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1 Introduction

The Einstein equation Gµν = 8π Tµν describes classical gravity coupled to a matter system.
The former is represented by the Einstein tensor Gµν that encodes geometric quantities of the
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space-time, which in this paper we shall consider to be 4-dimensional with Minkowski signature.
The latter is represented by the energy momentum tensor T µν , which can be realised through
various different (classical) fields. For each such configuration, the Einstein equation allows
to compute the associated space-time metric. While, however, a general local classification
of possible such tensors exists [1], based on the nature of its eigenvectors (see Appendix A.3
for a review), the properties of this metric depend strongly on more specific details of T µν .
This makes general statements about large scale structures in the universe difficult, which in
particular concerns singular space-times such as black holes, naked singularities or worm holes.
Rather than studying separately solutions for explicit (classes of) energy momentum tensors,
various energy conditions [1–6] have been discussed that characterise physically reasonable mat-
ter systems. Generally, these conditions state that physical observers cannot measure negative
energy densities and/or space-like energy flows, either point-wise or averaged over specific re-
gions in space-time (we provide a more detailed overview in Section 2.2). Indeed, through the
celebrate Raychaudhuri equation [7] (see Appendix A.4 for a review), these conditions can be
translated into geometric properties, namely the behaviour of time-like and null congruences
(i.e. collections of geodesics). Analysing these equations has lead to powerful statements about
the (non-)existence of singularities [8–12].

The above mentioned energy conditions are hard to derive from first principles (see e.g. [13–
15]) and are mostly motivated by studying (classical) examples. Many of them, however, are
also known to be violated in certain situations, notably in cases where quantum effects are taken
into account [16–18]. This has recently lead to a critical re-evaluation of these conditions (see
e.g. [19]): since even in the quantum case the violation of the positivity of the energy density or
the space-like character of the energy flux remain in general bounded, several quantum energy
inequalities have been proposed (see Section 2.2 for an overview). Other proposals for quantum
conditions for the energy momentum tensor take into account the Bousso-bound [20, 21] and are
related to the (non-)conservation of information. The classification of space-time singularities
(or the demonstration of their absence) in view of this more general conditions is a challenging
task. Moreover, in the absence of a complete theory of quantum gravity, the generalisation of
the Einstein equation is not known.

In this paper, rather than computing the space-time metric associated to a given matter
system by solving the Einstein equation (or a generalisation thereof in the case of quantum
gravity), we shall start from a given static and spherically symmetric metric that asymptoti-
cally approaches the one describing the classical Schwarzschild space-time [22]. We shall then
assume that for sufficiently large distances from the rotational center, we can associate the
Einstein tensor of this space-time with an energy momentum tensor made from (classical) field
configurations. Studying the above mentioned energy conditions (and their quantum modifi-
cations) implies non-trivial conditions for modifications of the Schwarzschild metric. In this
way, we establish guidelines for possible (quantum-) deformations of spherically symmetric and
static space-time metrics.

Indeed, in recent years, various different examples of deformations of the Schwarzschild
metric have been investigated [23–34], stemming either from modified theories of gravity or as
proposed quantum generalisations. In the recent paper [24] some of the current authors have
proposed a general framework to describe quantum corrections to static, spherically symmetric
black hole solutions. Based on the renormalisation group approach [35–37], corrections to
the Schwarzschild metric are encoded in functions of a physical distance d (in the simplest
form as an asymptotic series in inverse powers of d). Modifying the metric with a function
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depending on a physical quantity, guarantees invariance of the space-time under coordinate
reparametrisations (see [38] for proposals to use other physical quantities to this end). In this
way, quantum-corrected space-times can be described in a model independent fashion, while
still allowing to compute physically interesting quantities, such as the temperature or entropy.
Indeed, the details of the underlying model of quantum gravity are encoded in the above
mentioned functions of d, for example the coefficients of an asymptotic expansion. Moreover, at
least formally, we can associate with these space-time metrics energy momentum tensors in the
sense of the Einstein equation. Assuming that this T µν , at least for sufficiently large distances,
resembles a physically reasonable (classical) system it allows us to imply the above mentioned
energy conditions. As we shall discover in this paper, this poses non-trivial conditions on the
deformation functions and concretely also restrictions on the asymptotic expansion coefficients.

Our discussion, however, is not limited to black hole space-times. In fact, our approach can
be applied to general spherically symmetric and static geometries, that asymptotically approach
the Schwarzschild metric. Since our conditions are imposed in the asymptotic regime, where
we assume that the geometry can be well approximated by classical General Relativity, our
approach works equally for geometries that feature event horizons and/or singularities at the
origin. Furthermore, our approach can be applied to any type of deformations of the metric,
either due to quantum effects or any other modifications of classical General Relativity (GR).

This paper is organised as follows: In Section 2, we introduce the general form of the static
and spherically symmetric metric, notably its classical approximation in the asymptotic regime.
This allows us to re-write the metric deformation into a stress energy tensor that appears on the
right-hand side of the Einstein equation. We then review different physicality conditions that
can be imposed on this energy momentum tensors: while we mostly focus on the classical case,
we also mention possible quantum extensions. We further review minimal realisations of such
energy momentum tensors in terms of (classical) field configurations. In Section 3 we study
the impact of the energy conditions on the metric deformations. Keeping the latter generic,
we find non-trivial conditions for the deformation functions and their derivatives. In Section 4
we specify the metric functions to asymptotic series expansions in an inverse distance function,
following the discussion of [24]. In this way, we can characterise the energy conditions through
allowed regions in the parameter space of the expansion coefficients. In Section 5 we discuss as
further concrete examples the Dymnikova space-time [23] and the Bonanno-Reuter black hole
[27]. Finally, Section 6 contains our conclusions. Furthermore, technical details and reviews of
relevant details have been relegate to two appendices: Appendix A contains information about
properties of spherically symmetric metrics, the classification of energy moment tensors and the
Raychaudhuri equation. Appendix B contains a discussion about the equivalence of different
choices of the physical distance.

2 Spherical and Static Space-time

We consider a class of static and spherically symmetric metrics [22] of the form

dσ2 = −h(z)dτ 2 +
dz2

f(z)
+ z2dθ2 + z2 sin2 θdϕ2 = gµνdx

µdxν , (1)

where the infinitesimal distance dσ and coordinates τ ,z are written in units of the Planck
length `p = 1/Mp and Mp is the Planck mass. Furthermore, the dimensionless metric is gµν =
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diag{−h, 1/f, z2, z2 sin2 θ}, which we assume to approach the Schwarzschild one [22] for z →∞
namely

lim
z→∞

f(z) = lim
z→∞

h(z) = 1− 2χ

z
(2)

where χ = M
Mp

is a dimensionless parameter (which represents the mass of the central body).

This implies that at asymptotic large distances our metric is solution of the Einstein gravity in
the presence of a static and spherical symmetric source. Furthermore for the metric to describe
a black hole we further require

lim
z→zH

f(z) = lim
z→zH

h(z) = 0 , (3)

with zH the location of the (outer) event horizon, such that

f(z) > 0 , and h(z) > 0 , ∀z > zH . (4)

More information about this geometry has been compiled in Appendix A.1. The deforma-
tion from the classical Schwarzschild metric can arise from either classical and/or quantum
modification of Einstein gravity. We will consider explicit realisations in the following sections.

2.1 Energy Momentum Tensor

The functions h and f in (1) characterise the deformation of the space-time relative to the
Schwarzschild metric and arise as solutions of some model of modified (quantum) gravity. While
the exact form of this solution depends on the model, we shall explore some of its properties
from more general considerations, namely we shall examine the impact of various different
energy conditions from the literature (for more details see Section 2.2). Such conditions can
be formulated purely geometrically (i.e. in terms of the space-time metric (1)) and we shall
explore their impact on the functions h and f . In most (but not all) cases, however, the physical
interpretation and intuition of these energy conditions stems from the Einstein equation (see
[5] for a discussion of this point):

Gµν = 8π Tµν , with Gµν = Rµν −R
gµν
2
. (5)

Here Gµν is the Einstein tensor, Rµν and R the dimensionless Ricci tensor and scalar and Tµν a
suitable energy momentum tensor. We shall assume that the metric (1), at least asymptotically
(i.e. far away from the origin2) can approximately be described by (5) with an energy momen-
tum tensor Tµν that satisfies ’reasonable’ conditions, which we shall outline in more detail in the
following Subsection. Before, however, a few more comments are in order concerning eq. (5):

• The Einstein tensor Gµν is a purely geometric quantity and directly determined from the
metric (1). In our approach below, eq. (5) associates to each pair of metric functions f
and h an energy momentum tensor (see eq. (7) below and eq. (98) in the appendix for
the concrete form). In the case of the Schwarzschild geometry, i.e. the metric in eq. (1)
with the functions

f(z) = fS(z) = 1− 2χ

z
, and h(z) = hS(z) = 1− 2χ

z
, (6)

we have Tµν = 0 for z > 0.

2 In the following Section, we shall introduce a radius zA > 0 beyond which we assume this condition to be
satisfied.
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• Our approach is general in the sense that it makes no assumptions on the theory of
(quantum) gravity that gives rise to the static and spherically symmetric metric (1).
We only assume that it can (at least approximately) be cast into the form (5) in an
asymptotic regime for a physically reasonable Tµν . In particular we do not claim that the
latter equation is the (complete) description of (quantum) gravity in all of space-time,
but only describes static, spherically symmetric geometries at a sufficiently large distance
from their rotational center. As we shall see, nevertheless physically plausible conditions
on the form of Tµν have imprints on the functions f(z) and h(z).

• Our approach allows to interpret the functions f(z) and h(z) in (1) to encode quantum
corrections to the (classical) Schwarzschild metric. In this case, Tµν should rather have
the interpretation of a vacuum expectation value in a suitable quantum state (see for
example [39–42]).

• In the case of (5) describing a rotationally symmetric black hole, we consider it to be
static. In particular, in the case of quantum black holes, which can evaporate by emitting
Hawking radiation, we assume (5) to hold in an (adiabatic) regime that approximates a
static equilibrium state.

Under these conditions, the form of the metric (1) together with (4) implies that Tµν in (5) is an
energy-momentum tensor of type I (see appendix A.1) in the classification of Ellis and Hawking
[1] (see appendix A.3). Concretely, using the eigenvectors (99), we can write the stress-energy
tensor in the following form [43, 44]

Tµν = (ε+ p⊥)uµuν + p⊥gµν − (p⊥ − p‖)wµwν . (7)

The three eigenvalues ε, p‖ and p⊥ are called energy density, radial pressure and tangential
pressure, respectively:

ε =
1− f − zf ′

8πz2
, p‖ =

f − 1 + zf h
′

h

8πz2
, p⊥ =

z

2
p′‖ +

zh′

4h
(ε+ p‖) + p‖ , (8)

where primes denote derivatives with respect to z.

2.2 Physicality Conditions

We next discuss physicality conditions for the metric function (1) and their interpretation in
terms of the energy momentum tensor introduced through equation (5):

(i) point-wise energy conditions:
These are conditions imposed at a fixed point P in space-time, which in the case of the
spherically symmetric and static metric (1) means conditions at fixed z. They are moti-
vated classically as conditions on the energy density that certain observers can measure
locally. In this work we shall consider [1–4]

• weak energy condition (WEC): Tµνv
µvν ≥ 0 for any time-like vector vµ

This corresponds to the condition that the energy density measured by any time-like
observer (i.e. moving on a time-like curve) cannot be negative.
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• strong energy condition (SEC):
(
Tµν − 1

2
T ρρ gµν

)
vµvν ≥ 0 for any time-like vector vµ

Commonly (see [1, 5, 6] for a discussion), this condition is interpreted geometrically
in the form of the time-like convergence condition: indeed, the equivalent formulation
Rµνv

µvν ≥ 0 implies that a congruence of time-like geodesics with vanishing rotation
locally converges (see appendix A.4 for further explanations).

• dominant energy condition (DEC): Tµνv
µvν ≥ 0 and T µνvν is non-spacelike for any

time-like vector vµ

This is equivalent to stating that any time-like observer finds a non-negative local
energy density and the energy flow vector is non-spacelike

• null energy condition (NEC): Tµνn
µnν ≥ 0 for any null vector nµ. This corresponds

to the condition that the energy density measured by any null observer (i.e. moving
on a null curve) cannot be negative.

These conditions are generally not independent but imply one-another according to the
following scheme (see [6])

DEC WEC NEC SEC

The above conditions have been analysed and shown to hold for numerous classical sys-
tems. In particular in the case of GR, they are also linked to geometric properties, notably,
through the Raychaudhouri equation (115) and (120), the geodesic motion of free-falling
observers (see Appendix A.4 for more details). However, there are well known examples
of quantum systems in which these conditions are violated [16–18] (see also the summary
article [19]). Recent work has therefore focused on defining quantum-versions of these con-
ditions, which put bounds on the amount to which they are allowed to be violated at the
quantum level. Indeed, although negative energy densities (corresponding to violations of
the above conditions) can lead to a violation of the second law of thermodynamics [45],
the latter can be avoided if the violation of the energy condition respects certain bounds
[45, 46].3 The resulting in-equalities are often called quantum energy inequalities (QI),
e.g. [3, 6, 47] (see also the summary article [19]).

(ii) averaged energy conditions:
We can demand that the above conditions hold only when averaged over a certain region
of space-time. The most common version of these conditions average energy densities
along (causal) geodesics, potentially weighted by certain functions (see [5, 6] for further
comments). For example we have the:

• averaged weak energy condition (AWEC):
∫
Tµνv

µvνdτ ≥ 0 for any time-like geodesic
vµ (with proper time λ)

• averaged null energy condition (ANEC):
∫
Tµνn

µnνdλ ≥ 0 for any null geodesic nµ

with affine parameter λ

Even in classical examples, the averaged conditions are generically weaker than their
point-like counterparts discussed under point (i): in [48, 49] it was shown that the AWEC

3 The bound in [45] was orignially defined for the energy flux, which we shall introduce as a condition later on.
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holds for certain cases of a non-minimally coupled Klein-Gordon field, while the WEC is
violated. Generalisation of the averaged energy conditions that include lower bounds for
their violation at the quantum level are known as (averaged) quantum energy inequalities
(see for example [50, 51])

(iii) flux energy conditions
For a time-like observer with velocity vµ, the energy flux is defined by F µ = −T µνvν .
The classical flux energy condition (FEC) [52, 53] states that this flux cannot be space-
like, i.e. F µFµ ≤ 0. For quantum systems, this condition is generalised (QFEC) by
imposing that the flux is not ’excessively’ spacelike [53], i.e.

F µFµ ≤ ζ

(
~N
L4

)2

(uµv
µ) , (9)

where uµ is the system 4-velocity, while N is the number of quantum fields and L a typical
length-scale of the problem and ζ a positive number of order of unity.

2.3 Equations of State and their Minimal Field Realisation

As we have mentioned before, the physical interpretation of the conditions discussed in the
previous Subsection rely on identifying Tµν in eq. (5) with an energy momentum tensor (or a
suitable expectation value) of some physical system. For an energy-momentum tensor of type I
in the classification of [1] this system can in general be thought of as an anisotropic fluid. The
latter in turn can be realised through physical field configurations in various ways. In [54] it
was shown that a static and spherically symmetric anisotropic fluid can be generally described
via a combination of a massless scalar field φ, an electric-like field E in addition to a perfect
fluid that is characterised by the energy momentum tensor

T̂ µν =


ρ 0 0 0
0 p 0 0
0 0 p 0
0 0 0 p

 , with p = ω(ρ) , (10)

where ρ is the energy density and p the pressure component and the function ω(ρ) characterises
the equation of state. Concretely, the different components of Tµν can be expressed as [54]:

ε = ρ+
1

2
E2 +

1

2

(
~∇φ
)2
, p‖ = p− 1

2
E2 +

1

2

(
~∇φ
)2
, p⊥ = p+

1

2
E2 − 1

2

(
~∇φ
)2
. (11)

Inverting these equations is not unique, however, the following solution

p =
1

2
(p‖ + p⊥) , ρ = ε− 1

2

∣∣p‖ − p⊥∣∣ , (12)(
~∇φ
)2

= max{p‖ − p⊥, 0} , E2 = max{p⊥ − p‖, 0} . (13)

is minimal [54] in the sense of assuming the least number of fields:

• for p‖ > p⊥, the energy-momentum tensor (5) can be mimicked by a perfect fluid and a
massless scalar field
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• for p‖ < p⊥, the energy-momentum tensor (5) can be mimicked by a perfect fluid and a
spherically symmetric U(1) gauge field with a non-vanishing electric component.

The perfect fluid is in both cases characterised by the equation of state. While this equation
can take various different forms, examples for constant ω include [55]

(a) ω = 0, i.e. p = 0, which is realised by a dust-like pressureless fluid

(b) ω = ρ/3, i.e. ρ = 3p, which is induced by (electro and magnetic)-like radiation

(c) ω = −ρ, i.e. ρ = −p, which can be realised via a massive scalar field in which the kinetic
term yields a subleading effect with respect to the mass term at large distances. We note
that a cosmological constant term in the Einstein action would also lead to a perfect fluid
with ρ = −p which, however, would not vanish at large distances and therefore will not
be considered here (because of our assumption to recover the Schwarzschild geometry in
the asymptotically distant regime).

These examples are summarised in the Table 1.

p = 1
3
ρ p = −ρ p = 0

p‖ < p⊥
Electric background + Electric background + Electric background +

radiation static massive scalar pressureless dust

p‖ > p⊥
massless scalar + massless scalar + massless scalar +

radiation static massive scalar pressureless dust

Table 1: Examples of minimal particle physics realisation for a gravitating anisotropic fluid.
The conditions p‖ < p⊥ and p‖ > p⊥ distinguish between different sources here identified as an
electric-like background field and the massless scalar field, respectively. The columns provide
examples of specific equations of states for the ideal fluid p = ωρ: The radiation-like equation
of state for ω = 1/3 , the ω = −1 that stems, for example, from a massive scalar field whose
kinetic term is neglected (in this sense the field is static) and ω = 0 that emerges, for example,
via pressureless dust.

3 Energy Conditions

In a first step, we shall keep the functions h(z) and f(z) in (1) as general as possible to evaluate
the conditions introduced in Section 2.2. Indeed, we consider general metric functions in (1)
that asymptotically approach the Schwarzschild form, i.e.

f(z) = 1− 2χ

z
φ(z) , h(z) = 1− 2χ

z
ψ(z) , ∀z > zA , (14)

where φ, ψ : [zA,∞)→ R are continuous, (twice) differentiable functions of z such that

lim
z→∞

φ(z) = 1 = lim
z→∞

ψ(z) , and lim
z→∞

dφ(z)

dz
= 0 = lim

d→∞

dψ(z)

dz
. (15)
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Here zA > 0 is simply a value up to which the metric functions (14) are defined. In the
case of a black hole, zA ≥ zH , where zH denotes the position of the (external) horizon. We
shall implement later in Section 4 that these functions depend on z only through a physical
distance d(z), concretely in the form of an asymptotic expansion that is valid for sufficiently
large distances from the black hole. Currently, however, we will not make use of this property.

3.1 Point-wise Energy Conditions

In order to work out the WEC, DEC, NEC and SEC, we first require a set of time-like and
null vectors. A useful basis in this regard are the eigenvectors of the Einstein tensor Gµ

ν as
outlined in eq. (98). We can then write the following set of time-like vectors

uµ , τµ0 (β) = uµ + βwµ , τµ1,2(β) = uµ + βvµ1,2 , ∀β ∈ (−1, 1) . (16)

A useful set of null vectors is given by τµ0,1,2(β = ±1).

3.1.1 NEC

We start by discussing the NEC, which is implied by other point-like energy conditions as
discussed in the previous Section. Evaluating the NEC condition for the null vectors τµ0,1,2(β =
±1), we obtain

c1 = ε+ p‖ ≥ 0 , and c2 = ε+ p⊥ ≥ 0 . (17)

Expressing the eigenvalues of the Einstein tensor in terms of the functions f and h (see eq. (98)),
the condition c1 in (17) becomes

1

8πz

(
f
h′

h
− f ′

)
≥ 0 . (18)

Assuming that f(z) > 0 for z > zA
4, this relation can in fact be turned into the following

integral inequality∫ ∞
z

dz′
h′(z′)

h(z′)
≥
∫ ∞
z

dz′
f ′(z′)

f(z′)
, such that log(h(z)) ≤ log(f(z)) , ∀z > zA . (19)

Here we have used the limit (15). Furthermore, since for x > 0 the function log(x) is monoton-
ically growing, we have

h(z) ≤ f(z) , and ψ(z) ≥ φ(z) , ∀z > zA . (20)

The second condition c2 in (17) is more complicated and does not readily lead to simple con-
ditions for the functions φ and ψ. We shall discuss it in more detail in Section 4 by assuming
an asymptotic expansion of the latter that is compatible with diffeomorphism invariance of the
metric.

4 In the case of a black hole, this is indeed the case outside of the horizon

10



Here we remark that the condition c2 becomes significantly simpler in the special case f = h.
Indeed, this case is allowed by (20) (in fact c1 = 0 in this case) and the eigenvalues of T µν take
the following simple form

ε = −p|| =
1− f − zf ′

8πz2
=

χ

4πz2
dφ

dz
, p⊥ =

2f ′ + zf ′′

16πz
= −z

2
ε′ − ε , (21)

such that c2 becomes

c2 = −z
2
ε′ ≥ 0 , ∀z > zH . (22)

Since we assume z > zA > 0, we can integrate this condition

0 ≥
∫ ∞
z

dz′ ε′(z′) = lim
z′→∞

ε(z′)− ε(z) = −ε(z) , ∀z > zA . (23)

Furthermore, using (21), the condition ε(z) ≥ 0 can be integrated a second time

0 ≤
∫ ∞
z

dφ

dz
= 1− φ(z) , ∀z > zA . (24)

We can therefore summarise the relations in the form

φ(z) = ψ(z) ≤ 1 , and
dφ

dz
≥ 0 , ∀z > zA , (25)

In the case of a black hole, with (outer) horizon zH , and with zA = zH , this means that the

z

φ(z)

1

zA
2χ

zA

Figure 1: Schematic drawing of
the function φ compatible with
eq. (25)

function φ smoothly interpolates between the value zH
2χ

at the position of the horizon zH and 1 for z → ∞
as schematically shown in Figure 1. Notice that the
function φ may have a saddle point for some z ≥ zH
(such that d2φ

dz2
= 0 = dφ

dz
) but may not have a local

extremum for z > zH . Notice furthermore that positive
definiteness of the first derivative of φ implies that zH ≤
2χ, i.e. the position of the horizon is smaller than in
the classical case.
Still in the case of f = h, we can also consider the
anisotropy parameter, which determines what type of
classical field configuration can mimic the energy mo-

mentum tensor. Indeed, following the discussion in Section 2.3, we find

p⊥ − p|| = −
z

2
ε′ ≥ 0 . (26)

The isotropic case p⊥ = p|| is equivalent to d2φ
dz2

= 0 which has as only solution compatible with
the condition (15) φ(z) = 1 with zA = 1, which, however, is the Schwarzschild metric. For
p⊥ 6= p|| , eq. (26) implies that the energy momentum tensor associated with such a metric can
always be mimicked by an electric field and a perfect fluid (see Section 2.3). For the latter we
can derive the equation of state

ρ = ε− 1

2
|p|| − p⊥| = ε− 1

2
(p⊥ − p||) = −1

2
(p|| + p⊥) = −p . (27)

11



3.1.2 WEC

Projecting the energy-momentum tensor (7) with the time-like vectors (16) gives rise to the
following conditions

ε ≥ 0 , and ε+ β2p|| ≥ 0 , and ε+ β2p⊥ ≥ 0 , ∀β ∈ (−1, 1) , (28)

which are usually written in the form [5]

ε ≥ 0 , and ε+ p|| ≥ 0 , and ε+ p⊥ ≥ 0 . (29)

The last two of these relations are in fact the NEC-conditions (17), the first of which we have
already shown above to lead for the metric (14) to the condition (25). Using the expression for
ε in (8) in terms of the function f , along with (14), the first relation in (29) becomes

χ

4πz2
dφ

dz
≥ 0 , ∀z > zA , (30)

imposing that the first derivative of φ (as a function of z) needs to be positive. Integrating this
relation and using (15) this furthermore implies

0 ≤
∫ ∞
z

dz′
dφ(z′)

dz′
= 1− φ(z) . (31)

The first two equations in (29) can therefore be summarised as

ψ(z) ≥ φ(z) , and 1 ≥ φ(z) , and
dφ

dz
≥ 0 , ∀z > zA . (32)

As in the case of the NEC, the last equation in (29) is rather involved and we shall discuss it in
more detail in the following Section, assuming a particular asymptotic series expansion of the
functions φ and ψ. We remark, however, that for the particular case f = h, we have shown in
the previous Subsection that c2 leads to (23), which in fact the first equation in (29). In this
particular case therefore, the WEC and the NEC are completely equivalent.

3.1.3 DEC

We next consider the DEC, using the time-like vectors (16). In addition to the relations (28)
these also lead to the conditions

(ε+ β p||)(ε− β p||) ≥ 0 , and (ε+ β p⊥)(ε− β p⊥) ≥ 0 . (33)

The DEC is therefore commonly formulated as [5]

ε ≥ 0 , and ε ≥ |p||| , and ε ≥ |p⊥| , (34)

(which implies the condition (29)). The first condition implies (30) and (31), just as in the case
of the WEC. The second equation in (34) can be rewritten in as{

1− f − zf h′/h ≥ 0 ,
h′/h ≥ f ′/f .

or

{
1− f − zf h′/h ≤ 0 ,
2− 2f − zf ′ ≥ zf h′/h .

(35)

12



Both inequalities imply h′/h ≥ f ′/f , such that the the DEC indeed implies the same relations
(20) we had also found previously for the WEC. However, a more detailed analysis of (34)
is rather involved and we shall provide more details in the following Section, assuming an
asymptotic expansion of the function φ and ψ. We remark, however, that in the particular case
f = h, in addition to (25), the third equation in (34) implies

φ′(z) ≥ 1

2
|z φ′′(z)| . (36)

3.1.4 SEC

Using the time-like vectors (16), the conditions for the SEC can be written in the form

ε+ p|| + 2p⊥ ≥ 0 , and ε+ p|| + 2p⊥ + β2
(
ε+ p|| − 2p⊥

)
≥ 0 ,

and ε+ p|| + 2p⊥ + β2
(
ε− p||

)
≥ 0 , (37)

which are commonly presented in the form [5]

ε+ p|| + 2p⊥ ≥ 0 , and ε+ p|| ≥ 0 , and ε+ p⊥ ≥ 0 . (38)

The last two inequalities are in fact the NEC conditions, implying therefore (20), in agreement

z

φ(z)

1

zA
2χ

zA

Figure 2: Schematic drawing of
the function φ compatible with
eq. (25) and eq. (39).

to the discussion in Section 2.2. As for the remaining
conditions, an analysis of the full system shall be rele-
gated to the next Section for an asymptotic expansion
of the functions f and h.
Here we only remark that in the particular case f = h,
in addition to eq. (25), the first equation of (38) leads
to the inequality

− χφ′′(z)

4πz
≥ 0 . (39)

Therefore the second derivative of φ(z) must always be
negative. A schematic drawing of such a function is
shown in Figure 2. We note, however, that in principle the function φ may still have saddle-
points.

3.2 Averaged Energy Conditions

For completeness, we shall also discuss the averaged weak- and null energy condition in this
Section. As we mentioned before, while in principle averages over generic regions of space-
time can be considered, the most common versions of the AWEC and ANEC use entire (causal)
geodesics. Since, however, eq. (5) was assumed to only hold in an asymptotic region (sufficiently
far from the rotational center of the geometry) also the energy momentum tensor can only be
reasonably defined for some z > zA. Therefore, the average of the energy conditions can also
only be defined over regions with z > zA and zA will enter explicitly. Since the latter is not
necessarily a physical parameter (but rather a limitation of the description in eq. (5)), the
physical conclusions drawn from these averaged conditions are therefore in general somewhat
limited. In the following we shall therefore outline only two examples of averaged conditions.

13



• AWEC: Using for example the radial time-like geodesic in (103) for z ∈ [zA,∞) we can
write the averaged WEC in the following form

0 ≤
∫ ∞
zA

dz
h((1− f)h− z(1 + β2)f ′) + zfh′(1 + β2 − h)

8πz2h
√
fh
√

1 + β2 − h
, ∀β ∈ R with β2 < 1 . (40)

• ANEC: Using for example the radial null geodesic in (102) for z ∈ [zA,∞), we can average
the NEC condition in the following manner

0 ≤
∫ ∞
zA

dz
f(z)h′(z)− h(z) f ′(z)

8πzh(z)
√
f(z)h(z)

= −
∫ ∞
zA

dz

4πz

d

dz

(√
f(z)

h(z)

)
. (41)

After partial integration, this equation becomes

1

4πzH

√
f(zH)

h(zH)
≥
∫ ∞
zA

dz

4πz2

√
f(z)

h(z)
. (42)

In the case f = h, this relation is indeed trivially satisfied.

3.3 Flux Energy Condition

Using the time-like vectors uµ and τµ0,1,2(β) in (16), we can write the flux energy conditions in
the form

ε2 ≥ 0 , and ε2 ≥ β2 p2|| , and ε2 ≥ β2 p2⊥ , ∀β ∈ (−1, 1) , (43)

which can be formulated as [52, 53]

ε2 ≥ p2|| , and ε2 ≥ p2⊥ . (44)

Although rather involved, we can analyse these conditions for the particular case of the metric
function (14): the first condition in (44) can be written in the form

f

64π2z3h3

(
f ′

f
− h′

h

)(
2f − 2 + zf ′

f
+ z

h′

h

)
≥ 0 , (45)

which can be resolved in two different ways{
f ′

f
≥ h′

h
and

2f−2+zf ′
f

+ z h′

h
≥ 0

or

{
f ′

f
≤ h′

h
and

2f−2+zf ′
f

+ z h′

h
≤ 0

(46)

Inserting the first of these condition in the later, we can deduce

2f − 2 + zf ′ + zf ′ = −4χφ′ ≥ 0 , or 2f − 2 + zf ′ + zf ′ = −4χφ′ ≤ 0 , (47)

which entails that φ is a monotonic function which cannot change its sign. The same conclusion
can also be drawn from the second condition in (44). A more general analysis of (44) is relegated
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to Section 4, where we shall assume an asymptotic expansions of the functions φ and ψ, which
simplifies the discussion.

We close this subsection by remarking that even for general φ and ψ in (14), (44) simplifies
if we assume f = h. Indeed, in this case the first condition in (44) is trivially satisfied, while
the second condition can be re-written in the form

(2− 2f + z2f ′′)(2− 2f − 4zf ′ − z2f ′′)
256π2z4

=
χ2

64π2z4
[
(2φ′)2 − (zφ′′)2

]
= − 4χ2

256π2z2

(
φ′

z2

)′
(z2 φ′)′ ≥ 0 . (48)

This implies that |2φ′| ≥ |zφ′′| which can be turned into a non-trivial statement about how the
function φ behaves for large z. Indeed, the second line in (48) implies that either (z2φ′)′ = 0
or (z2φ′)′ and (φ′/z2)′ have opposite signs. The |2φ′| ≥ |zφ′′| condition is similar to the DEC
in (36). To analyse the latter case in the asymptotic regime, i.e. far away from the rotational
center such that the sign of φ′ remains constant, let s = sign(φ′) for z � 1, then the only
possible combination of signs for these conditions can be integrated as follows

s

∫ ∞
z

dz′
(
φ′/z′2

)′
= −sφ

′

z2
≤ 0 , and s

∫ ∞
z

dz′
(
z′2 φ′

)′
= s lim

z→∞
(z2 φ′)− s z2 φ′ ≥ 0 . (49)

Among these, the first relation is always satisfied, whereas the second condition requires
that limz→∞(z2 φ′) 6= 0 to be compatible, i.e. φ′ cannot tend to zero faster than 1/z2: if
s limz→∞(z2 φ′) → ∞, the second condition is also trivially satisfied (and we find no further
information on φ′). If limz→∞(z2 φ′) is finite (i.e. φ′(z) ∼ sc

z2
+ o(z−2), for c ∈ R+), the sign

of the subleading correction needs to be −s in the asymptotic regime. We shall discuss this
condition further in the following Section.

4 Conditions for Asymptotic Expansions

The form of the metric functions (14) was motivated by demanding to reproduce asymptotically
the Schwarzschild geometry, which only requires the limits in eq. (15). As we have seen in the
previous Section, various energy conditions (which are motivated from eq. (5) for an energy-
momentum tensor Tµν that satisfies basic physicality conditions) already impose non-trivial
requirements for the functions (f, h) (or equivalently (φ, ψ)). These can be made more stringent
by using the form advocated in [24–27, 32–34]: indeed, demanding diffeomorphism invariance
of the metric, it was proposed to write (φ, ψ) as functions of an invariant (physical) quantities.
Concretely, for the latter, the physical distance measured from the rotational center was chosen.

As remarked in [27], the concrete choice of this distance is ambiguous, however, at the same
time physical quantities do not depend on it. For example, in appendix B we argue that shifting
this distance by a (z-independent) constant can be accommodated in our approach below. In
this Section we use this freedom to define the physical distance d(z) in a way that differs from
[24, 27] by a(n additive) constant, namely through the following differential equation with an
asymptotic boundary condition

d

dz
d =

1√
|f(z)|

, with lim
z→∞

(d(z)− d0(z)) = 0 . (50)
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Here d0 is the distance from the origin in the (classical) Schwarzschild metric with mass pa-
rameter χ, i.e.

d0(z) = πχ+ 2χ tanh−1
√

1− 2χ

z
+
√
z(z − 2χ) , ∀z > 2χ . (51)

Furthermore, to simplify the analysis of the different energy conditions, we consider an asymp-
totic expansion of (f, h)

f(z) = 1− 2χ

z

(
1 +

∞∑
n=1

ωn
d(z)n

)
, and h(z) = 1− 2χ

z

(
1 +

∞∑
n=1

γn
d(z)n

)
, (52)

where ωn, γn are effective coefficients encoding the deformation from Einstein gravity (and the
deviation from the Schwarzschild metric). While the motivation for these expansions is the
same as in [24], they technically generalise the discussion there by also including odd powers of
the inverse distance u = 1/d(z).5

z , d→∞
u→ 0

z = 0

horizon

zH , dH ,
1
uH

zA , dA ,
1
uA

zc , dc ,
1
uc

range of validity
of (52)

Figure 3: Schematic representation of the range of validity of the series expansions (104), which
defines the scale dc = 1/uc. We have introduced the variable u(z) = 1/d(z). Furthermore, we
have also included the coordinate zA (along with the distance dA = d(zA) and uA = 1/dA)
beyond which we assume the Einstein equation (5) to hold, as explained in Section 2.1. Finally,
in case of the metric representing a black hole, the figure also shows its position relative to the
range of validity of (52).

An important aspect of the series (52) is their range of validity: indeed, while an expansion
in inverse powers of d guarantees that asymptotically the Schwarzschild metric is recovered6, in
general, such an expansion converges (against the actual metric functions) only for sufficiently
large d(z). This is schematically shown in Figure 3: there exists a critical distance dc (and
thus also a critical inverse distance uc and a critical zc) below which the series (52) no longer
(correctly) represent the metric functions f and h. Concretely, this scale can be the radius of
convergence of the series (52). In the following we shall assume zc ≥ zA, such that (5) is valid
in the entire region of validity of (52), In the case of a black hole metric, as we shall discuss
in more detail in Section 4.2.2, while the latter can be of the order of the (outer) black hole
horizon (i.e. dc ∼ dA ∼ dH), such that (52) is valid in the entire space-time outside the black
hole horizon, this requires a priori that the coefficients (ωn, γn) depend in a specific fashion on
the mass of the black hole. On the other hand, as we shall discuss in Section 4.2.1, the existence

5 We recover the metric and results of [24] when taking γn = ωn and restricting n to be even.
6 Notice also, since d′(z) = 1√

|f(z)|
, which tends to 1 for z → ∞, the first derivatives of these functions vanish

asymptotically, which is compatible with (15).
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of the scale dc in conjunction with the energy conditions requires certain non-trivial relations
among the coefficients (ωn, γn).

Our starting point in the following, however, is the asymptotic regime (i.e. large z or,
equivalently, large d) in which the metric is near flat (and d(z) becomes proportional to z
itself to leading order, as follows from (50)). Notice in this regard also that the definition (50)
is self-consistent in the sense that it depends on the function f only in the region where its
series expansion (52) is defined (i.e. the region marked red in Figure 3). Using the distance
measured from the center of the black hole (as for example in [24, 27]) would require additional
information about the function f outside of this region.

4.1 Conditions to Leading Order

As explained in more detail in Appendix A.2, in the asymptotic region, we can solve (50) order
by order in an expansion in z (see eq. (104)). The latter can also be inverted to express d order
by order in z (see eq.(106)). Using these expressions, we can calculate to leading order

ε = − χω1

4πz4
+ o(z−4) , p|| =

χ(2γ1 − ω1)

4πz4
+ o(z−4) , p⊥ =

χ(ω1 − 2γ1)

4πz4
+ o(z−4) . (53)

To analyse in more detail the various energy conditions discussed in Section 2.2, we first consider
the case (ω1, γ1) 6= (0, 0), which we shall relax in the subsequent Subsubsection.

4.1.1 Case (ω1, γ1) 6= (0, 0)

We first restrict ourselves to the case (ω1, γ1) 6= (0, 0). Under this assumption, we start by
discussing the point-wise energy conditions outlined in point (i) of Section 2.2. Inserting the
expansions (53) into the conditions (34), (29), (17) and (38) respectively, they all reduce for
(ω1, γ1) 6= (0, 0) to

DEC, WEC, NEC, SEC: ω1 . γ1 < 0 . (54)

A few comments are in order concerning this result

• The notation ω1 . γ1 means that the energy conditions are always satisfied for ω1 < γ1 < 0
(for large z), while for ω1 = γ1 < 0 eqs. (34), (29), (17) and (38) involve conditions for
coefficients (ωk, γk) with k > 1. Concretely, for ω1 = γ1 < 0, the leading O(z−4) terms
are all either compatible with the energy conditions in a non-trivial fashion or vanish.
In the latter case, we need to inspect the subleading O(z−n) contributions (for n > 4):
empirically, we have observed up to n = 9 that they are tantamount to

DEC, WEC, NEC, SEC:

lim
z→∞

z3+n (ε+ p||) =
(n+ 1)χ

4π
(γn − ωn) ≥ 0 , if γi = ωi ∀ 1 ≤ i < n , (55)

which requires γn > ωn for the first coefficients (γn, ωn) that are different from one an-
other.7

7 The case ωn = γn ∀n ≥ 1 (i.e. f(z) = h(z)), is briefly discussed in Subsection 4.1.3.
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• For γ1 = 0 (but ω1 < 0), the leading order contributions O(z−4) in eqs. (34), (29), (17)
and (38) are all either satisfied non-trivially or vanish. In the latter case, however, the
subleading logarithmically enhanced terms of the order log z

z5
are incomaptible with ω1 < 0,

for example

ε+ p||
∣∣
γ1=0

=
χ2ω1

8πz5
log z +

χ

8πz5
[ω1χ(π − 2 + log(2/χ))− ω2 − 9γ2] + o(z−5) . (56)

• The condition (54) is compatible with (20), which we have derived on general grounds for
all point-wise energy conditions.

ω1

γ1

γ 1
=
ω 1

γ1
= ω1/

2

p|| − p⊥ > 0

p ||
− p⊥

<
0

ω2

γ2

DEC

SEC

γ2 = −ω2/9

γ 2
=
ω 2

γ2 = ω2/3

γ2
=
7ω

2
/9

Figure 4: Left part: Schematic overview of the conditions for (ω1, γ1) stemming from the
point-wise energy conditions. The NEC, SEC, WEC and DEC are satisfied in the coloured
region, which is divided into two regions (blue and green) by the line γ1 = ω1/2 that indicates
isotropy to leading order. The red line γ1 = ω1, designates the vanishing of the leading order
term and conditions for subleading coefficients become important. In the right part of the
Figure, the conditions for (ω2, γ2) stemming from point-wise energy conditions are visualised
at ω1 = 0 = γ1.

We next consider the FEC in eq. (44) as discussed in point (ii) in Section 2.2. Using the series
expansions, the leading order contribution implies the condition

FEC: ω1 . γ1 < 0 or 0 < γ1 . ω1 . (57)

As before, the notation . means that for ω1 = γ1, conditions on higher coefficients (ωn, γn)
with n > 1 need to be satisfied for the FEC to hold.

Graphically, the condition (54) is visualised in the left part of Figure 4 and (57) in the left
part of Figure 5. The colouring in both Figures is related to an interpretation of the energy
momentum tensor in terms of field configurations, as outlined in Section 2.3. Indeed, Tµν
can be mimicked by a perfect fluid and either a massless scalar field or a gauge field with a
non-vanishing electric component, depending on the sign of the anisotropy parameter

p‖ − p⊥ =
χ(2γ1 − ω1)

2πz4
+ o(z−4) . (58)
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ω1

γ1
γ 1

=
ω 1

γ1
= ω1/

2

p||− p⊥
> 0

p ||
− p
⊥
<

0

ω2

γ2

γ2
=

7ω
2
/9γ2 = ω2/3

γ2 = −ω2/9

Figure 5: Left part: Schematic overview of the conditions for (ω1, γ1) stemming from the FEC,
which is satisfied in the entire coloured region. The latter is divided into two regions (blue and
green) by the line γ1 = ω1/2 that indicates isotropy to leading order. The red line γ1 = ω1,
designates the vanishing of the leading order term and conditions for subleading coefficients
become important. In the right part of the Figure, the conditions for (ω2, γ2) stemming from
the FEC are visualised at ω1 = 0 = γ1.

Here o(z−n) denotes contributions more suppressed than z−n, for example here for n = 4 we
neglect terms of the type log z/z5. For ω1 = 2γ1 isotropy is restored to leading order, as
can be seen from (58) however, there is a residual logarithmically enhanced subleading term
contributing to the anisotropy parameter as follows

p‖ − p⊥ = −5γ1χ
2 log z

8πz5
+O(z−5) > 0 for γ1 < 0 . (59)

We can therefore distinguish the two different scenarii

• For p‖ − p⊥ < 0 (i.e. for 2γ1 < ω1) an electric background field is needed to mimic the
energy momentum tensor in eq. (5) along with an ideal fluid with the components (as
parametrised in (10))

ρ =
χ(γ1 − ω1)

2πz4
+
χ2(13ω1 − 15γ1) log z

16πz5
+O(z−5) , p =

χ2(3γ1 − ω1) log z

16πz5
+O(z−5) .

(60)

Thus, for ω1 6= γ1, p is subleading in z with respect to ρ. Therefore, asymptotically, the
equation of state approaches p = ωρ with ω = 0 for ω1 6= γ1 and ω = −1 for ω1 = γ1.

• For p‖ − p⊥ > 0 (i.e. for 2γ1 ≥ ω1) a scalar background field is needed to mimic the
energy momentum tensor in eq. (5) along with an ideal fluid with the components (as
parametrised in (10))

ρ =
−γ1χ
2πz4

+
3χ2(5γ1 + ω1) log z

16πz5
+O(z−5), p =

χ2(3γ1 − ω1) log z

16πz5
+O(z−5) . (61)

As for the previous case, asymptotically, the equation of state approaches p = ωρ with
ω = 0 for ω1 ≤ γ1 < 0.
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4.1.2 Case (ω1, γ1) = (0, 0) and Higher Orders

In the previous subsection we have excluded the case (ω1, γ1) = (0, 0), i.e. the origin in the
left part of Figures 4 and 5. However, it is instructive to investigate the limit in which the
leading corrections to f and h emerge at the order 1/d2. This is the first relevant order in
some quantum extensions of Black Hole metrics that have been considered in the literature [24,
27]. Indeed, the restriction ω1 = γ1 = 0 can be motivated from effective actions of quantum
gravity, whose leading terms appear at the two-derivative level [56–59]. In the particular case
(ω2, γ2) 6= (0, 0), the eigenvalues of the Einstein tensor to the first non-vanishing order now read

ε = − χω2

2πz5
+ o(z−5) , p‖ =

χ(3γ2 − ω2)

4πz5
+ o(z−5) , p⊥ ≈ 3χ(ω2 − 3γ2)

8πz5
+ o(z−5) . (62)

Inserting these expansions into the point-wise energy conditions lead to the following conditions

DEC:
7

9
ω2 < γ2 < −

ω2

9
, WEC: ω2 . γ2 < −

ω2

9
,

NEC: ω2 . γ2 < −
ω2

9
, SEC: ω2 . γ2 . 0 . (63)

These conditions are schematically visualised in the right part of Figure 4. The FEC condition
in this case takes the form

FEC:
7ω2

9
< γ2 ≤ −

ω2

9
, or − ω2

9
≤ γ2 <

7ω2

9
, (64)

which is visualised in the right hand side of Figure 5. In Figures 4 and 5 we have also indicated
the sign of the anisotropy parameter p|| − p⊥ in this case, which is positive for γ2 < ω2/3 and
negative else. In this case, with the constraints given by the NEC, WEC, SEC, the stress-energy
tensor can only be mimicked by an electric background field (ω2 ≤ γ2 <

ω2

3
) and a perfect fluid

component given by an equation of state of the form p = ωρ, with ω = −1. For the remaining
conditions (DEC, FEC), for non-zero γ2, ω2, the realisation of the stress-energy tensor in terms
of an isotropic fluid plus a perfect fluid contribution is unavailable.

More generally, for (ωi, γi) = (0, 0) for i = 1, . . . , n−1 and (ωn, γn) 6= (0, 0), we have verified
up to n = 5 that the point-wise energy conditions imply8

DEC:
3n+ 1

(n+ 1)2
ωn < γn < −

n− 1

(n+ 1)2
ωn , WEC: ωn . γn < −

n− 1

(n+ 1)2
ωn ,

NEC: ωn . γn < −
n− 1

(n+ 1)2
ωn , SEC: ωn . γn . 0 , (65)

while the FEC generalises to

FEC:
3n+ 1

(n+ 1)2
ωn ≤ γn < −

n− 1

(n+ 1)2
ωn , or − n− 1

(n+ 1)2
ωn < γn ≤

3n+ 1

(n+ 1)2
ωn . (66)

4.1.3 Case f = h

We have seen in Section 3 that the point-wise energy conditions lead to much simpler results
for the particular case f = h. Similarly, we have seen in the previous Subsubsection 4.1.2 that

8 For n > 2 the NEC, WEC and DEC even hold if the upper bound for γn is satisfied.
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the case ωn = γn for the first non-trivial coefficients requires to verify subleading terms in order
to determine whether most of the energy conditions are satisfied or not. In this Subsubsection,
we shall therefore consider in more detail the particular case ωn = γn ∀n ∈ N.

For ωi = 0 ∀i = 1, . . . , n− 1 and ωn 6= 0, we have verified up to n = 5 that the eigenvalues
of the energy momentum tensor can be expanded as

ε = −p|| = −
χnωn
4πz3+n

+ o(z−n−3) , and p⊥ = −χn (n+ 1)ωn
8πz3+n

+ o(z−3−n) . (67)

In this case, we can therefore conclude that the NEC, WEC, DEC and SEC are satisfied
provided that ωn < 0, i.e. the first non-vanishing coefficient has to be negative. Likewise, the
FEC is satisfied only if ω1 6= 0, in agreement with the general discussion of Section 3.3: indeed
for ω1 6= 0 we have the expansion

φ(z) = 1 +
ω1

z
− χω1

z2
log(z) +O(z−2) , (68)

such that the sign of the first correction beyond the term of order O(z−1) is opposite of the
latter.

4.2 Energy Conditions at Finite Distance

Extending the analysis of the previous Subsection to finite distance (i.e. to higher orders in an
expansion of z) is a challenging task: not only do we require an expansion of the distance d as
a function of z (see eq. (104)) to higher orders, but we also need to characterise the region in
which such an approximation is valid. In fact, as we shall see, both aspects are intertwined. In
this work we shall not attempt an exhaustive discussion of all (point-wise) energy conditions for
finite (but large) distance. Instead, we shall simply illustrate the two points mentioned above
by two examples.

4.2.1 Example: NEC at Higher Orders

In order to showcase the idea (and also to highlight the problems) to extend the point-wise
energy conditions beyond the leading asymptotic distance, we shall first consider as a simple
example the NEC condition in the case of a metric with f = h. We furthermore consider
a critical distance dc > dA (see Figure 3), such that the series expansions (52) of the metric
functions are not valid all the way to zA but only hold in the asymptotic regime. That is, the
red region in Figure 3 does not extend all the way to zA. In the following we shall attempt
to develop conditions on the expansion coefficients ωn = γn by demanding that the NEC is
satisfied in this regime.

In the case of f = h, the first condition in (17) c1 = 0 is identically satisfied (and poses no
conditions on the coefficients ωn). Assuming furthermore ω1 6= 0 the series expansion of c2 in
(17) becomes9

c2 = − χω1

2πz4
+
χ2ω1

8πz5

[
10π − 17 + 10 log

(
2z

χ

)
− 10ω2

χω1

]
+O(z−6) , (69)

9 The terms of order O(z−6) can be logarithmically enhanced, which, however, does not interfer with our analysis
below.
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which is plotted in Figure 6 as a function of z/χ and ω2

ω1χ
. As a function of z, c2 has zeros at

z0 = −5

2
χW

(
−1

5
e

17
10
−π+ ω2

χω1

)
, (70)

where W is the Lambert function: for

ω2

χω1

∈
]
−∞,−27

10
+ π + log 5

]
, (71)

eq. (70) in fact describes two real solutions (corresponding to the two branches of the Lambert
function), which meet at z0 = 5

2
, while for ω2

χω1
> −27

10
+ π + log 5, the solution z0 is imaginary.

The position of the real zeroes are plotted in Figure 7 as a function of ω2

χω1
. For large negative

ω2

ω1χ
, the larger of the two zeroes behaves as

−5

2

ω2

ω1χ
+

1

4

(
10π − 17 + 10 log

(
− 5ω2

ω1χ

))
+O

(
−ω1χ

ω2

)
. (72)

Figure 6: Left panel: condition −χ3

ω1
c2 as a function of z

χ
and ω2

ω1χ
. For negative values of ω1 (as

dictated from the asymptotic constraint (54)), the orange coloured part of the plot indicates
the parameter region in which the NEC is satisfied. Right panel: More detailed view of the
same plot, highlighting the region of the zero of c2.

There are a number of conclusions to be drawn from this simple analysis:

• as outlined in Section 4.1, the leading asymptotic expansion (i.e. the term of order
O(z−4)) requires ω1 < 0 (since we assumed ω1 6= 0)

• for ω2 >
(
−27

10
+ π + log 5

)
χω1 (and ω1 < 0), c2 ≥ 0 (and thus the NEC) is satisfied up

to order O(z−6)

• for ω2 ≤
(
−27

10
+ π + log 5

)
χω1 (and ω1 < 0), the NEC is violated for values of z below z0

given in (70). By tuning ω2, this value can in particular be made larger than zc (and also
large enough such that the restriction to order O(z−6) in (69) is justified). This therefore
imposes a non-trivial restriction for ω2
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Figure 7: Two branches of the position of the zero z0/χ of c2 (to order O(z−6)) as a function
of ω2

χω1
as in eq. 70, which meet at ω2

χω1
= −27

10
+ π + log 5 for z0 = 5

2
χ. The black dashed lines

shows the asymptotic curve given in (72).

This analysis, however, also reveals a number important subtleties:

(i) The restriction for ω2 involves zc as a value up to which we expect the expansions of
the metric function to be still a viable approximation. This, however, is a coordinate-
dependent statement which is difficult to formulate as a physical condition.

(ii) In order to violate the NEC, the quotient ω2/ω1 needs to scale proportional to χ: e.g. for
an astrophysical black hole χ � 1, such that the ωn cannot be treated as coefficients of
order unity.

(iii) For the expansion (52) to have radius of convergence uc, the ωn themselves have to scale
relative to one-another by factors that are comparable to uc, which we need to take into
account when performing expansions. This case will be considered later in Section 4.2.2.

For completeness, we remark that the restriction f = h can be relaxed in a straight-forward
manner: In this case, c1 is no longer trivial and the two conditions in (17) become10

0 ≤ c1 =
χ(γ1 − ω1)

2πz4
− 3χ

4πz5

[
(γ1 − ω1)χ(π − 4/3) + ω2 − γ2 + χ(γ1 − ω1) log

(
2z

χ

)]
+O(z−6) ,

(73)

0 ≤ c2 = − γ1χ

2πz4
+

χ

8πz5

[
χ(9γ1 + ω1)

(
π + log

(
2z

χ

)
− (15γ1 + 2ω1)− (9γ2 + ω2)

)]
+O(z−6) .

(74)

We highlight again that these constraints heavily depend on the choice of coordinates along
with the point zc up to which we trust the approximation. Indeed, while the asymptotically
leading terms (already discussed in Section 4.1), require ω1 . γ1 < 0 (see eq. (54)), neglecting

10 As before, the subleading terms of order O(z−6) may be enhanced logarithmically.
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the higher order terms O(z−6), the functions in (73) and (74) have zeroes at

c1 : z
(1)
0 = −3

2
χW

[
−1

3
exp

(
3(γ2 − ω2) + (4− 3π)(γ1 − ω1)χ

3χ(γ1 − ω1)

)]
,

c2 : z
(2)
0 = −9γ1 + ω1

4γ1
χW

[
− 3γ1

9γ1 + ω1

exp

(
χ ((15− 9π)γ1 + (2− π)ω1) + 9γ2 + ω2

χ(9γ1 + ω1)

)]
.

A better intuition for these zeroes can be obtained by expanding them for large χ11, assuming
that (ωn, γn) are independent of χ

z
(1)
0 =

3λ1χ

2
+

3(γ2 − ω2)

2(1− λ1)(γ1 − ω1)
+

3λ1(γ2 − ω2)
2

4(1− λ1)3(γ1 − ω1)2χ
+O(χ−2) ,

z
(2)
0 =

(9γ1 + ω1)λ2χ

4γ1
+

(9γ2 + ω2)λ2
4(1− λ2)γ1

+
(9γ2 + ω2)

2λ2
8γ1(1− λ2)3(9γ1 + ω1)χ

+O(χ−2) , (75)

with the coefficients

λ1 = −W

(
−e

4
3
−π

3

)
∼ 0.058 , λ2 = −W

(
− 2γ1

9γ1 + ω1

exp

(
15γ1 + 2ω1 − π(9γ1 + ω1)

9γ1 + ω1

))
.

As before, the zeroes z
(1,2)
0 depend on (γn, ωn) and can in principle be made larger than zc,

leading to non-trivial (albeit implicit) conditions.

4.2.2 Example: Radius of Convergence

One possibility of fixing the distance dc in Figure 3 is to identify it with the radius of convergence
of the series appearing in (52). For concreteness, we consider again the simpler case f(z) = h(z)
∀z > zc (i.e. ωn = γn ∀n ∈ N) and we write

f(z) = h(z) = 1− 2χ

z

(
1 +

∞∑
n=1

ωn u
n(z)

)
= 1− 2χ

z

(
1 +

∞∑
n=1

αn d
n
c u

n

)
, with u(z) =

1

d(z)
.

(76)

Here we have also re-scaled the expansion coefficients

αn := ωn u
n
c = ωn/d

n
c , with uc = 1/dc , (77)

where {αn}n∈N are the coefficients of a series with radius of convergence equal to 1. In this way,
the radius of convergence of the coefficients ωn indeed is (assuming that these limits exist)

lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣ ωnωn+1

∣∣∣∣ = lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣ αn/u
n
c

αn+1/un+1
c

∣∣∣∣ = uc lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣ αnαn+1

∣∣∣∣ = uc . (78)

Therefore 1/uc is not only the smallest distance up to which we assume that the series expansion
(76) converges against the actual metric functions f , but also up to which these series are in fact
meaningful. Assuming uc to be small (such that dc is large), we can study the NEC conditions

11 In the case of an astrophysical black hole, χ� 1, such that such an expansion is well justified.
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(17). Condition c1 is identically satisfied (since we have assumed f = h) and it therefore remains
to study the condition under which c2 is positive when evaluated at dc.

12 To this end, we insert
the leading terms in z in (106) into the contribution proportional to ωn of the O(z−3−n) term
in an expansion of the condition c2

c2 = − χ

8π
u3c

∞∑
n=1

n(n+ 3)αn +O(u4c) . (79)

This relation receives corrections from higher order terms, which, however, are more difficult
to compute. Nevertheless, we have checked the following relation up to n = 5

c2 = − χ

8π
u3c

∞∑
n=1

n(n+ 3)αn −
χ2

8π
u4c

∞∑
n=1

[
n2 +

(
π + log

(
2

χuc

)
n(n+ 5)

)]
αn +O(u5c) .

(80)

Yet higher terms in an expansion of uc depend on the αn in a non-linear fashion. Positivity of
the relation (79) (or higher order terms of the form (80)) pose conditions on the coefficients αn
stemming from the fact that the series expansion (76) has to hold up to finite distance uc = 1/dc
to the origin.

5 Examples

In this Section we compare our energy conditions to examples in the literature that were
proposed to describe quantum black holes. Specifically, we focus on the Dymnikova space-time
[23] and the asymptotically safe quantum black hole [27].

5.1 The Dymnikova Black Hole

The Dymnikova [23] space-time provides an explicit form for the function f(z) = h(z) in (1)
(and thus also for φ(z) = ψ(z)). It was constructed as a black hole solution of the Einstein
equation (5) that resolves the singularity at the origin. Indeed, the dimensionless metric [23]
reads

dσ2 = −
(

1− RS(z)

z

)
dτ 2 +

dz2

1− RS(z)
z

+ z2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
(81)

RS(z) = zS

(
1− e−

z3

z3∗

)
with z3∗ = z20zS , and zS = 2χ , (82)

such that we have in comparison to (14)

φ(z) = ψ(z) =
RS(z)

zS
= 1− e−

z3

z3∗ ≤ 1 . (83)

The metric (81) has two horizons (i.e. the function 1− RS(z)
z

has two zeroes) at

z+ = 2χ

[
1−O

(
e
− 4χ2

z20

)]
< 2χ , and z− = 2χ

[
1−O

(
z0
8χ

)]
, (84)

where zH = z+ is the outer horizon of the black hole. Asymptotically (i.e. for z/z∗ →∞), the

12 We assume that eq. (54) (respectively eq.(65)) hold, such that the NEC is satisfied asymptotically.

25



Figure 8: Schematic plot of the func-
tion RS(z)/zS in eq. (83).

metric approaches flat space (like the classical
Schwarzschild solution), but it is free from a singularity
at the origin z = 0. Finally, we identify the constant
z20 = 3

8πε0
, where ε0 > 0 is the energy density evaluated

at the origin z = 0.
The energy momentum tensor (5) associated with

the space-time (81) is spherically symmetric and
anisotropic [23] and of type I in the Ellis-Hawking clas-
sification [1] (see also the review in appendix A.3). Us-
ing the decomposition (7) in terms of the eigenvalues
(98) it can be characterised by

ε = ε0 e
− 4πz3ε0

3χ = −p‖ , p⊥ = −ε0e−
4πz3ε0

3χ

(
1− 2πz3ε0

χ

)
. (85)

These quantities allow us to verify the various energy conditions discussed in Section 3. Since
ε ≥ 0 and ε ≥ p⊥, the NEC and WEC are satisfied in the entire space-time. The DEC and
SEC, however, require the following conditions

SEC:
4πε20
χ

e−
4πε0z

3

3χ

(
z3 − 2

3
z3∗

)
≥ 0 , DEC:

2πε20
χ

e−
4πε0
3χ

(
2

3
z3∗ −

∣∣∣∣z3 − 2

3
z3∗

∣∣∣∣) ≥ 0 , (86)

while the FEC amounts to

FEC: − 4π2z3ε40
χ2

e−
8πε0z

3

3χ

(
z3 − 4

3
z3∗

)
≥ 0 . (87)

The SEC is therefore only satisfied for z ≥ (2
3
)1/3 z∗. The second derivative of the function φ

vanishes at z = (2
3
)1/3 z∗, (i.e. φ′′(z = (2

3
)1/3 z∗) = 0) and it is negative for all values of z larger

than this. This is therefore compatible with the relation (39), which we have found on general
grounds and the schematic drawing of the function φ in Figure 8 for z > (2

3
)1/3 z∗ is indeed

compatible with the general form of φ we have sketched in Figure 2.

The DEC is only satisfied for
(
4
3

)1/3
z∗ ≥ z ≥

(
2
3

)1/3
z∗ and is notably violated asymptot-

ically for large z. Similarly, the FEC only holds for z ≤
(
4
3

)1/3
z∗, but not for asymptotically

large values of z. This is compatible with the general conclusion in Section 3.3: the function
φ(z)−1 in (83) tends to zero exponentially (and thus faster than 1/z). The norm of the energy
flow, however, remains bounded from below: indeed, the quantity ε2 − p2⊥ has a minimum at
z = 21/3 z∗ such that

ε2 − p2|| = 0 , and ε2 − p2⊥ ≥ −
27χ2

16e4π2 z6∗
= −3ε20

e4
, ∀z ≥ 0 . (88)

We also remark that the violation of both the DEC and FEC decreases exponentially for z � 1.
The anisotropy parameter, which characterises how to interpret the energy momentum

tensor in eq. (5) in terms of simple physical field configurations (see Section 2.3) becomes

p‖ − p⊥ = −2πz3ε20e
− 4πz3ε0

3χ

χ
< 0 . (89)
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In agreement with (26), this quantity is always negative and therefore, in terms of the minimal
particle physics realisation, the Einstein tensor associated with the metric (81) can be mimicked
by an electric-like background field whose modulus is given by (13)

|E| =

√√√√2πz3ε20e
− 4πz3ε0

3χ

χ
. (90)

The energy density and pressure of the isotropic component obtained using (12) yield

ρ =
ε0e
− 4πz3ε0

3χ (χ− πz3ε0)
χ

= −p , (91)

in agreement with the conclusion (27) we have obtained on more general grounds. Thus, ac-
cording to Table 1, the anisotropic fluid associated with the Dymnikova space-time is minimally
modelled by an electric-like background and massive scalar field with negligible kinetic term at
large distances.

5.2 Renormalisation Group Improved Black Hole

Another example for a quantum deformed black hole solution, which is closer in spirit to
the form (52) of the metric functions, is the renormalisation group (RG)-improved black hole
discussed in [27]. Concretely, the latter is characterised by the following metric functions in
eq. (1)

f(z) = h(z) = 1− 2χ

z

d̃(z)2

d̃(z)2 + ω̃
, with d̃(z) =

∫ z

0

dz′√
|f(z′)|

. (92)

Here ω̃ 6= 0 is a dimensionless constant (which in [27] was determined to be ω̃ = 118
15π

). We

also note that the physical distance d̃(z) is different than the one appearing in (50). Indeed,
since (92) holds in the entire space-time (i.e. ∀z ≥ 0), the distance is normalised such that

d̃(z = 0) = 0. As we have briefly explained in Appendix B, this difference has no conceptual
significance.

For large enough distances to the center of the black hole, such that ω̃ ≤ d̃(z)2, the (exact)
metric function (92) can be expanded in a series similar to (76)

f(z) = 1− 2χ

z

∞∑
n=0

(−ω̃)n

d̃(z)2n
= 1− 2χ

z

∞∑
n=0

(− sign(ω̃))n/2|ω̃|n/2 ũn , with ũ(z) =
1

d̃(z)
. (93)

Furthermore, asymptotically, the distance behaves (see [27]) as d̃(z) ∼ z, such that

ε = −p‖ =
χω̃

2πz5
+O(z−6) , p⊥ =

3χω̃

4πz5
+O(z−6) . (94)

Asymptotically, for ω̃ > 0, on the one hand the NEC, WEC and SEC are satisfied in agreement
with eq. (63), while on the other hand the DEC and FEC are violated in agreement with
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eq. (63)) and the discussion in Section 3.3: indeed, the derivative of d̃(z)2

d̃(z)2+ω̃
tends to zero faster

than o(z−2) for z →∞. Finally, asymptotically, the anisotropy parameter becomes

p‖ − p⊥ = − 5χω̃

4πz5
< 0 , (95)

in agreement with (26). For large distances, the energy momentum associated with (92) can
therefore mimicked by an electric field and a perfect fluid with equation of state p = −ρ, as
shown in eq. (27).

Finally, the example (92) allows us to also demonstrate conditions related to the radius of
convergence of the series (93): following the discussion in Section 4.2.2, the radius of conver-
gence13 of this series is 1√

|ω̃|
and thus for any uc = 1−ε√

|ω̃|
< 1√

|ω̃|
(with an infinitesimal ε > 0)

we can write the coefficients κn in the following form

κn =

{
0 if n ∈ Nodd ,
(−(1− ε) sign(ω̃))n/2 if n ∈ Neven .

(96)

Comparing with the asymptotic constraints in Section 4.1.2, they are in fact satisfied for ω̃ > 0.
Notice that in this case we also have for the leading term for c2 at uc in (79)

c2 =
(6− ε)(1− ε)4χ
4π(2− ε)3|ω̃|3/2

+O(u4c) , (97)

while the subleading term is plotted for ω̃ = 118
15π

in Figure 9.

Figure 9: The condition c2 as a function of χ and ε for ω̃ = 118
15π

. The orange coloured region
gives the regions where c2 is positive at uc. Notice that for ε � 1, higher order terms in (80)
cannot be neglected.

13 This means that beyond this radius (93) is no longer a correct representation of (92). The latter, of course,
remains valid for all values of ũ.
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6 Conclusions

In this paper we have investigated the implications of various positivity conditions on spheri-
cally symmetric and static geometries that are deformations of the Schwarzschild space-time.
These deformations are characterised by two functions φ, ψ that enter the metric (1) through
the functions f, h as in eq. (14). The latter have, for example, been studied in the context of
quantum models of black holes [23, 24, 27–31]. However, the results of our work apply equally
to a wider class of generalisations of the Schwarzschild metric. In fact, we only require that in
an asymptotic region (i.e. sufficiently far away from the rotational center), the geometry can
be described by a metric, which, via the Einstein equation (5), allows to define an energy mo-
mentum tensor T µν , satisfying ’reasonable’ physicality conditions. Concretely, by the latter we
mean the above mentioned positivity conditions for the energy density or energy flux measured
by physical observers [1–4], reviewed in detail in Section 2.2.

We have first analysed the impact of these conditions on the metric deformations, keeping
φ, ψ generic, focusing mostly on point-wise energy conditions. While most of the latter are
rather difficult to reduce to a simple compact form, a common condition is h(z) ≤ f(z) (i.e.
ψ(z) ≥ φ(z)) for all values of z for which T µν can be defined in a meaningful manner. The
analysis is simplified for the particular case f = h (i.e. ψ = φ). Indeed, in this case the condi-
tions imply (see eq. (25)) that φ = ψ ≤ 1 and φ′(z) ≥ 0, i.e. the only remaining deformation
function φ tends to 1 (representing the undeformed Schwarzschild case) in a monotonic fashion,
as shown schematically in Figure 8. In the case where the deformation represents a black hole
and T µν (that abides to the positivity conditions) can be defined all the way to the (outer)
event horizon (zA = zH), this condition implies that the position zH of the latter is smaller than
the one of the classical Schwarzschild black hole (zH ≤ 2χ). While some conditions (such as
the NEC and WEC) make no further restrictions on the growth of the function φ, others (like
the SEC) either impose that φ has no inflection point (an example of which is schematically
shown in Figure 2) or (like the FEC or the DEC) impose that the function φ can not tend to
zero too quickly as z →∞.

The (point-wise) energy conditions can be expressed in a more concrete form by assum-
ing that the deformation functions φ, ψ are series expansions in inverse powers of the physical
distance d (see the definition in (50)), as in eq. (52). The precise form of the distance is con-
ceptually of little importance: we have for example explained in Appendix B that shifting d
by a constant corresponds to a linear transformation among the expansion coefficients. More
complicated changes in the distance shall be discussed elsewhere [60]. Analysing the leading
contributions for the asymptotic limit, the positivity condition are realised only for specific
ranges of the (leading) expansion coefficients (ωn, γn), which are summarised in eq. (65) and
(66) and graphically represented in Figures 4 and 5. Going beyond the leading asymptotic
expansion is technically challenging, however, still leads to non-trivial conditions for the expan-
sion coefficients (52). These, however, are more involved and also depend on the distance up
to which the expansion is valid. Furthermore, we have distinguished regions in the parameter
space of (ωn, γn) that correspond to different minimal realisations of the energy momentum
tensor in terms of physical fields: indeed, following [54], in different regions of the parameter
space T µν can be realised through either an electric vector field or a massless scalar along with
a perfect fluid.

Finally, to complement our general considerations, we have also discussed two concrete mod-
els that have been proposed as metrics for quantum black holes, namely a model proposed by
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Bonanno-Reuter [27] and the Dymnikova space-time [23]. In both cases, we have found that
certain energy conditions are not realised (in agreement with our previous general considera-
tions). However, in both cases, the violation tends to zero when going away from the black
hole. Such a behaviour is not surprising in a context where quantum effects play a role: indeed,
the energy conditions discussed in the bulk of this paper are inspired from classical systems
and there are known quantum system in which they are violated [16–18]. The fact that in
both cases the violation of these conditions decreases (either as a power-law in the case of the
Bonanno-Reuter model or exponentially in the case of the Dymnikova space-time) at infinity
is compatible with the geometry approaching a classically flat space-time. In a larger context,
these examples showcase that the conditions and results obtained in this paper are not to be
understood as immovable ’constraints’ for space-time metric but rather as guiding principles for
analysing deformations of (classical) spherically symmetric metrics. We also envision these con-
ditions to be important for estimating the size of quantum effects in astrophysical observations
in the future, by providing orders of magnitude for the violation of classical energy conditions.
For a more detailed discussion of quantum effects, however, in particular in the context of black
holes, it might be necessary to introduce more appropriate ’quantum’ conditions such as [3, 6,
20, 21, 47].

For future work it will be interesting to extend the analysis to more general space-times: on
the one hand this includes space-times that are not spherically symmetric and/or static (e.g.
generalised rotating or charged black holes). On the other hand, this also pertains to space-
times that are not asymptotically flat. In this context, we foresee interesting applications of our
approach to AdS spaces. Finally, to extend our analysis, in particular in the context of black
holes, to regions that are closer to the rotational center (and thus also the black hole horizon)
requires probably an alternative approach. Indeed, the energy conditions we employed here are
rooted in the classical behaviour of an energy momentum tensor. To define the latter, we have
to assume that the metric satisfies the Einstein-equation (5) at least approximately. In close
proximity to the black hole, however, the latter needs to be replaced by a description rooted
in quantum gravity, which is currently unavailable. We remark, however, that even from the
asymptotic approach adopted in this work, we have managed to extract non-trivial conditions
for the metric functions. It would be interesting to discuss, how these could be extrapolated to
gain information about regions in which quantum effects start playing a role.
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A General Properties of Spherical Space-Times

A.1 Geometry of Static, Spherically Space-Times

For convenience, we record a number of geometric properties of the static, spherically symmetric
metric (1) in this appendix. For concreteness, we limit ourselves to the case z > zH (such that
f, h > 0). The Einstein tensor associated with (1) takes the form

Tµν =
1

8π
Gµν =


h ε 0 0 0
0

p||
f

0 0

0 0 p⊥ z
2 0

0 0 0 p⊥ z
2 sin2 θ

 , with

ε = 1−f−zf ′
8πz2

p|| =
f−1+zf h

′
h

8πz2
,

p⊥ = z
2
p′‖ + zh′

4h
(ε+ p‖) + p‖ .

(98)

The mixed tensor T µν = T µλgνλ has eigenvectors

uµ =


− 1√

h

0
0
0

 , wµ =


0√
f

0
0

 , vµ1 =


0
0
1
z

0

 , vµ2 =


0
0
0
1

z sin θ

 . (99)

which correspond to the Lorentz-invariant [4] eigenvalues (−ε, p||, p⊥, p⊥). These vectors are
orthogonal to each other and satisfy

gµν u
µuν = −1 , gµν w

µwν = gµν v
µ
1 v

ν
1 = gµν v

µ
2 v

ν
2 = 1 . (100)

The energy momentum tensor (98) is therefore of type I in the classification of Ellis and Hawking
(see Section A.3). Furthermore, it can be expanded in its eigenvectors as shown in (7).

We next solve the geodesic equation

0 =
dvµ

ds
+ Γµνλ v

ν vλ , with vµ =


dτ/ds
dz/ds
dθ/ds
dϕ/ds

 , (101)

where s is an affine parameter and Γµνλ are the connection components. In the main part of
this paper we are mostly interested in radial time-like and null geodesics and we therefore solve
(101) with the time-like or null initial conditions imposed at (0, z0 →∞, π2 , 0):

• null radial geodesic: vµ(z) =


1

h(z)√
f(z)
h(z)

0
0

 , (102)

• time-like geodesic: vµ(z) =


√

1+β2

h(z)√
f(z)
h(z)

(1− h(z) + β2)

0
0

 , (103)

where β is the initial (radial) veclocity (with β2 < 1).
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A.2 Radial Distance for Spherically Symmetric Metrics

In this appendix we provide a series expansion for the distance d as a function of the radial
coordinate z in the asymptotic regime. The former is defined through the differential equation
(50). We have verified up to order O(z−7) that the solution can be expanded in the form

d(z) = z + χ

(
π − 1 + log

2z

χ

)
+
∞∑
n=0

z−1−n
n∑
j=0

λj,n (log z)j , (104)

where λj,n are z-independent constants, which depend on the coefficients ωn. The first few
instances can be listed as follows

λ0,0 = −χ(3χ+ 2ω1)

2
, λ0,1 = −χ

4

(
5χ2 + 2ω2 − χω1(2π − 7 + log 4) + 2χω1 logχ

)
, λ1,1 =

χ2ω1

2
,

λ0,2 =
χ

216

[
− 72ω3 − χ

(
315χ2 + 180ω2

1 + 24ω2(13− 6π − log 64)
)

+ 8χω1

(
104 + log 8(log 8− 13)

+ 3π(3π − 13 + log 64)
)

+ 24χ logχ (−6ω2 + χω1(6π − 13 + log 64)− 3χω1 logχ)
]
,

λ1,2 =
χ2

9
(6ω2 − χω1(6π − 13 + log 64) + 6χω1 logχ) , λ2,2 = −χ

3ω1

3
. (105)

We have verified up to order O(d−4) that the relation (104) can be inverted by the expansion

z = d− χ
(
π − 1 + log

2d

χ

)
+
∞∑
n=0

d−1−n
n+1∑
j=0

κj,n(log d)j , (106)

where κj,n are d-independent constants, for which the first examples can be listed as

κ0,0 =
χ

2
(2ω1 + χ(1 + 2π + log 4)− 2χ logχ) , κ1,0 = χ2 ,

κ0,1 =
χ

4

[
2ω2 + χω1(2π − 1 + log 4) + χ2(2π2 − 1 + 2(log 2)2 − log 4 + π(log 16− 2))

− 2χ(ω1 + χ(2π − 1 + log 4) logχ+ 2χ2(logχ)2)
]
,

κ1,1 =
χ2

2
(ω1 + χ(2π − 1 + log 4)− 2χ logχ) , κ2,1 =

χ3

2
. (107)

A.3 Classification of Energy Momentum Tensors

Stress energy tensors have been classified locally in [1] according to the degree to which they
are diagonalisable through Lorentz transformations. Using the notation of [4], at a given point
in space-time there are the following four canonical types

• type I: In an orthonormal eigenbasis, the energy momentum tensor takes the form

T µν =


ρ 0 0 0
0 p1 0 0
0 0 p2 0
0 0 0 p3

 . (108)

The mixed tensor T µν has one time-like eigenvector.
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• type II: In an orthonormal eigenbasis, the energy momentum tensor takes the form

T µν =


κ+ f f 0 0
f −κ+ f 0 0
0 0 p2 0
0 0 0 p3

 . (109)

The mixed tensor T µν has two null eigenvectors. According to [1], such tensors occur in
the context of (simple) classical field configurations only for radiation travelling in the
same (null) direction.

• type III: In an orthonormal eigenbasis, the energy momentum tensor takes the form

T µν =


ρ f√

2

f√
2

0
f√
2
−ρ+ f 0 0

f√
2

0 −ρ− f 0

0 0 0 p3

 . (110)

The mixed tensor T µν has three null eigenvectors. According to [1], such tensors are not
sourced by (simple) classical fields.

• type IV: In an orthonormal eigenbasis, the energy momentum tensor takes the form

T µν =


ρ f 0 0
f −ρ 0 0
0 0 p2 0
0 0 0 p3

 . (111)

The mixed tensor T µν has neither time-like nor null eigenvectors. According to [1], such
tensors are not sourced by (simple) classical fields.

A.4 The Raychaudhuri Equation

We define a congruence as a set of curves within a region of space-time such that there is exactly
one geodesic passing through each point of this region [1]. If all curves in this family are either
time-like or null, we shall call the congruence time-like or null respectively. The Raychaudhuri
equation [7] describes how congruences change when following geodesic motion. Our notation
in the following follows mostly [61].

A.4.1 Time-like Congruences

Consider first a congruence of time-like geodesics, whose (time-like) tangent vectors are denoted
by the set {ξµ(τ)}, where τ is the proper time along the geodesic

gµνξ
µξν = −1 , and ξµ∇µξ

ν = 0 . (112)

We can furthermore define the transverse metric hµν as well as the expansion tensor Bµν

hµν = gµν + ξµξν , and Bµν = ∇νξµ . (113)
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The transverse metric satisfies hµµ = hµνg
µν = 3, while the expansion tensor is orthogonal to

ξµ, i.e. Bµνξ
ν = 0 = Bµνξ

µ. The expansion tensor can furthermore be decomposed into a trace
part, a symmetric trace-less and an anti-symmetric tensor

Bµν =
1

3
ϑhµν + σµν + ωµν , with

ϑ = Bµ
µ = Bµνg

µν expansion scalar ,

σµν = 1
2
(Bµν +Bνµ)− 1

3
ϑhµν shear tensor ,

ωµν = 1
2
(Bµν −Bνµ) vorticity tensor .

(114)

The expansion scalar encodes the change in the area (of the cross-section) of the congruence,
the shear-tensor measures the deformation of the congruence (relative to a sphere) while the
vorticity tensor is a measure for the rotation of the congruence as functions of the proper time
τ . Indeed, these changes are encoded in Raychaudhuri equation [7]

ξµ∇µϑ =
dϑ

dτ
= −1

3
ϑ2 − σµνσµν + ωµνω

µν −Rµνξ
µξν . (115)

The shear- and vorticity tensors are spatial tensors (such that σµνσ
µν > 0 and ωµνω

µν > 0).
A geometric interpretation of the SEC (i.e. Rµνξ

µξν ≥ 0) is to say that only the vorticity
parameter ωµνω

µν can contribute to the divergence of the congruence, while all remaining
terms in (115) contribute to its convergence.

A.4.2 Null Congruences

The above discussion can be generalised to congruences of null geodesics: let {ζµ(λ)} be their
(null) tangent vectors, parametrised by λ and let `µ be an (auxiliary) null vector field

gµνζ
µζν = 0 = gµν`

µ`ν , and ζµ`
µ = −1 . (116)

We can then define the transverse metric hµν and the expansion tensor Bµν as

hµν = gµν + ζµ`ν + ζν`µ , and Bµν = ∇νζµ . (117)

The transverse metric satisfies hµµ = hµνg
µν = 2 and can be used to define the purely transverse

part of Bµν which we can decompose into a trace part, a symmetric trace-less and an anti-
symmetric tensor

B̃µν := Bαβh
α
µh

β
ν =

1

2
ϑ̃ hµν + σ̃µν + ω̃µν , (118)

where as before we introduce the expansion scalar, shear tensor and vorticity tensor

ϑ̃ = B̃µ
µ , σ̃µν =

1

2
(B̃µν + B̃νµ)− 1

2
ϑ̃ hµν , ω̃µν =

1

2
(B̃µν − B̃νµ) . (119)

The Raychaudhuri equation [7] describes the evolution of ϑ̃ along a geodesic

ζµ∇µϑ̃ =
dϑ̃

dλ
= −1

2
ϑ̃2 − σ̃µν σ̃µν + ω̃µνω̃

µν −Rµνζ
µζν . (120)

Both θ̃ as well as (120) are independent of the choice of `µ.
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B On the physical distance choice

In eq. (50) we have defined the proper distance to the rotational center of the metric in a fashion,
which is slightly different from previous work (see e.g. [24, 27]). Concretely, the definition (50)
in terms of a first-order differential equation leaves the ambiguity of an additive constant (which
is fixed by the second equation in (50)). In this appendix, we shall argue that shifting the
proper distance by a (position independent) constant, has no conceptual implications on the
main conclusions of this paper, for example the conditions (54) and (57) (or their subleading
counterparts (65) and (66)).

Concretely, we consider the series expansions (52) for u(z) = 1
d(z)
∈ [0, uc), with uc > 0 the

radius of convergence. We then implement a shift of d by a constant, which we shall call β ∈ R,
i.e. d(z)→ d(z) + β. In the variable u, we therefore have

u −→ σ(u) =
u

1 + β u
=
∞∑
k=1

ck u
k , with ck = (−β)k−1 . (121)

This series expansion has radius of convergence 1/|β|, such that the linear change of variables
ω′n → ωn is only valid for |β| ≤ dc, i.e. we can not shift the distance function by constants
that are larger than the minimal distance to the black hole for which we trust the series (52)
to still be a valid description of the metric function. In this case, we can write for the metric
function f 14

f(z) = 1− 2χ

z

∞∑
n=0

ω′n σ
n !

= 1− 2χ

z

∞∑
n=0

ωn u
n (122)

which implies the following relation among the coefficients ωn and ω′n.

ω0

ω1

ω2

ω3

ω4

ω5
...


=



1 0 0 0 0 0 · · ·
0 1 0 0 0 0 · · ·
0 −β 1 0 0 0 · · ·
0 β2 −2β 1 0 0 · · ·
0 −β3 3β2 −3β 1 0 · · ·
0 β4 −4β 6β2 −4β 1 · · ·
...

...
...

...
...

...
. . .


·



ω′0
ω′1
ω′2
ω′3
ω′4
ω′5
...


, (123)

which can be written explicitly

ω0 = ω′0 , and ωn =
n−1∑
m=0

(
n− 1
m

)
(−β)m ω′n−m ∀n ≥ 1 . (124)

Notice that the shift of d by a (finite) constant implies to replace the expansion coefficients ωn
in the metric functions (52) by finite linear combinations of these coefficients. Notice also that
the inverse of the replacement (124) is obtained by replacing β → −β.

Finally, we remark that transformations of the distance function that are more general than
a shift by a simple constant, can be discussed in a similar fashion. Such scheme changes shall
be discussed elsewhere [60].

14 A similar discussion also applies to the function h.
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