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An exact and analytical solution of four dimensional vacuum General Relativity representing

a system of two static black holes at equilibrium is presented. The metric is completely regular

outside the event horizons, both from curvature and conical singularities. The balance between the

two Schwarzschild sources is granted by an external gravitational field, without the need of extra
matter fields besides gravity, nor strings or struts. The geometry of the solution is analysed. The
Smarr law, the first and the second law of black hole thermodynamics are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes are fundamental objects of our Universe.
Nevertheless there are scarce exact and analytical solu-
tions that model black holes within the context of Gen-
eral Relativity, which represents the standard framework
of gravitational interactions. The requirement of asymp-
totic flatness further restricts the number of available so-
lutions, basically due to the existence of uniqueness the-
orems [I].

The recent remarkable observational results from grav-
itational waves detection reveal that the major source
of gravitational waves is provided by the interaction be-
tween massive black holes [2]. Unfortunately, there are no
exact analytical solutions describing well-founded multi-
source black holes in pure General Relativity. The few
attempts built so far need singular matter to sustain the
gravitational attraction between the sources, as can be
seen from double Kerr attempts, see [3, 4]. This mat-
ter is often interpreted as struts or cosmological strings,
however these objects not only have stability issues and
no experimental plausibility at the moment; they also
rise some fundamental theoretical issues related to the
singular behaviour of the spacetime, which therefore can
hardly be thought as a proper manifold. The §-like stress-
energy tensor associated to the strut, located between the
black holes, violates all the reasonable energy conditions
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because, in order to prevent the gravitational sources
from the collapse, it has to mimic a repulsive gravita-
tional force generated by anti-gravitational matter. Al-
ternatively, the black holes can be pulled by axial strings
of proper matter, i.e. of positive energy density, which
however are divergent quantities that extend to infinity.
Both scenarios are clearly out of current empirical expe-
rience.

On the other hand, in the presence of electromag-
netic fields, it is possible to gain the equilibrium between
two black holes thanks to the electromagnetic repulsive
force that balances the gravitational attraction. In fact
some solutions of these kind are known, basically the
Majumdar—Papapetrou black holes [5H7] and the Em-
paran dihole [8]. While these solutions are regular outside
the event horizons of the sources, they need to be com-
posed of charged matter, which is improbable from the
astrophysical point of view. Furthermore they are ex-
tremal and their physical parameters are very fine tuned
to maintain the equilibrium, therefore they are likely to
be unstable under perturbations.

The purpose of this Letter is to explore the possibil-
ity to build analytical metrics modelling two black hole
sources at equilibrium, aiming at the most phenomeno-
logically realistic scenario as possible. For this reason, we
will discard any source of singularities outside the event
horizons, not only Dirac or cosmic strings, but also Mis-
ner strings. In fact, the gravimagnetic parameter (NUT)
is known to bring in physical issues, e.g. closed timelike
curves.

The strategy of our approach is based on an Ernst’s
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insight, who managed to regularise the nodal singularity
of the accelerating Schwarzschild black hole in [9]. Sim-
ilarly we examine the possibility of balancing the grav-
itational attraction of the two (or more) sources by an
external gravitational field, which serves as a setting for
embedding our multi-source solution. Thus the space-
time asymptotic will not be restricted to the flat one; in-
stead we prefer to consider an axisymmetric multi-polar
expansion [I0} [I1] able to model a generic gravitational
backgroundﬂ The multipolar expansion is the key ingre-
dient that allows to circumvent the no-go theorem about
the non-existence of static [I3] configurations of many-
body systems, with a suitable separation condition.
These kind of solutions are know in the literature, in
the single source case, as distorted black holes: they
have been introduced by Doroshkevich, Zel’dovich and
Novikov [I4], and lately Chandrasekhar [15] studied their
equilibrium conditions. Geroch and Hartle [I6] enlight-
ened then some of their general properties. Distorted
black holes are especially valuable when the black hole is
not isolated but embedded in a strong field regime, such
as in the center of galaxies, where approximate, pertur-
bative or numerical methods loose accuracy. Distorted
metrics are generally considered local in the sense that
are mostly meaningful in a finite region surrounding the
black holes. The distortion is due to external sources,
which are thought to be at large distances from the black
holes, and in fact they do not contribute with a stress-
energy tensor ﬂ A full solution should also include these
sources, as done up to the 6" order in the multipole ex-

J

2
v =Bk exp [2()12 + 2by (z2 - p)] ,
a2 fha 2

3 3 i
Wl 1 W22 W33 W44 W123 W224Y12 Y14Y23Y34

f=16C¢

b2
exp [—b%p2 + —2(p2 — 822)p2 — 4bybyzp?

pansion in [I7] for a thin disk of matter. In [18] it is
shown that the inclusion of the acceleration parameter
interposes a Rindler horizon between the black sources
and the spatial infinity.

While the number of gravitational multipoles of the
background can in principle be left arbitrary [19], in this
Letter we focus only on the dipole and quadrupole terms
since it represents the simplest setting in which the black
holes distinctive parameters remain unconstrained. We
stress that our regularisation method relies only on the
presence of (at least) two multipole momenta, therefore
it can be achieved for any couple on non-null poles.

In practice we superimpose a double black hole solu-
tion to the external field background by means of the
Belinski-Zakharov “inverse scattering method” [20H22].
The details of the inverse scattering construction in the
context of external gravitational fields are left for a future
work [19)].

II. METRIC AND REGULARISATION

Consider the static and axisymmetric metric, solution
of the Einstein equations in vacuum R,, = 0, in cylin-
drical Weyl coordinates (¢, p, z, ¢)

ds® = =V (p, 2)dt* + p*V " (p, 2)de”

+ fp. 2)(dp” + d2?), M

where

(2)

? (3)

+2b1(—2 + = 2+ s — pa) + b2 (=227 + p? + d2(pa — ) + i — i3+ (s — p1a) (42 + s + pa)) |

and W;; = P>+ witty, Yij = (pi — yj)z. The functions
wi = \/p?+ (z —w;)? — (z — w;) contain the constants

1 An interior multi-polar deformation of the sources can be
achieved as well [I2], but it seems that these poles bring cur-
vature singularities not covered by an event horizon.

2 The situation is analogous to the Melvin magnetic universe,
which remains an electrovacuum solution even though the
sources of the magnetic field should somehow be present at in-
finity.
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w;, that are chosen with ordering w; < ws < w3 < wy
and with values

=2z +m, (4a)

w3 = 22 — My, Wy = Z2 + Ma. (4b)

Wy = 21 — My, w2

The parameters m; and z; refer to the mass and to the
position of the i-th black hole, respectively, while b; and
b are the dipole and quadrupole momenta of the external
gravitational field polar expansion. The constant C'y is a
gauge parameter.



The metric represents two Schwarzschild black
holes immersed in an external back-reacting gravitational
field El The two event horizons extend in the regions
w; < z < we and w3 < z < wy when p = 0, while the
curvature singularities are covered by the horizons. This
can be understood thanks to a criterion given in [23]: the
kernel of the (¢, ¢) part of the metric can be 2-dimensional
only inside the horizon. By removing the external field
(by = by = 0), one straightforwardly recovers the double-
Schwarzschild solution (also known as Bach-Weyl met-
ric) [24H26].

A physical solution should be regular on the z-axis,
i.e. it must not be affected by conical singularities. These
angular defects are present when the ratio between the
length and the radius of small circles around the z-axis
is different from 27. A small circle around the z-axis has

J

radius R = /g..p and length L = 27, /Gg4 (cf. [27]), then
the regularity condition corresponds to L/(27rR) — 1

as p — 0. It is easy to prove that, for the diagonal
metric , the above condition is equivalent to fV —
1 as p — 0. The latter must be satisfied everywhere,
outside the black holes, to avoid conical singularities. We
thus require

V=1 (5)

over the intervals —oo < 2z < wq, wy < z < w3 and wy <
z < 400 as p — 0. Assuming a 27-periodic azimuthal
angle ¢, we have to fix three out of seven parameters in
order to satisfy . We choose the gauge parameter C'y
and the external field parameters by, by as follows:

Cy= 256m3am3a(my +ma + 21 — 22)%(my +my — 21 + 22), (6)
by — (m121 4+ ma2o) [(m1 —my + 21 — 22)(M1 —ma — 21 + 22)} (7)
1— 9
dmima(z1 — 22) (my +mg + 21 — 22)(my + Mo — 21 + 22)

by =

o 8m1m2(zl — 2’2)

It is understood that Cy, by, by will assume the above
values, from now on. Note that the physical parameters
characterising the black holes were left unconstrained:
this means that the physical properties of the binary
black hole system are completely generic. This fact guar-
antees a wide flexibility in a possible phenomenological
scenario [} Of course one could alternatively keep the
b; generic, to model an arbitrary external gravitational
background: in that case the intrinsic black holes param-
eters would adjust to fit the given background.

One can infer the order of magnitude of the multi-
pole momenta , for an experimental setting. We
make an explicit example by considering the data for
the black holes masses and separation provided by the
GW150914 event [2]: we take my = 29Mg, mo = 36 Mp,
|21 — 23] = 520M, and we find b; ~ 107*/My and

3 A Mathematica notebook containing this metric can be found
at  https://sites.google.com /site/marcoastorino/papers/2104-
07686 and as an ancillary file on the arXiv webpage.

% In fact the presented solution is not the minimal one which can
be regularised. It is sufficient to consider only one multipole term
for the external gravitational field to remove all the singularities
from the double black hole configuration, at the price of fixing
the position or the mass of a black hole.

(m1 + mg) o (m1 — Mo + 21 — zg)(ml — Mo — 21 + 22)
(ml + meo + 21 — 22)(m1 +meo — 21 + Zz)

} . 8)

(

by ~ —1077/M2. These are the values that ensure the
equilibrium, therefore in the case of a merging process
they represent only an upper bound. The relevance of the
contributions of by and by in the context of the Geroch—
Hansen multipoles [28] will be discussed in [19].

We notice that it is possible, within our scheme, to
build an array of collinear black holes immersed in an ex-
ternal gravitational field with complete multipolar expan-
sion [I9], thus generalising the Israel-Kahn solution [25].
In that case, the regularisation would require the com-
plete multipole expansion E| of the external field to fix
the conical singularities, without constraining the phys-
ical parameters of the black holes, such as their masses
or positions on the z-axis.

To ensure phenomenological significance of the solu-
tion , it is essential that the separation of the two
sources is finite. The proper distance between the two

5 Actually an arbitrary multipole expansion can be useful to model
any generic stationary and axisymmetric external gravitational
field.
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FIG. 1.

Mo

Embedding diagram in E? of the surfaces of two black hole event horizons for the parametric values z; = 5, z2 = 15,

mi1 = 4, ma = 4, in Solar mass units Mg. This picture shows the deformation of the horizons due to both the external
gravitational field and the mutual interaction between the sources. The horizon surface is smooth because of the absence of

any conical singularities.

black hole horizons for p = 0 and fixed ¢ is given by

w3
é:/ dz,/gzz|p:0 dz\/

2b1 (2wz —2w4—2)+2ba ( 2w3 271)4 22

4—Z z—wl)

(wg — 2)(z — wa)
X e
(9)

It can be shown that the integral converges, and hence
the equilibrium can be achieved for finite proper distance.

III. NEAR-HORIZON LIMIT

We consider the near-horizon limit of the met-
ric (1)), in order to show that it contains two distorted
Schwarzschild black holes. We zoom in to the first black
hole horizon by performing the change of coordinates

p=+/r(r—2mp)sind,

and by taking the limit 7 — 2m1, by which the metric
boils down to
dT2:|

ds® ~ h(ﬂ)[ (1 _am > e O g2 4
T
2
+ (2my)? [DQh(O)eFZ(e)dHQ + %e—ﬂ(%qﬂ ,

(11)

z =21+ (r—my)cosf, (10)

D26F2(9)
1—2mq/r

where
h(0>:m10059+m2+21—zg, (12)
mypcost —mg 4+ 21 — 29
F1(0) = 2[by + b2(z1 + mq cos0)](z1 + mq cosh), (13)
FQ(O) = 2b1(m1 cosf — 277’11 — 4m2 — 21)
+ 2by(m? cos® 6 + 2my z; cos § — 2m? (14)
— z% —4myz — 8mazsy),
and
D:m1+m2—21—|—2’2 (15)

mp —mg — 21 + 22

One clearly recognises in the structure of a distorted
Schwarzschild black hole [I6]. Actually the first black
hole horizon is deformed by the presence of both the ex-
ternal field and the second black hole. Indeed, when the
external field and the second black hole vanish, one re-
covers the standard Schwarzschild metric. Obviously, a
similar description holds for the second black hole as well.
A pictorial representation of the deformation that the two
horizons undergo is given in the embedding diagram of
Fig. [

Another element about the geometry of the black hole
horizon can be clarified by computing the length of the
equatorial and polar circles in the near-horizon geome-



try (LI). The equator (6 = 7/2) length is given by

27 ,—Fi(7/2)/2

—
0o Vh(r/2) ¢ (16)

21 —Rk2 — M2 _
= d7m, / e 2(l>1+l7221)217
z1 — 22 +m2

while the polar length is

Lyolar = 4m1 D / Vh(0)e2 /249, (17)
0

It is not possible to analytically perform the latter inte-

Lequator = 27nl

gral, nevertheless we can consider a numerical compari-

son between , and Lgchwarzschild = 4mmq. The
result is

(18a)
(18b)

Lequator > LSChwarzschild )

Lpolar > LSchwarzschild-

Thus, not only a deformation along the z-axis occurs, but
there is also an enlargement of both the equatorial and
the polar circle with respect to the Schwarzschild one.
This is consistent with the behaviour of the black hole
temperature, as we will see below.

IV. SMARR LAW AND THERMODYNAMICS

Going back to the exact metric , we now compute
some physical quantities for that spacetime, in order to
discuss the thermodynamics of the system.

The mass of the two black holes is found by means
of the Komar-Tomimatsu integral [29, [30]. The formula
for the conserved mass, in the case of the static space-
time , takes the form

W24
M = a/ dzp gyt 3pgtt|p:0, (19)
W2i—1
where a is a constant that takes into account the nor-
malisation of the timelike Killing vector £ = ad;, which
generates the stationary symmetry. It is well known that,
in the absence of asymptotic flatness, « is not necessar-
ily equal to one, as happens for black holes in AdS [31]
or Melvin [32] [33] backgrounds. The integration is per-
formed over the intervals w; < z < wy and w3z < z < wy,

which correspond to the black holes, and the result is
M1 = amsa, M2 = ams. (20)

The horizons areas are found integrating over the horizon
surfaces, i.e.

27 w24
A:/O dgb/ Az \/G22944 o’ (21)

W2i—1

thus
m mo — 2 z
A; = 167mm? Lt me m stz
mp —mg — 21 + 22 (22)
> e—2b1(2m2+m1+zl)—2b2((7n1+21)2+4m222)
mi+mo — 2 z
Ay = 167m3 1 2 — 21+ 22

mo — My — 21 + 22 (23)
% e—2b1(m2+22)—2b2(mz+22)2.

The temperature is obtained from the surface gravity as
T = k/(2m). Recalling that k* = —1(V,¢,)?, the met-
ric gives rise to

2 02 (0:V)2+(9,V)°

KD = v . (24)

p=0
The temperatures are then

a mp—mg — 21+ 22

T =
8mmy1 m1 +mo — 21 + 2o (25)
X 62b1(2m2+m1+zl)+2b2((m1+zl)2+4m222)
)
a Mo —Mmi — 21+ 29
Ty

© 8mmamy +ma — 21 + 29 (26)

« @201 (matz2)+202(matz2)?

One can verify that the same results are found via the Eu-
clidean method [34]. We notice that the presence of the
external field lowers the black holes temperature, with
respect to the Schwarzschild one, and hence the surface
gravity. A lower surface gravity means a lower gravita-
tional “pressure” on the horizon, which then can swell
up. This feature is in agreement with and with
the related observations. Moreover, it explains how the
external gravitational field acts, providing an external
pressure in the region of the holes, to sustain the mutual
gravitational collapse of the binary system.

Defining the entropy as S = A/4, the above quantities
satisfy the Smarr law [35] both for the individual black
holes M; = 2T;S; (i = 1,2) and for the double configura-
tion

My + My = 2T, Sy + 2T55,. (27)

This result holds regardless of the value of the constant
«. Nevertheless, a choice for & must be done in order to
study the thermodynamics of the system.

We are interested in the first law of thermodynamics
from a local point of view: the involved quantities are
evaluated on the horizons, therefore the sources at infin-
ity (which generate the external field) are not accessible
to local observers near the black holes. Hence we will
discard work terms, in the first law, due to the variation
of the parameters b; [16].



We consider the system at thermal equilibrium from
now on, i.e. Ty = T» = T. This condition is satisfied by
imposing m1 = ms. We furthermore choose

o — [21 — 29 — 2mq
- Z1 — %2 (28)

X 6*(b1+52(m1+22))(m1+z2)7
in order to fulfill a Christodoulou—Ruffini mass for-
mula [36], as it happens for regular metrics in which the
asymptotic symmetry is different from the flat one [33]
37, B8]. For black hole configurations endowed with N
disconnected horizons the best proposal is an addictive
generalisation such that

=Y/ (20)
1

i=1 =

It is worth noting that m; = ms is not the only possibility
for thermal equilibrium, but it is clearly the simplest one.
Moreover, these choice guarantees the integrability of the
masses .

Defining the total mass M = M; + M, and the total
entropy S = S1 + 95, the first law of thermodynamics

5T = T53, (30)

is verified. We notice that the variation in is taken
with respect to the free parameters my, z1, 22, in which
« depends: thus the presence of « is crucial to the first
law.

We now turn to the verification of the second law of
thermodynamics. At this scope we consider a process in
which the initial state is described by two black holes at
finite distance with total mass M and entropy S, while
the final state is modeled by a single black hole of mass

MO — moe—(bl+(7n0+z())b2)(7n0+20)’ (31)

and entropy

Sy = 47Tm(2)82(b1+(m0+20)b2)(m0+20). (32)
Here mg and zp are the mass parameter and the position
of the single black hole, respectively. My and Sy are
computed from metric with a single black hole.
Note that, contrary to [10, [11], we do not assume zy =
0 a priori. The presence of the external gravitational field
breaks the translation invariance along the z-axis, since
the field acts differently on different points of the axis.
This fact is relevant, because it allows to regularise the
single black hole metric with b; # 0. In the single black
hole case, the regularisation condition is by = —2bs 2.

FIG. 2. The blue surface represents the entropy variation
AS, while the yellow surface is the 0 plane. The parameters
vary over the values m; € [0,150] and z; € [0,100]. Within
the whole parametric range the single black hole state results
more entropic than the disjoint pair.

In order to have a meaningful comparison we need to
compare the two states at equal energy [ﬂ and also their
background must coincide. Being b, unconstrained in the
single black hole configuration, we just have to equate the
values for by, which fixes the position of the single source
at

21+ 29

zZo = B . (33)

Then we require My = M, that fixes mg and z, as

2 —
mo = 2my /w, (34)
Z9 — 21

The entropy variation is given by AS = Sy— S, where the
value of the parameters found above must be substituted
into the expression. The result, which is a function of
mq and zp, is quite involved, but it can be plotted as
in Fig. 2l It is clear from the plot that the function is
always positive or null, i.e.

AS >0, (36)

which verifies the second law of thermodynamics. This is
one of the few cases in which the second law for a binary
system can be verified analytically; it has been done, e.g.,
for the Majumdar—Papapetrou solution [39].

6 We are assuming that there is no energy loss due to emitted
radiation.



V. CONCLUSIONS

In this Letter we built the first analytical solution de-
scribing two black holes at equilibrium in General Rel-
ativity. Its feasibility relies on two novel fundamental
features for this kind of model: (7) the spacetime is com-
pletely regular outside the black hole horizons and (i7)
the metric, thanks to its multipolar expansion, can be
naturally embedded in phenomenological settings, such
as the center of galaxies. Thus the presented solution can
be considered of some realistic astrophysical interest, or
even as a reference for Numerical Relativity. In fact it
is possible to transform perturbatively our binary model
to a rotating frame (relative to the center of mass of the
sources) [40]. Obviously, it would be necessary a solution
generating technique that deals with a metric depending
on three coordinates to exactly model the gravitational
coalescence of two sources, which is an intrinsically dy-
namical phenomenon; unfortunately such a method is not
available at the moment. However the system described

in this work could be at least interpreted, in the above
co-rotating frame and at first approximation, as a sta-
tionary phase of a binary black hole interaction during a
merging process.

Generalisation to an infinite array of sources can be
achieved in a straightforward manner: to this end, the
complete multipolar expansion of the external gravita-
tional field will be necessary to obtain a regular solution.
Also the inclusion of electromagnetic charge, NUT and
angular momentum represents a natural generalisation
of the spacetime studied here [19].
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