R defines a separation distance between the sources (see Fig.[I)), which may be BHs if
02 > 0 or hyperextreme sources when o2 < 0. In this framework, the Ernst potentials, Kinnersley potential ®o [26]
as well as the metric functions in the whole spacetime were obtained in Ref. [18]; these explicitly are

AT _F CARP-E4E (A -T)G —\T]
E=3—t *Ti-v ®Trioro ST oo o YT RS TRa e
oy AP =T + |x]?

RRTTEy v — A =20% [R?ko(r1 +12)(rs 4+ 14) + da(ry — r3)(r2 — rq)]
+ 2R? [Fo(2A — o?) — al (r1 —r2)(rs —ra) + 2iR{ (2qRe(s+) + Im(p+)) [R(tl —t)(r3 —714)

— 20(t1r4 — tor3 + 407‘37“4)} + gk, {7‘1 (R2r3 — mom) — 1o (IiOT3 — R2r4) — 802710,7“4] },
P=40R(MT, —bx+), F=(4q+iz)x—1Z, x=—-40R(QT,+2Qx+), T'y=Rx— —20xs+ 2xX1+,

G =2+ SUQ{RP (Re(a) — 2|q0|2) + QQHO] (119 — r374) + 2iqR% Ko (ror3 + T174) + 20 {le(a) + Q& — 4q|q0|2}
X (r1—r3)(r2 = u)} - 4R2{a [2a — (R —20) (2<R + 2iq)s +p+)} +1 (Q€ + 2Qbok, — 44]d.|%) }(m —1a)(r3 —14)
+ 20R{4R(250A — Re(a))m + {Q(élqo + QR)k, + 4R|qo|2} (rs + 7“4)}(7‘1 —T3)

+ 2O’R{4R(2HOA — Re(a))rg — [Q(4qo — QR)k, — 4R|q0|2} (r1+ 7"2)}(7"3 —14) +AMoR(kox+ + 2Rx1- + dox,)

- 4bO'R(RX_ + 20’)(5) - 80’R(Qb + QMQ) {26{0(‘(1 — Tty +t3 — t4) + QHO(T‘l —7ro —1T3+ 7‘4)} ,



T = A[4U2(T1 —r3)(ro —74) — R%(r1 — 12)(r3 — m)] + Rk_ {B+mor1 — B_th} r4 + Riy [B_Kaorg — B Rry|r3
- 1602R{ [M(R +20) (k4 + 2QR) — B+qo} rars — Rieo(2MQ + Qb)} +8QoR(x14 + oxs)

+ 2R [Q(2R2 —8A+ k) + Sti] X4 +120R*Qy_ + 8QoR(Rx1- +20%,), ko= R% — 40°,

X+ = 8481 —S_ta £+ (5_t3 —54t4), X1+ =P4t1 +p-to+ (P_t3+Pyta), Xs=S4+t1+S_Tta+ 5_t3+ 511y,
Xp = P+t = P-to + Dty —Pyte, a=(R+2iq)ps — 54 [s4 — (R+2i9)%], b= —2g,(Q/M)+i(6 — 4Mq),
A:4M[(2Q+Q(R—2a )S++2Qp+} +B+[ 2 _4A) —2(R+2z’q)qo}, ki =24 — Q(R = 20),

By = [Rsi +pe +2Q(25, + Q(R + 20) )} /M, pi=—0c(R*—4A) +i[2M5 + 4b,Q — (R + 2iq)Tm(s)],

—2A+oR+iq(R+20), & =4Q M6 +2b,Q + q(A — 02)} — (2by + qQ)(R? — 4A), Q = g, + 2iqQ,

t1a=(R—20)r14, to3=(R+20)r23, 712= \/P2 +(=-R/27F 0’)2, 73,4 = \/P2 +(+R/27F 0)27 (5)
where r,, = v/p? + (2 — ay,)? are the distances from the value o, defining the location of the source to any point (p, 2)
outside the symmetry axis as shown in Fig.[[l On the other hand, it is necessary to impose the next axis condition

w(p =0,z| < Re(ag)) =0, (6)

with the aim to disconnect the region in between sources. Once is used the metric function w from Eq. () such a
condition can be represented by a very simple quadratic equation for solving

8qPyb2 + 2Py(2Qb, + MO)(R? — 4A) — [2qs, — (R + 2M)8] (R* — 4A)2 + 4q{(P0 —25,) [2q§(1 —2(Q/M)?) — 52}

+ 4soq§} =0,
Py=(R+2M)?+4q% s, = M(R+2M)— Q> (7)

On the other hand, Eq. (B permits us to calculate the physical Komar parameters [11] for BHs via the amended
Tomimatsu formulae |10, [12]

1 1 / 1
S (SR S
81 H ’ 4 H ’ 47 H ’

wV wHMi
)

1 <
Jg=—— [ w [1 + A z} dpdz — (8)
8w H ’

where w is the constant value for w at the horizon while A3 = As +wAy, being Az the magnetic potential obtainable
from the real part of ®5 in the following way:

I

Furthermore Ay = —Re(®), and M i is a boundary term related to the presence of the DS connecting the BHs that

is computed by virtue of

1
M5 =— o (A3A3) dpdz. (10)

The expressions contained in Eq. [8) can be rearranged to derive the Smarr formula [9] for the horizon mass of each
BH [12],
S
MH:Z—W+ZQJH+<IJEQH:U+ZQJH+<I>§QH, (11)

where Q = 1/w is the angular velocity and ® = — A — QAL is the electric potential evaluated on the horizon.
It is worth noting that we have written down the formula for the mass Eq. (II)) with two different aspects since the
area of the horizon S and surface gravity « are related to the half-length horizon ¢ by means of [10, 27]

S = MTU, k=1 —-02e"27" (12)
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FIG. 1: Identical Kerr-Newman-type sources on the symmetry axis: (a) BHs for o > 0; (b) hyperextreme sources if ¢ — ic
(or 02 < 0); (c) extreme BHs where o = 0.

where v is the value acquired by the metric function v over the horizon. Due to the fact that each thin rod
representing the BH horizon in Fig.[Ia) contains the same length, without loss of generality, it is possible to calculate
the Komar parameters by means of the values H = {—0 < 2—R/2 < 7,0 < ¢ < 27, p — 0}, that define the upper BH.
After using the Ernst potentials and metric functions derived in Ref. [18], the horizon mass My and electromagnetic
charge Qg + 1By assume the form

2¢,(Q/M) Py R(R? — AA)
[(R+20M)(R? - 4) - 4q7] * 1 64q2q2(Q/M)?

My =M+ — M3,

Po(go +ibo) +iQ (q(R2 — 4A) + (R +2M) [0 + 2ig,(Q /M)])

Qu +iBy =Q+2 (R +2M)(R? — 4A) — 4q[6 + 2igo(Q/M)] 7

(13)

whereas the lower BH defines its corresponding horizon mass once is performed the change g, — —¢, in Eq. ([I3)),
while its electromagnetic charge is 2Q —Qu —iBp. In Ref. [18], the axis condition Eq. ([]) has been combined together
with Eq. (I3)) in order to derive two corotating electrically charged models; i.e., two binary systems of equal corotating
Kerr-Newman BHs endowed with identical or opposite electric charges and separated by a massless strut, in which a
DS binding the BHs does not exist since the absence of individual magnetic charges was also established. However,
the contribution of the DS into the horizon mass might be considered if By # 0, where after setting ¢, = 0 in Egs.
@) and (@3] eventually one gets the result

2(R* — 4A) [MqPy + (R + 2M)7] - (R? —4A)((20Qu — BuR)Py +4QnuT)

(R +2MR +4q?)Py +8q7 ' ° 2[(R? + 2MR + 49%) Py + 8q7]
7=q(Q% — By) - BuQu(R+2M),  Q=Qn, (14)

that permits the description of a two-body system of corotating dyonic BHs connected by a DS, where the upper and
lower constituents have electromagnetic charges equal to Qg + By and Qg — iBp respectively. Lengthy calculations
eventually give us simple expressions for M j, @g , and ), namely

Byl — QuM Qu(R+ 20)L — 2bp M 2q eM
S H H H -
MA_B“( £ M2 ) PE = oy Ve N NG NV EA
PyR(R? — 4A
= LR(R” - 44) L=MR+2A+(R+2M)o, M=0o+qR+20). (1)

(R?+2MR + 4q%)Py + 8q7’
A second model emerges immediately from Egs. () and ([I3) by doing first @ = 0, to obtain

5 2q(R? — 4A1)[M Py — |Q*(R + 2M)] B QR(R? — 4A1)P,
(12 + 2M R+ 4a)Fo =8a%1QF 7 ™ of(R2 4 aM R+ 497) Py — 5021QP2)
Ay = M? — g%, Q = Qpu + iBmu, |Q> = Q% + B, (16)

thus having a binary system that contains opposite electromagnetic charges, where now it is possible to get



s 2BH<boN—qoM - QCIQH>7 ol _p@N =bM 20 206,/Qu)M

N2+ M2 Py ETS N2 M2 Py N2+ M2
N =MR+2A1 + (R+2M)o. (17)

In both models, it should be observed the contribution of the DS via the magnetic charge By, where regardless
of which one may be considered, the upper and lower dyonic BHs are equipped with a magnetic charge By and
— By respectively. That each source carries a magnetic charge of opposite sign is one of the main characteristics of
dyonic binary BH models joined by a DS, when the global monopolar magnetic charge has been eliminated from the
configuration [18]. It is important to comment that both dyonic BHs having a DS in between sources will satisfy the
Smarr formula Eq. (), in which their horizon mass is My = M — M£.

A. Physical meaning of the DS into the horizon mass

At this point, we would like to discuss a little bit on some physical implications of M j within the Smarr formula. As
has been recently proved by Clément and Gal’tsov [12], the correctness of Tomimatsu’s formulas fails at the moment
of including magnetic charges, due mainly to the fact that the horizon mass My in Tomimatsu’s approach does not
contain the extra component M j. For that reason Tomimatsu’s expression for the horizon mass is determined by |10]

My =0 +2QJy + ®8Qu + M3, (18)

which looks different than the one displayed in Eq. (IIl). However, if we want to consider the contribution of the
DS provided by the extra term M 1*2 into the horizon mass we need to include a constant! in the magnetic potential,
namely

A3new =Ko+ A37 (19)
and it creates changes in the terms M4 and ®% in the form
s 1 ’ s
Minew = _4_ (ABABnew),zd@dZ =M}y — KoQQm,
T JH
(I)gnew = _Af - QAggzew = (I)g - KOQ (20)

In order to explain how this constant might be used, and with the purpose to amend the discrepancy committed in
[13-15], we are going to appeal first to the results of the paper [14] concerning to an oppositely electromagnetic charged
two-body system of identical counterrotating BHs, where its thermodynamical properties were explicitly calculated;
they read

M3 = By (Buo™ — Qu®Q), o =Quo™ — BuQ,

B (R+20)vX —1 ¢H*E R+20—(R-2M)X
 2M[R+ 20— (R—2M)X] — u|QJ?’  2M[R+20— (R—2M)X]| — p|QJ?’
R? R—-2M
=/ X (M2 —|Q|? —01-X = 21
o=y Jx0e o)« B x), - B2 @)
where X is an auxiliary variable defined as
2 p2

(R/2—M)*(Q% + By)’

which in the lack of rotation turns out to be equal to the unit. Due to the fact that the mass formula Eq. (II)) now
takes the form

My =M — Minew =0+ 2QJH + (I)gnerfh (23)

it is quite natural to deduce from Egs. (20)-(2I) that Ky may be chosen as Ky = —Bp. Therefore, Eq. ([23)) is further
simplified as follows

I This constant gives a symmetric weight for each DS joined to the BH, providing a balance of mass and angular momentum. For a single
dyonic Kerr-Newman BH the magnetic potential might be written as Agnew = Ko + B (1 —y) — a(l — y?) A4, where a = Jgir /M and
(z,y) are prolate coordinates. The choice Ko = —Bp is equivalent to carry out C = 0 as was done in Ref. |12].



My =M — B4oH = 0 + 200y + Q% 0™ (24)
The substitution of o from Eq. (2I) into Eq. (24]) allows us to obtain
4.J%
X=1+ 5 (25)

[ (R+201) + QP

thus having the explicit form of o

JH[(R+2M)2+4Q12] \ R—2M
= |M2—[|Q]2+ & )
0 (' | [M(R+2M)+QP]* ) B+2M

Notice that there is a distinction between the horizon mass My and the parameter M as has been pointed out
earlier by Clément and Gal’tsov [12]; both are identical only whether the boundary term M7 is killed due mainly to
the fact that magnetic charges are not present. So, we have that in the limit R — oo, the horizon mass My behaves
as

(26)

M+o
1 _p2 H| _ a5 _ p2
My = Jim | M~ Bjo''| = M B oy + (T a
o= \/M2—|Q2 — T3 /M2, (27)

recovering the expression for one isolated dyonic Kerr-Newman BH joined to a DS [12]. In this counterrotating sector,
Jyr defines half of the total angular momentum of the system since it does not contain an extra contribution coming
from the DS. On the other hand, the addition of the same constant Ky = —Bpy in the first corotating model with
identical electric charges produces

MS B Byel 2q0Qu oH . QH(R—FQO'),C—(Zbo—BHG)M +2qBH
Anew — PH L2 + M2 Py ’ Enew — L2 + M2 P, ’
6
Jo=2Mg—5 - QuBu, (28)

while its addition in the one carrying opposite electromagnetic charges generates the result

boN qaQu qoN qBu
S _ o _ _ o
Manew =281 <N2 TR ) e Fmiae g )

Ju =2Mq— g (29)

where it can be checked straightforwardly from these corotating models that Eq. ([27) is recovered at an infinite
separation distance, where ¢ = Jy /M. The reader should further note that in the binary system with identical
electric charges, Jy equates the half of the total angular momentum only at large distances.

It should be mentioned here, that contrary to the statement provided by the authors in Ref. [19], there is no need to
add any constant to the magnetic potential Az when a DR procedure has been applied to include the magnetic charge
inside the Kerr-Newman solution. These authors [19] have combined two approaches; the DR studied many years ago
by Carter |7] and the addition of a constant in the magnetic potential A3,? with the objective to prove the correctness
of Tomimatsu’s formulas in the presence of both electric and magnetic charges. However, their procedure cannot be
correct since there was an error in such formulas that might lead to physical and mathematical inconsistencies. To
prove the last statement on the no need of adding a constant in As, for simplicity and without loss of generality one
might use once again the expressions of Eq. [2I)? after eliminating the magnetic charge, thus having

szou q)H:QH(bHu

g ¥ (R+20)vX —1 ¢H_E R+20—(R-2M)X
2 M[R+ 20 — (R - 2M)X] — pQ3%,’  2M[R+20— (R-2M)X] — uQ%’
R2
o =\ X (M? = Q%) + —- (1 - X), (30)
2 The constant value agrees with Ko = —Bp (bp = —B in [19]). However, a constant must be added to A3 only when the contribution of

the DS into the horizon mass should be taken into account |12].
3 These formulas were obtained in Ref. [14] without adding a constant in the magnetic potential As.



where now the mass formula Eq. () reads
My =M =0 +2QJy + Q} 0. (31)

Then we have that a DR procedure (Qy — Qg +iBy and Q% — Q% + B%) extends the conventional mass formula
by adding the magnetic charge as a fourth conserved parameter as follows

My =0 +2QJy + %, Qu + @3 4B,
i = Quo™, i1 ac = Buo®, (32)

with ¢ having the same aspect as shown in Eq. (26), but the main distinction is that the parameter M is now
representing the horizon mass M. Hence, no DS exists in between BHs.

An heuristic point of view on the electromagnetic charge conservation is reached by killing first the magnetic charge
with the condition [10]

1 1
—/ wAy ., dodz = ——/ As , dpdz = 0, (33)
4.7T H ’ 47T H ’

which means that both potentials A4 and A3 will take the same value in the limits defining the BH horizon. Therefore,
the DS joined to the BH is eliminated, and later on, the DR ® — ®¢'* is applied, where the real and imaginary
components of the new potential ®e** take the aspect
BH ’ / BH
A4new - A4 + @A:S) ASneu} = _@
whereby « = arctan(Bg/Qp). Observe that the case By = 0 recovers the original potential ®. Thus, we write the
electric and magnetic charges as follows:

Ay + Aj, (34)

1 / 1 ,
QHnew = E ‘/HwA3new,z ngdZ, BHnew = E /HwA4new,z ngdZ, (35)

after the substitution of Eq. (84) into Eq. (38l it is possible to restore the contribution of the magnetic charge, namely

1 B ,
QHnew - _/ w <_—HA4 + AB) d@dz = QHa
H z

4 H

1 By - By
BHnew = — A —A dodz = — | = By.
i 47T/H°"< t an 3),z pdz QH(QH) " (36)

The same idea depicted above can be worked out in order to prove that My and Jg are also conserved parameters
under a DR, where we have that the new horizon mass and angular momentum assume the form

B
MHnew =M - Minew =M - Mf; + i / (A4A3)7zd90d27
47TQH H
1 Voo Gy Hpg
JHnew = ——/ w |:1 “+ “r, — A3A3new z:| d@dz _ w Anew7 (37)
87 Ju ; 5

where Mypew = My = M and Jypew = Ju once Eq. (33) is fulfilled to eliminate the DS. We now turn our attention
to consider a DR in the solution [1&] in order to derive two corotating dyonic binary BH models with no DS in
between.

B. Corotating dyonic BHs endowed with identical electromagnetic charges
An absence of magnetic charge (By = 0) in Eq. (I4) derives the following result

_ 2q(R? —4A)[M Py + Q% (R +2M)] qQu(R* —4A) (P + 2Q%)

§= by = — , 38
(R? +2MR +49%) Py + 8¢%Q% (R? +2MR + 49) Py + 892Q% (38)

where the extra term M7 has been eliminated and for such a reason My = M. In this respect, the DR can be
performed by doing only the following changes Qn — Qu +iBy and Q% — Q% + B% in the Ernst potentials on the
symmetry axis given above in Eq. ). The result is

22 —2(M +iq)z + 20, — R?/4— 02 +id
224+ 2(M —iq)z +2A, — R?/4 — 02 — id’

2(Qz+ q,)

£(0,2) = 22+ 2(M —iq)z + 2A, — R2/4 — 02 — 8’

®(0,z2) =

(39)




with
5 2q(R? — 4A.) [M Py + |Q* (R + 2M)] __iqQ(R? —4A,) (P +2|Q%)
T T (R 2MR+ AP + 8207 T TRET2MR + 41)P, + 82Q2
Ay =M —|QF —¢°. (40)

It should be pointed out that this procedure has added the magnetic charge By as a fourth conserved parameter into
the solution, where now the electromagnetic charge obtainable from Eq. ([I3]) is given by
Po(qo +ibo) +i(Qu + iBy) (q(R2 —4A,) + (R + 2M)5)

(R+2M)(R? — 4A,) — 496 ) (41)

Qu +iBy = Qpu +iBg +2

which is identically satisfied by the set of variables expressed lines above in Eq. (@0). Similar to the upper dyonic BH,
the lower constituent contains the same electromagnetic charge Qu + iBn. Once we have incorporated the magnetic
charge By, it follows that the Ernst potentials, Kinnersley potential ®5, and metric functions read

o A+T _ X o, - L f_|A|2—|F|2+|X|2 _4 +Im[(A—F)§—Xﬂ
TA-T AT PTA-T o A-TpE 7 T T ARSI+
A2 — T2 2
e? = A]" = 10" + I A =207 [R?Ko(r1 + 72)(r3 + r4) + da(ry — r3)(r2 — 14)]

- 1pd,.2 ’
6401 R k211197374
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— 20(t1r4 — tors + 407‘37‘4)} + qro {7‘1 (R2r3 — mom) — T2 (IioT3 — R2r4) — 802710,7“4] },
I =40R(MT, — bx+), F=(4q+iz)x — iZ, x = —40R (QT, + 2Qx ), o= Rx— —20xs + 2x1+,
G =22+ SUQ{RP (Re(a) — 2|q.[*) + |Q|250} (r1rg — r374) + 2iqR% Ko (1213 + 1174) + 20 {le(a) + Q& — 4q|qo|2}
x (r1 —7r3)(ra — m)} — 4R2{U [2(1 — (R —20) (2(R + 2iq)s4 + p+)} + 1 (Qfo + 2iq,Qko — 44lq0|?) }(7“1 —12)(rs —14)
+ 20’R2{4(2K0A0 - Re(a))m + [1Q1Pko + 4a0[*] (rs + 7“4)}(7“1 —73)
+ 20’R2{4(2I€0A0 - Re(a))rg + [1QP ko + 4|q0[*] (r1 + TQ)}(’I”g —14) + 4MoR(kox+ + 2Rx1— + 40°Xp)
— 4boR(Ry— + 20s) — 80 R(Qb + 2MQ) [2ﬁo (t1 —t2 + 5 — t4) + Qkio(r — 10 — 73 + u)} :
I=A {402(7"1 —r3)(ry —14) — R*(ry — o) (r3 — m)} + Rk _ |:B+K:OT1 — B,Rtg} ry — Rk |:B+Rt1 - B,HOTQ} T3
- 1602R{ [M(R +20)(ky +2QR) — B+qo} rrs — Rio(2MQ + Qb)} +8Q0R(x14 + oXs)
+ 20R[Q(2R2 — 80, + o) + 8¢q@} X4 + 120R*Qy_ + 8QoR(Rx1- + 20Xp),
X+ = 8401 —S_ta £ (5_t3 —54t4), X1+ =DP4t1 +p-tot (P_ts+Pyta), Xs=S+t1+S_Tta+ 5_t3+ 511y,
Xp = P4t —p-to+P_t3 — pipta, a= (R+2iq)py — sy [sy — (R+2iq)°], b=i(6 —4Mq), k,=R>—40?,
A= AM[(2Q+ Q(R ~ 20))s; +2Qpy | + By [Q(R> — 4A,) — 2R+ 2ia)q, |, = =24, ~ QR+ 20),
By = [Rsi +ps +20(24, + O(R + 20))} IM,  pi=—0c(R*—4A,) +i[2M5 + 4iQq, — (R + 2iq)Im(s+)],

51 =20, +0R+iq(R+20), & = 4Q[M6 ~2i,0 + q(Ay — 02)} + (2iq0 — qQ) (R — 4A,), Q= q, + 2iqQ,
T14 = (R — 20’)7"174, T2 3 = (R + 20’)7’273, (42)

where the half-length parameter defining the BH horizon can be written as

2 _ 82
(,_%O_M (43)

R2 —4A,°



which explicitly is

4g2(R2 — 40,) [ [M Py + |Q2(R +2M)]” — |Q12(P, +2/QP2)?

g = AO + 2 (44)
[(R? 4+ 2M R + 492) Py + 842 QJ?]
In this case the components of the extended mass formula Eq. 32)), Q and ¢ are given by

Qo2 PyR(R? - 4A,) M o — (BH20)Lo = 2(bo/Qu) M

Py (R2+2MR+492)P +8q2|Q)2\ L2+ M2 )’ B L2 4+ M? ’
Lo=MR+2A,+ (R+2M)o, (45)

and their combination with Eq.(@) defines the angular momentum from Eq. ([3Z), to obtain
R? —4A,)[MPy + |Q]*(R + 2M

. ) [Py + 19 (R +20)] o)

(R2 + 2MR + 4¢2) Py + 8q2| Q)2

which is nothing less than half of the total angular momentumsi.e., 2Mq — ¢/2. In addition, we have that the area of
the horizon S and surface gravity x are expressed as
S £2 2
2 _7_ ﬂ (47)
4tk  R(R+20)
The conical singularity (or strut) along the line keeping apart the BHs from overlapping presents an angular deficit
Ay = —8nF, where the interaction force F is computed with the aid of the formula F = (e~ — 1)/4 [11, 28], being
vs the constant value for the metric function « in the axis region in between sources. The result is

(M ~ Q)P — 44%| Q1] (Py — 80°) — 166°|QP [ (M(R +2M) ~ |Q) Py — | QI
F= . (48)
(R? —4A,)P3

The strut is massless because does not contribute to the total gravitational energy of the system. The force 7 — 0
at R — oo, where Eqs. ([@4) and (@6)) permit us to recover the expression o = /My — |Q|?> — J% /M7 defining an
isolated dyonic BH free of monopolar sources. Moreover, not taking into account large separation distances, the lack
of a conical singularity is achieved when F = 0, and due to the fact that the numerator of F is a bicubic equation in
the variable q, in principle this task can be done analytically. This matter clearly deserves further research in order
to understand better the presence of ring singularities off the axis or other pathologies like closed time-like curves.

We end this subsection, by mentioning that the aforementioned expression of the force Eq. (@8] will contain a
different aspect if the DS is taken into account in the solution.

C. Corotating dyonic BHs endowed with opposite electromagnetic charges
The second charged model arises after setting By = 0 in Eq. (), thus having
B 2q(R? — 4A) [MPO — Q%(R + 2M)} _ QuR(R? —4A1) P
(R2+2MR +4¢%) Py — 892Q% o 2[(R2 +2MR + 4q2) Py — 8q2%} ’

§ (49)

where now each BH contains an opposite electric charge. So, in this case the Ernst potentials on the symmetry axis
after performing the DR are written as

22 —2(M +iq)z + 2A1 — R?/4 — 02 +id
22 +2(M —iq)z +2A1 — R?/4 — 02 — 06’

249,
224+ 2(M —iq)z +2A1 — R?/4 — 02 — 0§’

£(0,2) = 0(0,2) = (50)

with ¢ and ¢, having the same aspect as in Eq. ([I6]), but now M = My since M 1*2 = 0. The electromagnetic charge
derived from Eq. (I3]) and satisfied by Eq. (I6) reduces to

2(qo + ibo) Py
(R+ 2M)(R? — 4A1) — 4g6°

Qu +iBy = (51)

It is worthwhile to mention, that the lower dyonic BH is endowed with opposite electromagnetic charge; i.e.,— Qg —
iBp. Then, the Ernst and Kinnersley potentials, as well as the metric functions, have now the form
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_A+T X _F AR =P 4 x? B Im [(A —I)G — xZ]
E=1—1 "3t Ticm ST T RotE 0 YN TREC TR nE
oy AP =D + |x]?

_ 2 2
- 64U4R4I€3T1T2T3T4’ A =20 [R Ko(r1 +72)(rs +74) +4a(ry —73)(r2 — T4)}

+ 2R? [ﬁ0(2A1 — 02) - a} (7‘1 - 7‘2)(7‘3 - 7‘4) + 2iR{ (2qRe(s+) + Im(p+)) [R(tl - tg)(T‘g — 7‘4)
— 20(t1r4 — tor3 + 407‘37“4)} + gk, {7‘1 (R2r3 — mom) — Ty (IiOT3 — R2r4) — 80%37‘4] },
I'=40R(MDo —bxy), F=(4q+iz)x—1iZ, x=-80Rqox+, TI'o=Rx- —20xs+2x1+,

G =2z2'+ 802{2R(Re(a) —2|q0|?) (rire — rar4) + 2iqR% Ko (rors + 117a) + 20 [le(a) - 4q|qo|2] (r1 —r3)(re —ry)

_4R? (a 20— (R —20) (2R + 2i)s; +p4 )] - 4iq|qo|2) (11 — ) (r3 — m)}
480 R? {(2/@0A1 — Re(a))rs + [q0]2(rs + m)] (r1 — 7o) + 80 R [(250& — Re(a))ra + [q0]2(r1 + m)} (r3 — 14)
+ 40R{M[Hox+ 4 2Rx1 + 4oy — 8lq0|?(ty — ta + 15 — u)} —b(Ry_ + 2UXS)},
7= 4qO{A[4a2(r1 —13)(r2 = 1) = R¥(n = 2)(rs — 74)| + R[By (R +20)r4 — Rrs )e1 + B ((R = 20)r5 — Rr )2

- 802RKM(R +20) — B+)r3r4 - MRko] +20R(x14 + oxs) + 4igo Ry + 30R2x_},

X+ = 8401 —S_ta £ (5_t3 —54t4), X1+ =DP4t1 +p-tot (P_ts+Pyta), Xs=S+t1+S_Tta+ 5_t3+ 511y,

Xp = P4t1 —p-to+P_t3 — pipta, a= (R+2iq)py — sy [sy — (R+2i9)?], b=i(6 —4Mq), ko= R*>—40?,
A=2Ms, — (R+2iq)By, By=M(R=+20)+1i5, py=—0(R*—4A)£i[2Mé— (R+ 2iq)Im(sy)],

sy =2A1+ocR+iq(R+20), t14=(R—20)r14, ta3=(R+20)rs3, (52)

with ¢ having now the aspect

(R? = 4A1) | [20(M Py — |QP2(R +2M)))* - (|Q|RFy)?]

g = Al —|— 2 (53)
[(R2 +2MR+49%) Py — 8q2|Q|2]
On the other hand, the thermodynamical properties of the extended Smarr formula Eq. [82) become

2 2(qo N S NZ+ M?
Q:_q_’_¢H7 (ZSH:%’ _22277 (54)

Py N2+ M dr Kk  R(R+ 20)

where they define the angular momentum of the horizon in the way
R? —4A)[MPy — |Q)*(R+2M

(R?+2MR + 4q9?) Py — 8¢2|QJ?
Moreover, it is not difficult to show that the interaction force is given by

Fo (M2P02 - 4q2|Q|4)(P0 — 8C|2) + |Q|2 [R2P0 — 4C|2(R2 — 4A1)] Py (56)
B (R2 —4A,) P} ’

It is noteworthy that if the DS is not absent in the solution, the interaction force looks the same as in Eq. (G6l),
nonetheless M # Mpy. In the same manner as in the first case, the strut may be removed by solving another bicubic
equation in terms of q. To finalize the section, we mention that if By = 0, all the physical and thermodynamical
features in both models are reduced to those ones defining corotating binary systems of identical Kerr-Newman BHs

18],
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III. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Following Carter’s approach [7], we have been able to apply a DR in two identical corotating Kerr-Newman binary
BH models recently studied in [18] with the purpose to add individual magnetic charges to each BH. Therefore,
each corotating BH is endowed with identical/opposite electromagnetic charge in the first/second configuration and
satisfying a generalized Smarr formula for dyonic BHs. These models containing a conical singularity in between
sources, are well represented by five physical arbitrary parameters { My, Jy, Qu, By, R} and they will be useful to
provide further analytical studies of some astrophysical phenomena like geodesics, quasinormal modes or lensing and
shadow effects in the context of binary BHs, among others. It is worth remarking that the DR approach describes
configurations free of DS joined to the BHs. On the other hand, we have also shown in both corotating dyonic models
that the mass My, angular momentum Jg, and electromagnetic charge Qg +iBp are conserved parameters under DR
and there is no necessity to add a gauge in the magnetic potential Az as has been claimed in [19]. On the contrary, the
addition of a gauge is only needed when the contribution of the DS into the horizon mass My is introduced in order
to balance each dyonic BH. In all the scenarios examined in this work, this gauge is a constant of value Ko = —Bpy
that leads us to the correct description of an isolated BH joined to a DS previously studied by Clément and Gal’tsov
[12].

We would like to point out that the metric for the extreme limit case (o = 0) of corotating dyonic BHs has not
been considered here since it can be easily derived from the formulas given in |18], where both electrically charged
configurations were well defined. In fact, it should be mentioned that both dyonic configurations satisfy the Gabach-
Clement identity [29] for extreme BHs with struts, namely

StJn)’ + (n Q% + AnB5)?
VI AFy = Y1) +ES,WQH+ "B (57)
ext

where S¢;: and F.,; define the horizon area and the force in the extreme case, respectively. Due to the fact that the
expression of the force contains the same aspect in both extreme and non-extreme configurations, because it does not
depend on o. For instance, in the identically electromagnetic charged model, we have that
(MR +2A,)% + (6 + qR)?

R? ’
and the substitution of Eqs. {6), [@]), and (E]) into Eq. (B1) yields

Seat = 4m (58)

49%(R? — 4A,) [[MPO +]Q2(R+2M))* — |Q)2(Py + 2/|QJ?)?
Ao+ 5 =0, (59)
[(R? 4+ 2M R + 492) Py + 8q%|Q|?]

which is exactly the condition o = 0 on Eq. [@#]) for extreme dyonic BHs. Furthermore, one may proceed in the same
manner for the oppositely dyonic charged configuration in order to derive once again the expression that arises from
the condition o = 0 imposed on Eq. (B3]).
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