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Abstract

We study the low-energy limit of General Relativity in the presence of stationarity and axial
symmetry, coupled to dust. Specifically, we demonstrate that differences between the dynamics of
General Relativity and those of Newtonian gravity persist even in the weak-field and slow-motion
regime. Notably, these differences are driven by dragging terms that are not necessarily small,
as is typically the case in the well-known gravitomagnetic limit. To highlight this distinction, we
introduce the concept of strong gravitomagnetism. We provide a pedagogical discussion of how
these discrepancies arise and outline a systematic procedure to solve the equations of motion for
such systems. Furthermore, we present analytical results for specific cases and also give the general
solution for the vacuum case. A particularly notable result is our demonstration of how General

Relativity can naturally account for a Tully-Fisher-like relation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The quest for experimental tests of General Relativity (GR) in terrestrial or solar system
environment has always been characterized by the need for highly accurate measurements to
detect very small effects. In fact, with the remarkable exception of the advance of Mercury
perihelion, whose order of magnitude is not different from other Newtonian corrections [I],
classical tests of GR are usually difficult to be detected when the gravitational field is week
and the speeds of the sources are small if compared to the speed of light. Nonetheless, Ein-
stein’s theory is the best description we have of gravitational interactions in our Universe:
from the neighborhood of the Earth to the far reaches of space, where spacetime is shaped
by the presence of very compact objects that are fast-moving or rotating and produce in-
tense gravitational fields, GR has passed all tests with flying colors, greatly enhancing our
understanding of fundamental physics [2]. Indeed, the existence of neutron stars, black holes
and the emission of gravitational waves prove that GR gives rise to gravitational phenomena
which do not have a Newtonian analogue. Additionally, also in conditions of weak gravi-
tational field there are GR effects with no Newtonian counterpart: this is the case of the
so-called gravitomagnetic effects [3] which are determined by mass currents: these effects
give rise to non-diagonal terms in the metric tensor and are responsible for the dragging of
inertial frames [1|. Gravitomagnetic effects mark a sharp difference with Newtonian physics
as a simple example may suggest: the gravitational field inside a rotating shell is not null in

GR [7] but it is clearly zero in Newtonian physics.

The purpose of this paper is to focus on another situation where GR effects not only lack
Newtonian analogue but, in addition, they are of the same order of Newtonian ones: we are
talking about self-gravitating systems, made of dust, in stationary and axially symmetric
rotation. These systems have been investigated in earlier studies [(—10] using a top-down
approach that starts from the exact solution of Einstein’s equations and leads to suitable
low-energy limits. In contrast, here we adopt a bottom-up strategy that starts from the low-
energy limit of the metric with the appropriate symmetries and derives the corresponding

solution of Einstein’s equations for different low-energy limits.

The paper is organized as follows: after introducing in Section II the model of the system,
in Section III we discuss its low-energy limits and outline the equations of motion which

describe the dynamics of the sources and their gravitational field. In Section IV we discuss a



solution strategy of the model equations and, subsequently, in Section V we give a physical
interpretation of the system in terms of the Komar integrals corresponding to its mass and
angular momentum. Example of solutions are discussed in Section VI. The most general
vacuum solution under these assumptions is given in Section VII, while conclusions are in

Section VIII.

II. THE MODEL

The system we are considering is constituted by a stationary and axially symmetric

rotating dust fluid; accordingly, its energy-momentum tensor can be written as
T=pu®u, (1)

for a fluid without pressure with four velocity v and density p. The stationarity and axial
symmetry imply the existence of one timelike Killing vector and one spacelike Killing vector:
accordingly, Einstein’s equations can be integrated up to quadratures, using techniques that
can be traced to the work by Geroch [11],[12], and subsequently by Hansen and Winicour
[13], [14], [15]. For an in-depth discussion, we refer to the classical book by Stephani et al.
[16].

Given these symmetries, the physical features of a solution are summarized by the velocity
and density profiles of the sources. In addition, we remark that for this class of solutions, a
very important feature is that given the velocity profile and the density profile, the solution
is non-unique, but there are still some degrees of freedom, as emphasised in the paper
by Astesiano et al. [0], where the differences between the general GR solution and the
corresponding Newtonian one are discussed. Here, we are concerned with the low-energy
limits of these solutions: this amounts to considering them in the weak-field regime for the
gravitational field. In particular, this work is an ideal prosecution of what we did in a
previous publication [3], where we considered a specific class of solution.

That said, we consider a region R of the spacetime V; where a self-gravitating system
made of dust (described by Eq. (1)) is present. As we said, we assume that dust is rotating
with axial symmetry and that out of R the gravitational field becomes negligibly small,
so that the solution asymptotes flat Minkowski spacetime M,. We can introduce adapted

cylindrical coordinates (2° = ct,r, z, ¢), such that
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e Oy and 0y are the Killing vectors mentioned above,
e the matter flows along the Killing vectors dy and 0y

e all functions and tensors depend only on the coordinates which are not associated to

Killing vectors, i.e. (r,z2).

The time coordinate 2° = ct labels the spacelike hypersurfaces which are invariant under time
translations and ¢ is the axial-angle coordinate around the axis of symmetry. Furthermore,
the energy-momentum tensor is invariant under a simultaneous change of sign of ¢t and ¢.

Accordingly, the metric-tensor is in the form (see e.g. Bardeen [17]):
ds* = M (cdt)? + 292 (cdt) dg + gopdd” + grodr® + g..d2%, 2)
¢ c

In the above expression g, = g, (7, 2); far from the region R where the system is located, the

metric (2) becomes 1), which is the Minkowski metric written using cylindrical coordinates
ds? = — (cdt)® + dr? 4+ r2d¢? + d22. (3)

In the spacetime modeled by (2) we can introduce different observers [1&]. In particular, we
are interested in the static observers and in the zero angular momentum observers “ZAMO”
(see e.g. Bardeen et al. [19]). Static observers are, by definition, at rest with respect to
the adapted coordinates; however, for this kind of systems they are not a good choice,
because these observers are not defined by local properties of spacetime and, in addition,
they cannot exist in some regions (see e.g. Bardeen [17]). Accordingly, the so-called ZAMO
or non-rotating observers are introduced: by definition, their angular momentum vanishes.

The static observers are defined by the four-velocity S

1

vV — Gt

Due to the assumptions on the asymptotic flatness of the metric, the reference frame defined

S = ;. (4)

by the congruence of worldlines d; corresponds to a rigid frame anchored to the asymptotic
inertial frame at infinity. It is at rest compared to the distant stars, but it has non-zero
angular momentum in the region R [20].

On the other hand, the ZAMO observers are defined by the request that these observers

are non-rotating, in the sense that they are orthogonal to the constant time spacelike hy-
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persurfaces ¥; and define a field of one-forms

r
VYoo

Despite having zero angular momentum they have non-zero angular velocity x as measured

7 —

dt. (5)

in a reference frame fixed relative to the distant stars:
Gt
x=—" (6)
9oe
After describing the relevant class of observers, we consider the four-velocity u of a fluid

element, which must be a linear combination of the Killing vectors and can be written as
u(r,2) = u'(r, 2) (1,0,0,9(r, 2)). (7)

The function Q(r, z) = % = ";—f is the angular velocity seen by the static observers and,
therefore, it corresponds to the velocity measured by the asymptotic inertial observers. The

coordinate expression of the energy momentum tensor (1) is given by

TH (r, z) = p(r, 2)u!(r, 2)u” (r, 2). (8)

III. THE LOW-ENERGY LIMIT

After introducing the key features of the model, here we are going to carefully study its
low-energy limit. As customary in this case, we assume the existence of global coordinates
(t,z%) in which the metric reads
Py
U

G = T + Py < 1. (9)

As we said above, these coordinates naturally select a preferred reference frame Z, defined
by the family of curves ¢ =variable, which also represents the asymptotic inertial reference
frame. We assume that in this reference frame the motion of the matter content is slow
if compared to the speed of light. To develop the low-energy limit, we usually perform an
expansion in powers of 1/c and it is generally assumed that there are no other parameters in
the expansion which are comparable with c. For example, in the Kerr spacetime the angular
momentum of the source defines a parameter a such that

= 10
0= (10)



where M is the mass and J the angular momentum. In the low-energy limit this parameter
it is assumed to be a ~ O(c™1).
The expansion of the metric (2) is guided by the expansion in powers of 1/c of the matter

terms through FEinstein’s equations

1 GG
R;w - ig,uuR = 7puuuw (11)
with the normalisation condition
utu, = —c. (12)

The trace reversed Einstein’s equations turn out to be

1 8tG 811G
fmzﬁw(§0+c4WWm (13)

2

and it is useful to write them in the following form
R, — R, =0, (14)

G Gy
R, = P (uuuy + 02%> . (15)

The expansion can be written! as:
ds* = = (1 + O(c™?)) dt? + 20(c ")edtdd + r° (1 + O(c7?)) do* + (1 4 O(c™?)) (dr® + dz°) ,
(16)
W' =1+0(?), uw=0c"), w=-+0("), uy=0("). (17)
The expansion of the metric is motivated by the condition expressed by Eq. (9) and by
symmetry arguments, while the expansion of the dust four velocity u is motivated by Eq.
(12).

Accordingly, the leading orders of the explicit components of RW along the Killing vectors

are
Rtt = 87TGIO + O(CiQ), (18)
Ry =0+ 0(c?), (19)
. 8tG p _ 1 5= _
Ryp = 2 57"2 +0(c) = grtht +O0(c™). (20)

! The notation used f = 1+ O (¢~ ™) means that in the low-energy limit considered, the given function f

differs from 1 by a term of the order of Cin



We notice that Ry, is evaluated at order O(c¢=?) while the term Ry, at the order O(c™2): this
is because they have different dimensions. The same goes for _ﬁiw. In fact, if we introduce

the coordinate 2° = ct, then

- 8tGp _
Roo = 902 + O(C 4), (21)
R0¢ =0+ 0(0_3), (22)
. R R _

[Roo] = [=] = [-5°] = lenght™*. (23)

The above results clearly show that the leading term of the Ricci curvature is of order ¢~2.

Let us focus on the non-diagonal term Rys. Eq. (22) is not forcing necessarily the non-

1

diagonal metric terms to be of higher order in ¢~ respect to the diagonal term. It is simply

stating that the Ricci curvature must satisfy
Roy =0+ 0(c™3), (24)

whence we get a differential equation for g,;. As discussed in the introduction, these off-
diagonal terms are responsible for the dragging of inertial frames: accordingly, we will refer
to them as dragging effects or dragging terms.

At higher order in the expansion we get a differential equation between g4, p and €

47Gp (gug — 21*Q2)
e

+O0(c™?). (25)

. 1 -
Rop = ~Rip =0+

In particular, the Newtonian limit where no dragging effects are present is obtained assum-
ing that the solution to Ryy = 0+ O(c™®) at the leading order is just g, = 0+ O(c™®),

where a is positive. However, this is not the general case.

That said, the metric which describes the spacetime of the system is solution of Eq. (14).
Previously (see e.g. Astesiano and Ruggiero [3]) this metric was obtained from the exact
solution of Einstein’s equation and subsequently performing the low-energy limit. Here, we
consider the opposite approach, starting from the low-energy limit before solving Einstein’s

equations. The two procedures coincide and give the following solution at the leading order

2P 2 20
O 2 Yoo
P14+ — + — ===+ - 2
Y +c2+202’ “ 7’2+7" 27



In the above Eq. (27) v is defined as v =V — %, where V' := r(): in particular v is the

r
dust velocity as measured by the ZAMO (see e.g. Astesiano and Ruggiero [3]), while V' is
the dust velocity measured from asymptotic inertial observers. In addition, we can fix the

function e¥ by means of a line integral, since

1 ¢2 wQ wQ
V=g [27@ (c + 027“2) = } +0(c™), (28)
or, equivalently,
1 ? 2 4
v, = 7 {2 0, ( 027"2) — gw,rwzl +O(c™). (29)

However, these functions are not needed in the following discussion.

To discuss the physical meaning of the solution (26) and its peculiar non-Newtonian
features, we focus on the motion of the dust particles that are sources of the gravitational

field. To this end, from the metric (26) we may write the Lagrangian
1
L= §gwx'“$'”, (30)

where dot means derivation with respect to the coordinate time ¢, which we use to pa-
rameterise the test particle world-lines. Due to the symmetries of the system, we have the

conserved quantity

oL
(9_¢ = D¢ (31)

that, up to the required order, can be written as

p(b:T(V—E) — ru (32)

,
and can be interpreted as the angular momentum for unit mass. In addition, L is a conserved
quantity along the geodesics of the system; in particular, due to the symmetry of the system,
we are interested in the circular geodesics (r = const) in planes parallel to the equatorial

plane (z = const), where L can be written as
+-———+ 5 = const. (33)

To obtain the geodesics, we may write the Euler-Lagrange equations

d oL oL
G 0: - 9a (34)
d oL oL
qdor  or (35)



and set, respectively, 2 = 0, 77 = 0. The geodesic equations together with Einstein’s equations

at the leading order read:

14 Y

—3z¢ = azq) + _Qazw7 (36)
T T
V V2
= rw:arq>+—+9 ﬁ, (37)
T T T T
9,
0ot 0.t~ P < (38)
1 e (0:0) 4 (00— 24)?
p = —R V (I) =+ 2T2 (39)

The generalization to the case of a perfect fluid where the pressure is not negligible is given
in Appendix (B). We point out that Eq. (38) is simply Eq. (24) for the angular part of the
Ricci tensor and it is in the form of a homogenous Grad-Shafranov equation [21, 22].

We remark that no 1/c terms are present in these equations, which shows that the leading
order is intrinsically non-Newtonian. As we already discussed, despite ¢ = 0 + O(c™!) is a
solution, it is not the general solution, and there are solutions for this dragging term that
are of the same order as the gravitational potential ®. This is a very important point, which
shows that in the low-energy limit the discrepancy between GR and Newtonian dynamics
does not vanish. We point out that these solutions are needed to guarantee the existence
of the system: in fact, Eq. (36) suggests that to have an equilibrium along the symmetry
axis, the rotation effects determined by ¢ and deriving from the off-diagonals terms in the
spacetime metric cannot be negligible with respect to the Newtonian ones, represented by
o.

In addition, we see that the Newtonian limit is restored when ¢ = 0 + O(c¢™?). In fact,
Eq. (37) and Eq. (39) at the leading order become the usual condition for circular orbits in

Newtonian dynamics and the Poisson equation, respectively.

The equation for the density (39) is very interesting. We see that for fixed V', the matter
density of the Newtonian case (when ¢ — 0) is always greater compared to the case where
1 is significant. Therefore, the presence of ¢ is reducing the density required to sustain the

motion compared to Newtonian dynamics. This information is in the term

1 (0:0) 4 (0 — 2%)?
PO = G 2r? (40)




which can be thought of as an effective density determined by the dragging term . The pres-
ence of this additional density modifies the interplay between the sources of the gravitational
field and the Newtonian potential ®: the key point is that these additional sources (40) are
not necessary small, as we have seen. These “new solutions” for the g4 term are not directly
related to mass currents and are responsible for what we called strong gravitomagnentism
in the previous paper [3].

Another interesting limit that we can reproduce is the standard gravitomagnetic limit (see
e.g. Ruggiero and Astesiano [3], Ruggiero and Tartaglia [23], Mashhoon [21]). To obtain it,

we must assume
Y =0+ O(C_l)v (41)

When we neglect the product of 1 we obtain the gravitomagnetic limit, which exactly means

that we are rescaling 1) — ¢/c. The equations corresponding to (36)-(39) are

g L = 0,9, (42)
V2 =1(=0,®) + Vo, (43)
4
0oty + 0t — 2 = T gy (44)
P
0., ® + 0,, D + a; = —47Gp. (45)
(see also Astesiano and Ruggiero [3, 9]).

A confrontation between the set of equations (36)-(39) defining strong gravitomagnetism
and the above ones, defining standard gravitomagnetism, suggests a key difference which
stems from the equation for the dragging term . In fact, while in the first case ¢ is
the solution of the homogenous equation (38), in the second case it is related to the sources
through the non-homogenous equation (44): as a consequence, in standard gravitomagnetism
the dragging terms are usually dumped by a V/c¢ term.

In what follows we investigate the peculiarities of the strong gravitomagnetic limit.

IV. INTEGRATION OF THE STRONG GRAVITOMAGNETIC EQUATIONS

In this Section we are concerned with the solution of the equations of motion of the low-

energy limit (36)-(39) which define what we called strong gravitomagnetic limit. To begin
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with, we see that the geodesic equations (36) and (37) can be seen just as condition for the

existence of a function ®. Using v =V — £, Eqgs. (36) and (37) can be rewritten as
v v
d® = —— (20 +rv)dr + —dy. (46)
r r
We can rewrite this equation as

2
p v
d@:—£m+%d<), (47)

2
where p, is the angular momentum per unit mass ps = rv, given in Eq. (32) Notice that

equation (47) is equivalent to the constraint (33). The condition for the existence of the

function @ is therefore d(d®) = 0. Using the relation
V=1V —rv=Q0?*—py, (48)
we end up with
2z Py

We deduce that py is a function of 2 only. In fact, after imposing p, = ps(Q2) we get

This also tells us that the Newtonian potential fulfills the following equation

2

1p
¢ = _57’_(5 + /p¢dQ + constants. (51)
Therefore, Eq. (51) and
b =120 — py(Q), (52)

represent the solution of the geodesic equations, where rv = p, is a generic function of 2.
Then, Eqgs. (37) and (36) are integrated and we end up with two equations and two

unknowns, which are Q and p. Inserting the above relations in Eqgs. (38) and (39) we get

p = O e - r9). (53)
0.2

0= (0.0 + Q.7 () + () + 1) (0.0 + 0,02 -

) + 470,92 (54)
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In general, Eq. (54) for © is not needed if we can invert Eq. (52). In fact, as discussed
in Appendix (A) it possible to obtain a general solution for ¢, given by Eq. (A12). The
function ® and v are completely integrated out, and the constant of motion py is an arbitrary

function of €. In addition, we note that the density approaches zero at large r if

(0,9)% + (829)2‘

81 Gr? (5)

decreases sufficiently rapidly.

A. The effect of py(Q)

We can build two tensors to characterize the first order geometric properties of the source
fluid. As it is well known these are the vorticity tensor €2 and the deformations tensor K

(Born’s tensor) [3], defined as
Q=du, K=L,(9). (56)

We remember that u is the four velocity of the fluid (27) and £, is the Lie derivative with

respect to the vector field u. In coordinates these two tensors read

ou,  Ou,
v = - 5 57
O dxv Oae (57)
K,, =V,u, +V,u,. (58)
In our case, in the coordinates defined in Eq. (26) and at the leading order we have
Q = p,(Q) [dQA (dp — Qdt)] = [dpy(Q) A (dp — QdL)] (59)
K = 7*[dQ ® (dp — Qdt)] . (60)

We note that the contraction of these tensors with u gives zero, i.e. these tensors are purely
spatial. The same result can be obtained performing the pull-back of these forms along the

curve defined by the dust trajectory

0= % — doé = Qdt, (61)

as in Eq. (7). We see that the information about the freedom of the function p, is in the

antisymmetric part, which is the vorticity of the system.
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V. MASS AND ANGULAR MOMENTUM OF THE SYSTEM

To better investigate the physical properties of the system under consideration, we study
its Komar integrals. To do this, we use spherical coordinates (R, ) which are related to

cylindrical ones (r, z) in the usual way

r = Rsinf, z= Rcosb. (62)
The Komar mass is given by
= | &ay v@n,0, VHE, (63)
4’/TG )

where 0% is a surface (6, ¢) far away from the source. The vector £ is the Killing vector

(0¢)¥, while
o=dr, n=cdt, (64)

asymptotically for large R. Therefore, we find

n;ﬂuv“glj = nual/gupvpfu = nOUVgOOVO£V = _CUVFOZ = CFO(I)%v (65)
where we used that asymptotically ¢°° — —1, grg — 1. In our case T'yff = —1goo,r, then
R2 2T T w w
M=—1 d dfsinf |Op® + ———0r—| . 66
Ao 47TG/0 ¢/() o { T ReinZ6 "R (66)

For what concerns the angular momentum we find

2

c
= — d? @n,o, VHEY
J —e /az /v ®n,o, VHE, (67)

where this time £” = (9,)”. In this case we have
nuo, V" = ¢ (QOOFog + 90¢F¢§) ; (68)

where for at the leading order

1
F0(1; = 2_68R¢7 (69)
I, = —Rsin®0, (70)

N 71
g cR?sin”§ (71)
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Putting these results together we end up with

‘ CQR2 2w T ‘ 1 ¢
J = —I%grolo 87TG/0 dgb/o df sin 0 [—583¢+ E} . (72)

An interesting possibility to have a finite value for J and a negligible contribution of these

¢ in the Komar mass (66) is given by

r? sin® 6

v =23 a,GM =2) aGM IE)
2N e 2N e

where a; and z; are finite constants. This sum for ¢ is also a solutions of the equation
of motion (38) as showed in appendix A, moreover this is the Kerr angular profile at low

energy. In fact, Using this inside the angular momentum (72) we get
J = C2MZCL¢, (74)

which is proportional to the sum of different Kerr black holes angular momentum. According
to what we have seen in Section (IV), we know how to write down the relation between v

and V. To keep the discussion simple, let us take the solution to be in the form

Vd
v=rV+ a3 (75)
where a and d are generic constants. In the following we exclude the case d = —1 that will

be studied later. Let us use this expression in Eqgs. (37) and (36) (or in Eq. (51)) to obtain
the potential

ar 2DV [g(d 4+ 1)V + 2V i+

D, = 2T 1) + constants. (76)
The r—derivative is
0, ®q = ar VIt [aVI((d+ 1)V —drd,V) = Vit (rd,V = V)] (77)

The density can be found using Eq. (53). For only one element of the series Eq. (75) we

have for the density

_ (0P + (00?2 [ 5 V2,
B 8w Gr? ard p2az | (78)
we notice the positivity condition
ad VL — it >0, (79)
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which is an interesting relation between the size of the source and the asymptotic veloc-
ity. This condition of positivity tells us that if we vary the source size Rg we expect the
asymptotic velocity V,, to vary as

d+1

Voo x RE. (80)

If we plug this into the above equations (77) and (66) we get

—+3 3—-2-

M ~ R?0p® x RET o Voo ™71, (81)
We see that for d > 0 this asymptotically approaches to M oc V3, while for —d > 0 it
rapidly converges to a value between 3 and 4. The case M o V4 is obtained for d = —3.
This result is reminiscent of a Tully-Fisher-like relation, directly derived from the Komar
mass of the system and the requirement of positive energy density. It is striking that such
natural ingredients led to a direct relation between the asymptotic velocity and the total

mass.

VI. EXAMPLES OF SOLUTIONS

The dynamics of the system, together with its gravitational field, is self-consistently
described in the low-energy limit by Eqgs. (36)-(39): the latter are a system in the variables
(r,z) and with four unknowns functions: ®,1, €, p. The Newtonian potential ¢ fulfills Eq.
(51); on the other hand, as discussed in Appendix (A), the solution for ¢ can be written in

equivalent forms

v = /d/\cos (A2)(rAN)AN) K1 (Ar) (82)
w:_é o[ gy )

where A(A) and C()\) are generic spectra. After selecting the spectrum, the angular velocity
2 = rV in principle can be calculated using Eq. (52). Finally, the density p is obtained
simply from the derivatives of the above functions, as shown in Eq. (39). If we want to start

from a given density, then the spectrums A(A) and C'(\) must be taken accordingly.

15



To provide some explicit analytical examples, let us consider
Y = r2Q + a0, (84)

where o and d are generic constants. Of course we note that we can write an infinite sum

of such solutions
Y =1r’Q+ / K(\) QYd), (85)
0

where K ()\) is a generic spectrum.

We present explicit solutions by taking specific values of d which amounts to setting

KO\ = ad(d—\).

A. Rigid rotation

If © is constant, we cannot write Eq. (52). In this case we have
V= Q()T, (86)

where €2y is a constant. If we proceed to integrate the equations we get the same solutions

discussed by Balasin and Grumiller [25], Cooperstock and Faraoni [20].

B. Case with d = -1

When d = —1, we then have the following solution

U(r,2) F /0 2P AVEP

O(r,2) = rV(r,2) = 5 , (87)
B(r, z) = % (V(r,2)2 = V2) — V2 log (VX“ZJ —V2log (:—0> . (89)
ey = VT )
o) = [12(0.V)? 84; ((;x;— r0,V)’] (v;‘;lw). (90)

where the constant V. is the maximum dust velocity and ry is a constant. We see that
if at large distances the function v goes to zero faster than V', we get an asymptotic flat
velocity profile. There are also other possibilities to obtain a flat velocity profile. We see

that the potential ® exhibits a log(r) divergence; this divergence can be resolved by carefully
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choosing the function 1. However, since the system we are dealing with may have a large

but finite extension, at some distance the solution must be truncated and joined to a vacuum

solution. Then, we got an infinite class of solutions with an asymptotic flat velocity profile.

The peculiar feature is that the maximum velocity is reached asymptotically. To give an

example let us take the seed

7,2

Y= :|:<Z2 + 7,2)3/2‘

The density on the equatorial plane becomes

2
( V21— 2)
8nGro\/4rtV2 + 1 ’

p(?“, O) =

which asymptotically goes as r~2.

25¢

—_V
G

20" P

15¢

101 /__,

05+

2 4 6 8

FIG. 1. Density for Vo, = 1.

C. Case withd=1

When d = 1 we have

krd(r? 4+ kr2)Q(r, 2)?
212 ’

Y =r*Q+kriQ, o=

17

10

(91)

(93)



where k is a sign and 72 is a constant. In this case it is easy to invert this equation and we

find that the general solution for €2 is given by

oo

/ A\ cos (A2)(rA) [AQN K ()] (94)

0

0 —
(r,2) 72+ kr2 /{:7’

after we threw away the term proportional to I;(Ar), to avoid singularities. Now the density

is completely given after we fix the spectrum A(\)

(0,0° +(0:° 4 4

= 2 (ro —1%). (95)
Also in this case it is possible to have a flat profile. We want to elucidate in this case how
to fix A(X) based on the density profile. Plugging the solution for €2 inside the density we

get in the equatorial plane (z = 0)

(k’ro +r )3/2 = 2, .2

2y/27Gp(r,0) - AAN) [A (krg 4 r?) Ko(rX) + 2rK (r))] d. (96)
In general this can be inverted but it is a complicate task. For the purpose of this paper
let’s just consider a region where 7y > r, where also the first term is dominant respect to

the second one in the r.h.s. If we multiply both sides by rKy(r)\') and integrate over r we

get

— ; /O h V2w Gp(r,0)r Ko(rX)dr, (97)

where we made used of the orthogonality properties between Bessels’” functions. Now we can

insert the observed energy density and obtain the respective spectral density A(\).

VII. GENERAL SOLUTION FOR ZERO ENERGY DENSITY

It is interesting to discuss the case of zero energy density. These solutions are relevant
when we investigate the behaviour far away from the source, where the energy density is
negligible. Another domain of applicability of the solution is in a region where there is no

source at all. Therefore, we are going to solve the following equations

87’7"77Z} + 8zz'¢} - a:nw = 07 (98)
or | (0024 (0p —29)%
V20 + o =0. (99)
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To start with a simple example, let us assume again that the angular function v is given by

the low-energy profile

7”2

_ 100
77Z) al((z_21)2+r2)3/2’ ( )

then a zero energy density p is obtained by direct integration of ®. This gives
_ at((z — )% —2r%) ao (101)

+ )
42+ (z—2)2)° V2422
We note that the first term is like a quadrupole moment, while the second exhibits the ex-

pected Newtonian behavior. The radial geodesic equation gives two solutions, which exhibit

the profiles showed in Figure 2, with a; = 1, ag = 0 and z; = 0.92 in the equatorial plane.

0.8+
I — vy
I — O
0.6
H — Velocity co-rotating
I - Velocity counter-rotating
0.4+
0.2+
" 2 3 4 .
-0.2+-

FIG. 2. A vacuum solution, in the equatorial plane z = 0.

In general we have an infinite sum of such terms in the angular potential

2

Y= ;ai ((z — 2)% + r2)3/% (102)

The solution for the potential can be written as well as a series and reads

N Xn: Zn: a;a; (Ez —2)(z — 2z;) — 2r?) ' (103)

A2 4 (2 — 22" (12 + (2 — 2;)1)*?

p—_ 20
Ve 4 22

i=1 j=1
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In the continuous limit n — oo they become

e o
o=/ (CENEENSTERS (104

_ a0 = [T _COC) (== ¢) —2r?)
RVEEN /-oo /—oo L2+ (= O (2 + (2 = )

which is the general solution and depends on the choice of a generic spectrum C(¢). The

dgdc’, (105)

spectrum can be fixed to obtain particular orbits for a particle moving in this background. In
this solution we note that the “source” of the Newtonian potential is the energy-momentum

of the rotation of spacetime determined by 1.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we focused on axisymmetric, stationary systems in General Relativity.
Specifically, we considered rotating dust as the source of the gravitational field and inves-
tigated the low-energy limits of the solutions to Einstein’s equations. The approach we
adopted is new, since we started from the low-energy limit of the metric and then consis-
tently solved Einstein’s equations; in a previous approach the low-energy limit was obtained
by performing an expansion of the exact solutions of Einstein’s equations. We proved that
in both cases the results are the same.

We emphasized that there is a low-energy limit, which we called strong gravitomagnetism,
where the dragging terms are determined by the solution of a homogeneous Grad-Shafranov
equation which does not depend on the sources of the gravitational field. Consequently,
these terms are unaffected by the expansion of the source in powers of V/c and are therefore
not negligible compared to the Newtonian terms. In other words, we have demonstrated
that, in the low-energy limit, the differences between the dynamics of General Relativity
and the Newtonian one persist. The existence of such systems fundamentally relies on the
presence of these terms. Without them, the system would exhibit cylindrical symmetry,
meaning it would extend infinitely along the axis of symmetry. This is precisely the case in
Newtonian gravity, where it is impossible to construct a finite, stationary, rotating system
made of dust with axial symmetry. In essence, the system under consideration is unique
because it lacks a Newtonian counterpart.

After pointing out the peculiarities of such a system and analyzing its physical properties

thanks to the use of the Komar integrals for its mass and angular momentum, we discussed an
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approach to a self-consistent solution of its equation of motions in the strong gravitomagnetic
case. In particular, we outlined a procedure to solve the equations that self-consistently
describe both the dynamics of the system and its gravitational field. In addition, we gave
the more general solution and an example of the solution of the equations for the vacuum
case. To emphasize the key characteristics of these solutions, we considered some particular
cases and pointed that, due to its deeply non-Newtonian nature, the dynamics of the system
is completely different with respect to what is expected on the basis of a classical (i.e.
non-relativistic) analysis. For instance, we showed that the velocity profile describing the
motion of the sources can be asymptotically flat. Regarding this, we know that the flatness
of rotation curves is a very important issue in the study of galactic dynamics and one of
the evidences for the presence of dark matter: so, it is not a surprise that models of self-
gravitating systems constituted by dust, in stationary rotation with axial symmetry were
considered as relativistic models for galaxies [(—10, 25-31]. So, apart from the mathematical
interest in these systems, the open question remains whether they can be considered models
for real astrophysical objects. We believe this question holds potential relevance for research

in relativistic astrophysics.
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Appendix A: Solutions of the homogenous equation

Here we explicitly solve the homogeneous equation (38) which we rewrite for convenience

We remember that 1) determines the dragging effects that are relevant in the low-energy limit
and are greater than the usual ones considered in the standard gravitomagnetic approach.
The r— dependence of the v function can be fixed once we choose the z— behaviour of the

same function. In fact, if we employ the Ansatz
= R(r)Z(2), (A2)
we arrive at
2. =kZ, (A3)

with the separation constant k& € R. At this point we want to impose reflection symmetry
¥(r, z) = ¥(r,—z). We now have two possibilities. The first one is to assume a positive value
for k := u? (with v € R{) and the fall off behavior at infinity can be achieved by employing
the non-smooth modes Z(k, z) = eVl which satisfy (38) for |z| > 0 only. This was done
in [32]. Consequently, there are sources localized at z = 0. Let us find the solution in this

case. We start from

Ulu,z) := /0001/)(7’, z)J1(ru)dr, (A4)

where J,,,(ru) is the Bessel function of the order m. Then, the second derivative with respect

to 2 is

azzU - /OOO azz¢(rv Z) J2(Tu>dr - - /OOO <arr¢ - %@W) Jl(TU)d’F, (A5)

after a partial integration we have

0,,U = u/ Opth Jo(ru)dr, (A6)
0

after another partial integration we get

9..U = u2/ O Jy(ru)dr = u*U. (A7)
0
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This implies that the required form is U(u,z) = A(u)e "l + B(u)e*?l. The asymptotic

boundary condition

lim ¢ = 0, (A8)
Z—00
implies B(u) = 0. We have obtained
Ulu, z) = Alu)e I = / W(r, z)Ji(ru)dr. (A9)
0

To obtain the final expression for ¢ now it suffices to invert the relation using the Hankel

transform. The result is
W(r, z) = / ruA(u)e” " J (ru)du, (A10)
0
due to the arbitrariety of A(u) we can redefine a new function using ¢ (u) := uA(u):

W(r, z) = /00 re” Mlh(N) Jy (Ar)dA, (A11)

0

Another possibility is Z(k, z) = cosh (v/kz) as in Balasin and Grumiller [25]. The param-
eter k cannot be positive then, otherwise these modes diverge exponentially for |z| — oo,
which is an unphysical behavior. In this case we assume k = —\? with A € R} yielding the
modes Z(\, z) = cos (Az). The solution can be found with the same procedure as in the first
case. The result is given by

W(r,z) = /d)\ cos (A2)(rA) [AN) K1 (Ar) + B(A) I (Ar)] . (A12)

0

The functions I; and K; are modified Bessel functions of the first and second kind, respec-
tively. We note that I; blows up exponentially for large values of r which is unphysical.
Therefore, we set B(A) = 0. The function K; falls off exponentially for large values of r and
diverges like 1/ near r = 0. However, this divergence is compensated by a linear prefactor,
so the integrand is well defined for any sufficiently regular A(\). We can write down the
result in a more interesting fashion. We perform first a Fourier transformation,

o0

AQN) = % / dz O(x) cos (\z) (A13)
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where A()) is determined in terms of a (Fourier) transformed spectral density C'(z). After

using the following property of Bessel functions

7 3
/dm:Kl(q:) cos (%) = gm : (A14)
0
the form of ¢ becomes
1 % 2 2
v0) = [ 6 0O g + OO g
0

We recognize this to be in form of Eq. (91): we are basically performing an integral over all
the possible forms of this kind with different frequencies. In fact, in particular we have the

following sum

o, 2) = 1 (((z+d1)2 Rt ATt ) , (A16)

which is a solution.
Appendix B: Strong gravitomagnetism with pressure terms

Here we are concerned with an axially symmetric and stationary rotating system, where

the sources are determined by the energy momentum tensor for a perfect fluid

p
T = (p+ g)uuuv + DG (B1)

with pur = 0,1, 2,3. The trace reversed Einstein equations and the Ricci tensor are

87G [(p— 5&)gu p
RMV - A [ 9 & + (p + g) Uy Uy | (B2)
87G p?
R = ” (p—30—2). (B3)

Since p/c? is O(c™2) at our order of approximation it does not back react on the geometry
and the equations for the sources are the same as the ones that we have discussed above.
For example in the strong gravitomagnetic plus pressure case we still have Eqgs. (38) and

(39). These pressure terms give a non trivial contribution when we impose
Vv, T" = 0. (B4)
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Explicitly it gives
(Pt 5 D)o +(p+ - Ly, +(p+ - Dyt + pt = (B5)

We are using the usual conventions VA" := AY and 9,A" := A",. The projection of this

equation along the four velocity flow is

v p v v
U’MVZ/TH =0 = 62(/) + g)u;u = U 02p7,,, (BG)
where we used g, u*u” = —c?. The space projector is defined by P,, = g,,, +u,u, and gives
PIV,T" =0 = (p+ )u Uy = — (P + 0 u"Dy) . (B7)

We can also rewrite it in the following way
Dy v [ 124 Ha v
(p+ Z)u'y, = = (¢"py +u'u"p,). (B8)
In the strong gravitomagnetic limit the metric and the four velocity of matter are

20 2 20
0s? = —¢? (1 -5 - w—> it 2Vt + (1 * —) A6 + " (dr® + %), (BY)

2 1202
o 0? W
tzl _ ¢:Q:_ — B10
" +02+202’ Y r2+r’ ( )

such that V' = rQ is the velocity measured by asymptotic inertial observers. Then, in

these coordinates Eq. (B8) gives non-trivial results on the r and z directions, which are

respectively
P r r T
(p+ g) [(ut)QFtt + QUtU¢Ft¢ + (U¢)2F¢ } =—39"p,, (B11)
p z z z ZZ
(p+ 0_2) [(u")’T, + 2utu¢Ft¢ + (u¢)2F¢¢] = —9*p... (B12)
At the leading order in ¢ we get
v
0 [—— o0 Y éw} (B13)
v
p[—— rw+8<1>+—+w ﬂ—pz (B14)
oy
arrw + azzw - - 07 (B15)
r
1 oy, (0:0)° + (9 — 2%)°
d + - = Bl
4G v 2r2 P (B16)
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The gravitomagnetism with pressure is obtained when we neglect the ¥? terms. The Newto-

nian limit with pressure is recovered with ¢y — 0. We see that the source equations remain

the same at the leading order when we add the pressure terms. Eq.(B14) and (B13) can be

rewritten as

V2
p (dCD + Tdr) = dp, (B17)
2
p (d@ + VTdT — gdz/}) = dp, (B18)
& Y
p (d@ + Td?“ — Vrd(ﬁ)> = dp, (B19)

for the Newtonian, standard gravitomagnetic and strong gravitomagnetic cases, respectively.
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