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Closed optical trajectories in Kerr spacetime are engineered to exhibit a marked lack of symmetry.
The eccentricity manifests as a holonomy in gravitational Faraday rotation that can be made arbi-
trarily large by radial translation of the common location of source and receiver. All trajectories are
non-equatorial and include a passage through the equatorial plane at the radial turning point, where
the trajectory and pseudo-magnetic field are well-aligned. This, combined with path asymmetry,
results in a large gravitational Faraday holonomy that lends itself to experimental measurement.
Trajectories that start further away from the singularity pass more closely to the ergosphere, thus
transiting a more distorted region of spacetime with concomitant amplification of gravitational
Coriolis force.

I. INTRODUCTION

The path of light in curved spacetime is well-
approximated as a geodesic with a polarization that is
parallel transported (PX). Rotation of the plane of po-
larization is the minimum required to maintain orthog-
onality to the path, so it also Fermi-Walker transported
(FWX)[1]. The projection of both path and polarization
into three-space, though, gives the perception that the
latter rotates about the travel axis in excess of the mini-
mum prescription of three-space Fermi-Walker transport.
The additional gyration, a Coriolis effect that can be
framed in terms of a fictitious magnetic field, is referred
to as gravitational Faraday rotation (GFR). It has been
theoretically considered for decades[1–4], but the effect
has yet to be experimentally measured.

The appraisal of GFR would be simplified if light could
be induced to traverse a closed circuit so that emission
and reception could be carried out at a common location.
Since the rotation is zero at the time of emission, mea-
surement of a finite GFR at the receiver would amount to
a gravitational Faraday holonomy (GFH). As a first step
in this direction, a class of closed ambits has recently
been considered in association with Kerr spacetime[5],
characterized by travel with a constant Boyer-Lindquist
radius. The outgoing and incoming directions of travel
are not collinear, and the polarizations are distinct as
well. However, the GFR increases and decreases in equal
proportions along such paths, consistent with their highly
symmetric, clover-leaf appearance, so there is no Faraday
holonomy. This motivates the search for closed trajecto-
ries that exhibit three-space asymmetry, imbalancing the
rise and fall of GFR and resulting in an experimentally
measurable gravitational Faraday holonomy.

In the present work, we identify a new type of non-
equatorial, asymmetric, closed trajectory. These have
a single radial turning point midway, where they dive
through the equatorial plane near to the ergosphere hori-
zon. The paths comprise an open interval in a parameter
space of scalar Killing invariants. It is bounded at one
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end by a trajectory that enters the ergosphere and at the
other by a trajectory that is iso-radial so that there is
no holonomy. Trajectories associated with interior pa-
rameter points are shown to exhibit a holonomy in grav-
itational Faraday rotation that can be expressed analyt-
ically. The holonomy increases as the source/receiver is
moved outwards within the equatorial plane, and it can
be engineered to be arbitrarily large. This is explained
using numerical simulations that make it possible to vi-
sualize the difference between three-space Fermi-Walker
transport and the perceived evolution of polarization.

II. APPROACH

A. Propagation of Light and Polarization within a
Geometric Optics Approximation

Starting with the source-free Maxwell equation in a
spacetime with metric gµν [1], an Eikonal expansion
of the vector potential can be carried out in terms of
the perturbation ratio of wavelength over characteristic
length[5]. The wave vector, p, then has null character at
leading order in the expansion:

p · p = 0. (1)

Of course, this is equivalent to saying that the wave vec-
tor is parallel transported,

pν∇νpµ = 0, (2)

a geodesic equation that governs the trajectory of light[1].
The Eikonal expansion also implies that polarization, f ,
is orthogonal to the trajectory at leading order:

f · p = 0. (3)

It is therefore parallel transported as well:

pν∇νfµ = 0. (4)

In this work, attention is restricted to spacetime with
a Kerr metric, expressed using oblate spheroidal Boyer-
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Lindquist coordinates[6], {t, r, θ, ϕ}, with covariant com-
ponents of

[g] =


2r
Σ − 1 0 0 − 2ars2

Σ
0 Σ

∆ 0 0
0 0 Σ 0

− 2ars2

Σ 0 0 s2

Σ

(
(a2 + r2)2 − s2∆a2

)
 . (5)

Here c := cos θ, s := sin θ, Σ := r2 + a2c2, ∆ := a2 −
2r + r2, and a is the angular momentum of the black
hole. Geometrized units are the default unless otherwise
noted.

Isometries associated with this metric make it possible
to express the evolution equation for trajectory in terms
of three conserved scalars. These, in turn, can be solved
in terms of Jacobi elliptic functions. The polarization
along such paths can then be determined in closed form
by exploiting a hidden symmetry associated with a con-
formal Killing-Yano tensor.

Metric isometries are associated with Lie derivatives of
the metric that are zero with respect to Killing vectors,
v, or Killing tensors, K̂[7–11]. These can be written as

∇(µvν) = 0, ∇(µKνγ) = 0, (6)

where parentheses indicate the symmetry operator. Since
neither time, t, nor azimuthal angle, ϕ, appear in the
Kerr metric, it has two Killing vectors, vt and vϕ, with
Boyer-Lindquist coordinates of {1, 0, 0, 0} and {0, 0, 0, 1},
respectively. The associated conserved scalars are

ϵ := −vt · p, ℓ := vϕ · p. (7)

Noting that dt/dτ ≡ p0 and dϕ/dτ ≡ p3, for affine pa-
rameter τ , these are equivalent to ordinary differential
equations (ODEs) for the evolution of polarization com-
ponents:

ε =
2ap3rs2

Σ
− p0

(
2r

Σ
− 1

)

ℓ =
s2
(
p3
((

a2 + r2
)2 − a2∆s2

)
− 2ap0r

)
Σ

. (8)

The Killing tensor of Eq. 6 has matrix representation

[K] =


a2
(
1− 2c2r

Σ

)
0 0 Ktϕ

0 −a2c2Σ
∆ 0 0

0 0 r2Σ 0
Ktϕ 0 0 Kϕϕ

 , (9)

where

Ktϕ = −
as2
(
a2c2∆+ r2

(
a2 + r2

))
Σ

(10)

Kϕϕ =
s2
(
a4∆c2s2 + r2

(
a2 + r2

)2)
Σ

. (11)

Its conserved scalar is |k|, so that

|k| = p · K̂ · p. (12)

Here[9, 12]

k = rα− aβc − ı(rβ + aαc), (13)

with

α := f1p0 + a(f3p1 − f1p3)s2

β := −af2p0s + (−f3p2 + f2p3)(a2 + r2)s. (14)

The conserved scalar, |k|, can be expressed in terms of
Carter’s constant, Q[7, 9]:

|k| = Q+ (ℓ− aε)2. (15)

Eq. 12 is therefore a first-order ODE involving the rate
of change dr/dτ ≡ p1:

Q+ (ℓ− aε)2 =

(
ε
(
a2 + r2

)
− aℓ

)2
∆

− (p1)2Σ2

∆
. (16)

Finally, the Boyer-Lindquist expression for Eq. 1
amounts to a first-order ODE in terms of both p1 and
dθ/dτ ≡ p2:

4ε2r(a2 + r2) + 2a2ℓ2 − 8aεrℓ+ 2∆ε2Σ

= ℓ2(a2 +∆) csc2 θ + 2Σ2((p1)2 + (p2)2∆). (17)

Eqs. 8a,b, 16, and 17 comprise four first-order ODEs
for the four spacetime trajectory components[13]. They
are linear in the derivative terms and so can easily be re-
arranged as separate ODEs for each position coordinate.
In that form, though, they are still coupled because each
derivative carries a coefficient of Σ = r2 + a2c. This can
be removed with a simple re-scaling of parametrization
from τ to Mino time, s[14]:

dxµ

ds
:=

Σ

ϵ
pµ ≡ Σ

ϵ

dxµ

dτ
. (18)

It is also useful to observe that there are only two in-
dependent scalars in these equations, impact parameter
λ := ℓ/ε and Carter ratio η := Q/ε2. The well-known
resulting equations of motion are(

dr

ds

)2

= R(r) (19)(
dθ

ds

)2

= Θ(θ) (20)

dϕ

ds
=

a

∆
(r2 + a2 − aλ) +

λ

s2
− a (21)

dt

ds
=

(r2 + a2)

∆
(r2 + a2 − aλ) + a(λ− as2), (22)

where radial potential, R(r), and polar potential, Θ(θ),
are

R(r) :=
(
a2 − aλ+ r2

)2 −∆
(
(λ− a)2 + η

)
(23)

Θ(θ) := η − (ac)2 − (λc/s)2 . (24)
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Given a position for the light source, and characterizing
its direction with parameters λ and η, Eqs. 19 and 20 can
be solved independently to obtain the radial and polar
trajectories. The results can then be substituted into the
Eqs. 21 and 22 to obtain the azimuthal and temporal
trajectories.

B. Non-Equatorial Asymmetric Trajectories

The trajectories of interest in the present work have
solutions to the equations of motion in terms of Jacobi
elliptic functions:

r(s) =
r4(r3 − r1)− r3(r4 − r1)sn

2(X2(s), k)

(r3 − r1)− (r4 − r1)sn2(X2(s), k)

θ(s) = cos−1

[
−νθ

√
u+ sn

(√
−a2u−(s+ νθGθ),

u+

u−

)]
ϕ(s) = λGϕ

+
2a

r+ − r−

[(
r+ − aλ

2

)
I+(s)−

(
r− − aλ

2

)
I−(s)

]
t(s) = I(s) + a2G(s). (25)

These are identical to results derived elsewhere[15] except
for small corrections to the expressions for ϕ(s) and t(s).
All requisite functions are defined in Appendix A, where
notes are also provided on the corrections.

C. Parallel Transport of Polarization in Spacetime

With analytical trajectory constructions now available,
we turn to the evolution of polarization. Here it is use-
ful to draw on symmetries that are not associated with
configurational isometries but, rather, symmetry opera-
tions in the dynamical state space. These are referred to
as hidden symmetries, and the associated operations are
manifested in a generalization of Eq. 6(b) to the confor-
mal Killing-Yano equation[16]:

∇µHνλ =
1

3
gµν∇γHγλ − 1

3
gµλ∇γHγν . (26)

The skew-symmetric 2-form, Ĥ, is the Principal Ten-
sor [16], and its Hodge dual, F̂ := ∗Ĥ, is also a conformal
Killing-Yano tensor. These fields are considered more
fundamental than Killing tensors since their square al-
ways generates a symmetric Killing tensor,

Kµν = FµγFναg
αγ , (27)

while the reverse is not necessarily true.
In Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, the covariant compo-

nents are:

[H] =


0 r a2cs 0
−r 0 0 ars2

−a2cs 0 0 acs
(
a2 + r2

)
0 −ars2 −acs

(
a2 + r2

)
0


(28)

and

[F ] =


0 −ac ars 0
ac 0 0 −a2cs2

−ars 0 0 rs
(
a2 + r2

)
0 a2cs2 −rs

(
a2 + r2

)
0

 .

(29)

For our purposes, these are combined into a third con-
formal Killing-Yano 2-form, Ẑ := Ĥ + ıF̂ , with the cor-
responding conserved quantity the vector k of Eq. 30:

f · Ẑ · p = k. (30)

Conservation of the Fermi-Walker constant, k, along
the spacetime geodesics of Eq. 25, allows the polariza-
tion of light to be determined along any such path. Since
k is complex valued, its real and imaginary components
provide two equations for the four components of the po-
larization vector, f , provided that the initial polarization
is known. To this end, Eq. 13 is decomposed into real
and imaginary parts:

kR(f ,p, θ) = rα−aβc, kI(f ,p, θ) = −(rβ+aαc). (31)

The terms α and β, defined in Eq. 14, are functions of
polar angle, θ, polarization, f , and the unit tangent to
the trajectory, p. Conservation of k then implies that

kR(finit,pinit, θinit) = kR(f(s),p(s), θ(s))

kI(finit,pinit, θinit) = kI(f(s),p(s), θ(s)). (32)

A third equation is generated by the orthogonality of
polarization and the wave vector—i.e. f · p = 0:

f3 =
Σ2
(
∆f2p2 + f1p1

)
s2∆

(
2ap0r − p3

(
(a2 + r2)

2 − a2s2∆
)) . (33)

Finally, tangents to the trajectory are null vectors, so
the polarization is only unique modulo a factor of the
wave vector. The factor can always be chosen so that
the temporal component of the polarization is equal to
zero:

f0(s) = 0. (34)

Given a trajectory and initial polarization, f3 and f0 of
Eqs. 33 and 34 can be substituted into Eqs. 32 which
are subsequently solved for f1 and f2 as a function of
Mino time, s, along the trajectory. This is a primary ap-
plication of the Walker-Penrose theorem. The final pair
of equations are linear in f1 and f2, but the analytical
expressions obtained are unwieldy and lacking in imme-
diate physical insight on their own. Since they are easily
obtained with symbolic algebra software, the explicit ex-
pressions are not written here. They are used, though,
in the application to follow.
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D. Gravitational Faraday Rotation

A methodology has been laid out for analytically de-
termining the trajectory of light and the evolution of its
polarization. The latter can be measured at the start
and end of a closed path with spacetime foliated into a
curved three-space and a temporal path constructed so
that its tangent is the temporal Killing vector, vt of Eq.
7. Projection of the trajectory and evolving polarization
into three-space results in a path that is not a geodesic
and a polarization that is not parallel transported. It is
this projection that results in a dynamic in which linear
polarization appears to be rotating due to the presence
of an external influence, a Coriolis force that can be in-
terpreted as arising from a fictitious magnetic field.

To quantify what is perceived as an anomalous rota-
tion, it is important to appreciate that the parallel trans-
port of polarization in four-space exhibits the minimum
possible vector rotation about the propagation direction
that is consistent with all other constraints. Any twist-
ing of the polarization is the result of path curvature.
Its projection in three-space, though, appears to rotate
in a way that does not exhibit minimal rotation. This
can be quantified by constructing an orthonormal triad
at each point along the path that does, indeed, evolve
with minimal rotation. The rotation of the projected po-
larization vector, relative to this reference frame, is the
gravitational Faraday rotation (GFR). Evolution of the
reference triad is referred to as Fermi-Walker transport,
which amounts to a set of ordinary differential equations
very similar to those of parallel transport:

Df i

Ds
=

(
Dni

Ds
nk − Dnk

Ds
ni

)
f
(proj)
k . (35)

Here f i are the components of one of the reference triad
vectors, f , the three-space unit tangent to the trajectory
is n, 3-space vector f (proj) is the three-space projection
of f , and D is the three-space covariant derivative.
A three-space metric can then be constructed so that

the covariant derivative can be evaluated. The three-
space metric is then

γi,j =
gij
h

+ gigj . (36)

Scalar field h and vector field g are referred to as the grav-
itational electrostatic potential and gravitational mag-
netic vector potential, respectively[17]. These names are
intended to identify the fields as analogs to counterparts
in Maxwell theory relevant to Faraday rotation. Three-
vector g has only a ϕ-component, so its curl (analogous to
an inhomogeneous, static, magnetic field, B) is pointed
along the rotational axis of the black hole. Faraday ro-
tation therefore occurs when linearly polarized radiation
has a propagation unit vector, n, that has a non-zero ax-
ial component. The vector n× g can be interpreted as a
Coriolis force.

If the only objective is to quantify GFR, then it is
possible to sidestep the need to solve the Fermi-Walker

transport equations, instead drawing on an elegant anal-
ysis by Frolov and Shoom[3]. They show that GFR can
be expressed as the integral of a rotation rate, Ω, given
by

ΦGFR(s) =

∫ s

0

dsΩGF(s), (37)

where

ΩGF(s) =
1

2
curlg(s) · n(s). (38)

However, this does not allow us to visualize the Fermi-
Walker transport of polarization and develop an intuitive
sense of how to engineer GFH. It will therefore be used
only as a check on our numerical solution to the Fermi-
Walker evolution of polarization.

III. APPLICATION

A. Trajectories

While the equations of motion must be solved to pro-
duce specific optical trajectories, their character can be
anticipated by examining where the associated impact
parameter and Carter ratio lie on the parameter plane.
For instance, parameter pairs that lie on the C+ border,
shown in red Fig. 1(a), produce trajectories that have a
constant Boyer-Lindquist radius[5]. Our focus, though,
is within the green ”Type I” region that lies above this
curve. It is defined by the character of the roots of the
radial potential, R, given in Eq. 23. This amounts to a
quartic polynomial in radial position, r, for which choices
of λ and η affect the values of its four solutions. In the
Type I region, all four roots are real, with two inside the
inner event horizon and two outside the outer event hori-
zon. If the source/receiver radial position, rs/r, is greater
than the largest of these, then the trajectory will have a
single radial turning point, rtp, at that largest root. The
polar angle may have many turning points while the az-
imuthal angle will have none, and trajectories will exhibit
nontrivial scattering.
Within this Type I region, we seek a specific subtype

of trajectories for which the path self-intersects. Iden-
tification of the requisite parameters was guided by the
following considerations:

1. Paths exterior to ergosphere. A (3+1) foliation of
spacetime is necessary for the construction of an evolv-
ing Fermi-Walker frame of reference.

2. Axial motion. GFR is only generated along paths that
have a component parallel to the z-axis, generally as-
sociated with a large Carter constant, Q. Recall that
η = Q/ε, so η should be large.

3. Parameters near C+. rtp increases away from the C+
border, but it should be small so that light traverses
spacetime regions that are substantially curved. Oth-
erwise the trajectory will not close.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 1. C+ Boundary and {λ, η} pairs. The C+ border,
shown in dark red, is associated with orbits of constant Boyer-
Lindquist radius. Killing ratios λ and η are chosen to be in the
region above the C+ border. These are shown in blue points
in both panels. Position within the Type I region (green)
is scrutinized in panel (b), where only the relevant domain
is plotted and the vertical difference between each blue data
point and the red C+ curve has been multiplied by a factor of
50. This makes it easier to see that the blue points approach
C+ as λ decreases. The lighter blue curve behind these points
is a fit for which the vertical distance up from the C+ border
is λ4/90. Labels TPmin and TPmax identify the parameters,
associated with the minimum and maximum turning point
radii, for which a closed trajectory is possible. a = 0.99.

4. Trajectory asymmetry. The rises and falls of GFR are
unlikely to cancel if the path is asymmetric.

The source/receiver position was chosen to lie within
the equatorial plane with ϕ = 0, so that its location
is completely determined by the radial position, rs/r.
Guided by the considerations above, an initial param-
eter pair, {λ, η}, was identified by trial and error to pro-
duce a closed trajectory for which ϕ(smax) = 3 ∗ 2π.
This is the middle (tan) curve shown in Fig. 2, for
which rs/r = 4.57. The source radius was then in-
creased/decreased in small increments, with a root finder
used to determine new values of {λ, η, smax} such that
r(smax) = r(0), θ(smax) = π/2, and ϕ(smax) = 3 ∗ 2π.
Fig. 1(b) shows the resulting set of 65 data points

(blue). It is bounded at left where it touches the C+
curve, and at the right where the turning point radius is
equal to the radius of the ergosphere at the equator. The
set of points is fitted reasonably well by

∆η = λ4/90, (39)

with ∆η the vertical distance between the C+ curve and
each blue data point. This fit is shown in light-blue in
Fig. 1.

1. Closed Trajectories

A closed trajectory was generated for each of the blue
data points shown in Fig. 1. A representative selection

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 2. Trajectories. Representative three-space trajecto-
ries are plotted for rs/r = 3.17, 3.42, 4.57, 5.43, and 10.5. The
trajectory shown in green is iso-radial, with Boyer-Lindquist
radius = 2.42. Its parameters lie on the red C+ curve of Fig. 1
with λ = 0.0334, η = 22.3. The outer event horizon is shown
in dark gray while the outer ergosphere surface is depicted
with a lighter gray. a = 0.99. Perspective, top, and front
views are shown in panels (a), (b), and (c), respectively.

of these is shown in Fig. 2. Also plotted there (thick
green) is a closed circuit for which conserved parameters
λ and η lie on C+. This produces a 4-petal closed tra-
jectory on a surface of constant Boyer-Lindquist radius.
Its symmetry is apparent in Fig. 2(b), and it is this that
results in a dearth of holonomy. As the source/receiver
radius is increased, though, this symmetry is lost in both
the individual petal shapes and their three-space orien-
tation. The degree of asymmetry increases as the source
is moved outward.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 3. Comparison of Analytical and Numerical Geodesics.
Analytical solutions to the geodesic equations of motion—
i.e. PX of the wave vector—are compared with counterparts
obtained numerically. The plots exhibit a high degree of
self-consistency, with an average discrepancy on the order of
10−4%. Here a = 0.99, rs/r = 9.0.

As a check on the analytical expressions of Eqs. 25,
equations of motion 19–22 were also solved numerically
in each case. An example is given in Fig. 3, where dis-
crepancies are on the order of 10−4%, a level that can be
attributed to the numerical solver. This level of valida-
tion is consistent with all 65 simulations corresponding
to the blue points in Fig. 1. It was the initial comparison
effort that uncovered several issues with the expressions
for ϕ(s) and t(s) provided by Gralla [15]. These were
subsequently corrected, with the validated expressions
provided in the Appendix A.

B. Parallel Transport of Planes of Polarization

With a set of trajectories now constructed, attention
is turned to the evolution of a pair of orthogonal, linear
polarizations, A(s) and B(s). Their initial state is deter-
mined by constructing a real-valued, orthogonal tetrad
using wave vector, p. First identify the temporal and
longitudinal polarization vectors,

T =
ivt

|vt|
, L =

p+T(p ·T)

|p ·T|
, (40)

with vt the temporal Killing vector of Eq. 7. Their
lengths are −1 and +1, respectively. Pairwise orthogo-
nality of the tetrad vectors then gives five scalar equa-
tions for the unknown components of A(0) and B(0).
Two additional scalar equations are obtained by insist-
ing that they be of unit length. A final equation is pro-
vided by requiring that the polar component of B(0) be
equal to zero. This is arbitrary but useful. The algebraic
equations are then solved to obtain A(0) and B(0).

Finally, tangents to the trajectory are null vectors, so
these polarizations are only unique modulo a factor of the
wave vector. As noted in Eq. 34, the factor can always
be chosen so that the temporal component of A(0) and
B(0) are equal to zero:

Aphys(0) = A(0)− A0(0)

p0(0)
p(0)

Bphys(0) = B(0)− B0(0)

p0(0)
p(0). (41)

These are the physically meaningful polarization vectors
to be parallel transported.
As will be verified subsequently, GFR is agnostic with

respect to polarization, so polarizationA is chosen for the
sake of definiteness. The orthogonality of generic polar-
ization A and wave vector p implies that the polarization
is parallel transported:

(u · ∇)A ≡ ∇uA = 0. (42)

This is equivalent to the following indicial equalities:

DAµ

Ds
≡ DAµ

Dxν

dxν

ds
= 0, (43)

where D is the four-space covariant derivative. As
verified numerically, the solution to these equations is
equivalent to that obtained using the Walker-Penrose
theorem—i.e. by applying Eqs. 32, 33, and 34.
Once the polarization vector has been parallel trans-

ported, it is projected into three-space,A(PX3), by remov-
ing its temporal component. This component is initially
zero but will be finite along the trajectory in general. An

evolving plane of polarization, P
(PX3)
A , can then be con-

structed by taking the cross product of the unit tangent
to the three-space trajectory, n, and A(PX3):

P
(PX3),i
A :=

1√
det(γ)

ϵijknjA
(PX3)
k . (44)

Here ϵijk is the Levi-Civita symbol and γ is the three-
space metric given in Eq. 36. The angle between the
parallel transported (PX) and Fermi-Walker transported
(FWX) plane of polarization vectors is due to GFR. It is
important to note that projection and transport opera-
tions do not commute.
The PX-evolving plane of polarization is shown in Fig.

4 for two values of source radius. While there are differ-
ences in the way in which the plane evolves, these are rel-
atively subtle and do not exhibit qualitative differences.
The same cannot be said when the vector is FWX, and
that is taken up next.

C. Fermi-Walker Transport of Planes of
Polarization

The three-space plane of polarization for A(s) can
be FWX by numerically solving Eq. 35. The initial
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rs/r = 5.00 rs/r = 10.50(a) (b)

FIG. 4. Parallel Transport of Planes of Polarization. Parallel
transport of three-space polarization is shown for two choices
of source/receiver radius, rs/r. Trajectories are portrayed as
thick ivory paths, with polarization represented as a smooth
green curve that connects the tips of vector along a given path.
The qualitative character of the polarization curves does not
change with source/receiver position. a = 0.99.

state is given by A(PX3)(0). The equations are similar
to those of FWX, Eq. 43, but the FW equations are in
three-space instead of four-space. While the equations
offer additional insight when expressed in terms of a spe-
cially chosen tetrad frame[18], they would still need to
be solved numerically. That additional step was there-
fore not adopted.

The FWX plane of polarization is plotted in Fig. 5 for
six values of source radius. This helps to see the qualita-
tive changes that develop as the source is moved further
outwards. At relatively small source radii, the FW tra-
jectories look very similar to their PX counterparts, as
in Fig. 4. As the source is moved further away from the
singularity, though, the vector exhibits an increasingly
severe spiral about the optical path. This occurs in a re-
gion for which the light makes an equatorial transit and
for which the sole radial turning point is present. In fact,
the ambits were engineered to exhibit just such a behav-
ior, a consequence of the design rules given earlier. This
spiraling has significant implications for GFH, as will be
discussed next.

D. Gravitational Faraday Rotation and Holonomy

The underlying physics can now be explained with ref-
erence to Figs. 4 and 5. Light follows a geodesic path
in four-space and its polarization is parallel transported
there. In that setting, parallel transport is equivalent
to Fermi-Walker transport—i.e. the polarization vector
rotates about the propagation axis to the minimum pos-
sible. Projection of the trajectory and evolving polar-
ization into three-space results in a path that is not a
geodesic and a polarization that is not parallel trans-
ported. It is this projection that results in a dynamic in

which its plane of polarization, P
(PX3)
A (s), appears to be

rotating due to the presence of an external influence, a
Coriolis force. This perceived rotation can be measured

rs/r = 10.5rs/r = 9.50

rs/r = 8.00rs/r = 5.70

rs/r = 5.00rs/r = 3.07(a)

(c)

(e)

(b)

(d)

(f)

FIG. 5. Evolution of Polarization. Fermi-Walker trans-
port of three-space polarization is shown for several choices
of source/receiver radius, rs/r. Trajectories are portrayed as
thick ivory paths, with polarization represented as a smooth
magenta curve that connects the tips of vector along a given
path. All trajectories exhibit a radial turning point in the
equatorial plane (foreground), and the FW polarization is
observed to spiral in this region. The degree of spiraling in-
creases as the source/receiver is moved out radially. a = 0.99.

by comparing the three-space plane of polarization with

its FW-evolving counterpart, P
(FW3)
A (s):

ΦGFR(s) = cos−1
(
P
(PX3)
A (s) ·P(FW3)

A (s)
)
. (45)

This gives a result identical to that of Eq. 38. The mo-
tivation for our numerical procedure is that the planes
of polarization can be visualized, useful in both under-
standing GFR accumulation and in engineering ambits
for which a significant gravitational Faraday holonomy
can be realized.
It is worth noting that the single discontinuity in the

tangent vector, at the source/receiver, is irrelevant to
GFH. This is not surprising as it is consistent with more
standard measurements of geometric phase. For instance,
the parallel transport of a vector tangent to the surface
of a sphere results in a misorientation between start and
end configurations equal to the negative of the solid angle
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FIG. 6. GFR Accumulation. Gravitational Faraday Rota-
tion is plotted, as a function of path position, for a range
of relatively small source/receiver positions, rs/r. The green
curve, associated with the spherical trajectory shown in green
in Fig. 2. a = 0.99.

enclosed, even when the tangent vector has one or more
discontinuities.

The accumulation of GFR is shown, in Fig. 6, for
several source positions. First focus on the green curve,
associated with the spherical trajectory, also in green, of
Fig. 2. It exhibits regions of increasing and decreasing
GFR which ultimately cancel, consistent with the 4-petal
path symmetry described earlier. Trajectories associated
with non-spherical orbits do not have such symmetry,
though, and Fig. 6 shows that this is manifested in a
sharp rise in GFR at the midpoint that increases with rs/r.
The result is a gravitational Faraday holonomy (GFH).

The entire spectrum of closed trajectories is used to
quantify GFH as a function of source position. Fig. 7
indicates that it is negative when the source is relatively
close, before turning positive for more distant sources.
The holonomy eventually undergoes an excursion, grow-
ing so large that it is plotted on a log scale in panel (b).
While it is reasonable to posit that this is related to the
polarization spiraling of Fig. 5, the root cause bears in-
vestigation.

IV. EXPLANATION FOR GFH EXCURSION

As a first step in elucidating the cause of the holon-
omy excursion, Faraday rotation rate, ΩGF, of Eq. 38,
is plotted as a function of Mino time in Fig. 8. The
log scaling makes it clear that this rate is only signifi-
cant at the mid-trajectory segment that passes through
the equatorial plane, which becomes increasingly severe
as the source/receiver is moved outwards.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 7. GFH Versus Source/Receiver Radius. (a) Gravi-
tational Faraday Holonomy (GFH) is plotted over a range of
relatively small source/receiver positions, rs/r. (b) The range
of rs/r is extended and, because the holonomy becomes so
large, the absolute value is plotted on a log scale to show how
it grows with radial position of the source/receiver. a = 0.99.

With this in mind, consider a specific trajectory (rs/r =
9.0) to deconstruct the rotation rate. Consistent with the
rapid rise in GFR at the circuit midpoint, Fig. 9(a) shows
the Faraday rotation rate, ΩGF, on a linear scale to fully
appreciate how rapidly it rises. It can be expanded out
as

ΩGF =
1

2
nj(∇× g)j . (46)

Since (∇ × g)ϕ = 0 and the metric is diagonal in the
Boyer-Lindquist chart, the rotation rate can be expressed
as the sum of two contributions:

ΩGF =
1

2
γrrn

r(∇× g)r +
1

2
γθθn

θ(∇× g)θ

≡ Ω
(r)
GF +Ω

(θ)
GF. (47)

As shown in Fig. 9(b), though, the first term is negligibly
small over the domain of interest. Therefore

ΩGF ≈ Ω
(θ)
GF =

1

2
γθθn

θ(∇× g)θ. (48)

This is confirmed in Fig. 9(c).
The excursion in rotation rate, shown in Fig. 9(b),

must derive from one or more of the three terms at right
in Eq. 48. Two of these, nθ and (∇× g)θ, can be imme-
diately ruled out by plotting them, and the source of the
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FIG. 8. GF Rotation Rate. The rate of change of GFR with
respect to Mino time is plotted for representative positions of
the source/receiver. a = 0.99.

excursion as γθθ is confirmed in the same way. These are
provided in Fig. 10.

The Kerr metric in the Boyer-Lindquist chart gives γθθ
as

γθθ =

(
r2 + a2 cos2 θ

)2
r(r − 2) + a2 cos2 θ

. (49)

This is plotted in Fig. 11(a). The plot above shows that
γθθ is large in only a small region for which θ is near the
equator and r is close to the trajectory turning point, rtp.
In this region, the metric component can be quite large,
and it is this that is driving the rotation rate excursion.

We have been careful to focus on a particular
source/receiver radius, for the sake of clarity, but further
insight requires that we consider trends associated with
a range of source/receiver radii. In particular, we need
to examine how the turning point itself varies, and this
is given in Fig. 11(b). As rs/r increases, the turning point
radius decreases, eventually encountering the ergosphere
as it crosses the equatorial plane. This trend causes the
peak in γθθ to be amplified, as plotted in Fig. 11(a), and
it becomes infinite when the ergosphere is reached.

The final step, an explanation for why γθθ increases as
the ergosphere is approached, is inherent in its construc-
tion from the spacetime metric, g:

γθθ =
1

g2tt

(
g2tθ − gθθgtt

)
. (50)

As the ergosphere is approached, time dilation becomes
increasingly severe, and gtt approaches zero. The three-
space foliation is inversely proportional to this term and
so becomes exceedingly compressed.

It is worth noting that, for small source/receiver radii
in the range of rs/r < 3.3, the GFH becomes increasingly
negative as the source is moved outwards. This is be-
cause the initial distortion of the iso-radial 4-petal path,

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 9. ΩGFR ≈ Ω
(θ)
GFR. (a) The GFR accumulation, plotted

in Fig. 6, was obtained by integrating the Faraday rotation
rate, ΩGF over the trajectory. This rate is plotted to make
clear that it is only significant over the mid-trajectory seg-
ment that passes through the equatorial plane. (b) The ro-
tation rate can be decomposed into two contributions, given
in Eq. 47. Only the polar contribution (green) is signifi-
cant over the domain of interest. (c) The total rotation rate
is well-approximated, over the entire trajectory, by its polar
contribution. a = 0.99.

shown in green in Fig. 2(b), is more significant along the
lower petal (top view), shifting clockwise but also moving
closer to the ergosphere. The closest point of approach on
this petal is always greater than the turning point radius,
of course, and the accumulation of a negative contribu-
tion to GFH is eventually overwhelmed by the distortion
at the turning point itself, which eventually grazes the
ergosphere.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 10. Excursion of ΩGFR and the three-space Metric.
As given in Eq. 48, the rotation rate is the product of three
terms: nθ, (∇ × g)θ, and γθθ. These are each plotted to
determine that only γθθ exhibits an excursion as the trajec-
tory transits its radial turning point at the equatorial plane.
a = 0.99.

V. PHYSICAL CONSIDERATIONS FOR
HOLONOMIC TRAJECTORIES

A. Trajectory Length, Elapsed Time, and Time
Dilation

The trajectories we have been considering are closed
because they pass through a region of spacetime close
to the ergosphere. It is therefore reasonable to ask what
sort of dilations are produced on such a path. In the Kerr
metric, gravitational time and space dilations are distinct
phenomena, each a function of position along the ambit
of light. These can be quantified by expressing the space
time interval, dL, in terms of Mino time derivatives:(

dL

ds

)2

=
Σ

∆

(
dr

ds

)2

+Σ

(
dθ

ds

)2

+
sin2 θ

(
(a2 + r2)2 − a2∆sin2 θ

)
Σ

(
dϕ

ds

)2

. (51)

Take the positive square root and integrate to quantify
the total path length from the source to an arbitrary

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 11. Collapse of Temporal Metric in Spacetime. (a) The
diagonal, polar component of the three-space metric is plotted
as a function of polar angle and radial position for a = 0.99.
It exhibits a peak at the equator and turning point radius. (b)
The turning point radius is a function of the source/receiver
position, and it approaches the equatorial transit becomes
increasingly close to the ergosphere as the source/receiver is
moved outwards. (c) Consistent with the discussion of Eq.
50, the gtt component of the BL metric approaches zero as
the source/receiver radius is increased.

point, s, on the trajectory:

L(s) =

∫ s

0

ds
dL

ds
. (52)

Eqs. 251−3 allow this path length to be described an-
alytically, and Eq. 254 provides the associated temporal
change. These can be parametrically plotted, as in Fig.
12(a). The slope of the (green) curve gives the speed
of light, as perceived from an observer in a distant re-
gion of flat space. The slope of the red line is the actual
speed of light, and the discrepancy between these quan-
tifies the perceived local slowing of light. The left-side
scaling gives the arc length in units of geometrized black
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 12. Total Time and Distance for a Single Trajec-
tory. (a) The travel time and distance, as observed at the
source/receiver position, are parametrically plotted as a func-
tion of Mino time, s, for the longest trajectory, rs/r = 10.61.
The results are use to quantify the evolving perceived speed
of light, shown in panel (b). The slope of the red line is the
actual speed of light, and the discrepancy between this ref-
erence and the green curve is the perceived local slowing of
light. Results are given in both geometrized units of length
and, with M = 10M⊙, SI units. a = 0.99.

hole mass, while the right-side scaling provides the SI
equivalent under the assumption that the black hole is
of 10 solar masses. Analogous scaling is provided at bot-
tom and top for the elapsed Boyer-Lindquist time. It is
also possible to plot the local speed explicitly, as in Fig.
12(b). The left-side scaling gives the perceived fraction
of the speed of light, while the right-side scaling provides
the SI equivalent, again assuming 10 solar masses for the
SI conversion. As expected, the perceived speed of light
slows as the ergosphere is approached.

Trends in space and time dilation are quantified in
Fig. 13, where the total path length and total travel
time are provided as functions of the source/receiver po-
sition. Over the entire range of closed circuits, the path
length changes by a factor of 1.54, while the elapsed time
changes by a factor of 1.30. While important to account
for, the travel time does not undergo any excursions in
association with even the closest brush across the ergo-
sphere surface. This is because it is the 4-dimensional
spacetime metric that is used to determine dilations—
i.e. the convenient (3+1) foliation of spacetime does not
influence the dilation analysis, and the approach could
be used to quantify dilations for trajectories that transit

(a)

(b)

FIG. 13. Total Time and Distance for All Trajectories. For
each trajectory, the travel time and distance observed at the
source/receiver position can be calculated. Results are given
in both geometrized units of length and SI units and, with
M = 10M⊙, SI units. a = 0.99. Solid curves are a guide to
the eye.

the ergosphere as well.

B. Trajectory Closure in Spacetime

Engineered trajectories are closed in three-space but
not in spacetime, and this might seem contrary to the no-
tion of a four-space holonomy. The remedy is to consider
two sources of light, with one that completes the original
closed circuit (red in Fig. 14 while the other stays in the
lab, serving an ancillary role as a reference that moves
forward in time (green in Fig. 14). The combination of
these two spacetime paths comprises a closed trajectory
in four-space, in the Aharonov-Bohm sense[19, 20], and
for which there is no Faraday rotation along the ancil-
lary route. This provides a means of interpreting the
measured GFH as a holonomy on the spacetime albeit
with the understanding that the measure itself requires
projection.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The path of light in Kerr spacetime is fully charac-
terized by an initial position and conserved scalars as-
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FIG. 14. Trajectory Closure in Spacetime. A cartoon is
shown in (2+1) space in which an optical path (red) is closed
in 2-space but not in the associated spacetime. Closure is then
provided by a second source of light (green), which plays an
ancillary role as a reference that moves forward in time but
does not accumulate any GFR.

sociated with metric symmetries in time, azimuth, and
the Killing-Yano tensor. These appear as scalar ratios in
a two-dimensional parameter space that can be demar-
cated into regions based on trajectory type—e.g. scatter-
ing or inward spiraling. In the present work, we add to
this understanding with the discovery of a curved one-
dimension interval in the parameter space that corre-
sponds to non-equatorial, asymmetric, closed trajectories
in spacetime. These have a single radial turning point
midway, where they dive through the equatorial plane
near to the ergosphere horizon. The parameter interval
is bounded at one end by a trajectory that enters the
ergosphere and at the other by a trajectory that is iso-
radial and highly symmetric.

As is true for most non-equatorial trajectories, the
propagation of linearly polarized light along such ambits
produces a gravitational Faraday rotation, a three-space
perception that the plane of polarization is not simply
twisting in response to path curvature. What is striking
about these circuits, though, is that the rotation exhibits
holonomy due to path asymmetry.

Interestingly, this gravitational Faraday holonomy
(GFH) increases as the source/receiver is moved out-
wards within the equatorial plane. In fact, the rate of
accumulation of GFR is only large over a small region
near the radial turning point. As the source is moved
further out, a larger gravitational slingshot effect is re-

quired to swing it back towards the point of origin. The
turning point thus move inwards towards the ergosphere.
As a result, the spacetime encountered is more distorted,
manifested as a polar, diagonal component of the three-
space metric component that becomes ever larger. This,
in turn, can be traced back to the temporal, diagonal
component of the four-space metric, which decreases to-
wards zero as the ergosphere is approached. It is there-
fore a severe, localized time dilation that underlies the
rotation rate excursion and concomitant trend of an in-
creasingly large gravitational holonomy as the source is
moved outward.

The well-understood and quantified trends in holon-
omy accumulation with source/receiver position and
black hole rotation rate make it possible to envision ex-
periments in which gravitational Faraday holonomy can
be experimentally measured. This has a photonic exten-
sion as well that could be adapted to study the effect of
entanglement on holonomy. The setting also lends itself
to a study of the Spin-Hall effect of light.

Appendix A: Equations of Motion

Closed-form expressions for the trajectory components
can be constructed that satisfy the Equations of Motion,
Eqs. 19–22. The process is tedious, but the ultimate
result, Eqs. 25, is very practical and easy to use. Only
the essential equations are provided below, since a de-
tailed development is given elsewhere[15]. The expres-
sions given for ϕ(s) and t(s) differ from that earlier anal-
ysis, though, as there seems to be a number of small
errors in that earlier work. In particular, radial func-
tions F2(r), E2(r), Π1(r), and Π±(r) have been modified
as have Mino time functions I±(s), Ij(s) with j = 0, 1, 2,
and It(s). These corrected analytical functions give re-
sults essentially identical to numerical solutions of the
equations of motion for a wide range of initial conditions
and choices of scalar invariants. See further discussion of
this associated with the analytical/numerical comparison
of Fig. 3.

Define constants A, B, and C.

A := a2 − η − λ2

B := 2(η + (λ− a)2)

C := −a2η (A1)
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Define constants P , Q, w± and z.

P := −A2

12
− C

Q := −A

3

((
A

6

)2

− C

)
− B2

8
(A2)

w± :=

(
±
√

P 3

27
+

Q2

4
− Q

2

)1/3

z :=

√
w+ + w−

2
− A

6

Define roots of the radial potential, R, r1, r2, r3, and r4,
as well as radii of the inner and outer event horizons, r±.

r1 := −
√

−A

2
+

B

4z
− z2 − z

r2 :=

√
−A

2
+

B

4z
− z2 − z

r3 := −
√
−A

2
+

B

4z
− z2 + z (A3)

r4 :=

√
−A

2
+

B

4z
− z2 + z

r± := 1±
√
1− a2

Define radial function x2(r) and constant k2.

x2(r) :=

√(
r − r4
r − r3

)(
r3 − r1
r4 − r1

)
k2 :=

(r3 − r2) (r4 − r1)

(r3 − r1) (r4 − r2)
(A4)

Define constants ∆θ and u±.

∆θ :=
1

2

(
1− η + λ2

a2

)
u± := ∆θ ±

√
∆2

θ + η/a2 (A5)

Define radial functions F2(r), E2(r), Π1(r), and Π±(r).
These are expressed in terms of Jacobi elliptic functions
E, F , and Π.

F2(r) :=
2F
(
sin−1 (x2(r)) , k1

)√
(r3 − r1) (r4 − r2)

E2(r) :=
√
(r3 − r1) (r4 − r2)E

(
sin−1 (x2(r)) , k2

)
Π1(r) :=

2Π
(

r4−r1
r3−r1

, sin−1 (x2(r)) , k2

)
√
(r3 − r1) (r4 − r2)

(A6)

Π±(r) :=
2√

(r3 − r1) (r4 − r2)

r4 − r3
(r± − r3)(r± − r4)

×Π

[(
r± − r3
r± − r4

)(
r4 − r1
r3 − r1

)
, sin−1 (x2(r)) , k2

]

Define radial functions I0(r), I1(r), I2(r), and I±(r).
I0(r) := F2(r)

I1(r) := r3F2(r) + (r4 − r3)Π1(r)

I2(r) :=
√
R

r − r3
− 1

2
(r1r4 + r2r3)F2(r)− E2(r) (A7)

I±(r) := −Π±(r)−
F2(r)

r± − r3

Define Mino time function X2(s).

X2(r) :=
1

2

√
(r3 − r1)(r4 − r2)

(
s+ νrF2(rinit)

)
(A8)

Define constants Gθ and νθ.

Gθ :=
−1√
−a2u−

F

(
sin−1

(
cos θinit√

u+

)
,
u+

u−

)
(A9)

νθ := Sign(p3init) ≡ Sign(pθinit)

Define constant Gϕ and Mino time function Gϕ(s), where
the latter is expressed in terms of the Jacobi amplitude
function, am.

Gϕ :=
−1√
−a2u−

Π

[
u+, sin

−1

(
cos θinit√

u+

)
,
u+

u−

]
Gϕ(s) := −νθGϕ (A10)

+
1√

−a2u−
Π

[
u+, am

(√
−a2u−(s+ νθGθ),

u+

u−

)
,
u+

u−

]
Define Mino time functions I±(s).

I±(s) := −νr sgn
(
F2(rinit)− s

)(
Π±(r(s) +

F2(rinit)

r± − r3

)
− νrI±(rinit) (A11)

Define Mino time functions Ij(s) with j = 0, 1, 2.

Ij(s) := νr
[
sgn
(
F2(rinit)− s

)
Ij(rinit)− Ij(rfinal)

]
(A12)

Define Mino time function It(s).

It(s) :=
4

r+ − r−

[
r+

(
r+ − aλ

2

)
I+(s)

]
− 4

r+ − r−

[
r−

(
r− − aλ

2

)
I−(s)

]
(A13)

+ 4I0(s) + 2I1(s) + I2(s)

Define Mino time function Gt(s) in terms of Jacobi ellip-
tic functions, E and F , as well as the Jacobi amplitude
function, am.

Gt(s) :=
−u+√
−a2u−

(
u−

u+

)
× E

[
am

(√
−a2u−(s + νθGθ),

u+
u−

)
,
u+
u−

]
+

u+√
−a2u−

(
u−

u+

)
(A14)

× F

[
am

(√
−a2u−(s + νθGθ),

u+
u−

)
,
u+
u−

]
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Using the plethora of support functions given above,
trajectory components can now be defined as functions

of Mino time, s.

r(s) =
r4(r3 − r1)− r3(r4 − r1)sn

2(X2(s), k)

(r3 − r1)− (r4 − r1)sn2(X2(s), k)

θ(s) = cos−1

[
−νθ

√
u+ sn

(√
−a2u−(s+ νθGθ),

u+

u−

)]
ϕ(s) = λGϕ(s)

+
2a

r+ − r−

[(
r+ − aλ

2

)
I+(s)−

(
r− − aλ

2

)
I−(s)

]
t(s) = It(s) + a2Gt(s). (A15)
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