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With a semiclassical polymerization in the loop quantum gravity (LQG), the interior of the
Schwarzschild black holes provides a captivating single-horizon regular black hole spacetime. The
shortage of rotating black hole models in loop quantum gravity (LQG) substantially restrains the
progress of testing LQG from observations. Motivated by this, starting with a spherical LQG black
hole as a seed metric, we construct a rotating spacetime using the revised Newman-Janis algorithm,
namely, the LQG-motivated rotating black holes (LMRBH), which encompasses Kerr (l = 0) black
holes as an exceptional case. We discover that for any random l > 0, unlike Kerr black hole, an
extremal LMRBH refers to a black hole with angular momentum a > M . The rotating metric, in
parameter space, describes (1) black holes with an event and Cauchy horizon, (2) black holes with
three horizons, (3) black holes with only one horizon or (4) no horizon spacetime. We also discuss
the horizon and global structure of the LMRBH spacetimes and its dependence on l/M that exhibits
rich spacetime structures in the (M, a, l) parameter space.

I. INTRODUCTION

That the gravitational collapse of an adequately mas-
sive star (∼ 3.5M⊙) inevitably guides to a spacetime sin-
gularity is a reality demonstrated by an elegant theorem
due to Hawking and Penrose [1] (see also Hawking and
Ellis [2]). However, it is a general belief that these sin-
gularities do not live in nature but are an artefact of
classical general relativity. By its very definition, the ex-
istence of a singularity conveys spacetime failing to exist,
signalling a breakdown of the laws of physics. Thus, sin-
gularities must be replaced by other objects in a more
unified theory for these laws to exist. The extreme con-
dition at the singularity indicates that one should count
on quantum gravity, developed to fix this singularity [3].
In particular, recent work indicates that loop quantum
gravity (LQG) may be capable of resolving the singulari-
ties [4–6]. Because of the intrinsic problem in solving the
whole system, the emphasis is on spherically symmetric
black hole spacetimes [7–9].
LQG is a non-perturbative quantum gravity technique

within which the discretized eigenvalues of a set of geo-
metrical operators handle the core of spacetime. Remark-
ably, the non-zero area gap associated with the geometri-
cal operators is crucial in removing classical singularities
[10]. It turns out that within the framework of LQG and
considering the semi-classical regimes, one can construct
various effective but spherical symmetric black hole mod-
els such that singularity occuring in the general relativity
is now substituted by a transition surface that connects
a black hole and a white hole region [11–26]. The most
successful endeavour is the phase space quantization, i.e.,
the polymerization techniques formulated in LQG, which
settles the big-bang singularity [27–29]. It is naturalis-
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tic to represent the black-hole spacetimes by assuming
the quantum corrections introduced by polymerization
schemes. Especially the semi-classical polymerization
technique, that preserves the LQG’s idea of spacetime
discreteness, turns out to be attractive and worthwhile
[8, 30–33]. Most of the regular black holes closely con-
nected to a potential theory of quantum gravity are not
derived from but are inspired by quantum gravity. They
make up applicable phenomenological models but make
their physical justification less straightforward [34].
Peltola and Kunstatter [35], following earlier works

[8, 9, 32, 36–40], used the effective field theory tech-
nique to the symmetry reduced black hole Hamiltonian
reported in terms of the two configuration space variables:
the areal radius r and a function ρ obtained from the con-
formal mode of the metric. The effective field equations
that arise are readily resolvable and guide to the follow-
ing black hole exterior metric [33, 35]

ds2 = −
(

√

1− l2

y2
− 2M

y

)

dt2 +

(

1− l2

y2

)−1

(√

1− l2

y2 − 2M
y

)dy2

+ y2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2), (1)

Thereby the dynamical field equations in the partially
polymerized theory admit the above static and spher-
ically symmetric black holes [33, 35] with t being the
Schwarzschild time, r being the areal radius and l being
the polymer length scale. The solution is asymptotically
flat at y → ∞. One of the most striking features of this
four-dimensional quantum-corrected black hole metric (1)

is that it has a single horizon at y ≡ y+ =
√
4M2 + l2.

Thus we have several effective polymerized spherically
symmetric black hole solutions. However, the spherical
black hole models can hardly be tested by astrophysi-
cal observations, as the black hole spin, i.e., rotating
black holes, typically found in nature, plays a funda-
mental role in any astrophysical process. Further, with-
out rotating black hole models, LQG substantially hin-
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FIG. 1. Behaviour of ρ, ρ+ Pθ for different values of the parameter l.

ders the progress of testing LQG theory from observa-
tions. The Kerr metric [41] is the most important black
hole solutions of general relativity that can arise from
gravitational collapses of massive star. Also, it turns
out that when applied to other models in LQG, the re-
vised Newman-Janis works quite well in generating rotat-
ing metrics starting with their non-rotating seed metrics
[26, 42–49]. This encouraged us to pursue rotating or ax-
isymmetric generalization of the spherical metric (1) or
finding a Kerr-like metric, namely, a LQG motivated ro-
tating black hole (LMRBH) metric suitable for test with
astrophysical observations. This is achieved by by start-
ing with a spherical LQG black hole (1) as a seed met-
ric, we construct a rotating spacetime using the revised
Newman-Janis algorithm. We discuss the various black
hole properties including the horizon structure, and con-
struct the Penrose diagrams and the embedding diagrams
.

The organization of this paper is as tails. We begin in
Sec. II with the building of the rotating counterpart of
the spherical seed metric (2), namely, the LMRBH met-
ric. Before this, we also discuss generic features of the
LQG polymarized single horizon spherical black hole in
the same section. In Sec. III, we discuss the horizon struc-
ture and phase space of the LMRBH spacetimes and we
present its peculiar properties, e.g, the LMRBH space-
times, depending on the values of parameters a and l,
can admit up to three horizons. Other is the possibility
that the black hole spin parameter a may surpass the
black hole mass parameter M . An extreme black hole in
LMRBH will have a > M ; we provide numerical illustra-
tions in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we investigate the the global
structure of the LMRBH via Penrose diagrams of LM-
RBH and the extended spacetime. We also discuss here
the embedding diagrams of the equatorial plane of LM-
RBH spacetime for the selected regions of the parameter
space. Finally, we outline our main results in Sec. V.

II. LQG MOTIVATED POLYMERIZED

ROTATING BLACK HOLES

We can do away with the coordinate singularity at y =
l for the metric (1), by using the transformation y =√
r2 + l2; then the metric takes the form

ds2 = −
(

r − 2M√
r2 + l2

)

dt2 +
1

(

r−2M√
r2+l2

)dr2

+ (r2 + l2)(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2). (2)

Here, the radial coordinate r assumes the full range
0 ≤ r ≤ ∞. This metric irrespective of the value of l
always represents a black hole and has a single horizon,
namely event horizon located at fixed radial coordinate,
r = 2M . It is necessary to investigate the behaviour of
scalar invariants in order to assess the regularity of so-
lution (2). For this metric, the invariants Ricci scalar
R = RabR

ab, (Rab Ricci tensor) and Kretschmann scalar
K = RabcdR

abcd (Rabcd Reimann tensor), respectively,
assume the form

R =
1

(l2 + r2)5/2

[

l2(6M − 5r) + 2
(

l2 + r2
)3/2 − 2r3

]

(3)

K =
1

(l2 + r2)
5 [12r

4
(

l2 + 4M2
)

+ r2
(

41l4 − 48l2M2
)

+36l4M2 + 56l2Mr3 − 60l4Mr + 4l6 − 16Mr5 + 8r6

−8r2
(

l2 + r2
)3/2

(r − 2M)] (4)

Hence, these invariants are everywhere finite, and vanish
rapidly at far distances from the black hole. As a result,
the polymerized black hole metric describes a globally
regular spacetime.
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FIG. 2. Plot showing behaviour of horizons (∆(r) vs r) for fixed a/M and varying l/M ; the points where ∆(r) = 0 are the
locations of horizons.

II.1. Energy conditions

From the Einstein field equation, we have Gµ
ν = T µ

ν .
Here, T µ

ν is the energy momentum tensor associated with
matter, which reads

T µ
ν = diag(−ρ, Pr, Pθ, Pφ). (5)

We use Hawking-Ellis’ approach to assess the status of
the various energy conditions [50–52]. The weak energy
condition (WEC) demands Tµνξ

µξν ≥ 0 for any timelike
vector ξµ. The WEC requires

ρ ≥ 0; ρ+ Pi ≥ 0, (i = r, θ, φ) (6)

which guarantees that the energy density as measured
by any local observer is non-negative [50]. The strong
energy condition (SEC), in addition to Eq. (6) requires

ρ+ Pr + 2Pθ ≥ 0. (7)

In our case, i.e. for the metric (2), we have

ρ =
4l2M +

(

l2 + r2
)3/2 − 3l2r − r3

(l2 + r2)
5/2

, (8)

ρ+ Pr = −2l2(r − 2M)

(l2 + r2)5/2
, (9)

ρ+ Pθ = ρ+ Pφ =
l2
(

2
√
l2 + r2 + 6M − 5r

)

2 (l2 + r2)
5/2

+
2r2

(√
l2 + r2 − r

)

2 (l2 + r2)5/2
, (10)

ρ+ Pr + 2 Pθ = − l2(r − 2M)

(l2 + r2)
5/2

. (11)

First we note that ρ+Pr > 0 for r < 2M . The behaviour
of ρ and ρ + Pθ is depicted in Fig. 1 which are positive
for most of the values of r. Thus, the WEC is mostly
satisfied when r < 2M . The violation can be very small,
depending on the value of l, as seen from Fig. 1. Simi-
larly, ρ + Pr + 2Pθ > 0 for r < 2M and SEC is obeyed
for most values of r < 2M , and violation, as in the case
of WEC, is minimal.
The solution (2) will be the spherical seed metric

to generate the rotating LMRBH metric by a non-
complexification technique [53, 54].

II.2. Rotating metric

The Newman−Janis algorithm (NJA) has been com-
monly used to generate rotating black hole solutions
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FIG. 3. Plot showing behaviour of horizons (∆(r) vs r) for fixed l/M and varying a/M ; the points where ∆(r) = 0 are the
locations of horizons.

from their non-rotating or spherical counterparts [55].
While this algorithm was developed within general rel-
ativity, it has been more recently applied to non-rotating
solutions in modified gravity theories [56–59]. Exercis-
ing the Newman−Janis algorithm to an arbitrary non-
general relativity spherically symmetric solution can in-
troduce pathologies in the resulting axially symmetric
metric [60]. Hence, we derive the rotating LMRBH black
hole metric, using the modified NJA developed by Azreg-
Aı̈nou’s - a non-complexification procedure[53, 54]. The
researchers have successfully applied it for generating im-
perfect fluid rotating solutions in the Boyer−Lindquist
coordinates from spherically symmetric static black holes
[47, 61–64], including some other rotating LQG metrics.
We derived the LQG-motivated rotating black hole (LM-
RBH) metric, starting from the spherical metric (2), via
the modified Newman−Janis algorithm [53, 54], which in
Boyer−Lindiquist coordinates reads

ds2 = −
[

1− 2M(r)
√
r2 + l2

ρ2

]

dt2 +
ρ2

∆
dr2 + ρ2dθ2

−4aM(r)
√

r2 + l2 sin2 θdtdφ +
A sin2 θ

ρ2
dφ2(12)

where

M(r) = M − r −
√
r2 + l2

2
ρ2 = r2 + l2 + a2 cos2 θ,

∆ = r2 + l2 + a2 − 2M(r)
√

r2 + l2,

A = (r2 + l2 + a2)2 − a2∆sin2 θ. (13)

The LMRBH metric (12) reverts to the standard Kerr
black hole metric in the limit l → 0, and to the spherical

metric (2) when a = 0. The LMRBH spacetime, like
Kerr spacetime, admits two killing vectors ηµ(t) and ηµ(φ)
being invariant under t and φ transformations.
The horizons are surface defined by grr = 0 = ∆ and

the radii of horizons are zeroes of

(r − 2M)
√

r2 + l2 + a2 = 0. (14)

Eq. (14), for special case l = 0, reduces to r2−2Mr+a2 =

0 which admits solutions r± = M±
√
M2 − a2, which are

radii of Kerr black hole. Analysis of ∆(r) reveals that

∆(r) has a local maxima at r =
(

M −
√
M2 − 2l2

)

/2

and a local minima at r = (M +
√
M2 − 2l2)/2 when

l < M/
√
2 and is strictly increasing for l ≥ M/

√
2. Also

∆(r) → ±∞ as r → ±∞. Therefore, ∆(r) = 0 will
necessarily have at least one root and can have maximum
of three roots depending on the values of a and l, with
possibility of one of the roots being negative (cf. Figures
2 and 3). We name the roots r1, r2, r3 with r3 ≤ r2 ≤ r1.
The largest root, r1 is always an event horizon. r2 ≤ r1,
if it exists, is always a Cauchy horizon. While r3 is an
additional horizon inside the Cauchy horizon and when
r3 < 0, it corresponds to a horizon inside r = 0 surface.
The parameter space (M,a, l) for LMRBH is depicted in
Fig. 4. Note that positive roots of ∆(r) = 0 correspond
to the horizons of LMRBH with the larger/smaller root
corresponding to the event /Cauchy horizon.
It turns out that, for a given a (l), there is a crit-

ical value of l(a), lc(ac) (on the red line), such that
∆(r) = 0 has a double root which corresponds to an ex-
tremal LMRBH with degenerate horizons. Further, for
a < ac(l > lc), ∆(r) = 0 admit two simple positive zeros
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FIG. 4. Parameter space (M,a, l) for LMRBH metric (12). We spell acronyms and details in the text. The red transition
line (EBH) corresponds to the extremal black holes with degenerate horizons, where the outer two horizons merge. The blue
transition line also corresponds to the black hole with degenerate horizons, but unlike the red line, the inner two horizons merge.
For the green line, ∆(r) = 0 admits two positive and r = 0 root while for dashed green line, we have r = 0 as the only root.

Lines and Dots in Fig. 4 Transition Critical value of l for given a Critical value of a for given l
a/M lc/M l/M ac/M

Red line
BH-II to NH 1.04 0.566629 0.2 1.01005

1.07 0.60462 0.4 1.04091

Dashed Red line
BH-III to BH-I 1.1 0.645459 0.64 1.11044

1.12 0.674884 0.68 1.12694

Green line
BH-III to BH-II 0.5 0.125 0.3 0.774597

0.7 0.245 0.55 1.04880

Dashed Green line
BH-I to NH 1.12 0.6272 0.65 1.14017

1.2 0.72 0.7 1.18321

Blue line
BH-III to BH-I 0.6 0.180746 0.4 0.884923

0.8 0.32442 0.6 1.06646
Red Dot Surrounded by BH-III, BH-I and NH 1.095 0.601 0.601 1.095
Black Dot Surrounded by BH-III, BH-I 1.139 0.7076 0.7076 1.139

TABLE I. Table summarizing the critical values of parameters (ac/M, lc/M) for different lines and dots in parameter space in
Fig. 4.

corresponding LMRBH with Cauchy and event horizons
(BH-II), while for a > ac(l < lc), ∆(r) = 0 admit not
positive zeros and correspond to no-horizon (NH) space-
times. Similarly, for given a (l), we can find critical value
of l(a), lc(ac) (see Table I) on other transition lines and
dots (Fig. 4).

III. PHASE DIAGRAM

The range of possibilities with each spacetime
structure corresponding to a particular region of the
parameter space are defined as follows. We summarise

the range of cases with a “phase diagram” depicted in
Fig. 4. We use the following terminology for the param-
eter space under consideration for different spacetime
structures (cf. Fig. 4).

• BH-I: In this region of parameter space (The grey
region in Fig. 4) ∆(r) = 0 has only one positive
root (cf. Fig. 5) corresponding to the single event
horizon similar to the spherical black hole (1), and
we refer to this as single horizon LMRBH .

• BH-II: ∆(r) = 0 has two positive roots (r2 < r1)
in this region and one negative root (r3) (light blue
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region in Fig. 4). The former case corresponds to
the Cauchy (r2) and event horizon (r1) (cf. Fig. 5).
This region is the most physically relevant one for
considering rotating black holes and we refer to this
as generic LMRBH.

• BH-III: In the yellow region in Fig. 4, ∆(r) = 0
admits three positive roots viz r1, r2, r3 and we ad-
dress it as LMRBH with additional interior horizon
(cf. Fig. 7).

• NH (peach colour region in Fig. 4): ∆(r) = 0 has
only one root (cf. Fig. 7) which is negative. This
region is not of physical interest being ruled out by
EHT observations of Sgr A* and is referred to as
no-horizon (NH) spacetime.

• EBH (Red line): This represents an extremal LM-
RBH with degenerate horizons (r2 = r1), where
the outer two horizons merge. ∆(r) = 0 also ad-
mits one more negative root r3 (cf. Fig. 6). At
this line, there is a transition from BH-II - NH or
vice-versa.

• Dashed Red line: This is an extreme case of BH-
III where, like EBH, the outer two horizons merge.
But, unlike EBH, the third root r3 of ∆(r) = 0 is
positive (cf. Fig. 8). At this line, the transition
occurs from BH-III - BH-I or vice-versa.

• Blue line: It represents a black hole with two de-
generate horizons as a limiting case of BH-III where
the inner two horizons merge. ∆(r) = 0 admits two
equal positive roots r2 = r3 and one larger root r1
(cf. Fig. 6). At this line, the transition takes place
from BH-III - BH-I or vice-versa.

• Green line: It represents a black hole with two
horizons, located at positive values of r, and a null
throat surface r = 0 (cf. Fig. 8). At this line,
the transition happens from BH-III - BH-II or vice-
versa.

• Dashed Green line: Like, green line, the surface
r = 0 is null but, unlike it, ∆(r) = 0 has no other
roots than r1 = 0 (cf. Fig. 7). At this line, the
transition happens from BH-I - NH or vice-versa.

• Red Dot: The transition lines red and green inter-
sect at this point. It represents an extremal black
hole with a null throat. Here, ∆(r) = 0 admits
three roots, r3 = 0 and r1 = r2 ≈ 0.763M for (a, l)
≈ (1.095M, 0.601M) (cf. Fig. 8).

• Black Dot: At this point, transition lines red and
blue merge. It represents an extremal black hole
with three degenerate horizons. Here, ∆(r) = 0
admits three equal roots, r1 = r2 = r3 = 0.5M for
(a, l) ≈ (1.139M, 0.707M) and it is referred as ultra
extremal black hole.

IV. STRUCTURE OF ROTATING SPACETIME:

PENROSE DIAGRAMS

Penrose diagrams are the way to present the causal
structure of spacetime on 2-D finite sheet of paper. In the
diagrams the light cone structure remains exactly same
as in the Minkowski spacetime i.e. the null rays run at 45°
with respect to the space and time axis. So, from the dia-
grams we can easily get the information what spacetime
points are causally connected to what other spacetime
points. We have drawn the diagrams for the LMRBH
spacetime, corresponding to all the different regions in
the parameter space (Fig. 4), along the symmetric z-axis
(θ = 0).

Penrose diagrams for the region BH-I are same as for
its non-rotating counterpart given in [33, 35]. Like the
non-rotating version, it has two exterior regions (I and I′),
two black hole and white hole interior regions (r = r1 to
r = 0), and two quantum corrected interior regions (r = 0
to r = −∞) and the surface r = 0, lying in the regions II
and II′, is spacelike and hidden behind the event horizon.
Penrose diagrams for regions NH and dashed green line,
l > 0.601M are similar as for BH-I except the fact that
for region NH, the surface r = 0 lies in the regions I and
I′ of Penrose diagram for BH-I and is time-like while for
the dashed green line, l > 0.601M the surface r = 0 is
null.

Penrose diagrams for region BH-II look similar to that
of Kerr black hole except for the extra horizon at r = r3.
In the region beyond r = r3, t and r interchange their
roles, r behaving as the time-coordinate while t behaving
as a space-coordinate. Like Kerr, one has event horizon
at r = r1 and a Cauchy horizon at r = r2, but the clas-
sical ring singularity of the Kerr black hole is replaced
by the timelike transition surface r = 0 inside the event
horizon. Also, in contrast to Kerr black hole, Penrose
diagrams for region BH-II have quantum corrected inte-
rior regions (r3 to r = −∞), and the diagrams continue
ad infinitum in the vertical as well the horizontal direc-
tion. Penrose diagrams for regions BH-III and green line,
l < 0.601M are similar as for BH-II except for the fact
that for region BH-III, the surface r = 0 lies in the re-
gions IV and IV′ of the Penrose diagram for BH-II and is
spacelike, while for the green line, l < 0.601M the surface
r = 0 is null.

Penrose diagrams for the region EBH, l < 0.601M are
similar to the Kerr extremal black hole except for the
extra horizon at r = r3. The surface r = 0, lying in the
regions II and II′ of the diagram, is timelike. Like Kerr
extremal black hole, the diagram for EBH continues ad
infinitum in the vertical direction. Penrose diagrams for
the region represented by dashed red line, l > 0.601M
and red dot, a = 1.095M, l = 0.601M are similar as for
EBH, l < 0.601M except the fact that for dashed red
line, l > 0.601M , the surface r = 0 lies in the regions III
and III′ of Penrose diagram for EBH, l < 0.601M and is
spacelike while for red dot, a = 1.095M, l = 0.601M the
surface r = 0 is null.

Penrose diagrams for the region represented by the
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FIG. 5. Plot showing ∆(r) in the parameter space (Fig. 4) (a) BH-I, where ∆(r) = 0 admits only one positive root r1 =
corresponding to event horizon (Top left), (b) BH-II where ∆(r) = 0 admits two distinct positive roots r1 (event horizon) and
r2 (Cauchy horizon), and one negative root r3 corresponding to additional third horizon (Top right). Penrose diagrams of
LMRBH in the parameter space (M,a, l): (a) BH-I (Bottom left) and (b) BH-II (Bottom right). They will identify the surfaces
connected by the arrows as the same surfaces.

blue line in the parameter space look very different from
the Penrose diagrams for the Kerr extremal black hole or
the Kerr black hole having two distinct horizons. Here,
the inner two horizons merge at positive r = r2 = r3 with
t and r interchanging their roles beyond it, such that the
r = 0 surface is spacelike. The diagram continues ad
infinitum in the horizontal direction.
Penrose diagram for the black dot (a, l) ≈

(1.139M, 0.707M), which represents an ultra extremal

black hole, is exactly same as for the region BH-I.

IV.1. Embedding diagrams

We embed the equatorial plane of the LQG motivated
rotating spacetime in 3-D Euclidean space. At t = const
and equatorial plane (θ = π/2), the metric (12) reduces
to the form

dl2 =

[

ρ2

∆
dr2 +

A
ρ2

dφ2

]

θ=π/2

. (15)

The metric of 3-D Euclidean space in cylindrical coordi-
nates can be written as

dL2 = dZ2 + dR2 +R2dφ2. (16)

The embedded surface will be axially symmetric and thus
can be described by the function Z = Z(R). For conve-
nience we parametrize the embedding surface as Z(r),
R(r) where r is the radial coordinate of the metric (15).
The metric induced on the embedding surface from the
Euclidean space is

dl2 =

[

(

dZ

dr

)2

+

(

dR

dr

)2
]

dr2 +R2dφ2. (17)

We require that the metric (17) should be equal to metric
(15). So, comparing them we obtain

R(r) =

√

A

ρ2
|θ=π/2, (18)

(

dZ

dr

)2

+

(

dR

dr

)2

=
ρ2

∆
|θ=π/2, (19)

which gives

Z(r) =

∫

dr

√

ρ2

∆
−
(

dR

dr

)2

|θ=π/2 + const (20)
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FIG. 6. Plot showing ∆(r) in the parameter space (Fig. 4) (a) EBH l < 0.601M , where ∆(r) = 0 admits two positive equal
roots r1 = r2, corresponding to degenerate horizons and one negative root r3, corresponding to the additional third horizon
(Top left), (b) Blue line, where ∆(r) = 0 admits two positive equal roots r2 = r3 corresponding to degenerate horizons and one
larger root r1 corresponding to event horizon(Top right). Penrose-Carter diagrams of the parameter space (M,a, l) showing
the region (a) EBH l < 0.601M (Bottom left) and (b) Blue line (Bottom right). The surfaces connected by the arrows are to
be identified as the same surfaces.

NH

r1

Dashed Green Line, l > 0.601

r1

BH-III

r1r2r3

FIG. 7. Plot showing ∆(r) in the region of parameter space (Fig. 4) (a) NH, where ∆(r) = 0 admits only one negative root
r1, corresponding to horizon inside r = 0 surface (Left), (b) Dashed green line, l > 0.601M where ∆(r) = 0 admits only one
root r1 = 0, showing that transition surface r = 0 is null (Middle), (c) BH-III, where ∆(r) = 0 admits three distinct positive
roots r1, r2, r3 with r1 and r2, respectively, corresponding to event and Cauchy horizon while r3 is the additional third horizon
(Right). The Penrose diagrams for NH and dashed green line, l > 0.601M are same as in Fig. 5 (left) except that the surface
r = 0 lies in the regions I and I′ and is timelike for NH; while for the case of dashed green line, l > 0.601M , r = r1 is replaced
by the null surface r = 0. The Penrose diagram for BH-III is the same as in Fig. 5 (right), except that the surface r = 0 surface
lies in the regions IV and IV′ and is spacelike.
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Green Line, l < 0.601

r1r2r3

DashedRed Line, l > 0.601

r1=r2r3

Red Dot, l/M = 0.601

r1=r2r3

FIG. 8. Plot showing ∆(r) in the region of parameter space (Fig. 4) (a) Green line, l < 0.601M where ∆(r) = 0 admits
two distinct positive roots r1 (event horizon) and r2 (Cauchy horizon) and one additional root at r3 = 0 (null transition
surface) (Left), (b) Dashed red line l > 0.601M , where ∆(r) = 0 admits two positive equal roots r1 = r2, corresponding
to degenerate horizons and one smaller positive root r3 corresponding to the additional third horizon (Middle), (c) Red dot
a = 1.095M, l = 0.601M , where ∆(r) = 0 admits two positive equal roots r1 = r2, corresponding to degenerate horizons and
one root at r3 = 0 (null transition surface) (Right). The Penrose diagram for green line, l < 0.601M is same as in Fig. 5 (right)
except that r = r3 is replaced by the null surface r = 0. The Penrose diagrams for dashed red line and red dot are the same
as in Fig. 6 (left) except that the surface r = 0 lies in the regions III and III′ and is spacelike for dashed red line; while for the
case of red dot, r = r3 is replaced by the null surface r = 0.

which can be solved numerically and, along with
R(r), gives the shape of the embedding surface provided
(ρ2/∆− (dR/dr)2)|θ=π/2 ≥ 0. The embedding diagrams
for the θ = π/2 plane, corresponding to different regions
in Fig. 4, are depicted in Fig. 9. We can see from Eq.
(20) that the θ = π/2 plane is not embeddable when
∆ is negative as the quantity under the square root be-
comes negative. Therefore, the upper three diagrams in
Fig. 9 are the embedding diagrams for the region out-
side the event horizon. The boundary at the throat cor-
responds to the event horizon. There is no upper limit on
r, and the diagrams are embeddable up to r = ∞. When
we approach the EBH region, the throat in the embed-
ding diagram gets longer and longer, and for the EBH
region, it becomes infinitely long. For the embedding di-
agram EBH, we have chosen the values a = 1.02M and
l = 0.281M ≈ lc, which are close to but not exactly in the
EBH region and lie in the region BH-II. For (a = 1.2M ,
l = 0.54M) and (a = 1.2M , l = 0.72M), which respec-
tively belong to the NH region and dashed green line,
l > 0.601M , the θ = π/2 plane is embeddable for all pos-
itive values of r. The boundaries at the throats of these
two diagrams correspond to the r = 0 surface.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The Kerr metric well describes astrophysical black
holes. It is the only stationary, vacuum axisymmetric
metric that satisfies Einstein field equations and does not
have pathologies outside the event horizon. The Event
Horizon Telescope (EHT) observation unveiled the im-
ages of supermassive black holes Sgr A* and M87*; [65–
68] The shadow size is within 10% of the Kerr predic-
tions, providing us with another tool to investigate the
nature of strong-field gravity. One can put constraints on
potential deviations from the Kerr, i.e., Kerr-like black
holes arising in modified gravity from EHT observations.
Hence, it could test fundamental quantum gravity the-

ories, such as LQG, as the quantum effects cannot be
ignored in the strong-field regime. A rotating black hole
plays a vital role in testing the quantum effects of gravity
in this regime. The dearth of rotating black hole models
in LQG substantially hampers the advancement of test-
ing LQG from observations.

Here, we have handled this problem, we have used
revised Newman-Janis algorithm - a viable solution-
generating method to generate a rotating solution from
a nonrotating seed metric (2). The resulting LMRBH
spacetime (12) possesses Kerr-like mathematical and sev-
eral other interesting properties and exhibits rich space-
time structure. Unlike Kerr black hole, the a = M case
does not yield an extremal black hole in the LMRBH
spacetime. We quantified this by explicitly solving the
∆(r) = 0 for real roots and demonstrating that the black
hole spin yields around a ≈ 1.082M, 1.09M , respectively,
for l = 0.56M, 0.6M . Interestingly, the ∆(r) = 0 of LM-
RBH spacetime can admit up to three real roots, viz.,
r3, r2, r1 with the possibility of the smallest root r3 be-
ing negative. When all roots are positive, r2, r1, like
Kerr black hole, are Cauchy and event horizons, and r3
is an additional horizon inside Cauchy horizon. The case
of two positive roots is what we call the generic black

hole. As usual, r2 = r1 gives an extremal black hole (cf.
Fig. 4 - red line). For dashed red line also black hole
admits r2 = r1 but on one side of the line the black hole
admits three horizons while on the other side has one
horizon (cf. Fig. 4). At the blue line (cf. Fig. 4), in
contrast to the red line, inner two horizons merge with
r3 = r2 and it is a transition line between regions BH-III
and BH-I. The red and green lines intersect at red dot
where again r2 = r1, but r3 = 0. Also the black dot
in Fig. 4 refers to the ultra extremal black hole where
r3 = r2 = r1. On the green line the ∆(r) = 0 admits two
positive roots, viz., r2, r1 and r3 = 0, while on dashed
green line r1 = 0 is the only root. As another possibility,
∆(r) = 0 has only one positive root, which is like spheri-
cal counterpart of LMRBH with single horizon. However,
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FIG. 9. Embedding diagrams, from event horizon to some finite radius r, in the equatorial plane (θ = π/2) for selected regions
of the parameter space (M,a, l). They are embeddable up to r → ∞.

the region of spacetime where ∆(r) has negative root is
not relevant for our discussion as that region is ruled out
by EHT observations [69].

As our result exhibits, the LMRBH has exciting prop-
erties, e.g., a transition surface substitutes the classical
ring singularity in Kerr black hole at (r = 0, θ = π/2)
and therby it provides sigularity resolution of Kerr black
hole. Thus, we can expect that LMRBH captures some

description of LQG.
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