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ABSTRACT:

The Kerr spacetime is perhaps the most astrophysically important of the currently
known exact solutions to the Einstein field equations. Whenever spacetimes can
be put in unit-lapse form it becomes possible to identify some very straightforward
timelike geodesics, (the “rain” geodesics), making the physical interpretation of these
spacetimes particularly clean and elegant. The most well-known of these unit-lapse
formulations is the Painlevé-Gullstrand form of the Schwarzschild spacetime, though
there is also a Painlevé-Gullstrand form of the Lense-Thirring (slow rotation) space-
time. More radically there are also two known unit-lapse forms of the Kerr spacetime
— the Doran and Natario metrics — though these are not precisely in Painlevé—
Gullstrand form. Herein we shall seek to explicate the most general unit-lapse form
of the Kerr spacetime. While at one level this is “merely” a choice of coordinates,
it is a strategically and tactically useful choice of coordinates, thereby making the
technically challenging but astrophysically crucial Kerr spacetime somewhat easier
to deal with.
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1 Introduction

The Kerr spacetime [1-13] is perhaps the most astrophysically important of the

known exact solutions to the Einstein field equations. Many physically interesting

spacetimes, (both theoretically interesting and astrophysically interesting), can be

put in unit-lapse form. That is, for many physically interesting spacetimes one can
find coordinate charts such that the ADM foliation [13], which generally entails a

metric decomposition of the form

[ —N2 + (hijUZ"Uj> ‘ —’Uj ]
Gab = )
b

U ‘ hij

can instead be specialized to

Gab =

—1 + (hijvivj)‘—vj .
—v fhy |

. ab
ab __ —N—? ‘ s\ . (1 1)
§ = —V!N72|h9 — ¢l N2 T
1 ‘ j ab
ab __ _ —U
7= [—vi h — vivj] ' (1.2)




Here h" = [h;;]~! and v* = k" v;. Our signature is — + ++. Space-time indices such
as a, b, ¢, d run 0. ..3, with 2° = ¢, while spatial indices such as i, j, k, [ Tun 1...3.
Physically h;; is interpreted as the 3-metric of the constant-¢ spatial slices, while the
flow vector v; is the negative of what is usually called the shift vector. The unit-

lapse condition N — 1 is encoded in the statement that ¢g' = —1, or equivalently
that det(gq,) = —det(h;;). Equivalently one can write the unit-lapse line-element
as:

ds® = —dt* + hyj(dx' — v'dt)(dz? — v dt). (1.3)

Once one has the metric presented in unit-lapse form, the “rain” geodesics (timelike
geodesics corresponding to test particles dropped from spatial infinity with zero ini-
tial velocity) are particularly simple and give clean mathematically and physically
transparent insight into the spacetime geometry [14].

Spacetimes that can be put in this unit-lapse form include the Painlevé-Gullstrand
form of the Schwarzschild spacetime [15-19]

2
2
ds? = —di® + <d”’ /= dt) +r* (d6° +sin® 0 dg”) (1.4)

the Painlevé-Gullstrand form of the Lense-Thirring spacetime [20-22]

2 2
2 2
ds? — —di® + (dr T el dt) 42 (d02 + sin® 0 (d¢> — —idt) ) , (1.5)
r T

and, [at least for r > Q?/(2m)], the Painlevé-Gullstrand form of the Reissner—
Nordstrom spacetime

2
2 2
ds? — —di® 4+ (dr Y dt) +o? (d6? +sin20 de?) . (16)
T T

More subtly there are already at least two known distinct unit-lapse forms of the
Kerr spacetime, the fully explicit Doran metric [23], and the semi-explicit Natdrio
metric [24]. (For considerable general background on the Kerr spacetime geometry
see the technical references [1-5], and the textbooks [6-13].)

Herein we shall develop several additional and particularly simple unit-lapse variants
of the Kerr spacetime. We shall compare and contrast them with the Doran [23]
and Natario [24] metrics, and generalize them by embedding them in what we shall
argue is the most general unit-lapse representation of the Kerr spacetime. While at
one level this is “merely” a choice of coordinates, it is a strategically and tactically
useful choice of coordinates, making the technically challenging but astrophysically
crucial Kerr spacetime somewhat easier to deal with.



It is also worth noting that unit-lapse spacetimes occur quite commonly and naturally
in many examples of analogue spacetimes [25-41] — where the unit lapse condition
physically corresponds to a constant propagation speed, (for example, sound waves in
water). So various analogue spacetimes can be invoked to develop physical intuition
in this purely general relativistic context.

2 “Rain” geodesics

Whenever one has a metric presented in unit-lapse form, at least some of the time-
like geodesics, the “rain” geodesics corresponding to a test object being dropped
from spatial infinity with zero initial velocity, are particularly easy to analyze [14].
Consider the contravariant vector field

Vi = —¢?®Vyt = —g'* = (1;1)@') ) (2.1)
The corresponding covariant vector field is
V, ==V, =(-1;0,0,0). (2.2)

Thence gq, VoV? = VeV, = —1, so V is a future-pointing timelike vector field with
unit norm, a 4-velocity. But this vector field has zero 4-acceleration:

1
Ay =VIVVo = VIVt = —VIV Vit = VIV, = D Va (V) = 0. (2.3)

Thus the integral curves of V¢ are timelike geodesics. Specifically, the integral curves
represented by

dz® dt dzt -
— ) = (100 2.4
dr (dT’ dT) ( ’U) (2:4)

are timelike geodesics. Integrating the first of these equations is trivial
t(r) = ; (2.5)

so that the time coordinate ¢ can be identified with the proper time of these particular
geodesics. The remaining three equations,

dxt

pr v (), (2.6)

will depend on the specific form of the flow vector v'(z), and we will explore them
more carefully (perhaps exhaustively) in the analysis below.



3 Coordinate transformations

The Kerr spacetime is both stationary and axisymmetric [1-13]. Let us label the
coordinates as (t,7,0,¢). Using the symmetries of the Kerr spacetime it is possible
to set up preferred temporal and axial coordinates ¢t and ¢ to make the relevant
Killing vectors simple:

K*=(1,0,0,00% and  K®=(0,0,0,1)" (3.1)

As is completely standard, the metric components then satisty 0,ga, = 0 = O9ap-

3.1 Symmetry-preserving coordinate transformations

If one now restricts one’s attention to coordinate transformations that do not disturb
these nice features of the presentation, (that is, coordinate transformations that keep
the stationary and axisymmetric symmetries manifest), one is forced to specialize to
coordinate transformations of the form

t—t=t+T(r0),; ¢— =3¢+ 0(r,0); (3.2)

(r,0) = (7,0) = (7(r,0),0(r,0)) . (3.3)

For current purposes we shall leave the r and 6 coordinates intact, and shall further
specialise to coordinate transformations affecting ¢ and ¢ only. One then has

dt = dl=dt +T,dr +Tydo;  do — dd = dp + @, dr + Dy do. (3.4)

The relevant Jacobi matrix is

or* |01 00 .

0, &y 1

J%

3.2 Temporal-only coordinate transformations

Let us first consider t-only coordinate transformations, leaving ¢ fixed. The Jacobi

matrix reduces to u

T, T

S
_ o O O

<

oz

J%, (3.6)

o O O =

10
01
00



For the inverse metric we then have
g =J% J g (3.7)
Specifically
§ = ' Tag™ = g 4 2Tig" + TiTyg" = —N“2(1+ 0T + WOTT,.  (3.8)

So to enforce unit lapse, g — —1, if it can be done at all, one needs to solve the
partial differential equation (PDE):

—1=g"+2T; ¢" + T,Ty g". (3.9)
Equivalently, one needs to solve
—1=—-N2(1+v"T;)* + h” T;Ty, (3.10)

to find the function 7'(r, #) specifying the transformation of the ¢ coordinate.

Whether or not this PDE can be solved depends on specific features of the underlying
spacetime. For instance, spherical symmetry will certainly do the job, since then 7'(r)
is a function of r only, and we simply need to solve a quadratic equation for 7.

—1=-N21+v"T,) +h" T2 (3.11)
Furthermore, as we shall soon see, in the specific situation we are interested in,

special features of the Kerr spacetime will do the job as well.

Note that simplifying the lapse generally makes other parts of the metric tensor more
complicated. Consider the flow vector; we note that in general

—1

ot = _gti — _Jtc Jid gcd — _Jtt Jl't gtt o Jtt sz gt_] _ th Jl't gkt _ th Jl'l gkl' (312)

But since in the present situation JY; = 1, J% = 0, J% = T}, and J*; = §';, this
collapses to

, ‘ y i L hd 14+ T507 y
v =—gt - J g = % ~T; (h” — 1}\;12) = (%) —hY T (3.13)

That is, the coordinate transformation that simplifies the lapse to unity will also
modify (and typically complicate) the flow vector.

Furthermore, for the 3-metric

hij = gij = J% ij 9ab = Gij + 9ud; + 9513 + guTiT5. (3.14)



This implies
hij = hij — viTj — Tyv; — (N? — (hgo™h)) T,T;. (3.15)

That is, the coordinate transformation that simplifies the lapse to unity will also
modify (and typically complicate) the 3-metric.

3.3 Azimuthal-only coordinate transformations

Now assume for the sake of argument that one has successfully used the freedom to
choose the function T'(r,6) to put the metric into unit lapse form, N — 1. What
more can be done by now using the ¢ transformation and the function ®(r,6)? We
are now interested in keeping the ¢ coordinate fixed and considering

a

0z

= o

_ O O

J%, (3.16)

_ o O O

0
1
0
D, Dy

o O O =

b

We note that this coordinate transformation will not disturb the unit-lapse condition,
whereas for the flow vector

1

17 _ _gm‘ _ _‘]tc Jid gcd — _Jtt Jit gtt _ Jtt Jij gtj _ th Jit gkt _ th Jil gkl' (317)
But since in the current situation J% = 0 = J%; this collapses to
0= —J g = J =i+ (0, 0, D7 + By’ (3.18)

That is, ?" = v", v = v?, but ¢ = v? 4+ ®,v" + ®ypv’. So we can use the remaining
coordinate freedom in ¢ to attempt to simplify the contravariant ¢ component of the
flow vector. Doing so would then simplify the rain geodesics. Of course there is a
price to pay: For the inverse 3-metric one now has

gij = Jia Jjb gab - Jzk le gklv (319)
implying
grr _ grr; gre _ gre; QGG — 999; (320)
§=g"+g" 0 +g" P g ="+ "D, + ¢"Py; (3.21)
3% = g% + (97 ®, + g¥'®g) + (¢} + 29" D, By + g7 7). (3.22)

That is, the coordinate transformation that (potentially) simplifies the flow vector
will also modify (and typically complicate) the 3-metric. The arguments presented
so far have been rather general, appealing merely to stationarity and axisymme-
try. Let us now see how these considerations apply in the specific case of the Kerr
spacetime.



4 Enforcing unit lapse — rain metrics for Kerr spacetime

Let us first focus on two particularly simple and novel unit-lapse versions of the
Kerr spacetime, based on Boyer—Lindquist and Eddington—Finkelstein coordinates
respectively.

4.1 Boyer—Lindquist-rain metric

The Kerr line element in the usual Boyer—Lindquist coordinates is

2 4 in® ¢ 2
(ds*)p1 = — <1 - ﬂ) di* — %dm + Lodr? + paf?

2mra® sin® 0
" (++m—) sin? 0, (4.1
p
with the usual definitions p = v/r2 4+ a2 cos? § and A = 72 + a? — 2mr. Some authors
instead use the notation ¥ = 72 + a? cos? #, which we find to be not useful and shall
avoid. Other authors prefer to define
2

2 2
m’;’a sin”f = p* + a® (1 + —W;T> sin? 0, (4.2)
p p

Y=r’+ad’+

which we find to be more useful.
Thence for the covariant Boyer-Lindquist metric!

__ 2marsin® 6

2mr
L2 [0 02
0 0 0
u = A , 4.3
(9ab) BL 0 0 p? 0 (4.3)
_ 2mar QSinZ 0 00l % SiIl2 0
4 ab
and
det [(gap)BL] = —p* sin? 6. (4.4)
Furthermore it is an easy exercise to check that the inverse metric is
B 2mr(r2+a?) omar | ab
—1- p2A 2 0] - p2A
0 =0 0
“)pr, = o 45
(9°) B 0 0 p% 0 (4.5)
| o oliEEA

In fact we shall soon see that in the Kerr spacetime the inverse (contravariant) metric
is often simpler than the (covariant) metric itself.

Tt is useful to note that as a — 0 one regains Schwarzschild spacetime in the usual curvature
coordinates.

-7 -



Working slowly and carefully for clarity, we recall that to put this into unit lapse
form we would need to solve

—1=—-N"2(1+v'T})*+ hT;T;. (4.6)

Noting that in this current situation v*7T; = 0, this equation reduces to

N72—1=h"TT;. (4.7)
That is 2 (r? 2) A .
mr(r<+a*) 9 9
Thence, multiplying through by p? we see
92 2 2
ﬂﬂ%ﬂlzmﬁ+ﬁy (4.9)
But this has the obvious solutions
9 2 2
T,—0. 1, =Yt tad) (4.10)

A

So T'(r,0) is actually independent of 0, and we explicitly have

T(r) = i/ v QW(A"’Q =) g (4.11)

Thence
t=t+T(r); dt =dt+T,; dt =dt —T,. (4.12)

That is, now suppressing the overbar, simply taking the Boyer—Lindquist form of the
Kerr metric and replacing

2mr(r? + a?)

A

dt — dt F dr, (4.13)
will put the metric into unit-lapse form. There are two roots, and retrospectively
checking that one has a black hole (rather than a white hole) leads one to choose
the negative root.? Let us call the resulting line element the Boyer-Lindquist-rain
metric, also to be abbreviated as the BL-rain metric.

2This is most easily checked by setting a — 0 and comparing with the (black hole) Painlevé—
Gullstrand form of the Schwarschild line element.



We have

p_ 2mr

02

2mr(r? 4 a?)

A

2
(d82)BL7rain = - ( dr)
2mr(r? 4 a?)

A

-
a0 <dt_

Thence we have the somewhat messy result that the covariant metric (gap)sr rain

dmar sin® 6
2
+Y sin? Odgp?.

2
dr | + Zdr2 + p*do?

(4.14)

equals
[ mr mr 2mr(r>+a? mar sin 1
14 2m (1-2mr) V2 ) merae
2mr \/er(r2+a2) 2 2mr \ 2mr(r?+a?) 2mar sin? § \/QmT(TQJFaQ)
(%) EoF R 1 ) 2 o[
0 0 2 0
2mar sin? 0 2mar sin? 0 \/er(r2+a2) s 2
i -z += 5 x 0 Y sin” 6 1.
(415)
while we still retain the simple result that
det [(gab)BL—rain] - _p4 S1n2 9 (416)

Furthermore, it is an easy exercise to check that the inverse metric now takes on the

relatively simple form

(9™

BL-rain —

2mr(r2+a?
-1 (2 ) 0l — 21?17"
7 p p
2mr(r2+a?) A
e o 0 0
P P .
0 0 e 0
_ 2mar 1—2mr/p?
p2A 0 0 Asin?6 |

(4.17)

So we have indeed simplified the lapse, but at the cost of complicating the flow

vector:
: 2mr(r? + a?) 2mar
N — 17 ('U )BL—rain - <_ p2 9 9 pQA ) . (418)
Note that for the rain geodesics df/dt = 0, so that 0(t) = 0 is conserved. Also
d¢ _de/dt — av2mr (4.19)
dr BL-rain a d’f’/dt a A\/ r? 4+ 012. ’



Therefore for these BL-rain geodesics we have

& V2
(1) = doo +/r ACLT/% dr.

Overall this BL-rain version of the Kerr spacetime is quite straightforward, both in

(4.20)

terms of tractability and clarity of physical insight.

4.2 Eddington—Finkelstein-rain metric

The very first version of the Kerr spacetime, as presented in Kerr’s original PRL
article [1], was in terms of Eddington-Finkelstein null coordinates (note the sign of
the parameter a has been flipped in order to conform to standard conventions). We
shall abbreviate the name of this metric as EF-null:

2
(dSQ)EF—null - - |:]- - ¥:| (du - aSiHQ 0 d¢)2
P
+2 (du —asin®6 d(b) (d’r’ —asin®6 d(b)
+p? (d6* + sin? 0 d¢?). (4.21)

First, consider a slightly different but completely equivalent form of the metric which
follows from Kerr’s original “advanced Eddington—Finkelstein” form via the coordi-
nate substitution

u=t+r, du = dt + dr, (4.22)

in which case we have what we shall abbreviate as the EF-tr line element:

(dsH) g = —dt* +dr* — 2asin® 6 dr dé + p* d* + (r® + a®) sin? 0 d¢?
2mr 2

+7 (dt + dr — asin® 6 do) (4.23)
Note that with this sign convention for the parameter a one has the standard Lense—
Thirring result for weak fields at large distances [20-22]. Also note that if a — 0
then this reduces to the Eddington—Finkelstein t-r form of Schwarzschild spacetime.
Keeping a # 0, in these Eddington—Finkelstein t-r coordinates the covariant metric

(gab)Echr is

14 2;r2Lr 2257’ 0 ——2722‘”’ sin” #
5 D) 2 2
2mr 14 Z2mr 0 [—a(l+ =5)sin” 6
(gab)EF,tr — pO2 O 02 p2 62 (424)
_27}7;2(17" Sin2 0 _a(]_ + 2:1—27") Sin2 6 0 by Sin2 0 ab

— 10 —



In contrast, in these Eddington—Finkelstein t-r coordinates the Kerr geometry has

the rather simple inverse metric

ab

-1 - 2{7)7;7" 2;7;7“ 0 0
b 50 &
M ppee = £ P P 4.25
(5")er iR (4.25)
0 ;% 0 P2 siln2€
To put this into unit lapse form we would need to solve the PDE
—1=g" +2T; ¢" + T,Tj g". (4.26)
That is ) ) A -
—1:—<1+¥)+2Tr@+—2ﬂ?+—§. (4.27)
p p p p
This simplifies to
0= —2mr +4dmr T, + A T? +Tj. (4.28)
But this has the obvious solution
T, = 0: T — —2mr £ +/(2mr)2 + (2mr)A _ —2mr 2mr(r? + a2). (4.29)

A A

Ultimately the sign + of the square root will be chosen to distinguish a black hole

from a white hole. Note that
—2mr £ +/2mr(r*+a*)  —2mr £ \/2mr(r* +a®) —2mr F \/2mr(r’ + a?)
A A —2mr F /2mr(r? + a?)
—2mr

—2mr F \/2mr(r? 4+ a?)
_ 2mr /(r? + a?)
2mr/(r2 4 a2) £ /2mr/(r2 + a?)
_ V2mr/(r? + a?)
V2mr/(r? +a2) £ 1
\/er/(r2 + a?)
14 \/2mr/(r? + a?) (4.30)

That is, the relevant coordinate transformation can be recast as

\/er/(r2 + a?) (4.31)

Ty = 0; T, ==+ .
? 14 +/2mr/(r2 + a?)

— 11 —



So T'(r,0) is actually independent of #, and we explicitly have

B V2mr/(r? + a2)
T(r)= j:/ T oy dr. (4.32)

Thence
t=1t+1T(r); dt =dt +T,; dt =dt —T,. (4.33)

That is, now suppressing the overbar, taking the Eddington—Finkelstein ¢-r form of
the Kerr metric and simply replacing

\/ZmT/(T2 + a?)
14 /2mr/(r?2 + a?)

dt — dt F dr, (4.34)

will put the metric into unit-lapse form. Let us call the resulting line element the
Eddington—Finkelstein-rain metric (to be abbreviated as EF-rain). Explicitly

§2 _ \/er/(r2 + a?) . ?
(d57) g rain = (dt:F T+ \/er/(TQ ) d ) (4.35)

+dr? — 2asin®0 dr dp + p* d0* + (r* + a*) sin® 0 d¢?

+2@ it + V2mr/(r? + a?)
p 14+ +/2mr/(r? + a2)

1T

2
dr — asin® 6 dgb) .

Thence, this slightly simplifies to

§2 L \/ZmT/(T2 + a?) . ?
(d57) gprain = (dt + T+ \/er/(TQ ) d ) (4.36)

+dr? — 2asin® 0 dr do + p* dO* + (r* + a*) sin® 0 d¢?

2
2
+ (dt+ ar — asin6 dgb) .

p 14 +/2mr/(r2 + a?)

Retrospectively checking that it is the upper sign that corresponds to a black hole,?
we have

2 L B V2mr/(r? + a?) . ’
(A2)1r = (dt e /(TQMQ)d) (1.37)

+dr? — 2asin® 0 dr do + p* d6* + (r* + a*) sin® 0 d¢*

2

2mr dr

+— | dt + —asin?6 d )
p? < 1+ \/er/(r2 + a?) (b)

3This is most easily checked by setting @ — 0 and comparing with the (black hole) Painlevé—
Gullstrand form of the Schwarzschild line element.

— 12 —



In these Eddington—Finkelstein-rain coordinates the covariant metric is given by

—14+2 1gy 0 |—#4sin’f
Gtr Grr 0 9re
a -rain == 438
(g b)EF 0 0 p2 0 ( )
—QVZ# sin?fg,y 0 3 sin® 6 "

subject to the relatively messy results that

a’®sin’ 0(2mr/p?) ‘
(r2+a?)(1+ \/er/(r2 + aQ))Q’

_ 2mr/p* 4+ \/2mr[(r? + a?)
1+ +/2mr/(r? + a2)

= —asin® 1‘|‘2m7“/,02+ \/er/(r2+a2)
gro = ’ ( 14 +/2mr/(r? + a?) ) ' (4.41)

(4.40)

Gtr

Remarkably, the inverse metric is again much simpler

[ 1 A /2mr(27‘2+a2) 0 2mra?/(r2+a?) 1
P p2(1++4/2mr/(r2+a2))
ab w A 0 e
(g )EFfrain = pO pO % pO (442)
\/era2 /(r?+a?) a i) 1
| p2(1+4/2mr/(r2+a2)) p’ p? sin” 0 |

So we have again simplified the lapse, but again at the cost of complicating the flow
vector, now in a slightly different manner:

o o . 2mr(r? + a?) \/2mra2/(r2 + a?)
N = 1; (V") Bprain = ( e , 0, o \/er/(r2+a2))> . (4.43)

Note that for the rain geodesics we again have df/dt = 0, so that 0(t) = 0 is again
conserved. Furthermore we now have

d¢ _do/dt a
<dT)EFrain B d?“/dt B (7‘2 -+ a2)(1 + \/QmT/(TQ + a2))' (444)

Therefore for these EF-rain geodesics we now have the relatively simple azimuthal
behaviour

B(r) = oo — / Ry oz (4.45)

Overall this EF-rain version of the Kerr spacetime is again quite straightforward,
both in terms of tractability and clarity of physical insight.

— 13 —



4.3 Summary at this stage

Up to this point, working only with ¢-coordinate transformations, we have already
constructed two novel and fully explicit unit-lapse versions of the Kerr spacetime,
namely the BL-rain and EF-rain metrics. While establishing the existence of these
BL-rain and EF-rain metrics is relatively easy, and the behaviour of the rain geodesics
is transparent, these metrics can perhaps be further improved by working with ¢-
coordinate transformations.

5 Adjusting the flow vector

Having now used the freedom in choosing the time coordinate to exhibit two explicit
unit lapse forms of the Kerr solution, we shall consider the effects of using the freedom
in choosing the azimuthal coordinate ¢ to further simplify the metric. Remember
that on quite general grounds we had seen that it is possible to transform the flow
vector as follows v® — 0% = v? + ®,0" + Pyo?.

e In both of the specific examples we have investigated above, (BL-rain and
EF-rain), one has v’ = 0, so one might as well consider v¢ — ¢ = v® + ®,v".

e In both of the specific examples we have investigated above, (BL-rain and
EF-rain), the only angular dependence in both the v™ and v components arises
from a common factor of p=2.

e This suggests that it should be possible to eliminate v completely by suitably
choosing a coordinate transformation ¢ = ¢ + ®(r).

We will now use this freedom to extract the Doran [23] version of the Kerr spacetime
metric via three distinct routes, from the BL-rain metric, from the EF-rain metric,
and directly from the EF-null metric. We shall also discuss Natario’s version of the
Kerr spacetime [24], wherein he does not set v* — 0 but instead forces v? to be a
very specific function of r and p.

5.1 Doran metric: Route 1 (Boyer—Lindquist-rain)

Let us start from the BL-rain (inverse) metric as explored above,

[ 2mr(r2+a?) 2mar 1

-1 VRO | e
\/er(r2+a2) pA .
(D) orram = |~ 7|  ? 0p 0 . (5.1)
0 0 % 0
p 1—2mr/p?

2mar —2mr

| - p2A 0 0 Asin2€p i




Recall that in these coordinates the flow vector is

: 2mr(r? + a?) 2mar
('U )BL—rain - <_ p2 9 07 p2A ) . (52)
Now choose
¢ 2 2
b — (v_) __aVImr g - / eV L (5
,UT‘ BL-rain A Vv T2 + a’2 A Vv T2 _'_ a2

Then v¥ — 0. However, in view of equation (3.19), and the fully explicit forms (3.20)—
(3.22), the spatial part of the inverse 3-metric becomes slightly more complicated and
we obtain (via this nonstandard route starting from the Boyer—Lindquist version of
Kerr) the Doran [23] form of the (inverse) Kerr metric

[ v/ 2mr(a?+r2?) 1%
—1 e 0 0
() Namaiol I T (5.0
ga Doran — P P P . .
0 (l p% 0
| 0 \/;§+r2 0 (a2+r21) sin2 6

This is completely equivalent to starting with the Boyer—Lindquist form of Kerr and
making the two coordinate transformations

2mr(r? + a?)

dt — dt — A dr, (5.5)
av2mr
Doing so results in
(ds?) poran = —dt* + p? dO* + (r* + a®) sin? 0 d¢? (5.7)
2
d N
+ {\/% + pm'r’ (dt — asin®6 d(b)} .
4+ a
The covariant metric is then?
—1+ 2;7;7" a%T::? 0 _2ma7;)25'1n26
2mr P> . \/ 2mr 342
(gab)Doran = \/aS-{-rQ T2—6a2 02 “ a2—6r2 sin” . (58)
p
—MS“IQG —a\/ Imr_sin?6 0 Y sin? 6
i P a2 tr i

4 An easy consistency check is to set a — 0 and verify that one recovers the (black hole) Painlevé—
Gullstrand version of the Schwarzschild spacetime.
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5.2 Doran metric: Route 2 (Eddington—Finkelstein-rain)

Let us now start from the EF-rain (inverse) metric as explored above,

I i VI | o) ab
p? p2(1+\/2mr/(r2+a2))
, \/er(r2+a2) A 0 a
(ga )EF—rain - IE)Q %2 % IE)Q (59)
p
\/2mra2/(r2+a2) a 0 1
| p2(1+\/2mr/(r2+a2)) p? p?sin® 0 ]

In these coordinates the flow vector is

(V") prain = — ( 2mr(r? ) | 2mrat/(? + o) ) . (5.10)

p? ’ ’p2(1+\/2mr/(r2+a2))

Now choose
a/(r* + a?)

=
Ch EF—rain 1 + \/27717’/(7’2 + CI,2)

o(r) = —/ ofPrd) (5.12)

14 +/2mr/(r? + a?)

(5.11)

So that

Then 9® — 0. However, in view of equation (3.19), and the fully explicit forms (3.20)—
(3.22), the spatial part of the inverse 3-metric becomes slightly more complicated and
we again obtain the Doran form of the (inverse) Kerr metric

i v/ 2mr(a?+r2) 1%
—1 S 0 0
(4 ol O T (5.13)
ga Doran — P P P . .
0 - g > 0
e a27::2 1
L 0 p? 0 (a2+r2)sin?6 |

This is completely equivalent to starting with the Eddington—Finkelstein ¢-r form of
Kerr and making the two coordinate transformations

V2mr/(r? + a?)
14 /2mr/(r? + a?)

dt — dt — (5.14)

)

a/ (1 + a?)

1+ +/2mr/(r? + a2) (5:15)

dé — do —
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Doing so again results in [23]

(d5)poran = —dt* + p? dO? + (r> + a?) sin® 6 d¢?
pdr V2mr

+ +
{\/r2+a2 P

(5.16)

2
(dt — asin®@ d(b)} :

5.3 Doran metric: Route 3 (Eddington—Finkelstein-null)

The original way of getting to the Doran metric [23] was to take the “advanced
Eddington—Finkelstein null coordinate” version of the Kerr solution [1], (witha — —a
to conform with standard conventions):

2mr

2

85 e = = |1~ 2 ot
+2 (du — asin®6 d(b) (dr — asin®6 d(b)
+(r? + a* cos® 0) (df* + sin® 0 d¢?).

(du —asin® 6 d¢)2

(5.17)

One then simultaneously makes the two m-dependent coordinate transformations [23]

dr
du = dt + ; 5.18
1+\/2mr/(r2+a2) ( )
d
dpporan = A + @ . (5.19)

r2 4+ a?® + /2mr(r? 4+ a?)

This is of course equivalent to first applying the u transformation to go to from EF-
null to EF-rain coordinates, and then subsequently applying the ¢ transformation
to go from EF-rain coordinates to Doran coordinates. After dropping the subscript
“Doran”, in the new (t, 7,6, ¢) coordinates Doran’s version of the Kerr line element
again takes the form:

(d5)poran = —dt® + p? dO? + (r> + a?) sin® 6 d¢?
n pdr n vV2mr
Vitta® o p

From the line element it is easy to extract g, the matrix of metric components.

(5.20)

2
(dt — asin®@ d(b)} :

Explicitly
[ 2mr 2mr 2mar sin? 0 ]
-1+ P a2 42 0 - 2
2mr 2 0 \/ 2mr 342
2 1 2 7212 —a 2.2 Sl ‘9
(gab)Doran — \/a +r reta 9 as+r (521)
0 0 p 0
in2 . .
—Zmarsin6)_, J2mrogin20 () ¥ sin%4
L p as+r ab
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It is easy to extract invert g, to obtain ¢?° the matrix of inverse-metric components.

Explicitly
i 1 \/2mr(a2+r?) 0 0 790
— p2
2mr(a?+4r?) A 0 “\/G%T:2
ab B B = >
g oran = p p p 5.22
(9o A AR (5.22)
NEEa
a a2m:2 1
L 0 p2+ 0 (a2+r2)sin?6 |
Note in particular that g" = —1 as claimed. Note that the shift vector
; 2mr(a? + r?)
(U )Doran = - ( p2 9 07 0 (523)

is particularly simple. Finally with symbolic manipulation software it is easy to check
that the metric is indeed Ricci flat Ry, = 0.

Of the three distinct routes for getting to the Doran metric [23], the EF-null route is
traditional, but the BL-rain and EF-rain routes are perhaps more informative, and
provide us with additional insight. Overall, we feel that the BL-rain route (BL —
BL-rain — Doran) is in many ways the simplest route — of course one has to get to
the BL metric in the first place.

5.4 Rain geodesics in the Doran metric

However one gets to the Doran metric, the rain geodesics are just integral curves of

the flow vector field
, 2mr(a? + r?
(UZ)Doran = - ( <pQ )707 0) .

(5.24)

But this now implies that both # and ¢ are constant along the Doran rain geodesics
— effectively one has simplified the azimuthal evolution of the rain geodesics by
craftily picking an azimuthal coordinate transformation to strategically cancel the
azimuthal evolution occurring in the rain geodesics as expressed in either BL-rain or
EF-rain coordinates.

In these Doran coordinates the rain geodesics satisfy

t(T) =T; 9<T) = Ouo; (b(T) = Poo; (525)
while
dr 2mr(a® + 12)
2 . .2
dt 72 + a2 cos? O (5.26)
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So formally at least
"2 4 a2 cos? 6
t=ty— A8 Oy, (5.27)
2mr(a® + 12)

Unfortunately, performing this integral involves an incomplete Elliptic integral of the
first kind, so the function ¢(r) and its inverse r(t) are at best implicit rather than
fully explicit.

5.5 Natario version of the Kerr spacetime

Yet another unit-lapse version of the Kerr spacetime has been provided by Natario
in reference [24]:

?

(ds?) Naranio = —dt* + i(d’r —vdt)? + p?d6* + Lsin? 6 (do + 5df — Qdt)*.  (5.28)
Natario started from Boyer—Lindquist coordinates and then invoked the further co-
ordinate transformations

2mr(r? + a?)

dt = dt —
A

dr, (5.29)

dp = do + ®, dr + By db. (5.30)

Now the t coordinate transformation, considered by itself, simply brings the BL
metric into the BL-rain form previously considered. But the ¢ transformation Natario
used did not then bring the metric into Doran form — instead Natario chose to

enforce —
(v¢)Natério - Q - p2—27 (531)
where as previously
2 2 2
2= ta®+ L sin? 0 = g 4 o’ (1 + @) sin2 0. (5.32)
P P

Natario’s choice for v¢ leads to a rather complicated expression for ®(r,6).
Specifically, starting from

(vd))Natério - (IUQS)BLfrain . (vd))Natério - (IUQS)BLfrain

(’UT)BL-rain B (vr)Natério

o, =

, (5.33)

and then substituting and integrating, one can formally extract ®(r,d) — but the
result is not particularly edifying. In contrast
2mr(r? + a?)

v=— 7 : (5.34)

is quite tractable.
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Unfortunately the quantity 6(r, 0) is quite intractable:

§(r,0) = —a®sin(26) / h gdr. (5.35)

T

Explicitly

00 2mar+/2mr(r? + a2)
§(r,0) = —a®sin(260
(r,0) a” sin(260) /T [(r2 + a2)(r2 + a2 cos? 0) + 2sin” fma?r]?

dr.  (5.36)

The integration leads to incomplete Elliptic integrals, so the presence of §(r, ) in
the line element implies the implicit presence of incomplete Elliptic integrals in the
metric components themselves. This renders Natario’s form of the metric for the
Kerr spacetime less attractive than it first appears.

For completeness we point out that

1+ 22 Nsin? 00220 6 sin? 00 | X sin? 69
-5 5 U ! 5.37
(9ap oo = —3§Y sin? Q) 0 p?+0%2sin?0| 6Xsin?6 (5:37)
—Ysin? 69 0 0¥ sin% 0 Y sin? 0 b
The metric determinant is again
det ((Gap)xarane) = —p* sin? 0, (5.38)
as it should be. (The relevant Jacobi matrices are all determinant unity.)
Finally the inverse metric is
1| —v 0 -0 @
b —v|E —v* 0 —S 5.39
(g )Natério - 0 0 p% _% . ( . )
s 1 52
Q| —Qu _p_2 m+p—2—92
As required, the lapse function is indeed unity and the flow vector is now
(V") xaario = (0, 0,€2). (5.40)

For rain geodesics in the Natdrio metric € is again conserved, so that 6(r) = 0.
In addition

a
Tdrfdt T v V242 %

<@) _de/dt Q) 2mr (5.41)

dr -
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This leads to the intractable integral

o0 2mr a
) = b+ . dr. 5.42
o(r)=¢ /T \/;T2+a2+%sin29 >4

r2+a? cos? 0

The only other significant drawback of the Natario form of the metric for Kerr
spacetime is the explicit presence of the quantity d(r, ) in the metric components,
hiding the implicit presence of several incomplete Elliptic integrals.

5.6 Summary at this stage

Up to this point, first working only with ¢-coordinate transformations, we have
constructed two novel and fully explicit unit-lapse versions of the Kerr spacetime,
namely the BL-rain and EF-rain metrics. Then with certain specific choices for the
¢-coordinate transformations have recovered the fully explicit Doran [23] and semi-
explicit Natdrio [24] metrics. While establishing the existence of all four of these
unit-lapse metrics is relatively easy, it does open the question of what the most
general unit-lapse version of the Kerr spacetime might look like.

6 General unit-lapse representation of the Kerr metric

Given what we have seen so far, the development of a general unit-lapse representa-
tion of the Kerr metric is now straightforward — pick any one of the four specific
unit-lapse metrics we have investigated (BL-rain, EF-rain, Doran, Natdrio) and for
an arbitrary function ®(r,#) simply transform the ¢ coordinate ¢ — ¢ — ®(r,6),
while leaving the t coordinate intact. That is, replace

dp — dp — ®,. dr — Py db (6.1)
in the line element. Let us explicitly do this for the Doran line element. We find

(al52)general = —dt® + p2 dp? + (r2 + a2) sin’ @ (dop — @, dr — Py d@)2 (6.2)

n pdr n V2mr
Vit+ad® o p

2
(dt — asin® 6 (dp — @, dr — @ dﬁ))} .
Let us write

(gab)general = (gab)Doran + Al (gab) + AQ (gab) (63)

We have already calculated (gap)poran-
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The first-order and second-order shifts, (linear and quadratic in the gradients of ®),
are:

0 2m2ar(1>r 2m_2ar(1>9 0
L p
2marq)r 2a\/2m_7"q)r a\/Qm—T(I) _E(I)r
Ay (gap) = sin®6 | ” r2-+a? a7 L0 (6.4)
W “\/% ©y 0 —Nd,
0 _E(I)r —E(I)g 0 \
and
00 0 0 |0
. 0| 2 &,Py|0 '
AQ(QGb)ZZSmQH0<I>T<I>9<I>30 = Xsin®0 @, P, (6.5)
0 0 0 0 ab

Note that only some of the components of (gup)poran change, and that they do so in
a quite well-controlled manner.

It is straightforward to now invert (gap) senerar t0 Obtain (g%) enerar the matrix of inverse-
metric components. Let us write

(9" soneras = (9™ )poran + A1(9™) + D2(gas). (6.6)

We have already calculated (¢%°)poran-

The first-order and second-order shifts are:

0 0 0 2mr(r? + a?) O,
b 1 0 0 0 A (I)r
Mlg™) =5 0 0 0 Dy - (67)
2mr(r? +a?) ©,.|A O, Py 2a\/r§ﬂz P,
ab
and b
oloolo]”
A D%+ % | 0/00[0
A aby _ r 0 6.8
2(9") 2 0{0 0/0 (68)
0]0 0|1

Note that only some of the components of (g“b)Doran change, and that they do so in
a well-controlled manner.

This represents the most general unit-lapse representation of the Kerr spacetime
geometry, keeping the (r, #) coordinates in the usual spherical oblate spheroidal form.
Note that, as advertised, ¢-coordinate transformations that manifestly preserve the
stationary axisymmetric nature of the spacetime, while also preserving the (r,0)
spherical oblate spheroidal coordinates, can be used to adjust the flow vector at the
price of also affecting the 3-metric.
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Adding (r,0) coordinate transformations to the discussion does not seem to add
much to the physics — the (r, ) spherical oblate spheroidal coordinates seem to
be preferred coordinates — though this seems to be more than just an effect of
stationarity and axisymmetry. There seems to be more at play here, and we hope to
address these issues in future work.

7 Conclusions

What have we learned from this discussion? First, unit lapse versions of stationary
spacetimes are extremely useful in that they immediately provide a class of timelike
geodesics, the “rain geodesics” (zero angular momentum observers, ZAMOs, that are
dropped from spatial infinity with zero initial velocity), that provide an explicit and
tractable probe of the spacetime physics. Second, the Kerr spacetime (which is an
exact solution of the vacuum Einstein equations that is the default option for de-
scribing astrophysically interesting black holes) admits an infinite class of unit-lapse
coordinate charts. The Doran coordinates are one example, but so are the Natario
coordinates, as are the BL-rain and EF-rain coordinates introduced herein.

Improved coordinate systems for the Kerr spacetime are strategically and tactically
important for a better understanding of the technically challenging and astrophys-
ically important Kerr spacetime. See for instance attempts at finding a “Gordon
form” for the Kerr spacetime [42], and attempts at upgrading the “Newman—Janis
trick” from an ansatz to an algorithm [43]. Finally we should also mention that
the discussion herein also impacts the observational ability to distinguish exact Kerr
black holes from various “black hole mimickers” — see for instance references [44, 45],
and more recently references [46-51], and references [52-60).
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