arXiv:2406.14345v1 [gr-qc] 20 Jun 2024

Revisiting the static spherically symmetric solutions of gravity with a conformally coupled scalar

Sourya Ray

Instituto de Ciencias Físicas y Matemáticas, Universidad Austral de Chile, Valdivia, Chile

Email: ray@uach.cl

Abstract

We revisit the static spherically symmetric solutions of Einstein’s General Relativity with a conformally coupled scalar field in arbitrary dimensions. Using a four rank tensor introduced earlier we recast the field equations in a manifestly symmetric form to elucidate a somewhat less-known feature of dual mapping between solutions. We also show that there is a two-parameter subfamily of solutions which enjoy a duality symmetry and in four dimensions both the BBMB black hole and the Barcelo-Visser wormhole belong to this subfamily. Along the way, we rederive the full three-parameter family of solutions by direct integration of the field equations and a natural choice of ansatz which arguably has several advantages over other previously known methods.

1 Introduction

The energy-momentum tensor for a massless scalar field conformally coupled to gravity has long been known to have some interesting properties. It was shown in [1] to have finite matrix elements in every order of renormalized perturbation theory. Soon after Bekenstein showed that the conformally coupled scalar field system admits a black hole with a scalar charge thus providing one of the first counterexamples of the no-hair theorem [2,3]. The solution was also independently obtained by Bocharova, Bronnikov and Melnikov in [4] and is commonly known as the BBMB black hole. It has the same geometry as that of an extreme Reissner-Nordström black hole although the scalar field becomes unbounded on the horizon.

Growing interest in higher dimensional gravity led to the study of the conformally coupled scalar in higher dimensions. However, it was found that there are no higher dimensional analogues of the BBMB black hole. In fact a systematic search for black hole solutions among the general static spherically symmetric family resulted in the conclusion that the BBMB black hole is unique [5] (see also [6, 7]). Subsequently a two-parameter subfamily among the general class in four dimensions was identified to represent traversable wormholes connecting two asymptotically flat regions [8]. The existence of the wormhole solution is attributed to the violation of the null energy condition.

It is often claimed that the field equations of this system are quite involved. So, a popular method to solve the system, discovered by Bekenstein himself, is to map the solutions of a minimally coupled scalar to that of a conformally coupled scalar. This map involves a conformal transformation followed by a suitable reparametrization of the scalar field. Although for static spherically symmetric solutions, direct integration of the field equations have been carried out [10], they are usually, in our viewpoint, cumbersome and unintuitive.

In this short article, we reformulate the field equations in a manifestly symmetric form in order to simplify the field equations. This is done by using a four-rank tensor introduced previously which has the same algebraic symmetries as the Riemann tensor. We first demonstrate a duality relation between the solutions in arbitrary dimensions. The fact that the solutions of this system come in pairs was first observed by Bekenstein in four dimensions. We then solve the field equations for static spherically symmetric spacetimes by direct integration. To this end, we use an ansatz and an auxiliary scalar Ψ which naturally exploits the symmetry of the equations and enables us to obtain the full three-parameter family of solutions in a straightforward manner. We then identify the duality relation between the solutions within this family and further point out a two-parameter subfamily which are self-dual. It is interesting to note that both the BBMB black hole and the Barcelo-Visser traversable wormhole (and its higher dimensional counterparts) belong to this subfamily, with the former as the limiting case of the latter. We also analyze the singularities of the quadratic curvature invariants for the whole family. Finally, we offer some further potential applications of our work.

2 Conformally coupled scalar and duality of solutions

In four spacetime dimensions, Einstein’s General Relativity supplemented by a conformally coupled scalar field is usually given by the action I = ∫ [( 1 − 1 6 κϕ^2 ) R + κϕ□ϕ ] √ g d^4x (1)

where κ is a coupling constant. More generally, in arbitrary dimensions D, it takes the form I = ∫ [( 1 − (D − 2) 4(D − 1) κϕ^2 ) R + κϕ□ϕ ] √ g d^Dx (2)

However, the action and the corresponding field equations can be recast in a more symmetrical manner by introducing the following four-rank tensor which has the same algebraic symmetries as the Riemann tensor [11] S^{μν}_{αβ} = ϕ^2R^{μν}_{αβ} + 4 s ϕδ^{[μ}_{[α}ϕ^{ν]}_{;β]} +

4(1 − s) s^2 δ^{[μ}_{[α}ϕ_{;β]}ϕ^{ν]}_; − 2 s^2 δ^{[μ}_{[α}δ^{ν]}_{β]}ϕ_{;λ}ϕ^λ_; (3)

where ϕ_{;α} = ∇_αϕ and ϕ^β_{;α} = g^{βμ}∇_α∇_μϕ. Let us also note that this tensor can be obtained from the Riemann tensor by a conformal rescaling of the metric. More precisely,

S^{μν}_{αβ} = ϕ^{2(s−1)s} R^{μν}_{αβ} [ϕ^{− 2s} g_{λσ}] (4)

Then, under the conformal transformation

g_{μν} → Ω^2g_{μν} , ϕ → Ω^sϕ

this tensor transforms as S^{μν}_{αβ} → Ω^{2(s−1)}S^{μν}_{αβ}.

The real quantity s characterizes the conformal weight of the scalar field and can be chosen arbitrarily except 0. We also define the contractions

S^β_α = S^{βμ}_{αμ} & S = S^α_α

which are analogously related to the Ricci tensor and scalar curvature through a conformal rescaling. In terms of this tensor, the action is compactly expressed as I = ∫ [R − κϕ^mS] √ g d^Dx where m = (2(1 − s) − D)/s. Furthermore, we can set m = 0 by taking s = 1 − D/2 without any loss of generality. This essentially amounts to a (conformal) rescaling of the scalar field ϕ. This particular choice reduces the action to the more familiar form given earlier.

Varying the resulting action with respect to the metric gives

G^β_α = κ [ S^β_α − 1 2 Sδ^β_α ]

whereas variation with respect to the scalar field gives the conformally invariant equation S = 0, which in turn, along with the trace of the equation above, leads to R = 0. Thus, the equations of motion can be summarized as

R^β_α = κS^β_α (5) S = 0 ⇔ R = 0. (6)

Finally, before we confine ourselves to static solutions, let us point out another of the advantages of our formulation. Suppose we write g_{μν} = Ω^2g̃_{μν} , where Ω is any real function. Then, due to the property (4), the field equation (5) becomes

R^β_α[Ω^2g̃_{μν} ] = κS^β_α = κϕ^{2DD−2} R^β_α[Ω^2ϕ^{4D−2} g̃_{μν} ]

We next introduce an auxiliary field Ψ = Ωϕ^{2/(D−2) 1}. After multiplying both sides by Ω^D and setting κ = 1, we get

Ω^DR^β_α[Ω^2g̃_{μν} ] − (Ω → Ψ) = 0. (7)

where the second term inside parenthesis can simply be obtained from the first by replacing Ω with Ψ. The equation for the scalar field can be expressed as

R[Ψ^2g̃_{μν} ] = 0 ⇔ R[Ω^2g̃_{μν} ] = 0. (8)

Note that the equations (7) and (8) are manifestly symmetric under Ω ↔ Ψ interchange. Explicitly, this implies that for every solution (g_{μν} , ϕ) to the system, there is a dual solution (ϕ^{4/(D−2)}g_{μν} , ϕ^{−1}). This duality in four dimensions was first observed by Bekenstein (Theorem 2 in [2]) and more recently in [12] in higher dimensions. Here we clarify the underlying origin of the duality explicitly without any reference to solutions to the minimally coupled scalar field system.

There is a class of trivial solutions to the equations (7) and (8) for which the scalar field ϕ takes a constant value ϕ_0 everywhere. In this case the equations reduce to

(1 − ϕ^2_0)Ω^DR^β_α[Ω^2g̃_{μν} ] = 0 and R[Ω^2g̃_{μν} ] = 0

If ϕ_0 ≠ ±1, then any Ricci-flat metric solves the field equations. However, if ϕ_0 = ±1, then any metric with R = 0 is a solution. We shall exclude these trivial solutions from further discussions below.

1For arbitrary s, Ψ = Ωϕ^{−1/s}. The rest of the equations are then independent of s.

3 Static spherically symmetric solution

We now analyze the static spherically symmetric solutions of the field equations (5) and (6). These solutions were previously obtained in [9] using transformations mapping solutions from the minimally coupled scalar field to those coupled conformally and in [10] via direct integration of the field equations. In either case, the solutions were obtained in isotropic coordinates where two unknown metric functions are solved for. Here, we will show that the reformulation of the conformal coupling in terms of the S-tensor naturally motivates an alternate ansatz which not only elucidates several aspects of the phase space of the solutions but also allows a simpler and a more systematic direct integration of the field equations (See also [12]).

Considering the fact that the S-tensor is related to the Riemann tensor by a conformal rescaling, it is then natural to take one of the unknown functions in the metric ansatz to be an overall conformal factor. The other unknown function can be chosen in multiple equivalent ways, here we choose it to be the g_{tt} component of the conformally related metric i.e., our ansatz is

ds^2 = Ω(r)^2 [ −f(r)^2 dt^2 + dr^2 + dΣ^2_{D−2} ] (9) where dΣ^2_{D−2} = g̃_{ij}dx̃^idx̃^j is the line element of a (D − 2)−dimensional sphere. The Ricci tensor components are then given by R^t = − Ω^{−D}f^{−1} D − 2 ∂_r(f^{−(D−3)}∂_r(Ωf)^{D−2}) (10)

R^r = −Ω^{−2} [ ∂^2_r ln |fΩ^{D−1}| + (∂_r ln |f|)(∂_r ln |Ωf|) ] (11)

R^i_j = − Ω^{−D} (D − 2) [ −(D − 3)(D − 2)Ω^{D−2} + f^{−1}∂_r(f∂_rΩ^{D−2}) ] δ^i_j (12)

while the scalar curvature is given by

R = −Ω^{−2} [ −(D − 3)(D − 2) + 2∂^2_r ln |fΩ^{D−1}| + (D − 2)(D − 1)(∂_r ln |Ω|)^2 +2(D − 1)(∂_r ln |Ω|)(∂_r ln |f|) + 2(∂_r ln |f|)^2 ] (13)

We first solve the following combination of the scalar equations

Ω^2R − (Ω → Ψ) =

2(D − 1) f(ΩΨ)^{D−2}2

∂_r(f(ΩΨ)^{D−22} ∂_r ln |Ω/Ψ|) = 0 (14)

The above equation suggests the following reparametrizations of Ω and Ψ in terms of z(r) and ω(r) Ω^{D−22} = e(^{D−2D−3} )^z cosh ω & Ψ^{D−22} = e(^{D−2D−3} )^z sinh ω (15) which brings the solution to the form fe^{2(D−2)zD−3} ∂_rω = C_4 (16) If C_4 = 0, then ω = constant which in turn implies that the scalar field ϕ = (Ψ/Ω)^{D−2}2 = ϕ_0 is constant everywhere and the solution belongs to the trivial class discussed earlier. Henceforth, we shall consider C_4 ≠ 0. We then solve the^t -component of the field equations (7) which gives f^{−(D−3)}∂_r(f^{D−2}e^{2(D−2)zD−3} ) = 2(D − 2)C_4C_2 (17) which upon using (16) becomes ∂_ω ln |fe^{2zD−3} | = 2C_2 (18) and can be integrated to obtain fe^{2(D−2)zD−3} = ±e^{2z̃} = C_4∂_ωr (19) where z̃ = z + C_2ω + C_3. Next, we solve the^i_j -component of the field equations (7) giving f^{−1}∂_r(f∂_re^{2(D−2)zD−3} ) = (D − 3)(D − 2)e^{2(D−2)zD−3} which on using (19) reduces to ∂^2_ωz̃ =

(D − 3)^2

2C^2_4 e^{4z̃} (20) and can be solved using elementary methods noting that the right hand side does not depend on the variable ω explicitly. The solution is given by e^{4z̃} =

4C^2_4 C^2_1 (D − 3)^2 sinh^2[(D − 3)(r − r_0)] and tanh[(D − 3)(r − r_0)/2] = ± exp[2C_1(ω − ω_0)] The remaining field equations are solved provided the integration constants C_1 and C_2 satisfy the relation C^2_1 − C^2_2 =

(D − 1)(D − 3) (D − 2)^2

(21) The integration constant r_0 can be set to zero by a translation of the coordinate r. Similarly, the constant C_4(≠ 0) can be chosen arbitrarily by rescaling the time coordinate t. Hence, we obtain a 3-parameter family of solutions characterized by C_1 (or C_2), C_3 and ω_0. Plugging everything back and expressing in terms of the rescaled coordinate r̃ = (D − 3)r/2 we obtain f(r)^2 = (sech r̃)^{4D−3} (tanh r̃)^{2((D−2)C2−C1)(D−3)C}1 (22) Ω(r)^{D−2} − Ψ(r)^{D−2} = A (cosh r̃)^2(^{D−2D−3} ) (tanh r̃)^{(D−2)(C1−C2)(D−3)C}1 (23) while ϕ(r) = ( Ψ(r) Ω(r) ) D−2_2 = ± (tanh r̃)^{1C}1 − B

(tanh r̃)^{1C}1 + B

(24)

where the constants C_3 and ω_0 have been traded for A(≠ 0) and B(≠ 0, ∞) respectively.

Notice that for a fixed {C_1, C_2} the mapping {A, B} → {−A, −B} corresponds to a mapping to the dual solution i.e., it is equivalent to interchanging Ω and Ψ.

We reiterate the simplicity of the direct integration of the field equations in this formulation and the natural choice of our ansatz in contrast to the ones existing in the literature. In the following sections we demonstrate some further advantages.

4 Self-dual solutions

As was explained earlier, since the field equations are invariant under Ω ↔ Ψ interchange, there is a dual mapping between solutions. In general, the dual solutions correspond to distinct points in the parameter space and are physically distinct. However, we show below that there exist special points in the parameter space of the solutions for which the dual solutions are simply related by a (discontinuous) coordinate transformation and hence are self-dual.

Among the non-trivial class, the condition for self duality is (D − 2)C_2 = C_1 = ±1. Imposing this condition the solution reduces to

f(r)^2 = (sech r̃)^{4D−3} ;

Ω(r)^{D−2} − Ψ(r)^{D−2} = A (tanh r̃) (cosh r̃)^2(^{D−2D−3} ) ϕ(r) = ( Ψ(r) Ω(r) ) D−2_2 = ± b − e^{−2r̃} 1 − be^{−2r̃} = ± ( b − e^{2r̃} 1 − be^{2r̃} )_{−1}

where B in the previous section has been replaced by (1 − b)/(1 + b), where b now takes on any real values except ±1. It is evident that for the above two-parameter family, the solutions related by Ω ↔ Ψ interchange simply corresponds to the transformation r ↔ −r.

It is interesting to note that the two well-known physically relevant spacetimes belong to this subclass of solutions. In D = 4, this solution was shown in [8] to represent a traversable wormhole for negative values of b. It can be easily expressed in the isotropic coordinates used in [8] by making the transformation r̄ = (η/2)e^r and b = tan Δ/2. While for b = 0 in D ≥ 4 the above family of asymptotically flat self-dual solutions were termed Bekenstein spacetimes in [10], which contains the BBMB black hole in D = 4.

5 Singularities, horizons and throats

In this section we examine some physical properties of the solutions. We begin by performing a simple analysis of the curvature singularities. Since the scalar curvature vanishes, there are only two independent squared curvature invariants. We shall first check for possible singularities of these invariants at r = 0. Due to spherical symmetry and our particular choice of the coordinates it is straightforward to calculate the Weyl invariant C^{ρσ}_{αβ}C^{αβ}_{ρσ} . In fact, due to spherical symmetry every non-zero component of the conformal (Weyl) tensor are proportional to each other while the conformal factor only appears as a multiplicative prefactor. Explicitly, C^{ρσ}_{αβ}C^{αβ}_{ρσ} = 4(D − 3) (D − 1)

Ω(r)^{−4} ( f^{′′}(r) f(r) − 1 )_2

We first evaluate the term inside the parenthesis. A little algebra shows f^{′′}(r) f(r) − 1 =

(D − 2) 4C^2_1 [ ((D − 2)C_2 − C_1) (C_2 − C_1) coth^2 r̃

+ ((D − 2)C_2 + C_1) (C_2 + C_1) tanh^2 r̃ − 2((D − 2)C^2_2 + C^2_1 ) ] So unless the coefficient of the hyperbolic cotangent (squared) on the right hand side vanishes, as r → 0 ( f^{′′}(r) f(r) − 1 )_2

∼ coth^4 r̃ (25)

Next, we examine the behavior of the conformal factor Ω near r = 0. Using the expressions in (22) and (24) we find that as r → 0,

Ω(r)^{−4} ∼ tanh^α r̃ (26)

where

α = 4 ( 1 (D − 2)|C_1| − 1 − C_2/C_1 D − 3 ) < 4 (D − 2)|C_1| ⩽ 4 √ (D − 3)(D − 1)

where we have used the constraint (21). Hence, α < 4 for D ⩾ 4. Combining (25) and (26) we see that the conformal invariant is singular at r = 0 for any dimensions D ⩾ 4 unless (D − 2)C_2 = C_1 which is precisely the condition for self-duality of the solutions. Therefore, all the non-self-dual solutions have a naked singularity at r = 0.

We now look at the singularities of the two-parameter family of self-dual solutions, in which case C^{ρσ}_{αβ}C^{αβ}_{ρσ} = (D − 3)(D − 1) ( 4B A )_{4/(D−2)} (tanh r̃ + B)^{−8(D−2)} (sech r̃)^{4(D−1)D−3}

For |B| ⩾ 1 the above invariant is finite for all values of r and in particular it vanishes as r → ±∞, while for |B| < 1 it is singular at r̃ = arctanh(−B) since the conformal factor Ω(r) blows up there.

Next we look for singularities in the second independent quadratic invariant R_{αβ} R^{αβ} for the self-dual family. The non-zero components of the Ricci tensor for this family are R^t = − D − 3 2 ( D − 3 D − 2 ) A 4B Ω(r)^{−D}(sech r̃)^{2(D−4)D−3} R^r = − 1 2 ( D − 3 D − 2 ) A 4B Ω(r)^{−D}(sech r̃)^{2(D−4)D−3} [ 1 − (D − 2)^2(1 − B^2) cosh^2 r̃ ]

R^i_j = δ^i_j 1 2 ( D − 3 D − 2 ) A 4B Ω(r)^{−D}(sech r̃)^{2(D−4)D−3} [ 1 − (D − 2)(1 − B^2) cosh^2 r̃ ]

where

Ω(r)^{D−2} = A 4B (tanh r̃ + B)^2 (cosh r̃)^{2(D−2)D−3} (27)

First note that for |B| < 1, exactly as the conformal tensor, each component of the Ricci tensor above is singular at r̃ = arctanh(−B) due to the singularity of the conformal factor Ω(r). Next, for |B| = 1 all the components are proportional to the function

Ω(r)^{−D}(sech r̃)^{2(D−4)D−3} = exp ( ∓ 2Dr̃ D − 2 ) (sech r̃)^{4(D−2)D−3 − 2DD−2}

Since, as r̃ → ±∞, sech r̃ → 2e^{−|r̃|}, the expression above is non-singular at r = ±∞ only if

4(D − 2) D − 3 − 4D D − 2 = − 4(D − 4) (D − 2)(D − 3) ⩾ 0 which holds only for D = 4. Hence the invariant R_{αβ} R^{αβ} is singular at r = ∞ or −∞ except for D = 4 in which case it reduces to Ω(r)^{−8} up to a proportionality constant while Ω(r) is finite at either of the two locations and becomes infinite at the other depending on the sign of B. The point where Ω(r) is finite represents a horizon since f(r) vanishes there and the metric can be analytically extended beyond this point by a coordinate transformation while the other represents an asymptotic region. This exceptional four dimensional spacetime represents the well-known BBMB black hole and has the same geometry as the extreme Reissner-Nordström black hole. Finally, for |B| > 1 each component is regular for the whole range −∞ < r < ∞ and in particular vanishes at both the boundaries and hence so is the curvature invariant R_{αβ} R^{αβ}. It is also not too difficult to show from (27) that in this case Ω(r) → ∞ as r → ±∞ and has a minimum somewhere in between. In order to see the latter, we equate the derivative Ω^′(r) to 0 and obtain the following quadratic equation in tanh r̃

P (tanh r̃) := tanh^2 r̃ + (D − 2)B tanh r̃ + (D − 3) = 0 which for |B| > 1 has two real roots ξ_1, ξ_2. Since ξ_1ξ_2 = (D−3) > 0 while ξ_1 +ξ_2 = −(D−2)B, the two roots have the same sign and opposite to that of B. Suppose |ξ_1| < |ξ_2|. Moreover, P (±1) = (D − 2)(1 ± B). Hence,

If B > 1, then P (−1) < 0 =⇒ ξ_2 < −1 < ξ_1 < 0 If B < −1, then P (1) < 0 =⇒ 0 < ξ_1 < 1 < ξ_2

i.e., ξ_1 lies between 0 and ±1 depending on whether B is positive or negative. Therefore, Ω(r) has exactly one minima at tanh r̃_m = ξ_1 where

ξ_1 = − (D − 2)B 2 ( 1 − √ 1 − 4(D − 3) (D − 2)^2B^2 )

The spacetime represents the well-known asymptotically flat ‘traversable’ wormhole [8] obtained by Barcelo and Visser and its higher dimensional generalization with r̃ = r̃_m as the wormhole throat. The scalar field ϕ approaches mutually reciprocal values at the two asymptotic regions.

6 Conclusions

Recasting the field equations for a scalar field conformally coupled to gravity in a manifestly symmetrical form, we have shed light on a duality feature among the solutions. Next, focusing on the static spherically symmetric solutions we have identified a two-parameter subfamily which are self-dual and are related by a point reflection transformation. In four spacetime dimensions this subfamily is shown to include both the BBMB black hole and the Barcelo- Visser ‘traversable’ wormhole. In the process, we have provided a direct integration method to obtain the full three-parameter family of solutions in any dimension D ⩾ 4 in a simpler way than existing in the literature.

The duality among solutions is generally broken in presence of other matter fields or even in presence of a cosmological constant [13]. It is also broken if the gravity theory is arbitrarily modified. However, if both the gravity part and the matter coupling part are modified in the ‘same way’ then the duality symmetry will continue to exist. Note that the tensor S^{μν}_{αβ} used here was originally introduced in [11] in order to construct higher curvature analogues of conformal coupling and interpreted as a scalar field conformally coupled to Lovelock gravity which is the higher curvature generalization of General Relativity. So, if a Lovelock theory of a fixed order (also known as ‘pure’ Lovelock theory) is appended by the corresponding higher curvature conformal coupling, then the corresponding equations of motion will exhibit the duality symmetry. It would be interesting to see if the symmetry can be similarly exploited in such a theory to integrate the field equations and obtain exact solutions.

Although, here we have confined ourselves to static spherically symmetric spacetimes, as explained in section 2, the duality among solutions is valid for any solution and could be useful to obtain other exact solutions. In particular, to the best of our knowledge, there are no known (non-trivial) time-dependent solutions within the spherically symmetric family. On the other hand, there is no known Birkhoff-like theorem which prohibits such time-dependent spherically symmetric solutions. It is worth studying if such solutions do exist and our method could be useful in such an investigation. Work along these lines is in progress.

Acknowledgements: The author gratefully acknowledges many useful discussions with Marcello Ortaggio.

References

[1] C. G. Callan, Jr., S. R. Coleman and R. Jackiw, Annals Phys. 59, 42-73 (1970) doi:10.1016/0003-4916(70)90394-5

[2] J. D. Bekenstein, Annals Phys. 82, 535-547 (1974) doi:10.1016/0003-4916(74)90124-9

[3] J. D. Bekenstein, Annals Phys. 91, 75-82 (1975) doi:10.1016/0003-4916(75)90279-1

[4] N. M. Bocharova, K. A. Bronnikov and V. N. Melnikov, V estnik Moscow. Univ. Fizika 6, 706-709, (1970).

[5] B. C. Xanthopoulos and T. Zannias; J. Math. Phys. 32, 1875–1880 (1991) doi:10.1063/1.529253

[6] Y. Tomikawa, T. Shiromizu and K. Izumi, PTEP 2017, no.3, 033E03 (2017) doi:10.1093/ptep/ptx033 [arXiv:1612.01228 [gr-qc]].

[7] Y. Tomikawa, T. Shiromizu and K. Izumi, Class. Quant. Grav. 34, no.15, 155004 (2017) doi:10.1088/1361-6382/aa7906 [arXiv:1702.05682 [gr-qc]].

[8] C. Barcelo and M. Visser, Phys. Lett. B 466, 127-134 (1999) doi:10.1016/S0370- 2693(99)01117-X [arXiv:gr-qc/9908029 [gr-qc]].

[9] B. C. Xanthopoulos and T. E. Dialynas, J. Math. Phys. 33, 1463-1471 (1992) doi:10.1063/1.529723

[10] C. Klimcik, J. Math. Phys. 34, 1914-1926 (1993) doi:10.1063/1.530146

[11] J. Oliva and S. Ray, Class. Quant. Grav. 29, 205008 (2012) doi:10.1088/0264- 9381/29/20/205008 [arXiv:1112.4112 [gr-qc]].

[12] C. Martinez and M. Nozawa, Phys. Rev. D 103, no.2, 024003 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.024003 [arXiv:2010.05183 [gr-qc]].

[13] M. Ortaggio, [arXiv:2403.18048 [gr-qc]].