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Abstract

In model building studies, it is important to check the energy conditions for the
corresponding energy-momentum tensor determined by the gravitational field
equations in order to single out physically reasonable models. In this process,
one often encounters a situation where the energy-momentum tensor has one
off-diagonal “space-time” component in the frame with an orthonormal basis in
a given spacetime. We derive useful criteria of energy-momentum tensors for
their Hawking-Ellis types and the standard energy conditions in such situations.
As demonstrations, we apply those criteria to four different systems.
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1 Introduction

The energy conditions on the energy-momentum tensor of a matter field guarantee that
the matter field behaves in a physically reasonable manner. For example, the weak energy
condition (WEC) guarantees that the energy density measured by an observer moving along
any timelike orbit is non-negative, and the dominant energy condition (DEC) guarantees
that, in addition to the WEC, the energy flux of the matter field does not propagate faster
than the speed of light. Actually, fundamental results in general relativity showing the
desirable behaviour of spacetime, such as the black-hole area theorem [1] and the positive
mass theorem [2–5], have been proved under certain energy conditions. Also, Penrose’s
singularity theorem [6] has been proved under the null convergence condition, which is
equivalent in general relativity to the null energy condition (NEC), the weakest among all
the standard energy conditions.

Although a matter field including quantum effects such as the Casimir effect [7, 8] can
violate the NEC, it is reasonable to assume that classical matter fields satisfy the energy
conditions. For example, fundamental fields such as an electromagnetic field and a scalar
field with an appropriate potential satisfy all standard energy conditions. A perfect fluid,
which is a phenomenological matter field, obeying an appropriate equation of state also
satisfies all standard energy conditions. These results are completely general and have
been derived without any assumption of spacetime symmetry [9].

However, we sometimes need to study the corresponding matter fields for a given space-
time configuration. This is the case when we construct a model of a non-singular black-hole
spacetime [10] or a black hole in the expanding universe [11–16]. Then, the components of
the corresponding energy-momentum tensor Tµν are determined by the gravitational field
equations. In such a case, the energy conditions may be used to check whether the resulting
Tµν is physically valid or not.

Energy-momentum tensors Tµν can generally be classified into four Hawking-Ellis types
in arbitrary n(≥ 3) dimensions [17–22]. In two dimensions (n = 2), it is classified into three
types. The components of Tµν in an orthonormal frame can be written in a canonical form
for each type by a local Lorentz transformation, and inequalities equivalent to the standard
energy conditions are available for those orthonormal-frame components. However, with a
natural set of basis vectors or one-forms in a given spacetime, those inequalities cannot be
used immediately, as the components in the frame do not take canonical forms in general.
Therefore, the inequalities equivalent to the standard energy conditions for more general
orthonormal-frame components would be useful for future investigation.

In the present paper, we derive criteria for the Hawking-Ellis types and the standard
energy conditions for the case where the energy-momentum tensor Tµν has a single off-
diagonal “space-time” component in an orthonormal frame, which is frequently encountered
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in model building studies. The organization of the present paper is as follows. In Sec. 2,
we will present our main results. In Sec. 3, we will apply our results to four different
systems. We will summarize our results in the final section. Our conventions for curvature
tensors are [∇ρ,∇σ]V

µ = Rµ
νρσV

ν and Rµν = Rρ
µρν . We adopt units such that c = 1.

The signature of the Minkowski spacetime is (−,+, . . . ,+), and Greek indices run over all
spacetime indices. Other types of indices will be specified in the main text.

2 Criteria for energy conditions

2.1 Preliminaries

In an n(≥ 2)-dimensional spacetime, the components of an energy-momentum tensor Tµν

in an orthonormal frame are given by

T(a)(b) = TµνE
µ
(a)E

ν
(b), (2.1)

where {Eµ
(a)} (a = 0, 1, · · · , n− 1) are orthonormal basis vectors satisfying

Eµ
(a)E(b)µ = η(a)(b) = diag(−1, 1, · · · , 1). (2.2)

The metric in this orthonormal frame η(a)(b) and its inverse η(a)(b) are respectively used to

lower and raise the indices (a) and the spacetime metric gµν is given by gµν = η(a)(b)E
(a)
µ E

(b)
ν .

The Hawking-Ellis classification of an energy-momentum tensor Tµν is performed ac-
cording to eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the following eigenvalue equations;

T (a)(b)n(b) = λη(a)(b)n(b) ⇔ T µνnν = λgµνnν , (2.3)

where n(a) = E
(a)
µ nµ [9,17]. The eigenvalues λ are determined by the characteristic equation:

det
(

T (a)(b) − λη(a)(b)
)

= 0. (2.4)

In arbitrary n(≥ 3) dimensions that Tµν can be classified into four types depending on the
properties of its eigenvectors as summarized in Table 1 [9, 17]. In two dimensions (n = 2),
Tµν is classified into the type I, II, or IV. It is noted that, in a static region of spacetime,
Tµν is of type I in any gravitation theory whose Lagrangian is a function of the Riemann
tensor and metric [23].

For each type of Tµν , equivalent expressions of the standard energy conditions are avail-
able [9]. The standard energy conditions for Tµν are stated as follows:
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Table 1: Eigenvectors of type-I–IV energy-momentum tensors.
Type Eigenvectors

I 1 timelike, n− 1 spacelike
II 1 null (doubly degenerated), n− 2 spacelike
III 1 null (triply degenerated), n− 3 spacelike
IV 2 complex, n− 2 spacelike

• Null energy condition (NEC): Tµνk
µkν ≥ 0 for any null vector kµ.

• Weak energy condition (WEC): Tµνv
µvν ≥ 0 for any timelike vector vµ.

• Dominant energy condition (DEC): Tµνv
µvν ≥ 0 and JµJ

µ ≤ 0 hold for any timelike
vector vµ, where Jµ := −T µ

νv
ν is an energy-flux vector for an observer with its

tangent vector vµ.

• Strong energy condition (SEC):
(

Tµν − 1
n−2

Tgµν
)

vµvν ≥ 0 for any timelike vector vµ.

The SEC is equivalent to the timelike convergence condition Rµνv
µvν ≥ 0 for any timelike

vector in general relativity and defined only for n ≥ 3. We note that, although n ≥ 3 is
assumed in [9], the results presented there for the NEC, WEC, and DEC are valid also for
n = 2.

By a local Lorentz transformation Eµ
(a) → Ẽµ

(a) := L
(b)

(a) Eµ
(b) with L

(b)
(a) satisfying

L
(c)

(a) L
(d)

(b) η(c)(d) = η(a)(b), T (a)(b) of each type is written in a canonical form [9, 17, 24].
The canonical form of type I is

T (a)(b) = diag(ρ, p1, p2, · · · , pn−1) (2.5)

and equivalent expressions of the standard energy conditions are given as follows:

NEC : ρ+ pi ≥ 0 for i = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1, (2.6)

WEC : ρ ≥ 0 in addition to NEC, (2.7)

DEC : ρ− pi ≥ 0 for i = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1 in addition to WEC, (2.8)

SEC : (n− 3)ρ+
∑n−1

j=1pj ≥ 0 in addition to NEC (2.9)

The canonical form of type II is

T (a)(b) =



















ρ+ ν ν 0 0 · · · 0
ν −ρ+ ν 0 0 · · · 0
0 0 p2 0 · · · 0

0 0 0
. . .

...
...

...
...

... · · · . . . 0
0 0 0 · · · 0 pn−1



















(2.10)
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with ν 6= 0 and equivalent expressions of the standard energy conditions are

NEC : ν ≥ 0 and ρ+ pi ≥ 0 for i = 2, 3, · · · , n− 1, (2.11)

WEC : ρ ≥ 0 in addition to NEC, (2.12)

DEC : ρ− pi ≥ 0 for i = 2, 3, · · · , n− 1 in addition to WEC, (2.13)

SEC : (n− 4)ρ+
∑n−1

j=2pj ≥ 0 in addition to NEC (2.14)

The canonical form of type III is

T (a)(b) =























ρ+ ν ν ζ 0 0 · · · 0
ν −ρ+ ν ζ 0 0 · · · 0
ζ ζ −ρ 0 0 · · · 0
0 0 0 p3 0 · · · 0

0 0 0 0
. . .

...
...

...
...

...
... · · · . . . 0

0 0 0 0 · · · 0 pn−1























(2.15)

with ζ 6= 0 and the type III energy-momentum tensor violates all the standard energy
conditions. In fact, one can set ν = 0 for type III without loss of generality by a local
Lorentz transformation as presented in Ref. [24]. Nevertheless, the present form (2.15)
admitting the type-II limit ζ → 0 may be useful. The canonical form of type IV is

T (a)(b) =



















ρ ν 0 0 · · · 0
ν −ρ 0 0 · · · 0
0 0 p2 0 · · · 0

0 0 0
. . .

...
...

...
...

... · · · . . . 0
0 0 0 · · · 0 pn−1



















(2.16)

with ν 6= 0 and the type IV energy-momentum tensor violates all the standard energy
conditions. Although a different form of T (a)(b) for type IV in the textbook [17], the
expression (2.16) may be more useful as pointed out in Ref. [24].

2.2 Main results

If one finds orthonormal basis one-forms E
(a)
µ in a given spacetime to provide T (a)(b) in

canonical forms (2.5)–(2.16), one can immediately identify the spacetime regions where the

standard energy conditions are satisfied or violated. However, a natural set of E
(a)
µ read

off from the metric do not generally provide canonical forms of T (a)(b). For this reason,
equivalent expressions of the energy conditions for T (a)(b) in a more general form must be
useful.
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In particular, as the simplest nontrivial case, we consider the following form of T (a)(b) in
the present paper:

T (a)(b) =



















T (0)(0) T (0)(1) 0 0 · · · 0
T (0)(1) T (1)(1) 0 0 · · · 0

0 0 p2 0 · · · 0

0 0 0
. . .

...
...

...
...

... · · · . . . 0
0 0 0 · · · 0 pn−1



















. (2.17)

One often encounters the above form of T (a)(b) with p2 = p3 = · · · = pn−1 in a spherically
symmetric spacetime, for example. The Hawking-Ellis type of this T (a)(b) is the same as
the type of the two-dimensional portion T (α)(β) (α, β = 0, 1) because Lorentz-covariant
eigenvectors n(b) (b = 2, 3, · · · , n− 1) corresponding to the eigenvalues p2, p3, · · · , pn−1 are
all spacelike, namely η(a)(b)n(a)n(b)(= gµνnµnν) > 0 holds. The Hawking-Ellis type of T (α)(β)

is determined by the following two-dimensional eigenvalue equations:

T (α)(β)n(β) = λη(α)(β)n(β). (2.18)

The eigenvalues λ are determined by the characteristic equation:

det
(

T (α)(β) − λη(α)(β)
)

= 0. (2.19)

In fact, T (α)(β) is of (i) type I if all the eigenvalues λ determined by the characteristic
equation (2.19) are real and non-degenerate, (ii) type II if the eigenvalues are degenerate,
and (iii) type IV if the eigenvalues are complex [9, 17]. Type III is not possible since
the eigenvalues cannot be triply degenerated in two dimensions. Thus, one can show the
following lemma.

Lemma 1 (Hawking-Ellis type) The Hawking-Ellis type of the energy-momentum ten-
sor (2.17) is type I if T (0)(1) = 0. If T (0)(1) 6= 0, it is determined as

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 > 4(T (0)(1))2 ⇒ Type I, (2.20)

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 = 4(T (0)(1))2 ⇒ Type II, (2.21)

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 < 4(T (0)(1))2 ⇒ Type IV. (2.22)

Proof: If T (0)(1) = 0 holds, T (a)(b) is diagonal and hence it is of type I. Hereafter we assume
T (0)(1) 6= 0. For the two-dimensional part of Eq. (2.17), the eigenvalue equations (2.18) are
written as

T (0)(0)n(0) + T (0)(1)n(1) = −λn(0), (2.23)

T (1)(0)n(0) + T (1)(1)n(1) = λn(1) (2.24)
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and the characteristic equation (2.19) is solved to give λ = λ±, where

λ± :=
1

2

{

(T (1)(1) − T (0)(0))±
√
D
}

, (2.25)

D :=(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2. (2.26)

If D > 0 holds, λ± are real and not equal and then the Lorentz-covariant eigenvectors
n(β) corresponding to λ± are given by

n(0) = ζ, n(1) = −(T (1)(1) + T (0)(0))±
√
D

2T (0)(1)
ζ, (2.27)

where ζ is an arbitrary non-vanishing constant. By the following expression;

η(α)(β)n(α)n(β) =

√
D{

√
D ± (T (1)(1) + T (0)(0))}

2(T (0)(1))2
ζ2, (2.28)

one of these eigenvectors is timelike and the other is spacelike and therefore T (a)(b) is of the
Hawking-Ellis type I.

If D = 0 holds, the eigenvalues are real and degenerate such as λ+ = λ− = (T (1)(1) −
T (0)(0))/2. In this case the Lorentz-covariant eigenvector corresponding to λ+ = λ− is

n(0) = ζ, n(1) = −ζ if T (0)(1) =
1

2
(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1)), (2.29)

n(0) = ζ, n(1) = ζ if T (0)(1) = −1

2
(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1)). (2.30)

Since η(α)(β)n(α)n(β) = 0 holds in both cases, these eigenvectors are null and therefore T (a)(b)

is of the Hawking-Ellis type II.

If D < 0 holds, λ± are complex and conjugate to each other and their corresponding
Lorentz-covariant eigenvectors are also complex. Therefore, T (a)(b) is of the Hawking-Ellis
type IV.

By Lemma 1, all the standard energy conditions are violated if (T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 <
4(T (0)(1))2 holds. Now let us see the claim of Lemma 1 in a different manner. In order to
check whether T (α)(β) is diagonalizable, we perform a local Lorentz transformation in the
(0)(1)-plane in the orthonormal frame such that

Ẽ(0)
µ := coshαE(0)

µ − sinhαE(1)
µ ,

Ẽ(1)
µ := − sinhαE(0)

µ + coshαE(1)
µ .

(2.31)

With a parametrization such that

coshα =
1√

1− v2
, sinhα =

v√
1− v2

, (2.32)
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where v is real and satisfies −1 < v < 1, orthonormal components with the new basis
one-forms are computed to give

T̃ (0)(0) := T µνẼ(0)
µ Ẽ(0)

ν =
1

1− v2
(

T (0)(0) − 2vT (0)(1) + v2T (1)(1)
)

, (2.33)

T̃ (0)(1) := T µνẼ(0)
µ Ẽ(1)

ν =
1

1− v2
{

−vT (0)(0) + (1 + v2)T (0)(1) − vT (1)(1)
}

, (2.34)

T̃ (1)(1) := T µνẼ(1)
µ Ẽ(1)

ν =
1

1− v2
(

v2T (0)(0) − 2vT (0)(1) + T (1)(1)
)

. (2.35)

For (T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2 < 0, T̃ (0)(1) = 0 does not admit any real solution of v,
so that T (a)(b) is not diagonalizable and of type IV. For (T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2 = 0,
T̃ (0)(1) = 0 admits real solutions v = ±1, so that T (a)(b) is not diagonalizable either and of
type II. For (T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2 > 0, since f(1)f(−1) = 4(T (0)(1))2 − (T (0)(0) +
T (1)(1))2(< 0) holds, where

f(v) :=(1− v2)T̃ (0)(1) = T (0)(1)v2 − (T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))v + T (0)(1), (2.36)

T̃ (0)(1) = 0 with T (0)(1) 6= 0 admits a single real solution in the domain −1 < v < 1 given
by

v =
1

2T (0)(1)

{

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))− ε
√

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2
}

. (2.37)

Here ε = 1(−1) is required for T (0)(0) + T (1)(1) > (<)0 in order to satisfy v2 < 1, which is
shown by

v2 =1 +
(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2

2(T (0)(1))2

− ε(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))

2(T (0)(1))2

√

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2. (2.38)

Therefore in this case, T (a)(b) is diagonalizable and of type I.

The following proposition is the main result of the present paper.

Proposition 1 (Energy-condition criteria) For an energy-momentum tensor (2.17) in
an orthonormal frame, all the standard energy conditions are violated if (T (0)(0)+T (1)(1))2 <
4(T (0)(1))2 or T (0)(0)+T (1)(1) < 0 is satisfied. If (T (0)(0)+T (1)(1))2 ≥ 4(T (0)(1))2 and T (0)(0)+
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T (1)(1) ≥ 0 hold, equivalent expressions of the standard energy conditions are given by

NEC : T (0)(0) − T (1)(1) + 2pi +
√

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2 ≥ 0

for i = 2, 3, · · · , n− 1, (2.39)

WEC : T (0)(0) − T (1)(1) +
√

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2 ≥ 0

in addition to NEC, (2.40)

DEC : T (0)(0) − T (1)(1) − 2pi +
√

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2 ≥ 0

for i = 2, 3, · · · , n− 1 and T (0)(0) − T (1)(1) ≥ 0 in addition to WEC, (2.41)

SEC : (n− 4)(T (0)(0) − T (1)(1)) + 2
n−1
∑

j=2

pj

+ (n− 2)
√

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2 ≥ 0 in addition to NEC. (2.42)

Proof: First we consider the case with T (0)(1) = 0 and identity in Eq. (2.5) as ρ ≡ T (0)(0)

and p1 ≡ T (1)(1). Then, the NEC is violated if T (0)(0) + T (1)(1) < 0 holds by Eq. (2.6). In
the case of T (0)(0) + T (1)(1) ≥ 0, Eqs. (2.6)–(2.9) become

NEC : T (0)(0) + pi ≥ 0 for i = 2, 3, · · · , n− 1, (2.43)

WEC : T (0)(0) ≥ 0 in addition to NEC, (2.44)

DEC : T (0)(0) − T (1)(1) ≥ 0 and T (0)(0) − pi ≥ 0 for i = 2, 3, · · · , n− 1

in addition to WEC, (2.45)

SEC : (n− 3)T (0)(0) + T (1)(1) +
∑n−1

j=2pj ≥ 0 in addition to NEC, (2.46)

which are identical to Eqs. (2.39)–(2.42) with T (0)(1) = 0 and T (0)(0) + T (1)(1) ≥ 0.

Next we consider the case with T (0)(1) 6= 0. If (T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 < 4(T (0)(1))2 holds, T µν

is of type IV by Lemma 1, so that all the standard energy conditions are violated.

If (T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 = 4(T (0)(1))2( 6= 0) holds, T µν is of type II by Lemma 1. In the
case of T (0)(1) = (T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))/2, the energy-momentum tensor (2.17) is in the type II
form (2.10) with

ν =
1

2
(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1)), ρ =

1

2
(T (0)(0) − T (1)(1)). (2.47)

In the case of T (0)(1) = −(T (0)(0) +T (1)(1))/2, with a basis one-form E
(1)
µ replaced by −E

(1)
µ ,

the energy-momentum tensor (2.17) is in the type II form (2.10) with Eq. (2.47). Thus, all
the standard energy conditions are violated if T (0)(0) + T (1)(1) < 0 is satisfied by Eq. (2.11)
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in both cases. For T (0)(0) + T (1)(1) > 0, the equivalent expressions are Eqs. (2.39)–(2.42) by
Eqs. (2.11)–(2.14).

If (T (0)(0)+T (1)(1))2 > 4(T (0)(1))2( 6= 0) holds, T µν is of type I by Lemma 1. With v given
by Eq. (2.37), we obtain T̃ (0)(1) = 0 and Eqs. (2.33) and (2.35) become

T̃ (0)(0) =
1

2

{

(T (0)(0) − T (1)(1)) + ε
√

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2
}

, (2.48)

T̃ (1)(1) =
1

2

{

−(T (0)(0) − T (1)(1)) + ε
√

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2
}

. (2.49)

Identifying ρ ≡ T̃ (0)(0), p1 ≡ T̃ (1)(1) with Eqs. (2.48) and (2.49) in Eq. (2.5), we obtain

ρ+ p1 = ε
√

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2, (2.50)

ρ+ pi =
1

2

[

(T (0)(0) − T (1)(1)) + ε
√

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2
]

+pi, (2.51)

ρ− p1 = T (0)(0) − T (1)(1), (2.52)

ρ− pi =
1

2

[

(T (0)(0) − T (1)(1)) + ε
√

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2
]

−pi, (2.53)

(n− 3)ρ+

n−1
∑

j=1

pj =
n− 4

2
(T (0)(0) − T (1)(1)) +

n−1
∑

j=2

pj

+
ε(n− 2)

2

√

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2, (2.54)

where i = 2, 3, · · · , n− 1. If T (0)(0) +T (1)(1) < 0 is satisfied, we have ε = −1, so that all the
standard energy conditions are violated by Eqs. (2.6) and (2.50). For T (0)(0)+T (1)(1) > 0, we
have ε = 1 and then the equivalent expressions are Eqs. (2.39)–(2.42) by Eqs. (2.6)–(2.9).

3 Applications

In this section, as demonstrations, we apply the results obtained in the previous section to
four different systems.

10



3.1 Spacetime with a base manifold

We consider the following warped spacetime (Mn, gµν) of a two-dimensional Lorentzian
spacetime (M2, gAB) and an (n− 2)-dimensional Riemannian base manifold (Kn−2, γij):

ds2 = gAB(y)dy
AdyB +R2(y)γij(z)dz

idzj , (3.1)

where yA (A = 0, 1) and zi (i = 2, 3, · · · , n − 1) are coordinates on (M2, gAB) and
(Kn−2, γij), respectively. Here we assume that gravitational field equations give an energy-
momentum tensor in the form of

Tµνdx
µdxν =TAB(y)dy

AdyB + pt(y)R(y)2γij(z)dz
idzj . (3.2)

General relativity with or without a cosmological constant and a variety of scalar-tensor
theories satisfy this condition if (Kn−2, γij) is an Einstein space. In a more general Lovelock
gravity [25], this condition is satisfied if (Kn−2, γij) is an Einstein space satisfying additional
conditions [26–28].

One may introduce basis one-forms {E(a)
µ } in the spacetime (3.1) such that

E(α)
µ dxµ = E

(α)
A dyA, E(k)

µ dxµ = Re
(k)
i dzi, (3.3)

where basis one-forms {E(α)
A } (α = 0, 1) on (M2, gAB) satisfy

EA
(α)E(β)A = η(α)(β) = diag(−1, 1) (3.4)

and e
(k)
i (k = 2, 3, · · · , n− 1) are basis one-forms on (Kn−2, γij) satisfying

γij = δ(k)(l)e
(k)
i e

(l)
j ↔ γije

(k)
i e

(l)
j = δ(k)(l). (3.5)

With this set of basis one-forms, non-zero components of T (a)(b) are T (0)(0), T (0)(1)(= T (1)(0)),
T (1)(1), and T (2)(2) = T (3)(3) = · · · = T (n−1)(n−1) = pt. Now we apply Proposition 1 with
three different coordinate systems on (M2, gAB).

Corollary 1 (Energy conditions in diagonal coordinates) For an energy-momentum
tensor (3.2) in the spacetime (3.1) in the following diagonal coordinates yA = (t, x) on
(M2, gAB);

ds2 = −e2Φ(t,x)dt2 + e2Ψ(t,x)dx2 +R(t, x)2γij(z)dz
idzj , (3.6)

all the energy conditions are violated in a region with e−2ΦTtt + e−2ΨTxx < 0 or D1 < 0,
where

D1 := (e−2ΦTtt + e−2ΨTxx + 2e−Φ−ΨTtx)(e
−2ΦTtt + e−2ΨTxx − 2e−Φ−ΨTtx). (3.7)

11



In a region where D1 ≥ 0 and e−2ΦTtt + e−2ΨTxx ≥ 0 hold, equivalent expressions of the
standard energy conditions are given by

NEC : e−2ΦTtt − e−2ΨTxx + 2pt +
√

D1 ≥ 0, (3.8)

WEC : e−2ΦTtt − e−2ΨTxx +
√

D1 ≥ 0 in addition to NEC, (3.9)

DEC : e−2ΦTtt − e−2ΨTxx − 2pt +
√

D1 ≥ 0

and e−2ΦTtt − e−2ΨTxx ≥ 0 in addition to WEC, (3.10)

SEC : (n− 4)(e−2ΦTtt − e−2ΨTxx) + 2(n− 2)pt + (n− 2)
√

D1 ≥ 0

in addition to NEC. (3.11)

Proof: With the following orthonormal basis one-forms on (M2, gAB)

E(0)
µ dxµ =− eΦdt, E(1)

µ dxµ = eΨdx, (3.12)

we obtain

T (0)(0) =e−2ΦTtt, T (1)(1) = e−2ΨTxx, T (0)(1) = e−Φ−ΨTtx, (3.13)

which give

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2 = D1, (3.14)

where D1 is defined by Eq. (3.7). Then, the corollary follows from Proposition 1.

Corollary 2 (Energy conditions in single-null coordinates) For an energy-momentum
tensor (3.2) in the spacetime (3.1) in the following single-null coordinates yA = (u, r) on
(M2, gAB);

ds2 = −f(u, r)du2 − 2ǫe−δ(u,r)dudr +R(u, r)2γij(z)dz
idzj , (3.15)

where ǫ = ±1, all the energy conditions are violated in a region where D2 < 0 or Tuu −
ǫfeδTur + (f 2/4 + 1)e2δTrr < 0 is satisfied, where

D2 := e2δTrr(4Tuu − 4ǫfeδTur + f 2e2δTrr). (3.16)

In a region where D2 ≥ 0 and Tuu − ǫfeδTur + (f 2/4 + 1)e2δTrr ≥ 0 hold, equivalent
expressions of the standard energy conditions are given by

NEC : 2ǫeδTur − fe2δTrr + 2pt +
√

D2 ≥ 0, (3.17)

WEC : 2ǫeδTur − fe2δTrr +
√

D2 ≥ 0 in addition to NEC, (3.18)

DEC : 2ǫeδTur − fe2δTrr − 2pt +
√

D2 ≥ 0

and 2ǫeδTur − fe2δTrr ≥ 0 in addition to WEC, (3.19)

SEC : (n− 4)(2ǫeδTur − fe2δTrr) + 2(n− 2)pt + (n− 2)
√

D2 ≥ 0

in addition to NEC. (3.20)
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Proof: With the following orthonormal basis one-forms on (M2, gAB)

E(0)
µ dxµ =− 1√

2

(

1 +
f

2

)

du− ǫ√
2
e−δdr, (3.21)

E(1)
µ dxµ =− 1√

2

(

1− f

2

)

du+
ǫ√
2
e−δdr, (3.22)

we obtain

T (0)(0) =
1

8

{

4Tuu − 4ǫ(f − 2)eδTur + (f − 2)2e2δTrr

}

, (3.23)

T (1)(1) =
1

8

{

4Tuu − 4ǫ(f + 2)eδTur + (f + 2)2e2δTrr

}

, (3.24)

T (0)(1) =
1

8

{

−4Tuu + 4ǫfeδTur − (f + 2)(f − 2)e2δTrr

}

, (3.25)

which give

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2 = D2, (3.26)

T (0)(0) + T (1)(1) = Tuu − ǫfeδTur +

(

1

4
f 2 + 1

)

e2δTrr, (3.27)

T (0)(0) − T (1)(1) = 2ǫeδTur − fe2δTrr. (3.28)

where D2 is defined by Eq. (3.16). Then, the corollary follows from Proposition 1.

Corollary 3 (Energy conditions in double-null coordinates) For an energy-momentum
tensor (3.2) in the spacetime (3.1) in the following double-null coordinates yA = (u, v) on
(M2, gAB);

ds2 = −2e−f(u,v)dudv +R(u, v)2γij(z)dz
idzj , (3.29)

all the standard energy conditions are violated in a region where TuuTvv < 0 or Tuu+Tvv < 0
is satisfied. In a region where TuuTvv ≥ 0 and Tuu + Tvv ≥ 0 hold, equivalent expressions of
the standard energy conditions are given by

NEC : Tuv + pte
−f +

√

TuuTvv ≥ 0, (3.30)

WEC : Tuv +
√

TuuTvv ≥ 0 in addition to NEC, (3.31)

DEC : Tuv − pte
−f +

√

TuuTvv ≥ 0 and Tuv ≥ 0 in addition to WEC, (3.32)

SEC : (n− 4)Tuv + (n− 2)pte
−f + (n− 2)

√

TuuTvv ≥ 0 in addition to NEC. (3.33)

Proof: With the following orthonormal basis one-forms on (M2, gAB)

E(0)
µ dxµ = − 1√

2
e−f/2(du+ dv) (3.34)

E(1)
µ dxµ =

1√
2
e−f/2(du− dv). (3.35)
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we obtain

T (0)(0) =
1

2
ef (Tuu + 2Tuv + Tvv), (3.36)

T (1)(1) =
1

2
ef (Tuu − 2Tuv + Tvv), (3.37)

T (0)(1) =
1

2
ef (Tuu − Tvv), (3.38)

which give

(T (0)(0) + T (1)(1))2 − 4(T (0)(1))2 = 4e2fTuuTvv, (3.39)

T (0)(0) + T (1)(1) = ef(Tuu + Tvv), (3.40)

T (0)(0) − T (1)(1) = 2efTuv. (3.41)

Then, the corollary follows from Proposition 1.

Corollary 3 shows that the NEC implies Tuu ≥ 0 and Tvv ≥ 0 and the DEC implies
Tuu ≥ 0, Tvv ≥ 0, and Tuv ≥ 0 in the spacetime with a metric given by Eq. (3.29).

3.2 Generalized Kerr spacetime

The second application is to a stationary and axisymmetric spacetime. In particular,
we consider the following Gürses-Gürsey spacetime in the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates
(t, r, θ, ϕ);

ds2 =−
(

1− 2M(r)r

Σ(r, θ)

)

dt2 − 4aM(r)r sin2 θ

Σ(r, θ)
dtdφ

+
Σ(r, θ)

∆(r)
dr2 + Σ(r, θ)dθ2 +

(

r2 + a2 +
2a2M(r)r sin2 θ

Σ(r, θ)

)

sin2 θdφ2,

Σ(r, θ) := r2 + a2 cos2 θ, ∆(r) := r2 + a2 − 2rM(r),

(3.42)

in which a is a constant and M(r) is a function of r [29]. If M(r) is constant, the metric
(3.42) reduces to Kerr in the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates. A regular null hypersurface
r = rh determined by ∆(rh) = 0 is a Killing horizon associated with a Killing vector
ξµ = (1, 0, 0, a/(r2h + a2)). The Gürses-Gürsey metric has been used to construct models
of a rotating non-singular black hole [10, 30–37]. Gürses and Gürsey showed that the
corresponding matter field in general relativity can be interpreted as an anisotropic fluid,
which is of the Hawking-Ellis type I [29].

In the coordinates (3.42), a Killing horizon r = rh is a coordinate singularity. For
this reason, we will study the Gürses-Gürsey spacetime in the following Doran coordinates
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(η, r, θ, ϕ) [10, 38, 39]:

ds2 =− dη2 + Σ(r, θ)dθ2 + (r2 + a2) sin2 θdϕ2

+
Σ(r, θ)

r2 + a2

{

dr +

√

2M(r)r(r2 + a2)

Σ(r, θ)
(dη − a sin2 θdϕ)

}2

, (3.43)

which is obtained from Eq. (3.42) by the following coordinate transformations

dt = dη −
√

2M(r)r(r2 + a2)

∆(r)
dr, (3.44)

dφ = dϕ− a

∆(r)

√

2M(r)r

r2 + a2
dr. (3.45)

Different from the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, Killing horizons are not coordinate singu-
larities in the Doran coordinates.

Natural orthonormal basis one-forms in the spacetime (3.43) are

E(0)
µ dxµ = −dη,

E(1)
µ dxµ =

√

Σ(r, θ)

r2 + a2

{

dr +

√

2M(r)r(r2 + a2)

Σ(r, θ)
(dη − a sin2 θdϕ)

}

,

E(2)
µ dxµ =

√
Σdθ, E(3)

µ dxµ =
√
r2 + a2 sin θdϕ.

(3.46)

with which non-zero orthonormal components of the Einstein tensor G(a)(b) are

G(0)(0) =Σ−3[−rM ′′Σa2 sin2 θ + 2M ′(r4 + a2r2 − a4 sin2 θ cos2 θ)], (3.47)

G(0)(3) =a sin θ
√
r2 + a2Σ−3[rM ′′Σ− 2M ′(r2 − a2 cos2 θ)], (3.48)

G(1)(1) =− 2r2Σ−2M ′, (3.49)

G(2)(2) =− Σ−2(rM ′′Σ+ 2M ′a2 cos2 θ), (3.50)

G(3)(3) =− Σ−3[rM ′′Σ(r2 + a2) + 2a2M ′{(r2 + a2) cos2 θ − r2 sin2 θ}], (3.51)

where a prime denotes differentiation with respect to r. Thus, one can use Lemma 1 and
Proposition 1 by exchanging the index (1) for (3).

Corollary 4 (Energy conditions in the Gürses-Gürsey spacetime) For the corre-
sponding energy-momentum tensor in the Gürses-Gürsey spacetime (3.43) in general rela-
tivity, equivalent expressions of the standard energy conditions are given by

NEC : 2M ′(r2 − a2 cos2 θ)− rM ′′Σ ≥ 0, (3.52)

WEC : M ′ ≥ 0 in addition to NEC, (3.53)

DEC : rM ′′ + 2M ′ ≥ 0 in addition to WEC, (3.54)

SEC : rM ′′Σ+ 2M ′a2 cos2 θ ≤ 0 in addition to NEC. (3.55)
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Proof: We compute

(G(0)(0) +G(3)(3))2 − 4(G(0)(3))2 =Σ−4[rM ′′Σ− 2M ′(r2 − a2 cos2 θ)]2 =: D3 (3.56)

and D3 = 0 implies G(0)(3) = 0, so that the corresponding energy-momentum tensor Tµν in
general relativity is of type I by Lemma 1. By Proposition 1 with

G(0)(0) +G(3)(3) = −Σ−3(r2 + a2 + a2 sin2 θ)[rM ′′Σ− 2M ′(r2 − a2 cos2 θ)], (3.57)

all the standard energy conditions are violated if rM ′′Σ− 2M ′(r2 − a2 cos2 θ) > 0 holds. If
rM ′′Σ− 2M ′(r2 − a2 cos2 θ) ≤ 0 holds, we obtain

√

D3 = −Σ−2[rM ′′Σ− 2M ′(r2 − a2 cos2 θ)] (3.58)

and hence

G(0)(0) −G(3)(3) + 2G(1)(1) +
√

D3 = 0, (3.59)

G(0)(0) −G(3)(3) + 2G(2)(2) +
√

D3 = −2Σ−2[rM ′′Σ− 2M ′(r2 − a2 cos2 θ)], (3.60)

G(0)(0) −G(3)(3) +
√

D3 = 4r2M ′Σ−2, (3.61)

G(0)(0) −G(3)(3) − 2G(1)(1) +
√

D3 = 8r2M ′Σ−2, (3.62)

G(0)(0) −G(3)(3) − 2G(2)(2) +
√

D3 = 2Σ−1(rM ′′ + 2M ′), (3.63)

G(1)(1) +G(2)(2) +
√

D3 = −2Σ−2(rM ′′Σ+ 2M ′a2 cos2 θ). (3.64)

Then, the corollary follows from Proposition 1 with n = 4.

As an alternative and more direct approach to prove Corollary 4 [10], we may intro-

duce a new set of the basis one-forms {Ẽ(0)
µ , E

(1)
µ , E

(2)
µ , Ẽ

(3)
µ } obtained by a local Lorentz

transformation on the plane spanned by E
(0)
µ and E

(3)
µ such that

Ẽ(0)
µ = coshαE(0)

µ − sinhαE(3)
µ ,

Ẽ(3)
µ = − sinhαE(0)

µ + coshαE(3)
µ

(3.65)

with

coshα =

√

r2 + a2

Σ(r, θ)
, sinhα = − a sin θ

√

Σ(r, θ)
. (3.66)

Non-zero components of G̃(a)(b) = GµνẼ
(a)
µ Ẽ

(b)
ν with the new set of basis one-forms are then

G̃(0)(0) =
2r2M ′

Σ2
, G̃(1)(1) = −2r2M ′

Σ2
, (3.67)

G̃(2)(2) =G̃(3)(3) = −rM ′′Σ + 2a2M ′ cos2 θ

Σ2
. (3.68)
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Therefore, the corresponding energy-momentum tensor T µν := Gµν/(8πG) in general rela-
tivity is of the Hawking-Ellis type I and its orthonormal components are given in the type-I
form (2.5) with

ρ =− p1 =
r2M ′

4πGΣ2
, p2 = p3 = −rM ′′Σ + 2M ′a2 cos2 θ

8πGΣ2
, (3.69)

where G is the gravitational constant. Equation (3.69) gives

ρ+ p1 = 0, ρ− p1 =
r2M ′

2πGΣ2
,

ρ+ p2 = ρ+ p3 =
2M ′(r2 − a2 cos2 θ)− rM ′′Σ

8πGΣ2
,

ρ− p2 = ρ− p3 =
rM ′′ + 2M ′

8πGΣ
,

ρ+ p1 + p2 + p3 = −rM ′′Σ+ 2M ′a2 cos2 θ

4πGΣ2

(3.70)

and then Corollary 4 follows from Eqs. (2.6)–(2.9) with Eqs. (3.69) and (3.70).

3.3 Imperfect fluid without shear viscosity

As the third application of Proposition 1, we study the energy conditions without assuming
any spacetime symmetry for a relativistic imperfect fluid without shear viscosity. The
energy-momentum tensor for a relativistic imperfect fluid in n(≥ 2) dimensions is given by

Tµν =ρuµuν + phµν + (uµqν + qµuν) + πµν , (3.71)

where ρ is the energy density, p is a pressure, uµ is an n-velocity of the fluid element
satisfying uµu

µ = −1, hµν := gµν + uµuν is a projection tensor satisfying hµνu
ν = 0, qµ

is the (spacelike) heat flux vector satisfying uµq
µ = 0, and πµν(= π(µν)) is a viscous shear

tensor satisfying πµνu
µ = 0. The viscous shear tensor πµν is written as

πµν =− ζθhµν − 2ησµν , (3.72)

where ζ(≥ 0) is the coefficient of bulk viscosity, η(≥ 0) is the coefficient of shear viscosity,
and the expansion θ and the shear tensor σµν(= σ(µν)) of the fluid are defined by

θ := ∇µu
µ, (3.73)

σµν := ∇(µuν) + a(µuν) −
1

n− 1
θhµν . (3.74)

Here aµ := uν∇νu
µ is an acceleration vector. Since aµu

µ = 0 holds, σµν is trace-free
(σµ

µ = 0) and satisfies σµνu
ν = 0, so that σµν ≡ 0 holds for n = 2.

The following corollary is an n(≥ 2)-dimensional generalization of Corollary 1 in [40]
including the NEC.
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Corollary 5 (Energy conditions for imperfect fluid without shear viscosity) For
an imperfect fluid given by Eqs. (3.71)–(3.74) with η = 0, all the standard energy conditions
are violated in a region where (ρ + p − ζθ)2 < 4Q2 or ρ + p − ζθ < 0 is satisfied, where
Q2 := qµq

µ. In a region where (ρ + p − ζθ)2 ≥ 4Q2 and ρ + p − ζθ ≥ 0 hold, the NEC is
satisfied and equivalent expressions of other energy conditions are given by

WEC : ρ− p+ ζθ +
√

(ρ+ p− ζθ)2 − 4Q2 ≥ 0, (3.75)

DEC : ρ− 3(p− ζθ) +
√

(ρ+ p− ζθ)2 − 4Q2 ≥ 0

and ρ− p+ ζθ ≥ 0 in addition to WEC, (3.76)

SEC : (n− 4)ρ+ n(p− ζθ) + (n− 2)
√

(ρ+ p− ζθ)2 − 4Q2 ≥ 0. (3.77)

Proof: We define a scalar function Q by qρ = Qq̃µ and q̃µq̃
µ = 1. With a set of orthonormal

basis vectors {Eµ
(a)} (a = 0, 1, · · · , n− 1) with Eµ

(0) = uµ and Eµ
(1) = q̃µ, we obtain

T(0)(0) =ρ, T(0)(1) = −Q, T(I)(J) = (p− ζθ)δ(I)(J), (3.78)

where I = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1. Then, the corollary follows from Proposition 1.

In fact, it is not straightforward to generalize Corollary 5 to the case with shear viscosity
(η 6= 0) in the most general case. Nevertheless, Lemma 1 and Proposition 1 can be directly
applied to the case with spherical symmetry [41].

3.4 Minimally coupled scalar field

As the last application, without assuming any spacetime symmetry, we study the energy
conditions for a minimally coupled scalar field φ with an arbitrary self-interacting potential
V (φ), of which Lagrangian density is given by

Lm = −
(

1

2
ε(∇φ)2 + V (φ)

)

, (3.79)

where (∇φ)2 := (∇ρφ)(∇ρφ) and the parameter ε is either 1 (for a real scalar field) or −1
(for a ghost scalar field). The energy-momentum tensor for φ is given by

Tµν = ε(∇µφ)(∇νφ)− gµν

(

1

2
ε(∇φ)2 + V (φ)

)

. (3.80)

It was shown in Proposition 20 in Ref. [9] that the energy-momentum tensor (3.80) respects
(violates) the NEC for ε = 1 (ε = −1). However, in the case of ε = 1, only sufficient
conditions were derived for other energy conditions to be respected. Here we present a
necessary and sufficient condition.
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Corollary 6 (Energy conditions for minimally coupled scalar field) If∇µφ is van-
ishing or non-null, the energy-momentum tensor (3.80) is of the Hawking-Ellis type I, while
it is of type II if ∇µφ is non-vanishing and null. If ∇µφ = 0 holds, the NEC is satisfied,
while equivalent expressions to the WEC, DEC and SEC are V ≥ 0, V ≥ 0, and V ≤ 0, re-
spectively, regardless of the sign of ε. If ∇µφ is non-vanishing with ε = −1, all the standard
energy conditions are violated. If ∇µφ is non-vanishing with ε = 1, the NEC is satisfied
and equivalent expressions to the WEC, DEC and SEC depending on the signature of ∇µφ
are as shown in the following table.

∇µφ( 6= 0) with ε = 1 WEC DEC SEC
Timelike V ≥ (∇φ)2/2 V ≥ 0 V ≤ −(n− 2)(∇φ)2/2
Spacelike V ≥ −(∇φ)2/2 V ≥ 0 V ≤ 0

Null V ≥ 0 V ≥ 0 V ≤ 0

Proof. Orthonormal components of Tµν are written as

T(a)(b) =TµνE
µ
(a)E

ν
(b) = εEµ

(a)(∇µφ)E
ν
(b)(∇νφ)− η(a)(b)

(

1

2
ε(∇φ)2 + V (φ)

)

. (3.81)

If ∇µφ is vanishing, we obtain T(a)(b) = −η(a)(b)V , which is of the Hawking-Ellis type I
and equivalent to a cosmological constant Λ(= V ). Then, by Eqs. (2.5)–(2.9), the NEC is
satisfied, the WEC and DEC are equivalent to V ≥ 0, and the SEC is equivalent to V ≤ 0.

Hereafter we assume that ∇µφ is non-vanishing. Then, depending on the sign of (∇φ)2,
one may set basis one-forms at each spacetime point such that

∇µφ =











χE
(0)
µ (for timelike ∇µφ),

χE
(1)
µ (for spacelike ∇µφ),

χ(E
(0)
µ − E

(1)
µ ) (for null ∇µφ)

(3.82)

without loss of generality by a local Lorentz transformation, where χ is a non-vanishing
constant. If ∇µφ is timelike, we obtain (∇φ)2 = −χ2 and

T(0)(0) =
1

2
εχ2 + V, T(1)(1) =

1

2
εχ2 − V,

T(0)(1) =0, T(i)(j) = δ(i)(j)

(

1

2
εχ2 − V

)

.
(3.83)

If ∇µφ is spacelike, we obtain (∇φ)2 = χ2 and

T(0)(0) =
1

2
εχ2 + V, T(1)(1) =

1

2
εχ2 − V,

T(0)(1) =0, T(i)(j) = −δ(i)(j)

(

1

2
εχ2 + V

)

.
(3.84)
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If ∇µφ is null, we obtain (∇φ)2 = 0 and

T(0)(0) =εχ2 + V, T(1)(1) = εχ2 − V,

T(0)(1) =εχ2, T(i)(j) = −δ(i)(j)V.
(3.85)

Then, the corollary follows from Lemma 1 and Proposition 1.

Corollary 6 shows that a massless scalar field (V ≡ 0) with ε = 1 satisfies all the standard
energy conditions.

4 Summary

In the present paper, we have derived criteria for the Hawking-Ellis types and the standard
energy conditions for the case where the energy-momentum tensor Tµν has a single off-
diagonal “space-time” component in an orthonormal frame. In Sec. 2, we have shown
that, for an energy-momentum tensor of which components in an orthonormal frame is
given by Eq. (2.17), its Hawking-Ellis type is identified by Lemma 1 and one can check the
standard energy conditions by Proposition 1. In Sec. 3, we have adopted those results to
four different systems.

In Sec. 3.1, we have derived equivalent expressions to the energy conditions for an energy-
momentum tensor (3.2) in terms of the coordinate components in the spacetime (3.1) in
three different coordinate systems. In Sec. 3.2, we have applied our results to a stationary
and axisymmetric Gürses-Gürsey spacetime (3.43) in the Doran coordinates and derived
equivalent expressions to the energy conditions in general relativity. In Secs. 3.3 and 3.4,
without assuming any spacetime symmetry, equivalent expressions to the energy conditions
have been derived for an imperfect fluid without shear viscosity and a minimally coupled
scalar field, respectively.

Lemma 1 and Proposition 1 can be used in various situations. For example, they should
be useful in constructing physically reasonable models of rotating non-singular black holes
or of cosmological black holes in an asymptotically expanding universe.
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