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Spin precession and neutrino helicity flip in various spacetimes
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We systematically study spin precession of neutral particles freely moving in spacetime. We first derive the

formula describing spin precession within a general stationary and axisymmetric spacetime. We then apply our

formula to study spin precession of neutral spinning particles moving within various spacetimes that are among

the most ubiquitous ones found in the literature. Our results are then used to extract the helicity flip probability

for neutrinos propagating in each one of those selected spacetimes. It is found that low-energy neutrinos acquire

a spin-flip probability that is as large as unity in all the spacetimes considered here. The remarkable result,

however, is that while spin-flip probability for high-energy neutrinos remains insignificant in most of these

spacetimes, some of them do allow spin-flip probability to reach unity even for high-energy neutrinos.

I. INTRODUCTION

Besides the three classical tests of general relativity

(namely, the deflection of light by the Sun, the gravitational

red-shift of light and the anomalous advance of Mercury’s

perihelion), general relativity predicts the precession (that was

later experimentally confirmed [1]) of the spin of massive bod-

ies. However, although spin precession and the dynamics of

spinning bodies in general relativity have been derived for

classical bodies like a gyroscope [2, 3] when considered to

be point-like and then for classical bodies whose extension is

taken into account [4–7], the possibility of applying those for-

mulas to spinning quantum particles has been seriously con-

sidered in the literature very early on as well [8–10].

Yet, another application that seems very promising for ex-

perimental investigations of gravitational physics using cur-

rent technology is the study of neutrino helicity flip under the

effect of gravity [11–17]. Indeed, being always emitted by

sources and detected by detectors as left-handed particles, a

flip of their helicity would make neutrinos escape detection

altogether. On the other hand, neutrinos are abundant parti-

cles that travel tremendous interstellar distances without being

absorbed. Therefore, a deficit in the number of detected neu-

trinos that would be caused by a gravitationally induced he-

licity flip would convey valuable information about the gravi-

tational field through which the particles have traveled before

reaching the detector. Given the insignificance of the grav-

itationally induced neutrino flavor oscillations compared to

matter induced neutrino flavor oscillations [18, 19], the grav-

itationally induced neutrino helicity flip might offer a serious

neutrino-based alternative for probing gravity.

Our first aim in this paper is to systematically study spin

precession of neutral particles freely falling in a gravitational

field by deriving a formula for general stationary and axisym-

metric spacetimes. The formula can then be applied to various
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ubiquitous spacetimes found in the literature. The results that

would come out of this first aim of the paper will be gen-

eral as they are not limited to any specific spinning particle.

Our second aim is to apply those general results to the case of

neutrinos and derive the helicity flip probability for neutrinos

traveling in those various spacetimes.

To achieve our two aims, we structured our paper as fol-

lows. In Sec. II, we give a very brief summary of the formulas

and tools used to describe spin precession in curved space-

time. In Sec. III, we use our general formula from Sec. II to

derive the angular velocity of spin precession of neutral parti-

cles freely moving within stationary and axisymmetric space-

times. An application to thirteen different spacetimes will then

be made in that section. In Sec. IV, we rely on those results to

derive the neutrino helicity flip probability formula for neutri-

nos propagating in each one of those specific spacetimes. We

summarize and discuss the relevance of our results to obser-

vational astrophysics and cosmology in the brief Sec. V.

II. SPIN PRECESSION IN CURVED SPACETIME

Spin precession of macroscopic bodies, like a gyroscope

or a small but extended particle, is dealt with using the

Mathisson-Papapetrou-Dixon (MPD) equations [4, 5, 7] (see

also [20, 21] or Ref. [22] for a textbook presentation.) The

MPD equations describing spin dynamics are a set of nonlin-

ear equations written in a covariant form for the spin tensor

S µν. The latter is related to the spin four-vector S µ of the

particle by S µ = − 1
2
ǫ
µ

νρλ
pνS ρλ, where pµ = muµ is the four-

momentum of the particle of mass m and of four-velocity uµ,

and ǫµνρλ is the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor1. At

the zeroth order in spin, a case which is amply sufficient to

our case, the MPD equations reduce to the simple equation

DS µ/dτ = 0 [22], where D is the covariant differentiation op-

erator, and τ is the proper time of the particle. To cast the

equation into the comoving frame of the particle, one uses the

1 We shall work with the natural units G = c = ~ and we adopt the metric

signature (−,+,+,+).
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spacetime comoving vierbeins eâ
µ, defined by ηâb̂eâ

µe
b̂
ν = gµν

for any spacetime metric gµν, with the corresponding comov-

ing inverse vierbeins e
µ

â
defined by eâ

µe
µ

b̂
= δâ

b̂
. Here, ηâb̂ is the

Minkowski metric and δâ

b̂
is the Kronecker delta symbol2.

In the comoving frame of the particle, the proper-time evo-

lution of the spin three-vector S (having components S î) obeys

the following first-order differential equation:

dS î

dτ
= −S âuµω îâ

µ . (1)

Here, ω âb̂
µ is the spin connection, defined in terms of the co-

moving vierbeins and the Christoffel symbols Γλµν correspond-

ing to the spacetime metric by

ω âb̂
µ = −eνb̂∂µe

â
ν + eνb̂Γλµνe

â
λ. (2)

The angular velocity three-vectorΩ of the spin precession can

be immediately read off from the dynamical equation (1) as

the latter is of the form dS/dτ = Ω × S. Indeed, the three

components of the angular velocity then read

Ωî =
1
2
ǫî ĵk̂uµω

ĵk̂
µ , (3)

where ǫî ĵk̂ is the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol,

such that ǫ1̂2̂3̂ = 1. Expression (3) is valid for any space-

time metric and for any four-velocity uµ of the particle. In

this paper we are interested in spin precession of particles that

are freely propagating in the presence of various gravitational

sources that generate various spacetimes. In the next section

we shall derive the explicit expression this angular velocity

vector takes for arbitrary stationary and axisymmetric metrics

before applying the result to specific metrics.

III. SPIN PRECESSION WITHIN STATIONARY AND

AXISYMMETRIC SPACETIMES

Let us consider a general stationary and axisymmetric

spacetime metric that has the following form in the spherical

coordinates (t, r, θ, φ):

ds2 = −Λ dt2 + R dr2 + Θ d2θ + Φ dφ2 − 2Ψ dφ dt. (4)

The five nonvanishing metric components of this spacetime

are all time-independent and depend, a priori, on both po-

lar coordinates r and θ.The spacetime metric (4) has two

Killing vector fields, a timelike Killing vector field that reads

Kµ = (1, 0, 0, 0), and a spacelike Killing vector field that reads

Rµ = (0, 0, 0, 1). The timelike vector field Kµ yields the con-

served energy ε = −g0µu
µ per unit mass of the particle, and the

spacelike vector field Rµ yields the conserved orbital angular

2 The Greek letters are used to denote spacetime indices, whereas the first

Latin letters (a, b) are used to denote tangent-space indices. The Latin let-

ters (i, j) are used to denote indices of the three-dimensional space. Hats

over Latin letters denote indices in the comoving frame.

momentum ℓ = g3µu
µ per unit mass of the particle. Combin-

ing these two identities with the normalization gµνu
µuν = −1,

corresponding to time-like geodesics of freely falling massive

particles, we extract the following general expression for the

four-velocity of a particle moving along a plane that is parallel

to the equatorial plane of the metric (4):

uµ =
1

γ
(α,±β, 0, λ) , (5)

where

γ = Ψ2 + ΛΦ, α = εΦ − ℓΨ, λ = εΨ + ℓΛ,

β =

[

α (Λα + Ψλ) + λ (Ψα −Φλ) − γ2

R

]
1
2

. (6)

The (+) sign in Eq. (5) corresponds to a particle moving to-

wards the gravitational source, whereas the (−) sign corre-

sponds to a particle moving away from the source. The co-

moving vierbeins, the Christoffel symbols, and the compo-

nents of the spin connection corresponding to this metric, as

well as the four-velocity, are all displayed in Appendix A.

From those expressions, we derive the following general non-

vanishing components of the angular velocity vectorΩ of spin

precession:

Ω1̂ = ±
1

2γ
√
∆Θ

{

(αΛ + λΨ)
[

Ψ,θ

(

α2Λ + λ2Φ
)

+ αΛ,θ(λΦ − αΨ) − λΦ,θ(αΛ + λΨ)
]

+ β2R [

Ψ,θ(λΨ − αΛ) + αΨΛ,θ + λΛΦ,θ
]

− λβ2R,θ
(

ΛΦ + Ψ2
) }

,

Ω2̂ = ±

(

Ψ2 + ΛΦ
)3/2

2
√

∆R (

ε2Ψ2 + 2εΛℓΨ + Λ2Φ + ΛΨ2 + Λ2l2
)

×
{

Ψ,r
[

ε2
(

Ψ2 − 2ΛΦ
)

+ 4εΛℓΨ + Λ
(

ΛΦ + Ψ2
)

+ Λ2ℓ2
] −ΨΛ,r

[

3εℓΨ − 2ε2Φ + ΛΦ + Λℓ2 + Ψ2
]

+ εΛΦ,r [εΨ + Λℓ]
}

,

Ω3̂ = ±
β

2γ
√
ΘΞ

[

α
(

ΛR,θ − RΛ,θ
)

+ λ
(

ΨR,θ − RΨ,θ )] . (7)

It is worth noting here that, unlike the Schwarzschild case

for which the angular velocity comes out lying along the po-

lar direction 2̂, the general metric (4) allows for an angular

velocity with all three components nonvanishing even when

the spacetime is not rotating. The reason behind this is the

fact that even when the particle’s motion is taking place along

the equatorial plane, the time and the radial components of

the metric along that plane possess vertical gradients along

the polar axis 2̂.

On the other hand, if the gravitational source is, in addi-

tion, also spinning along a direction that is perpendicular to

its equatorial plane along which a particle happens to be mov-

ing, the frame-dragging effect and the geodetic effect would

add up to give an amplified spin precession along the direction
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2̂. If, instead, the particle’s motion was taken to be along any

other plane than the one that is perpendicular to the source’s

rotation, the two effects would be distinguishable from one

another as their respective induced angular velocities of pre-

cession would be pointing along two different directions. This

is another reason behind our choice of the plane of the par-

ticle’s motion since spin precession is maximal in this case.

For completeness, however, we shall first consider a general

planar motion of the spinning particle without restricting the

latter to the equatorial plane. Showing that spin precession

becomes maximum along the equatorial plane will be done in

Sec. IV for each one of the spacetimes considered using the

angular velocity components we obtain here for the general

case.

In what follows, we shall use these three general expres-

sions (7) to extract the components of the angular velocity

three-vector of precession when the particle freely propagates

along a plane perpendicular to the axis of symmetry within

thirteen different spacetimes.

A. The de Sitter spacetime

We start our series of metrics with the de Sitter spacetime

[2] of positive cosmological constant C, written in the static

coordinates (t, r, θ, φ). In fact, while such a spacetime de-

scribes an empty spherically symmetric universe undergoing

an accelerated expansion, when written in such coordinates it

takes the form of a static metric that we can use to extract the

metric components corresponding to the general form (4). We

shall therefore work with the following metric components of

this spacetime[23, 24]:

Λ = 1 − Cr2

3
, R =

(

1 − Cr2

3

)−1

, Θ = r2,

Φ = r2 sin2 θ Ψ = 0. (8)

This spacetime possesses a cosmological horizon that lies

at r =
√

3/C. A spinning particle freely propagating within

this spacetime would not have any orbital angular momentum

per unit mass ℓ since there is no central gravitational source

around which it would be deflected. The particle would keep

coasting with the constant energy per unit mass ε. On the

other hand, plugging the metric components (8) into the gen-

eral expressions (7), we find that the particle’s spin would pre-

cess with an angular velocity vector Ω that has the following

components:

Ω1̂ = ∓
ℓ cos θ

√

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ

r3 sin3 θ
,

Ω2̂ = ±
εℓ sin θ

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ
,

Ω3̂ = 0. (9)

This result clearly shows that the spinning particle would not

undergo any spin precession within de Sitter spacetime since

setting ℓ = 0 in the first two expressions yields an angular

velocity that is identically zero.

B. The Bertotti–Robinson spacetime

Our second metric is that of the Bertotti–Robinson space-

time [25, 26], a conformally flat solution to the Einstein-

Maxwell equations. This spacetime is conformally flat as it

takes the following metric components in the spherical coor-

dinates (r, θ, φ) [24]:

Λ =
Q2

r2
, R = Q2

r2
, Θ = Q2, Φ = Q2 sin2 θ,

Ψ = 0, (10)

where Q is a static electric charge. The importance of this

spacetime in the literature lies in its use when discussing spe-

cific regions of more well-known spacetimes, such as the

region near the degenerate horizon of an extreme limit of

the Reissner-Nordström spacetime [27]. Also, despite be-

ing amenable to be written in the form of an anti-de Sitter

spacetime of radius Q (i.e., of negative cosmological constant

C = −3/Q2) using a specific change of coordinates (given ex-

plicitly in Ref. [24]), we shall consider this spacetime in its

conformally flat form (10).

Therefore, as in the case of the de Sitter spacetime (8),

a spinning particle freely propagating within this spacetime

would not have any orbital angular momentum per unit mass

ℓ since there is no central gravitational source around which it

would be deflected. The particle would keep coasting with the

constant energy per unit mass ε. On the other hand, plugging

the metric components (10) into the general expressions (7),

we find that the particle’s spin would precess with an angular

velocity vector Ω having the components:

Ω1̂ = ∓
ℓ cos θ

√

ℓ2 + Q2 sin2 θ

|Q|3 sin3 θ
,

Ω2̂ = 0,

Ω3̂ = 0. (11)

Similarly to the case of de Sitter spacetime, this result shows

that the spinning particle would not undergo any spin pre-

cession within the Bertotti–Robinson spacetime since setting

ℓ = 0 in the first expression yields an angular velocity vector

that is identically zero.

C. The Melvin-Bonnor spacetime

The Melvin-Bonnor spacetime [28, 29] is an electrovacuum

static solution of Einstein’s field equations with a cylindri-

cal symmetry arising from a constant and uniform electric or

magnetic field. The uniform electric or magnetic field is con-

ventionally taken to be aligned along the z-direction and hav-

ing a constant magnitude determined by a single parameter,

customarily denoted by B. We use here the following metric

components for such a spacetime (usually written in the liter-

ature in cylindrical coordinates [24]) after expressing them in
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the spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ):

Λ = R =
(

1 +
B2r2

4
sin2 θ

)2

, Θ = r2

(

1 +
B2r2

4
sin2 θ

)2

,

Φ = r2 sin2 θ

(

1 +
B2r2

4
sin2 θ

)−2

, Ψ = 0. (12)

When only a uniform and constant magnetic field is present,

the spacetime is usually referred to as the Melvin magnetic

universe. The spacetime is mainly used for modeling astro-

physical processes and gravitational collapse by taking it as a

remarkably stable limit of more complicated spacetimes. See

Ref. [24] for more discussions on the mathematical properties

of this spacetime.

While there is no event horizon in this spacetime, and the

latter is not asymptotically flat, both timelike and lightlike

geodesics of particles propagating in this spacetime are bound

to finite radii that depend on the parameter B [30, 31]. We

shall come back to this constraint on timelike geodesics in

Sec. IV A where we compute the spin-flip probability of neu-

trinos propagating within it. Here we simply compute the an-

gular velocity of spin precession of freely propagating neutral

spinning particles.

A spinning particle freely propagating within this space-

time would have a conserved orbital angular momentum per

unit mass ℓ since there is the possibility of the particle being

deflected around the central axis of symmetry. The particle

would then be deflected while conserving its constant energy

per unit mass ε. Plugging the metric components (12) into the

general expressions (7), we find that the particle’s spin would

precess with an angular velocity vector Ω that has the follow-

ing components:

Ω1̂ = ∓

(

4 − 3B2r2 sin2 θ
)

ℓ cos θ

4
(

4 + B2r2 sin2 θ
)

r3 sin θ

×
















B4ℓ2r4 +
8r2

(

B2ℓ2 + 2
)

sin2 θ
+

16ℓ2

sin4 θ

















1
2

,

Ω2̂ = ±
64εℓ

(

4 − B2r2 sin2 θ
)

(

4 + B2r2 sin2 θ
)2

sin3 θ

×
















B4ℓ2r4 +
8r2

(

B2ℓ2 + 2
)

sin2 θ
+

16ℓ2

sin4 θ

















−1

,

Ω3̂ = 0. (13)

This result shows that a spinning particle that does not get

deflected in this spacetime would not undergo any spin pre-

cession either since setting ℓ = 0 in the first two expressions

also yields an angular velocity that is identically zero.

D. The Reissner-Nordström spacetime

The other static electrovacuum solution of Einstein’s field

equations that we consider in this paper is the Reissner-

Nordström spacetime [32–34]. This spacetime belongs to the

Weyl class of electrovacuum solutions [24]. This solution de-

scribes the spacetime around a charged black hole of mass M

and of static electric charge Q. We use the following metric

components in spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ) [24]:

Λ =

(

1 − rs

r
+

Q2

r2

)

, R =
(

1 − rs

r
+

Q2

r2

)−1

, Θ = r2,

Φ = r2 sin2 θ, Ψ = 0. (14)

This spacetime is asymptotically flat and it has two event hori-

zons which are located at r± = M ±
√

M2 − Q2. We assume

that our particle is moving outside the outer event horizon,

such that r > r+, and that the particle gets deflected when it is

close to the gravitational source.

Our spinning particle will be taken to be freely propagating

within this spacetime with a conserved orbital angular mo-

mentum per unit mass ℓ and a conserved energy per unit mass

ε. Plugging the metric components (14) into the general ex-

pressions (7), we find that the particle’s spin would precess

with an angular velocity vector Ω having the components:

Ω1̂ = ∓
ℓ cos θ

√

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ

r3 sin3 θ
,

Ω2̂ = ±
εℓ sin θ

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ
,

Ω3̂ = 0. (15)

For spin precession to occur, this angular velocity requires

a nonvanishing orbital angular momentum per unit mass ℓ

which is, indeed, guaranteed by the central charged gravita-

tional source.

E. The interior Schwarzschild spacetime

To take into account also the possibility of spinning par-

ticles deflected by massive gravitational sources that are not

black holes, and therefore allow for the possibility of having

those particles propagate even inside the matter making those

massive bodies, we consider here the interior Schwarz-

schild solution [35]. It is an idealized spherically symmet-

ric spacetime corresponding to the inside of a uniformly dis-

tributed mass M in a spherical region of radius R. We use

the following metric components in the spherical coordinates

(r, θ, φ) [24]:

Λ =

















3

2

(

1 − rs

R

)
1
2 − 1

2

(

1 − rsr
2

R3

)
1
2

















2

,

R =
(

1 − rsr
2

R3

)−1

, Θ = r2, Φ = r2 sin2 θ, Ψ = 0, (16)

where rs = 2M. This spacetime has no singularity and no

event horizon, and it is everywhere regular inside the spherical

region of radius R.

Even though the spinning particle is now taken to be mov-

ing inside the massive body, we shall assume that the particle
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is not experiencing any other interaction with the matter mak-

ing the body other than the gravitational interaction. Our spin-

ning particle will then also be taken to be freely propagating

within this spacetime with a conserved energy per unit mass ε

and a conserved orbital angular momentum per unit mass ℓ as

it gets deflected inside the body.

Plugging the metric components (16) into the general ex-

pressions (7), we find that the particle’s spin would precess

with the following components of the angular velocity vector

Ω:

Ω1̂ = ∓
ℓ cos θ

√

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ

r3 sin3 θ
,

Ω2̂ = ∓
2εℓ sin θ

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ













1 − 3R

√

R − rs

R3 − rsr2













−1

,

Ω3̂ = 0. (17)

Spin precession is here also allowed since the particle nec-

essarily gets deflected inside the body giving the particle a

nonvanishing angular momentum per unit mass ℓ.

F. The Hayward spacetime

The other spacetime that is static, spherically symmetric,

singularity-free and everywhere regular that we consider is the

Hayward spacetime [36]. It is made of a central mass M that is

embedded in an expanding universe of positive cosmological

constant C. We use the following metric components in the

spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ) [36]:

Λ = 1 − rsr
2

r3 + 1
3
Crs

, R =














1 − rsr
2

r3 + 1
3
Crs















−1

, Θ = r2,

Φ = r2 sin2 θ, Ψ = 0, (18)

where rs = 2M. This spacetime has no event horizon when

M < 9
4
C, it has a single horizon when M = 9

4
C and it has

two distinct horizons when M > 9
4
C. The two horizons lie at

r− ≈ rs and r+ ≈
√

3/C, respectively, for M ≫ 9
4
C and they

coincide with each other for M = 9
4
C [36].

Our spinning particle is also allowed in this case to be de-

flected in this spacetime as it freely propagates around the cen-

tral mass with a conserved orbital angular momentum per unit

mass ℓ and a conserved energy per unit mass ε. Plugging the

metric components (18) into the general expressions (7), we

find that the particle’s spin would precess with an angular ve-

locity vector Ω that has the components:

Ω1̂ = ∓
ℓ cos θ

√

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ

r3 sin3 θ
,

Ω2̂ = ±
εℓ sin θ

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ
,

Ω3̂ = 0. (19)

The particle necessarily gets deflected around the central mass

if it is allowed to get close enough to the latter, acquiring

therefore a nonvanishing angular momentum per unit mass

ℓ. Spin precession of the particle is then also allowed in this

spacetime.

G. The Bardeen spacetime

The third black hole solution that is singularity-free that we

consider in this paper is the Bardeen spacetime [37]. This so-

lution describes the spacetime around a point mass M carrying

a magnetic charge q. We use the following metric components

in the spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ):

Λ = 1 − rsr
2

(q2 + r2)
3
2

, R =












1 − rsr
2

(q2 + r2)
3
2













−1

, Θ = r2,

Φ = r2 sin2 θ, Ψ = 0, (20)

where rs = 2M. This spacetime is regular at r = 0. It also

has an event horizon at r = r+ which is the positive root of

the equation Λ = 0. This spacetime is not asymptotically flat

though.

We let our spinning particle freely propagate within this

spacetime and be deflected with a conserved orbital angular

momentum per unit mass ℓ and a conserved energy per unit

mass ε. Plugging the metric components (20) into the general

expressions (7), we find that the particle’s spin would precess

with an angular velocity vector Ω that has the following com-

ponents:

Ω1̂ = ∓
ℓ cos θ

√

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ

r3 sin3 θ
,

Ω2̂ = ±
εℓ sin θ

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ
,

Ω3̂ = 0. (21)

A spinning particle that acquires an angular momentum per

unit mass ℓ after being deflected around the central mass will

therefore experience a spin precession in this spacetime.

H. The Kiselev spacetime

One of the black hole solutions we consider in this paper

is taken from the class of Kiselev’s black holes embedded in

a quintessential spacetime [38]. We use the following metric

components in the spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ), describing a

black hole of mass M embedded in a universe undergoing a

quintessence-driven expansion:

Λ = 1 − rs

r
−

( rq

r

)3ωq+1

, R =
[

1 − rs

r
−

( rq

r

)3ωq+1
]−1

,

Θ = r2, Φ = r2 sin2 θ, Ψ = 0, (22)

where rs = 2M, ωq is the quintessential state parameter such

that −1 < ωq < − 1
3
, and rq is a normalization constant. For

the extreme case ωq = −1, one recovers the Schwarzschild
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spacetime when setting rq = 0 in Eq. (22). One recovers

from this spacetime the Schwarzschild-de Sitter spacetime of

positive cosmological constant C when setting rq =
√

3/C.

The spacetime solution (22) is therefore more flexible than the

Schwarzschild-de Sitter spacetime as it allows also for study-

ing black holes within quintessential models of cosmology.

We let our spinning particle freely propagate within this

spacetime and be deflected by the black hole with a conserved

orbital angular momentum per unit mass ℓ and a conserved

energy per unit mass ε. Plugging the metric components (22)

into the general expressions (7), we find that the particle’s spin

would precess with an angular velocity vector Ω having the

components:

Ω1̂ = ∓
ℓ cos θ

√

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ

r3 sin3 θ
,

Ω2̂ = ±
εℓ sin θ

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ
,

Ω3̂ = 0. (23)

These components’ expressions are identical to those obtained

above for the de Sitter, the Reissner-Nordström, the Hayward

and the Bardeen spacetimes. The reason is that these met-

rics have all in common that their components are of the form

Λ = Λ(r), R = R(r), Θ = r2, Φ = r2 sin2 θ and Ψ = 0. There-

fore, a spinning particle that freely propagates in all these four

spacetimes and gets deflected acquires an angular momentum

per unit mass ℓ that will make it experience spin precession

with an angular velocity given by the unique result (23).

I. The Schwarzschild-Melvin spacetime

The Schwarzschild-Melvin metric describes the spacetime

around a neutral point mass M that is immersed inside a con-

stant and uniform electric or magnetic field of strength B. In

the absence of the point mass M, this constant electric or mag-

netic field is what gives rise to the Melvin-Bonnor spacetime

(12) we considered above. The Schwarzschild-Melvin solu-

tion is the electrovacuum spacetime solution to the Einstein

field equations that belongs to the more general Ernst solu-

tion [39] that describes an accelerating and charged black hole

immersed inside a constant and uniform electric or magnetic

field of strength B. We work here with the following metric

components in the (r, θ, φ) coordinates [24]:

Λ =

(

1 +
B2r2

4
sin2 θ

)2
(

1 − rs

r

)

,

R =
(

1 +
B2r2

4
sin2 θ

)2
(

1 − rs

r

)−1

,

Θ = r2

(

1 +
B2r2

4
sin2 θ

)2

,

Φ = r2 sin2 θ

(

1 +
B2r2

4
sin2 θ

)−2

, Ψ = 0, (24)

where rs = 2M. This spacetime has a single event horizon

at r = rs and the spacetime is not asymptotically flat. Even

though the particles’ trajectories are not integrable (i.e., are

chaotic) [40], we shall assume here, for the sake of simplic-

ity and definiteness, a well-defined geodesic trajectory for our

neutral spinning particle.

We thus assume that the neutral spinning particle is de-

flected in this spacetime as it freely propagates around the cen-

tral mass M with a conserved orbital angular momentum per

unit mass ℓ and a conserved energy per unit mass ε. Plugging

the metric components (24) into the general expressions (7),

we find that the particle’s spin would precess with an angular

velocity vector Ω that has the following components:

Ω1̂ = ∓
ℓ cos θ

(

4 − 3B2r2 sin2 θ
)

4
(

4 + B2r2 sin2 θ
)

r3 sin θ

×
















B4ℓ2r4 +
8r2

(

B2ℓ2 + 2
)

sin2 θ
+

16ℓ2

sin4 θ

















1
2

,

Ω2̂ = ±
64εℓ

(

4 − B2r2 sin2 θ
)

(

4 + B2r2 sin2 θ
)2

sin3 θ

×
















B4ℓ2r4 +
8r2

(

B2ℓ2 + 2
)

sin2 θ
+

16ℓ2

sin4 θ

















−1

,

Ω3̂ = 0. (25)

This velocity three-vector does not vanish only for particles of

nonzero angular momentum per unit mass ℓ.

J. The Weyl spacetime

Among the vast class of Weyl spacetimes [33], we consider

here the one that arises from a neutral central point mass M.

Unlike the Schwarzschild spacetime, though, this spacetime is

not spherically symmetric. Like the Schwarzschild spacetime,

it has a singularity at r = 0, but unlike the Schwarzschild

spacetime it has no event horizon. From the simplest member

of the Weyl class in the spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ), we pick

up the following spacetime of metric components [24]:

Λ = exp

(

− rs

r

)

, R = exp

(

rs

r
− r2

s

4r2
sin2 θ

)

,

Θ = r2 exp

(

rs

r
− r2

s

4r2
sin2 θ

)

, Φ = r2 sin2 θ exp

(

rs

r

)

,

Ψ = 0, (26)

where rs = 2M. The absence of a horizon in this spacetime

makes the curvature singularity at r = 0 a naked singularity.

Nevertheless, as any radiation that would be emitted from it

would be infinitely red-shifted, the naked singularity is said to

be “invisible” (see Ref. [24] and references therein).

We let our spinning particle freely propagate within this

spacetime and be deflected thanks to the central mass with

a conserved orbital angular momentum per unit mass ℓ and a
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conserved energy per unit mass ε. Plugging the metric com-

ponents (26) into the general expressions (7), we find that the

particle’s spin would precess with an angular velocity vector

Ω having the components:

Ω1̂ = ∓
ℓ sin 2θ exp

(

r2
s sin2 θ

8r2 − 3rs

2r

)

8r5

√

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ exp
(

rs

r

)

×
{

[

1−ε2 exp

(

rs

r

)]

r2
s r2 exp

(

rs

r

)

+
4r4 exp

(

rs

r

)

+ r2
sℓ

2

sin2 θ
+

4r2ℓ2

sin4 θ

}

,

Ω2̂ = ∓
ε(rs − 2r)ℓ sin θ

2r
[

ℓ2 + r2 sin2 θ exp
(

rs

r

)] exp

(

r2
s sin2 θ

8r2
+

rs

2r

)

,

Ω3̂ = ∓
εr2

s sin 2θ

8r3
exp

(

r2
s sin2 θ

8r2
+

rs

2r

)

×
















ε2r2 sin2 θ exp
(

2rs

r

)

− r2 sin2 θ exp
(

rs

r

)

− ℓ2

r2 sin2 θ exp
(

2rs

r

)

+ ℓ2 exp
(

rs

r

)

















1
2

.

(27)

We immediately notice from these expressions that even for

ℓ = 0, the angular velocity does not vanish identically. This

result therefore shows that, in contrast to all the spacetimes

we have dealt with so far, the Weyl spacetime would induce a

spin precession even on particles that move undeflected within

it.

K. The Kerr spacetime

For the case of a spinning gravitational source, we consider

the Kerr spacetime [41]. This black hole solution describes

spacetime around a spinning spherical massive body of mass

M and of angular momentum J. We use the following metric

components in the spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ) [24]:

Λ =
A − a2 sin2 θ

ρ2
, R = ρ

2

A
, Θ = ρ2,

Φ =
(r2 + a2)2 − Aa2

ρ2
sin2 θ,

Ψ =
(r2 + a2)a − aA

ρ2
sin2 θ, (28)

where ρ2 = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, A = r2 − rsr + a2, rs = 2M and

a = J/M. This metric is not only suitable for studying spin-

ning black holes, but also for studying most of the astrophysi-

cal compact objects of interest, including fast rotating neutron

stars [42].

Given that when plugging the metric components (28) into

the general expression (7), the resulting components of the

angular velocity of spin precession take on extremely long ex-

pressions, we display the three components of the vector Ω

for the general case in Appendix B. Here, we display only

the components of the angular velocity of spin precession

when the particle is moving along the equatorial plane, i.e.,

for θ = π/2:

Ω1̂ = 0,

Ω2̂ = ∓
{

a3rs

[

r − ε2(3r +X)
]

+ a2εℓrs(3r + 2X)

− ars

[

r2
(

X − 2ε2[X − r]
)

+ Xℓ2
]

− 2εr2X2ℓ

}

×
{

2r2
[

a2
(

ε2r2
s − rX

)

− 2aεXℓrs +X2
(

r2 + ℓ2
)]

}−1

,

Ω3̂ = 0. (29)

Here, we set X = rs − r.

The fact that even for ℓ = 0 the angular velocity of spin

precession does not vanish identically within this spacetime is

easy to understand. It is the result of the well-known frame-

dragging effect of spacetime. This spacetime thus induces

spin precession even on particles for which their initial an-

gular momentum per unit mass ℓ is zero. The precession is

induced by the spacetime by merely making the particle fol-

low the “flow” of the latter.

L. The wormhole spacetime

Wormholes, even though they have never been observed in

Nature, are very ubiquitous in the spacetime physics litera-

ture. Many variants of different complexities have thus been

introduced in the literature. For the sake of simplicity, how-

ever, but without losing the generic features of wormholes and

the possibility of having a regular one, we consider here the

static wormhole solution introduced in Ref. [43]. Its metric

components written in the spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ) read:

Λ = 1 − rs√
r2 + α2

, R =
(

1 − rs√
r2 + α2

)−1

,

Θ = r2 + α2, Φ =
(

r2 + α2
)

sin2 θ, Ψ = 0, (30)

where rs = 2M and α is a free parameter that is used to reg-

ularize the central singularity of the wormhole. Plugging the

metric components (30) into the general expressions (7), we

find that the particle’s spin would precess with an angular ve-

locity vector Ω of components:

Ω1̂ = ∓
ℓ cos θ

(

r2 + α2
)3/2

sin2 θ

√

r2 + α2 +
ℓ2

sin2 θ
,

Ω2̂ = ±
εrℓ sin θ

√
α2 + r2

[

sin2 θ
(

α2 + r2
)

+ ℓ2
] ,

Ω3̂ = 0. (31)

The appearance of the angular momentum per unit mass ℓ of

the particle also as a multiplicative factor in these components

shows that an undeflected freely propagating spinning particle

in this spacetime would experience no spin precession.
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M. The straight spinning cosmic string spacetime

The last spacetime metric we consider in this paper is that of

a straight spinning cosmic string. Although simple, the space-

time metric we shall work with here captures the main inter-

esting features of spacetime around a straight cosmic string

when the latter is spinning [44]. We use the following metric

components written in the spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ):

Λ = 1, R = 1, Θ = r2, Φ = a2r2 sin2 θ − 16J2,

Ψ = 4J, (32)

where a is a strictly positive real parameter related to the mass

per unit length µ of the string by a = 1−4µ, and J is the angu-

lar momentum per unit length of the spinning string. Plugging

the metric components (32) into the general expressions (7),

we find that the particle’s spin would precess with an angular

velocity vector Ω that has the components:

Ω1̂ = ∓
(4εJ + ℓ) cos θ

√

(4εJ + ℓ)2 + a2r2 sin2 θ

a2r3 sin3 θ
,

Ω2̂ = ±
aε(4εJ + ℓ) sin θ

(4εJ + ℓ)2 + a2r2 sin2 θ
,

Ω3̂ = 0. (33)

It is clear from these expressions that, in contrast to the spin-

ning wormhole above, even an undeflected freely propagating

spinning particle would experience a spin precession within

this spacetime.

IV. NEUTRINO HELICITY FLIP IN VARIOUS

SPACETIMES

Now that we have the angular velocities of the spin preces-

sion underwent by a spinning particle moving within various

spacetimes, we can apply our results to neutrinos to find the

probability that the latter flip their helicity as they freely prop-

agate within those spacetimes. The probability for neutrinos

helicity flip can be obtained using the effective Hamiltonian

Heff(r) that arises from the spin-gravity interaction. The ef-

fective Hamiltonian Heff(r) is, in turn, obtained from the three

Pauli matrices σ = (σ1, σ2, σ3) and the spin precession an-

gular velocity Ω as, Heff(r) = 1
2
σ.Ω. For an initial spin state

|S in〉, the probability for a neutrino to be found in the final spin

state |S fi〉 is given by

P(S in → S fi) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈S fi|T exp

[

−i

∫ τ f

τi

Heff(r)dτ

]

|S in〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (34)

where T is the usual time-ordering operator and τi and τ f are

the initial and final proper times. For an initially left-handed

neutrino moving with a general four-velocity uµ in spheri-

cal coordinates in the equatorial plane, the normalized ini-

tial spin state can be written as |S in〉 = 1√
2
(−1, ξeiφ), where

ξ = (u1 + iru3)/
√

(u1)2 + (ru3)2. The final right-handed state

of the neutrino then reads |S fi〉 = 1√
2
(1, ξeiφ). For these initial

and final spin states, formula (34) yields the following proba-

bility for a left-handed neutrino |νL〉 to transform into a right-

handed neutrino |νR〉 [45]:

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉) =
[∫ τ f

τi

Ω(r) dτ

]−2

sin2

[

1
2

∫ τ f

τi

Ω(r) dτ

]

×
( [

∫ τ f

τi

Im
(

ξ
[

Ω1̂(r) − iΩ3̂(r)
])

dτ

]2

+

[∫ τ f

τi

Ω2̂(r) dτ

]2 )

.

(35)

Here, Ω(r) is the magnitude of the precession angular veloc-

ity vector, and the imaginary term Im(ξ[Ω1̂(r) − iΩ3̂(r)]) is

extracted from the complex expression ξ[Ω1̂(r) − iΩ3̂(r)]. We

shall now apply this formula to extract the helicity flip proba-

bility for neutrinos propagating in the various spacetimes we

considered in Sec. III.

To be able to perform the integration in the formula (35),

we need to transform those integrals over the proper time τ

into integrals over the radial coordinate r by expressing dτ in

terms of dr. To achieve that, we make use of the general ex-

pression of the four-velocity (5) from which it follows that

dτ = ±γ dr/β. The (±) signs come from the fact that the

proper time element dτ is always positive whereas the radial

coordinate element dr is positive when the particle is mov-

ing away from the gravitational source and negative when the

particle is moving toward the source. In fact, the coordinate

radius r decreases when the particle moves toward the gravita-

tional source and reaches a minimum value r0 at the deflection

region where we have dr/dτ = 0. The coordinate r starts then

to increase as the particle moves away from the gravitational

source. For the case when the particle is deflected, we allow

the radial coordinate r to vary from r = r0 to r = r f , where

r f = +∞ for most of our spacetime metrics from Sec. II, ex-

cept for the few ones that impose bounded orbits on timelike

geodesics. When the particle is not deflected, we let the radial

coordinate r vary from r = 0 to r = +∞ whenever a central

singularity is absent.

Also, for undeflected particles with unbounded orbits, we

need to take into account the fact that, unlike the coordinate

time t that would vary from t = −∞ to t = +∞, the proper time

τ varies from τ = 0 to τ = ∞. Therefore, we should multiply

by a factor of 2 the integrand as we switch the integral over τ

to an integral over the radial coordinate r for such cases. Fur-

thermore, for bounded trajectories the initial and final radial

positions ri and r f will, in all of the cases, be taken to repre-

sent large separation distances. The probability formula (35)
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takes then the following form:

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉)=
[∫ r f

ri

γΩ(r)

β
dr

]−2

sin2

[∫ r f

ri

γΩ(r)

β
dr

]

×
( [∫ r f

ri

Im
(

ξ
[

Ω1̂(r) − iΩ3̂(r)
]) γ

β
dr

]2

+

[∫ r f

ri

γΩ2̂(r)

β
dr

]2 )

.

(36)

We shall apply this formula to the various spacetimes we con-

sidered in the previous section that induce spin precession.

When applying this formula to the case of deflected particles,

we only need to integrate from the closest approach r0 to r f

and multiply by a factor of 2 the integrand of each of the four

integrals.

On the other hand, as the angular velocity components, as

well as ξ, γ and β, are all dependent on both ℓ and ε, we shall

consider throughout this section energies per unit mass ε of

the neutrinos to be as high as ε ∼ 108, which is a typical

minimum value for supernovae neutrinos (see, for example

Ref. [46] and the references therein), and as low as ε ∼ 1 in

order to also give room to the neutrinos of the cosmic neutrino

background [47]. We then let the radial variable r vary from

its closest-approach value r = r0 to r = +∞, where for def-

initeness, we identify the closest approach radius r0 with the

impact parameter b = ℓ/
√
ε2 − 1.

A. Spin-flip probability in the Melvin-Bonnor spacetime

As it was discussed below Eq. (5), spin precession is max-

imum when the particle is moving along the equatorial plane

of the gravitational source. This can be readily verified for the

Melvin-Bonnor metric (12). Indeed, according to the angular

velocity (13) we found for spin precession of spinning parti-

cles freely propagating in this spacetime, the particles’ spin

precession would indeed have the largest angular speed for

θ = π/2; i.e., when the particle is moving along the equatorial

plane around the axis of symmetry of the electric/magnetic

field. This is readily checked by computing the derivative of

the angular velocity’s magnitude Ω with respect to θ using

its two nonvanishing components given in Eq. (13). Such a

derivative is indeed found to vanish for θ = π/2. The effect of

gravity on spin precession is, of course, the only contribution

taken into account here.

Setting θ = π/2 in the expressions (13) yields a single non-

vanishing component for the angular velocity three-vector that

reads

Ω2̂ = ∓
64εℓ

(

B2r2 − 4
)

ℓ2
(

B2r2 + 4
)4
+ 16r2

(

B2r2 + 4
)2
. (37)

Plugging this result into the general probability expression

(36), we find the following probability for a left-handed neu-

trino to turn into a right-handed neutrino as it propagates and

gets deflected in this spacetime:

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉) = sin2

















∫

√
ε2−1

x0

I(x) dx

















. (38)

The function I(x) is obtained after performing the change of

variables x = ℓ/r and setting k = Bℓ. It reads

I(x) =

128εx3
(

k2 − 4x2
)

[

(

k2 + 4x2
)2
+ 16x2

]−1

√

256ε2x6 − (

k2 + 4x2
)2

[

(

k2 + 4x2
)2
+ 16x2

]

. (39)

The upper limit
√
ε2 − 1 of integration in integral (38) is ob-

tained by identifying the radius coordinate r0 of closest ap-

proach with the impact parameter b = ℓ/
√
ε2 − 1. On the

other hand, the lower limit x0 of integration corresponds to

the minimum value of x for which the function I(x) remains

real-valued.

The minimum and maximum values of the integration vari-

able x for which the sum inside the square root in the denom-

inator of the function I(x) remains strictly positive depend on

the parameters ε and k. It is therefore very important before

proceeding further to start by defining that region of validity

that spans the parameters we are going to be using here. We

do so in Fig. 1 below. In that figure, we picked, for illustration

purposes, three values of the parameter k = Bℓ and we plot-

ted the ranges of the corresponding allowed values of x. The

allowed values are contained inside the shaded areas between

the continuous lines. For each case, the largest value allowed

for x — defined by the upper branch of the continuous lines —

is exactly
√
ε2 − 1. We notice that the allowed regions keep

shrinking as the parameter k is increasing. As k increases, the

lower values allowed for x for each energy per unit mass ε are

becoming larger.
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FIG. 1. This plot shows the allowed values of the variable x = ℓ/r

that make the integrand (39) real-valued for each value of the energy

per unit mass ε of the neutrino. The allowed values for x are those

contained inside the shaded areas between the continuous lines. For

each case, the largest value allowed for x — defined by the upper

branch of the continuous lines — is exactly
√
ε2 − 1.

Now that we have the values of x, we proceed to study in

what follows the variations of the spin-flip probability with the

variations of both ε and k. We start by fixing the value of ε in

order to explore separately the two different regimes, the high-

energy and the low-energy neutrinos. Once ε is fixed, we vary

the parameter k and compute the corresponding probability

P|νL〉→|νR〉. After that, we let ε vary from its lowest allowed

possible values to very large ones by fixing the parameter k

to three different values chosen for illustration purposes only,

without any loss of generality.

1. High-energy neutrinos

Setting ε = 108, we numerically evaluate the integral in Eq.

(38) and plot the variations of P|νL〉→|νR〉 against the variations

of k. We let the latter vary from values that are arbitrary close

to zero and all the way to relatively large values. The result

is shown in Fig. 2 below. The plot shows that the probabil-

ity reaches a peak equal to one for the specific value 0.00017

of the product Bℓ. This means that for a given field strength

B, spin precession makes all the neutrinos of specific energy

per unit mass ε = 108 totally flip their spin and become right-

handed particles at the end of their journey provided their an-

gular momentum per unit mass ℓ is about 0.00017/B. Away

from this specific value of ℓ, the spin-flip probability of the

neutrinos decreases to zero slowly for larger values of their

angular momentum per unit mass ℓ and faster for smaller val-

ues of ℓ.

0.0000 0.0005 0.0010 0.0015 0.0020 0.0025 0.0030

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Bℓ


ν L


ν R


ε = 108

FIG. 2. This plot shows the variations of spin-flip probability

P|νL〉→|νR〉 (given in Eq. (38)) of neutrinos of energy per unit mass

ε = 108 as their angular momentum per unit mass ℓ changes rela-

tive to the electric/magnetic field strength B. The probability peaks

at unity for the specific value ℓ = 0.00017/B.

2. Low-energy neutrinos

To investigate how the spin-flip probability changes across

the vast range of possible neutrino energies, we fix now the

parameter k by choosing three different values for it. For each

value of k, we let the neutrino’s energy per unit mass ε take on

various values, ranging from its lowest possible ones to rela-

tively large values. For convenience, in Fig. 3 we plot those

variations in terms of ln ε instead of ε. This has the advantage

of clearly showing the different peaks the probability reaches

for the three different values we chose for the parameter k. On

the other hand, the plot also shows a neat decrease in spin-

flip probability as soon as the energy per unit mass ε of the

neutrinos departs from the corresponding values that lead to

a maximum probability in each of the three cases of k chosen

here.
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Bℓ = 5/10

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ln ε


ν L


ν R


FIG. 3. The variation of spin-flip probability P|νL〉→|νR〉 (given in

Eq. (38)) with the variation of energy per unit mass ε of low-energy

neutrinos. The peaks in the probability corresponding to the three

values chosen for the parameter k = Bℓ are as follows: For k = 1/10,

the maximum unit probability occurs at ε = 294 and the minimum

allowed ε in this case is ε = 1.08. For k = 2/10, the maximum unit

probability occurs at ε = 72.5 and the minimum allowed ε in this

case is ε = 1.16. For k = 5/10, the maximum unit probability occurs

at ε = 10.5 and the minimum allowed ε in this case is ε = 1.44.

B. Spin-flip probability in the Reissner-Nordström spacetime

Before proceeding with the computation of the spin-flip

probability for the Reissner-Nordström spacetime, we need

to check again for which values of the angle θ does the mag-

nitude of the angular velocity (15) we found for spin preces-

sion in this spacetime reaches its maximum value. A straight-

forward calculation of the derivative of the angular veloc-

ity’s magnitude Ω with respect to θ using the two nonvan-

ishing components given in Eq. (15) shows that such a deriva-

tive vanishes for θ = π/2. As such, we conclude that, just

like the case of the Melvin-Bonnor spacetime, spin preces-

sion does indeed reach its maximum angular speed when the

particle propagates along the equatorial plane of the Reissner-

Nordström spacetime. The effect of gravity on spin precession

is, of course, the only contribution taken into account here.

Setting θ = π/2 in the expressions (15) yields a single non-

vanishing component for the angular velocity vector that reads

Ω2̂ = ±
εℓ

ℓ2 + r2
. (40)

Plugging this result into the general probability expression

(36) after performing the change of variables x = ℓ/r, we

find the following probability for a left-handed neutrino to

turn into a right-handed neutrino as it freely propagates and

gets deflected in this spacetime:

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉) = sin2

















∫

√
ε2−1

0

I(x) dx

















, (41)

where

I(x) =
2ε

(

x2 + 1
)

√

ε2 − (

x2 + 1
) (

µ2k2 x2 − µx + 1
)

. (42)

We have set µ = rs/ℓ and k = Q/rs. Also, for definiteness,

we chose the closest approach to have the radial coordinate r0

equal to twice the Schwarzschild radius rs of the black hole,

a region where the large-curvature effects would be most sig-

nificant. This is the origin of the upper limit of integration√
ε2 − 1; i.e., it corresponds to x = ℓ/2rs. Concerning the

lower limit of integration x = 0, it is found by sending the

radial coordinate r to infinity.

In what follows, we are going to consider both high-energy

and low-energy neutrinos again. First, fixing ε to a large value,

we will plot the variations of the probability P|νL〉→|νR〉 against

the variations of the parameter k. The latter is restricted to

have the values −1/2 ≤ k ≤ 1/2, for it is only when the values

of k lie within this range that we do have a genuine black hole

spacetime without a naked singularity. After that, we shall

pick up two different values of k and plot the variations of

P|νL〉→|νR〉 against the variations of ε.

1. High-energy neutrinos

Setting ε = 108, for which we have µ = 2.5 × 10−8, we

numerically perform the integral in Eq. (41) and plot the vari-

ations of P|νL〉→|νR〉 against the variations of k. The result is

shown in Fig. 4 below. While the probability remains ex-

tremely small and, hence, remains insignificant in the region

of parameter space −1/2 ≤ k ≤ 1/2 and outside of it, the

curve nevertheless shows a trough in the values taken by the

probability that occurs for zero charge of the black hole. In

other words, the spin-flip probability for high-energy neutri-

nos reaches its minimum only for the neutral Schwarzschild

black hole, not for the charged Reissner-Nordström black

hole. We have allowed the plot in that figure to extend into

the region k < −1/2 and the region k > 1/2 of parameter

space where there is a naked singularity for the sole purpose

of showing the smoothness of the curve across the two regions

of the parameter space.

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

1.320×10-13

1.325×10-13

1.330×10-13

1.335×10-13

1.340×10-13

1.345×10-13

1.350×10-13

Q/rs

�
� L


ν R



ε = 108, b = 2rs

FIG. 4. This graph displays the variations of the spin-flip probability

(41) against the variations of the charge-to-mass ratio k = Q/rs of

the black hole for high-energy (ε = 108) neutrinos in the Reissner-

Nordström black hole. The black hole region of the parameter space

lies within the range −1/2 ≤ k ≤ 1/2 of parameter space, outside of

which the black hole exhibits a naked-singularity.
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2. Low-energy neutrinos

For the case of low-energy neutrinos, we shall consider here

a range of small values of ε and plot the variations ofP|νL〉→|νR〉
against the variations of ε for the two different cases of neutral

(k = 0) and charged black holes (k , 0). For the latter case,

we chose k = 2/20 for the convenience of numerical calcula-

tions only, without any loss of generality. The result is shown

in Fig. 5 below. The two curves show that the probability be-

comes significant at low energies of the neutrinos in both cases

of neutral and charged black holes. Away from the peaks, the

probability slowly decreases for an increasing ε, but it rapidly

decreases for a decreasing ε. In the same figure, we show a

zoom-in on the region around the probability peaks for each of

the two cases, neutral and charged black holes. The zoom into

that region shows that the probability peaks at very slightly

different values of ε for neutral and charged black holes.

The remarkable fact, though, is that, as opposed to high-

energy neutrinos, a value as high as unity is reached by the

spin-flip probability for low-energy neutrinos, both in the

charged and in the neutral black hole cases.

Q/rs=0

Q/rs=9/20
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0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

�


ν L


ν R


b = 2rs

1.10 1.11 1.12 ����
0�		


0�		�

0�		�

0�			

1.000

1.001





ν L


ν R



FIG. 5. This graph displays the variations of the spin-flip probabil-

ity (41) against the variations of the energy-per unit mass ε of the

neutrinos for both the charged Reissner-Nordström black hole (with

Q/rs = 9/20) and the neutral Schwarzschild black hole (Q/rs = 0).

The zoomed-in window of the graph shows the region around the

peak probability for both cases, the charged and the neutral black

hole. The unit probability is achieved as follows: For Q/rs = 0

(the Schwarzschild spacetime case), the unit probability is achieved

for ε = 1.112. The minimum energy probed for that case by our

numerical computation is ε = 1.001, for which the corresponding

probability is found to be 0.055. For Q/rs = 9/20, the probability

reaches unity for ε = 1.105. The minimum energy probed for this

case by our numerical computation is again ε = 1.001, for which the

corresponding probability is found to be 0.058.

C. Spin-flip probability in the interior Schwarzschild

spacetime

As we did for the previous two spacetimes, before pro-

ceeding with the computation of the spin-flip probability in

the interior Schwarzschild spacetime, we need to check for

which values of the angle θ does the magnitude of the angu-

lar velocity (17) we found for spin precession reach its max-

imum value. Computing the derivative of the angular veloc-

ity’s magnitude Ω with respect to θ using the two nonvan-

ishing components given in Eq. (17) yields an expression that

vanishes for θ = π/2. As such, we conclude here too that

spin precession does indeed reach its maximum angular speed

when the particle propagates along the equatorial plane of the

interior of the gravitational source.

Setting θ = π/2 in the expressions (17) yields a single non-

vanishing component that reads

Ω2̂ = ∓
2εℓ

ℓ2 + r2













1 − 3R

√

R − rs

R3 − rsr2













−1

. (43)

Plugging this result into the general probability expression

(36), we find the following probability for a left-handed neu-

trino to turn into a right-handed neutrino as it propagates and

gets deflected in this spacetime:

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉) = sin2

















∫

√
ε2−1

1/kµ

I(x) dx

















. (44)

The function I(x) is obtained by performing the change of

variables x = ℓ/r and then setting k = R/rs and µ = rs/ℓ. The

explicit expression of the function I(x) is

I(x) =
4ε

(

x2 + 1
)−1

√

4ε2 − (

x2 + 1
)

(
√

1 − 1
k3µ2 x2 − 3

√

k−1
k

)2
(45)

The upper limit
√
ε2 − 1 of integration in integral (44) is ob-

tained by identifying the closest approach of the particle to

the gravitational source with the impact parameter b so that

the largest value of x = ℓ/r corresponds to the smallest value

of r, which is b. The lower limit of integration 1/kµ is ob-

tained by taking the largest distance of the particle from the

center of the massive object to be the radius of the spheri-

cal body; i.e., we only consider the effect of gravity on spin

precession of neutrinos as the latter delve inside the spherical

body starting from the surface of the latter. In fact, as the inte-

rior Schwarzschild metric is only valid inside the gravitational

source, the effect of the latter on spin precession can only be

summed up by starting from the edge of the spherical body,

outside of which is taken care of by the probability formula

corresponding to the exterior Schwarzschild metric [45].

In what follows, we are going again to consider both high-

energy and low-energy neutrinos. We start with the high-

energy neutrinos by fixing the energy per unit mass ε and plot

the variations of the probability P|νL〉→|νR〉 against the varia-

tions of the parameter k = R/rs that we allow to be as high

as 109. This specific value, chosen only for illustrative pur-

poses, corresponds to the order of magnitude of Earth’s size

and density.



13

1. High-energy neutrinos

Setting R = 109rs and ε = 108, for which we have µ =

10−8rs/b, we numerically evaluate the integral in Eq. (44) and

plot the variations of P|νL〉→|νR〉 against the variations of the ra-

tio b/rs. The result is shown in Fig. 6 below. We immediately

notice that the probability reaches unity for a very specific

value of the ratio b/rs. For the particular values chosen here

for ε and k, the peak of the probability occurs at b/rs = 10.

Away from this value of the ratio, the probability decreases to

zero faster for lower values of b/rs and decreases slower for

larger values of this ratio. This peak in the probability might

be interpreted as a resonance that occurs in the spin-flip prob-

ability for a value of the impact parameter b that is around R/ε

of the high-energy neutrinos. In other words, every neutrino

has a different impact parameter for which it undergoes a flip

in its spin with a high probability. This depends on both the

energy and the size of the gravitational source.
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FIG. 6. The curve in this graph is obtained by fixing the energy per

unit mass ε to be ε = 108 and evaluating integral (44) for various

values of the ratio b/rs . The latter is taken to span the values range

going from 0 to 100. The parameter k = R/rs is set to k = 109 which

is roughly the case for planet Earth. The peak in the probability has

the value one, and it occurs for b/rs = 10.

2. Low-energy neutrinos

For the case of low-energy neutrinos, we set ε = 5 and

we vary again the parameter k = b/rs. For such a case, we

have µ = 0.05rs/b. The parameter k = R/rs is chosen again

to be 109. Numerically evaluating integral (44) for the various

values of k yields the plot displayed in Fig. 7 below. The curve

shows again a peak equal to unity for the probabilityP|νL〉→|νR〉,
but the peak occurs when the ratio b/rs takes the very large

value 1.96 × 108.
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FIG. 7. This graph displays the variations of the probability P|νL〉→|νR〉
(given by Eq. (44)) against the variations of the ratio b/rs for the

energy per unit mass ε = 5 of low-energy neutrinos. The parameter

k = R/rs is set to 109.

D. Spin-flip probability in the Hayward spacetime

The angular velocity (19) we found for spin precession

within the Hayward spacetime is identical to the angular ve-

locity (15) we found for spin precession within the Reissner-

Nordström spacetime. Therefore, the result that spin pre-

cession reaches its maximum along the equatorial plane, for

which θ = π/2, also applies here for the Hayward spacetime.

Setting θ = π/2 in the expressions (19) yields again the re-

sult (40) we found for the single nonvanishing component of

the angular velocity three-vector. Plugging that result into

the general probability expression (36) after performing the

change of variables x = ℓ/r, we find the following probability

formula for a left-handed neutrino to turn into a right-handed

neutrino as it propagates and gets deflected in the spacetime:

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉) = sin2

















∫

√
ε2−1

0

I(x) dx

















, (46)

where

I(x) =
2ε

√

kµ3 x3 + 3
(

x2 + 1
)−1

√

ε2
(

kµ3 x3 + 3
) − (

x2 + 1
) (

kµ3 x3 − 3µx + 3
)

. (47)

We have set k = C/r2
s and µ = rs/ℓ. The limits 0 and

√
ε2 − 1

of integration over x are obtained by sending the radial coordi-

nate r to infinity and identifying the radial coordinate with the

impact parameter b, respectively. As we did for the case of the

Reissner-Nordström spacetime, we choose here the impact pa-

rameter b to be twice the Schwarzschild radius rs of the black

hole, a region where the large-curvature effects would be most

significant.

In what follows, we consider both high-energy and low-

energy neutrinos. For high-energy neutrinos, we will plot the

variations of the probabilityP|νL〉→|νR〉 against the variations of

the parameter k = C/r2
s . For low-energy neutrinos, we pick up

two distinct values of the parameter k and we let energy vary

from the lowest possible value ε = 1 to the value ε = 3.
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1. High-energy neutrinos

We set here ε = 108, for which we get µ = 2.5 × 10−8.

We numerically evaluate integral (46) for different values of

the ratio k = C/r2
s and plot the variations of P|νL〉→|νR〉 against

the variations of k. The result is shown in Fig. 8 below. The

probability remains extremely small, and hence insignificant,

and it increases slightly as the ratio C/r2
s increases.
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FIG. 8. The spin-flip probability P|νL〉→|νR〉 (given by Eq. (46)) as a

function of the ratio C/rs in the Hayward spacetime for high-energy

neutrinos, with ε = 108 and an impact parameter b = 2rs .

2. Low-energy neutrinos

In contrast to the case of high-energy neutrinos, the numer-

ical evaluation of integral (46) yields significant values for the

spin-flip probability of low-energy neutrinos. Therefore, in-

stead of considering a single value for the energy per unit mass

ε of such neutrinos, we investigate here the variations of the

probability with the variations of ε for small values of the lat-

ter. We plot the variations of P|νL〉→|νR〉 against the variations

of ε in Fig. 9 below for two different values of the ratio C/r2
s .

The case C/r2
s = 0 corresponds to a neutral and singularity-

free black hole that can be compared to the case of the neutral,

but singular Schwarzschild black hole studied above as a spe-

cial case of the more general Reissner-Nordström black hole.

Comparing the blue curve of Fig. 9 to the blue curve of Fig. 5,

the behavior of both probabilities are the same away from their

respective peaks located at ε = 1.112.

The case C/r2
s = 40 corresponds to a neutral and singula-

rity-free black hole embedded in an expanding universe of

positive cosmological constant C. The corresponding curve

is the yellow one. The plot clearly shows the effect of the ex-

pansion of the universe on the spin-flip probability. The latter

merely shifts its peak towards lower energies of the neutrinos.

The global shape of the curve remains similar to the one in the

absence of cosmic expansion, only its decreasing is faster for

larger values of ε.

In the same figure, we show a zoom-in on the region around

the probability peaks for each of the two cases, in the presence

and in the absence of cosmic expansion. The zoom into that

region neatly displays the separate peaks in the probability.

The two peaks lie at very slightly different values of ε, the

latter being at a smaller value in the presence of cosmic ex-

pansion.
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FIG. 9. The spin-flip probability P|νL〉→|νR〉 (given by Eq. (46)) as a

function of ε of low-energy neutrinos freely propagating in the Hay-

ward spacetime. The two curves correspond to the different ratios

C/r2
s = 0 and C/r2

s = 40 for the same impact parameter b = 2rs.

The zoomed-in window of the graph shows the region around the

peak probability for both cases. The unit probability is reached as

follows: For C/r2
s = 0 (the Schwarzschild spacetime case), the unit

probability is reached for ε = 1.112. For C/r2
s = 40, the probability

reaches unity for ε = 1.078.

E. Spin-flip probability in the Bardeen spacetime

The angular velocity (21) we found for spin precession

within the Bardeen spacetime is identical to the angular ve-

locity we found for spin precession within the Reissner-

Nordström and the Hayward spacetimes. As argued above,

for such an angular velocity, spin precession reaches its maxi-

mum along the equatorial plane, for which θ = π/2. The effect

of gravity on spin precession is, of course, the only contribu-

tion taken into account here too.

Setting θ = π/2 in the expressions (21) yields again the re-

sult (40) we found for the single nonvanishing component of

the angular velocity vector. Plugging that result into the gen-

eral probability expression (36) after performing the change

of variables x = ℓ/r and setting k = q/rs, we find the fol-

lowing probability for a left-handed neutrino to turn into a

right-handed neutrino as it propagates and gets deflected in

the spacetime:

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉) = sin2

















∫

√
ε2−1

0

I(x) dx

















, (48)

where

I(x) =
2ε

(

k2µ2x2 + 1
)3/2 (

x2 + 1
)−1

√

µx3 + µx +
(

ε2 − x2 − 1
) (

k2µ2 x2 + 1
)3/2

. (49)

We have set µ = rs/ℓ. As we did for the Hayward space-

time case above, the limits 0 and
√
ε2 − 1 of integration over
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x are obtained by sending the radial coordinate r to infinity

and identifying the radial coordinate with the impact parame-

ter b, respectively. Also, we choose here the closest approach

coordinate radius r0 = b to be again twice the Schwarzschild

radius rs of the black hole, a region where the large-curvature

effects would be most significant.

In what follows, we are going to consider both high-energy

and low-energy neutrinos again, and start by fixing ε for which

we will plot the variations of the probability P|νL〉→|νR〉 against

the variations of the parameter k = q/rs. We let the latter

take values within the range −10 ≤ k ≤ 10 for illustration

purposes. We then vary the energy per unit mass ε and choose

three different values of the ratio q/rs.

1. High-energy neutrinos

We set ε = 108, which gives µ = 2.5×10−8. We numerically

evaluate integral (48) for different values of the ratio k = q/r2
s

and plot the variations of P|νL〉→|νR〉 against the variations of

k. The result is shown in Fig. 10 below. The probability re-

mains extremely small, and hence insignificant again, and it

increases slightly as the ratio q/r2
s departs from zero.
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FIG. 10. The variations of the spin-flip probability P|νL〉→|νR〉 (given

by Eq. (48)) for high-energy neutrinos (ε = 108) as the ratio q/rs de-

parts from zero within the Bardeen spacetime. The impact parameter

b has been chosen to be 2rs .

2. Low-energy neutrinos

Unlike the case of high-energy neutrinos, the spin-flip prob-

ability becomes considerably more significant for low-energy

neutrinos. Indeed, when the energy per unit mass ε of the

neutrinos is much smaller, the numerical evaluation of inte-

gral (48) gives values for the spin-flip probability as high as

unity. We are therefore going to consider here a continuous

range of possible small values of ε and plot the corresponding

variations of the spin-flip probability. We limit the range of ε

to be below ε = 3 as the peak in probability is reached closer

to ε = 1 as shown in Fig. 11 below. We consider three differ-

ent values of the ratio q/r2
s . The case q/r2

s = 0, plotted with a

blue curve, corresponds to the Schwarzschild black hole. The

two other cases, q/rs = 2 and q/rs = 3, plotted in orange and

green, respectively, correspond to black holes carrying a mag-

netic charge. Comparing the blue curve to the other two, we

see that the behavior of the probability consists in shifting its

peak towards even lower values of ε. For all three curves, the

peak is reached around the value ε = 1.1.
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FIG. 11. This graph displays the variations of the spin-flip prob-

ability (48) with the variations of the energy per unit mass ε for

three different values of the ratio k = q/rs. The maximum proba-

bility of value one is reached for each of these three different values

as follows: For q/rs = 0 (the Schwarzschild spacetime case), the

maximum probability is reached for ε = 1.112. For q/rs = 2, the

maximum probability is reached for ε = 1.098. For q/rs = 3, the

maximum probability is reached for ε = 1.047.

F. Spin-flip probability in the Kiselev spacetime

The Kiselev spacetime induces the same angular velocity

for spin precession as the one induced by the Bardeen space-

time we examined above. Therefore, we shall also study here

the spin-flip probability of particles moving along the equa-

torial plane at θ = π/2 for which the angular velocity of

spin precession is maximal. Setting θ = π/2 in the expres-

sions (23) yields again the result (40) we found for the sin-

gle nonvanishing component of the angular velocity vector in

the Reissner-Nordström spacetime. Plugging that result into

the general probability expression (36) after performing the

change of variables x = ℓ/r and setting k = rq/rs, we find the

following probability for a left-handed neutrino to turn into

a right-handed neutrino as it propagates and gets deflected in

the spacetime:

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉) = sin2

















∫

√
ε2−1

xCH

dx

















(50)

where

I(x) =
2ε

(

x2 + 1
)−1

√

ε2 +
(

x2 + 1
) [

(kµx)3ωq+1 + µx − 1
]

. (51)

We have set µ = rs/ℓ. The limits xCH and
√
ε2 − 1 of inte-

gration over x are obtained as follows. The upper limit comes
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from the closest approach coordinate radius r0 = b, the impact

parameter b being identified with twice the Schw-

arzschild radius rs of the black hole, a region where the large-

curvature effects would be most significant. The lower limit

xCH, where “CH” stands for cosmological horizon, is obtained

by identifying the largest coordinate radius r with the radial

location of the cosmological horizon of the spacetime. Such a

location is the largest root one obtains for the equation Λ = 0,

where Λ is the metric component in Eq. (22). As our goal

is, among other things, to study the variations of the spin-flip

probability with the variations of the parameter ωq, and as Λ

depends on rs, rq andωq, the lower integration limit xCH needs

to be recalculated for each new value assigned to the param-

eter ωq. The Mathematica code we built to perform such a

calculation for various values of ωq thus computes the new

location of the cosmological horizon for every new value it

picks up for ωq inside the selected range.

In what follows, we separately consider high-energy and

low-energy neutrinos. We start with the case of high-energy

neutrinos by fixing ε and plot the variations of the probability

P|νL〉→|νR〉 against the variations of the quintessence parameter

ωq. For low-energy neutrinos, we let ε vary from the lowest

possible value ε = 1 to ε = 2.5 by fixing the parameter ωq to

two different values.

1. High-energy neutrinos

We set ε = 108, for which the parameter µ takes the value

µ = 2.5 × 10−8. We fix the ratio rq/rs to be as high as 105.

We let the quintessence parameter vary from ωq = −1 to

ωq > −0.67. Evaluating numerically integral (50) for the

different values of the parameter ωq and plotting the corre-

sponding variations of P|νL〉→|νR〉, we obtain the result shown

in Fig. 12 below. The probability remains very small and it

decreases as the parameter ωq increases and departs from the

value −1 which corresponds to the de Sitter spacetime.
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ε = 108, b = 2rs, rq / rs = 105

FIG. 12. Variations of spin-flip probability (50) for high-energy neu-

trinos, with ε = 108. We chose b = 2rs and rq/rs = 105. The

quintessence parameter ωq is varied from −1 to −0.67.
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FIG. 13. Variations of the spin-flip probability (given by Eq. (50))

for different values of the energy per unit mass ε of low-energy neu-

trinos. The two curves are obtained for b = 2rs , rq/rs = 102 and

for two different values of ωq. The probability peaks in each case as

follows: For ωq = −1, which corresponds to the Schwarzschild-de

Sitter spacetime, the peak values equal unity and they are reached

for ε = 1.14 and ε = 48.5 while the value of the relative minimum

in between is 0.172 and is reached for ε = 5.50. For ωq = −0.7,

the peak values equal unity again and they are reached for ε = 1.16

and ε = 48.3 while the value of the relative minimum is 0.180 and is

reached for ε = 5.50.

2. Low-energy neutrinos

As with the previous spacetimes, low-energy neutrinos ex-

perience spin precession more than the high-energy neutrinos

do, for the spin-flip probability P|νL〉→|νR〉 one extracts from

formula (50) reaches unity. For this reason, instead of fixing

the energy per unit mass ε, we are going to vary the latter from

its lowest possible value to ε = 100. By doing so, we fix the

quintessence parameter to two different values ωq = −1 and

ωq = −0.7. The numerical evaluation of integral (50) then

yields the two curves displayed in Fig. 13. In each case, the

spin-flip probability exhibits two peaks and one trough. After

the second peak, the probability decreases for larger values of

ε. The values of ε corresponding to the two probability peaks

and the relative minimum are given in the caption of Fig.13.

G. Spin-flip probability in the Schwarzschild-Melvin

spacetime

Before proceeding with the computation of the spin-flip

probability for the Schwarzschild-de Sitter spacetime, we

need to check for which values of the angle θ does the magni-

tude of the angular velocity (25) we found for spin precession

in this spacetime reach its maximum value. A straightforward

calculation of the derivative of the angular velocity’s magni-

tude Ω with respect to θ using the two nonvanishing compo-

nents given in Eq. (25) reveals that such a derivative vanishes

for θ = π/2. As such, we conclude that, just like the other

spacetimes we dealt with above, spin precession does indeed
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reach its maximum angular speed when the particle propa-

gates along the equatorial plane of the Schwarzschild-Melvin

spacetime when only the contribution of gravity is taken into

account.

Setting θ = π/2 in the expressions (25) yields a single non-

vanishing component for the angular velocity vector that reads

Ω2̂ = ∓
64ε

(

B2r2 − 4
)

ℓ

(

B2r2 + 4
)2

[

16r2 +
(

B2r2 + 4
)2
ℓ2

] . (52)

Plugging this result into the general probability formula (36),

we find the following probability for a left-handed neutrino

to turn into a right-handed neutrino as it propagates and gets

deflected in the spacetime:

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉) = sin2

















∫

√
ε2−1

x0

I(x) dx

















, (53)

where the function I(x) is obtained after performing the

change of variables x = ℓ/r and setting k = Bℓ and µ = rs/ℓ,

and it reads

I(x) =

128εx3
(

k2 − 4x2
)

[

(

k2 + 4x2
)2
+ 16x2

]−1

√

256ε2x6 + (µx − 1)
(

k2 + 4x2
)2

[

(

k2 + 4x2
)2
+ 16x2

]

.

(54)

The limits x0 and
√
ε2 − 1 of integration over x are obtained

as follows. The upper limit comes from the closest approach

coordinate radius r0 = b; the impact parameter b being identi-

fied with twice the Schwarzschild radius rs of the black hole,

a region where the large-curvature effects would be most sig-

nificant. The lower limit x0 is obtained by identifying the

largest coordinate radius r with the smallest radial coordinate

for which the sum inside the square root in the denominator of

the function I(x) is positive. Such a value needs to be com-

puted for each value of the parameters ε, k = Bℓ and µ = rsℓ.

As we evaluate the integral using Mathematica, our code has

been developed to evaluate the integral after it performs such

a calculation of the lower limit for every value considered for

those three parameters.

We consider separately in what follows high-energy and

low-energy neutrinos. We start with the case of high-energy

neutrinos by fixing ε and plot the variations of the probabil-

ity P|νL〉→|νR〉 against the variations of the parameter k. We

then proceed to study the variations of the probability for low-

energy neutrinos by letting their energy per unit mass ε vary

from the lowest possible value ε = 1 to ε = e7 for three differ-

ent values of the parameter k.

1. High-energy neutrinos

We set ε = 108, for which the parameter µ takes the value

µ = 2.5 × 10−8. We fix the impact parameter to b = 2rs.

On the other hand, we let the parameter k = Bℓ vary from

0 to 0.003. The numerical evaluation of integral (53) for the

different values of the parameter Bℓ gives the result shown in

Fig. 14 below. The probability peaks at unity for k = 0.00017

and decreases away from that value of k.

Among all of the spacetimes we considered up to now, the

Schwarzschild-Melvin spacetime is so far the only one that

allows large spin-flip probabilities for high-energy neutrinos.
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FIG. 14. Spin-flip probability (as given by Eq. (53)) for high-energy

neutrinos (ε = 108) for various values of the product Bℓ. The peak in

the probability is one, and it is reached for Bℓ = 0.00017.

2. Low-energy neutrinos

We consider now low-energy neutrinos and study their spin-

flip probability. We are going to vary the energy per unit

mass of the neutrinos from the lowest possible value ε = 1

to ε = e7. We keep the impact parameter b = 2rs, but we

consider now three different values of the parameter k = Bℓ.

The numerical evaluation of integral (53) then yields the two

curves displayed in Fig. 15 below. The remarkable thing is

that spin-flip probability neatly displays again two different

peaks rather than just one. In between each of those peaks,

the probability drops to a relative minimum. Away from those

peaks and relative minima, the probability in all three cases

decreases to zero, faster for smaller values of ε and slower

for larger values of ε. The values of ε corresponding to those

peaks and minima are given in the caption of Fig. 15 below.
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FIG. 15. The three curves in this plot represent the spin-flip prob-

ability (53) for low-energy neutrinos with various energies, which,

for convenience, are taken with their logarithmic values. The impact

parameter is fixed to b = 2rs , whereas the parameter Bℓ is chosen to

take on three different fixed values. The peaks and the relative min-

ima for each case are as follows: For Bℓ = 1/10, the two probability

peaks have the value one and are reached for ε = 1.18 and ε = 285,

respectively. The relative minimum of probability for this case has

the value 0.24 and it is reached for ε = 6.95. For Bℓ = 2/10, the two

probability peaks have the value one and are reached for ε = 1.26 and

ε = 68.5, respectively. The relative minimum of probability for this

case has the value 0.52 and it is reached for ε = 4.66. For Bℓ = 5/10,

the two probability peaks have also the value one and are reached for

ε = 1.71 and ε = 8.09, respectively. The relative minimum of prob-

ability for this case has the value 0.97 and it is reached for ε = 3.12.

H. Spin-flip probability in the Weyl spacetime

As the angular velocity of spin precession within the Weyl

spacetime is different from any of the angular velocities found

for the previous spacetimes, we need to verify for which val-

ues of the angle θ does the magnitude of the angular velocity

(27) we found for spin precession in this spacetime reach its

maximum value. A straightforward calculation of the deriva-

tive of the angular velocity’s magnitude Ω with respect to θ

using the three nonvanishing components given in Eq. (27)

shows that such a derivative vanishes for θ = π/2. As such,

we conclude that, just like the other spacetimes we dealt with

above, spin precession does indeed reach its maximum angu-

lar speed when the particle propagates along the equatorial

plane of the Weyl spacetime.

Setting θ = π/2 in the expressions (25) yields a single non-

vanishing component for the angular velocity vector that reads

Ω2̂ = ∓
ε(rs − 2r)ℓ exp

(

4rs

8r
+

r2
s

8r2

)

2r
[

exp
(

rs

r

)

r2 + ℓ2
] . (55)

Plugging this result into the general probability expression

(36) after performing the change of variables x = ℓ/r, we

find the following probability for a left-handed neutrino to

turn into a right-handed neutrino as it propagates and gets de-

flected in the spacetime:

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉) = sin2

















∫

√
ε2−1

0

I(x) dx

















, (56)

where

I(x) =
ε(µx − 2) exp

(

3
2
µx

)

[

exp(xµ) + x2
]

√

ε2 exp(2xµ) − exp(xµ) − x2
. (57)

We have set µ = rs/ℓ. The limit
√
ε2 − 1 of integration over x

is obtained by setting the closest approach r0 = b, the impact

parameter b being considered very close to the Schwar-

zschild radius rs of the black hole, a region where the large-

curvature effects would be most significant. The lower limit 0

is obtained by sending the largest coordinate radius r to infin-

ity.

In what follows, we consider only low-energy neutrinos.

The reason is that the probability formula (56) displays only

one parameter besides the energy per unit mass ε of the neutri-

nos, which is the impact parameter of the latter. On the other

hand, a numerical evaluation of integral (56) for high-energy

neutrinos yields extremely small, and hence insignificant val-

ues for the spin-flip probability for any value of the impact

parameter b. For low-energy neutrinos, however, the proba-

bility is found to be considerably high and reaches even unity.

For low-energy neutrinos, we are going therefore to let ε vary

from its lowest possible value ε = 1 to ε = 6 by fixing the

impact parameter b to three different values.

1. Low-energy neutrinos

This spacetime induces a large spin-flip probability for low-

energy neutrinos unlike what high-energy neutrinos experi-

ence. By varying the energy per unit mass of the neutrinos

and plotting the variations of the probability for three differ-

ent values of the impact parameter b (2rs, 3rs and 8rs), we

obtain the results displayed in Fig. 16 below. Spin-flip proba-

bility neatly peaks around values of ε not very far from ε = 1.

In both cases, the probability decreases from unity, faster for

lower values of ε and slower for larger values of ε. The de-

crease in the probability from its peak occurs for larger values

of the impact parameter b.
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FIG. 16. Spin-flip probability (given by Eq. (56)) for various values

of the energy per unit mass ε of high-energy neutrinos within the

Weyl spacetime. The impact parameter b is fixed to three different

values. For each value, we let the energy per unit mass ε of the

neutrino vary from ε = 1 to ε = 6. The peaks in the probability for

each case reach unity and are obtained as follows: For b/rs = 2, the

maximum probability is reached for ε = 1.225. For b/rs = 3, the

maximum probability is reached for ε = 1.128. For b/rs = 8, the

maximum probability is reached for ε = 1.037.

I. Spin-flip probability in the Kerr spacetime

As the angular velocity of spin precession within the Kerr

spacetime is rather much more involved than any of the ex-

pressions we obtained so far, we have displayed the result ex-

plicitly in Appendix B. However, it is not difficult to see that

the values of the angle θ for which the spacetime dragging

effect, and hence spin precession, is maximal along the equa-

torial plane of the gravitational source.

Setting θ = π/2 in the expressions (B1) and (B4) yields the

single nonvanishing component (29) for the angular velocity

vector. Plugging that result into the general probability ex-

pression (36), and making the change of variables x = ℓ/r,

we find the following probability for a left-handed neutrino

to turn into a right-handed neutrino as it propagates and gets

deflected in the spacetime:

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉) = sin2

















∫

√
ε2−1

0

I(x)

J(x)
dx

















, (58)

where the functions I(x) and J(x), obtained after setting k =

a/rs, read

I(x) = kµ2 x
[

1 + x
(

k2µ2x − µ
[

x2 + 1
]

+ x
)

− ε2
(

µx
[

k2µx(µx + 2) − 2
]

+ 4
) ]

+ ε
[

−2 + µx
(

4 + µx
[

−2 + k2µx (1 + 2µx)
])]

, (59)

and

J(x) =
[

1 + µ2x4 (εkµ − 1)2 + µx3 (kµ[2ε − kµ] − 2)

+ µ2 x2
(

k2 + 1
)

+ x2 − 2µx
]

×
[

ε2 − 1 + ε2k2µ2 x2(µx + 1) − 2εkµ2x3

+ x2[µ(x − k2µ) − 1] + µx
]

. (60)

The limit
√
ε2 − 1 of integration over x is obtained by setting

the closest approach r0 = b, the impact parameter b being

considered very close to the Schwarzschild radius rs of the

black hole, a region where the large-curvature effects would

be most significant. The lower limit 0 is obtained by sending

the largest coordinate radius r to infinity.

We will now consider separately in what follows high-

energy and low-energy neutrinos. We start with the case of

high-energy neutrinos by fixing ε and plot the variations of

the probability P|νL〉→|νR〉 against the variations of the parame-

ter k = a/rs. We then proceed to study the variations of the

probability for low-energy neutrinos by letting their energy

per unit mass ε vary from the lowest possible value ε = 1 to

ε = 3 for two different values of the parameter k.

1. High-energy neutrinos

Setting ε = 108, for which we have µ = 2.5 × 10−8, we

numerically evaluate the integral in Eq. (58) and plot the vari-

ations of P|νL〉→|νR〉 against the variations of the parameter k.

The result is shown in Fig. 17 below. While the probability

remains extremely small, and hence insignificant, we never-

theless interestingly see a peak and a rise in the probability

for a specific value of the rotation of the spinning black hole.

After that, the probability decreases as the ratio a/rs increases.
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FIG. 17. Spin-flip probability (given by Eq. (58)) for various values

of the parameter k = a/rs for high-energy neutrinos (ε = 108). The

impact parameter b is set to 2rs. This plot displays a peak in the

probability for a specific value of the ratio a/rs .
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2. Low-energy neutrinos

As with the previous spacetimes, low-energy neutrinos ex-

perience spin precession more than the high-energy neutrinos

do, for the spin-flip probability P|νL〉→|νR〉 one extracts from

formula (58) reaches unity. For this reason, instead of fixing

the energy per unit mass ε, we are also going to vary the latter

from its lowest possible value to ε = 3. By doing so, we fix

the black hole’s rotation parameter k = a/rs to two different

values, k = 0 (corresponding to the Schwarzschild black hole)

and k = 9/20 (corresponding to a slowly rotating black hole).

The numerical evaluation of integral (58) then yields the two

curves displayed in Fig. 18 below. In both cases, the probabil-

ity acquires a single peak where it reaches unity. Away from

that peak, the probability decreases faster for lower values of

ε and relatively slower for larger values of ε. The peak values

of the probability are given in the caption of that figure.

/rs = 0
/rs = 9/20

1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ε


ν L


ν R


b = 2rs

FIG. 18. Variations of the spin-flip probability (given by Eq. (58))

for low-energy neutrinos. The impact parameter is fixed at 2rs while

the black hole’s rotation parameter is chosen to take two different

values, a/rs = 0 and a/rs = 9/20. The energy per unit mass ε of

the neutrinos is varied from its lowest possible value ε = 1 to ε = 3.

The peaks in the probability reach unity and occur as follows: For

a/rs = 0, the peak in the probability is achieved for ε = 1.112 (like

in the Schwarzschild spacetime). For a/rs = 9/20, the peak in the

probability is achieved for ε = 1.032.

J. Spin-flip probability in the wormhole spacetime

Before proceeding with the computation of the spin-flip

probability for the wormhole spacetime, we need to check

again for which values of the angle θ does the magnitude

of the angular velocity (31) we found for spin precession in

this spacetime reach its maximum value. A long, but straight-

forward calculation of the derivative of the angular velocity’s

magnitude Ω with respect to θ using the two nonvanishing

components given in Eq. (31) reveals that such a derivative

vanishes for θ = π/2. As such, we conclude that, just like the

other spacetimes we dealt with above, spin precession does

indeed reach its maximum angular speed when the particle

propagates along the equatorial plane of the wormhole space-

time.

Setting θ = π/2 in the expressions (25) yields a single non-

vanishing component for the angular velocity vector that reads

Ω2̂ = ±
εrℓ

√
α2 + r2

(

α2 + r2 + ℓ2
)

. (61)

Plugging this result into the general probability expression

(36), and making the change of variables x = ℓ/r and set-

ting k = α/rs and µ = rs/ℓ, we find the following probability

for a left-handed neutrino to turn into a right-handed neutrino

as it propagates and gets deflected in the spacetime:

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉) = sin2
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








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ε2−1
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I(x)
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













, (62)

where the functions I(x) reads

I(x) =

2ε
(

k2µ2x2 + 1
)

1
4
(

k2µ2 x2 + x2 + 1
)−1

√

ε2
(

k2µ2 x2+1
)

3
2 −(k2µ2 x2+x2+1)(

√

k2µ2x2 + 1−µx)

.

(63)

The limits 0 and
√
ε2 − 1 of integration over x are obtained

by, respectively, sending the radial coordinate r to infinity and

identifying the radial coordinate with the impact parameter b.

We consider separately in what follows high-energy and

low-energy neutrinos. We start with the case of high-energy

neutrinos by fixing ε and plot the variations of the probabil-

ity P|νL〉→|νR〉 against the variations of the parameter k. We

then proceed to study the variations of the probability for low-

energy neutrinos by letting their energy per unit mass ε vary

from the lowest possible value ε = 1 to ε = 3.5 for four differ-

ent values of the regulator parameter k = α/rs of the worm-

hole.

1. High-energy neutrinos

We set ε = 108, for which the parameter µ takes the value

µ = 2.5×10−8. We fix the impact parameter to b = 2rs. We let

the parameter k = α/rs vary from 0 to a value as high as 108.

The numerical evaluation of integral (IV J) for the different

values of the parameter k gives the result shown in Fig. 19

below. The probability peaks at unity for k = 1.99 × 108 and

decreases to zero away from that value of k; faster for smaller

values of ε and slower for larger values of ε.

Among all the spacetimes we considered up to now, this

spinning wormhole is the second spacetime — after the inte-

rior Schwarzschild spacetime and the Schwazschild-Melvin

spacetime — to induce large spin-flip probability even on

high-energy neutrinos.
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FIG. 19. The variations of the spin-flip probability (given by

Eq. (IV J)) against the variations of the rotation parameter of the

wormhole spacetime for high-energy neutrinos (ε = 108) with an

impact parameter b = 2rs. The peak value of the probability is one,

and it is achieved for α/rs = 1.99 × 108.
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FIG. 20. The four curves in this plot represent the variations of the

spin-flip probability (given by Eq. (IV J)) in terms of the variations

of the energy per unit mass ε of low-energy neutrinos. The impact

parameter is chosen to be b = 2rs, but the wormhole’s parameter α/rs

is assigned four different values: 0, 1/2, 1 and 3. The peaks in the

probability all reach the value one and they are located as follows:

For α/rs = 0, the peak in the probability is reached for ε = 1.112

(like in the Schwarzschild spacetime). For α/rs = 1/2, the peak in

the probability is reached for ε = 1.120. For α/rs = 1, the peak in

the probability is reached for ε = 1.149. For α/rs = 3, the peak in

the probability is reached for ε = 1.636.

2. Low-energy neutrinos

Just as for high-energy neutrinos, this spacetime also in-

duces a large spin-flip probability for low-energy neutrinos.

We vary here the energy per unit mass of the neutrinos and

plot the variations of the probability for three different values

of the wormhole’s parameter α/rs: α/rs = 0, corresponding

to the Schwarzschild spacetime; α/rs = 1/2 corresponding to

a regular black hole; α/rs = 1, corresponding to a one-way

wormhole with a null throat; α/rs = 3, corresponding to a

two-way traversable wormhole à la Morris-Thorne. We obtain

the results displayed in Fig. 20. Spin-flip probability neatly

peaks around values of ε not very far from ε = 1. However,

the peak shifts faster towards larger values of ε for a larger

α/rs parameter of the wormhole. Moreover, the probability

decreases from these peaks slower when such a parameter is

large and faster for smaller values of the parameter.

K. The straight spinning cosmic string spacetime

As the angular velocity of spin precession within the

straight spinning cosmic string spacetime is different from

all of the velocities found for the previous spacetimes, we

also need first to verify here for which values of the angle θ

does the magnitude of the angular velocity (33) we found for

spin precession in this spacetime reach its maximum value.

A straightforward calculation of the derivative of the angu-

lar velocity’s magnitude Ω with respect to θ using the two

nonvanishing components given in Eq. (33) shows that such

a derivative vanishes again for θ = π/2. As such, we con-

clude that, just like the other spacetimes we dealt with above,

spin precession does indeed reach its maximum angular speed

when the particle propagates along the equatorial plane of the

straight spinning cosmic string.

Setting θ = π/2 in the expressions (33) yields a single non-

vanishing component for the angular velocity three-vector that

reads

Ω2̂ = ±
aε(4εJ + ℓ)

16ε2J2 + 8εℓJ + a2r2 + ℓ2
. (64)

Plugging this result into the general probability expression

(36), and making the change of variables x = ℓ/r, we find

the following probability integral (that can be evaluated ana-

lytically) for a left-handed neutrino to turn into a right-handed

neutrino as it propagates and gets deflected in the spacetime:

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉) = sin2

[
∫ b

∞
I(r) dr

]

, (65)

where

I(r) = 2a2εr(4εJ + ℓ)
(

a2r2 + 16ε2J2 + 8εJℓ + ℓ2
)−1

×
[

ε2
(

a2r2 − 16J2
)

− a2r2 − 8εJℓ − ℓ2
]−1/2
,

leading to

P(|νL〉 → |νR〉) =
4ε2

[

a2b2
(

ε2−1
)

(4εJ + ℓ)2−(4εJ + ℓ)4
]

(

ε2 − 1
)2 [

a2b2 + (4εJ + ℓ)2
]2

.

(66)

The condition for having a positive probability is to have the

sum inside the square root in the denominator in the first line

of Eq. (66) positive. Such a condition is achieved for

a > 1 +
4εJ

b
√
ε2 − 1

. (67)
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This condition actually stems from requiring that the compo-

nent β of the four-velocity given by Eq. (6) is also real. In what

follows, we consider only low-energy neutrinos. The reason

is that the probability formula given by Eq. (66) is an exact an-

alytic expression that clearly shows that for high-energy neu-

trinos the probability approximates as P|νL〉→|νR〉 = O(1/ε2).

Therefore, high-energy neutrinos experience a spin-flip prob-

ability that decreases as the inverse square of their energies per

unit mass, and hence remains insignificant. For low-energy

neutrinos, we shall consider various scenarios according to

the values of a and J/b.

1. Low-energy neutrinos

We first set ε = 1.1 and vary the ratio J/b for three different

values of the parameter a. Plotting the function (66) for those

values of a gives the results displayed in Fig. 21 below. The

curves show only two peaks in the probability, both of value

one; one for a = 2 and another for a = 3. Away from their

peaks, the probabilities decrease rapidly to zero in all three

cases.
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 = 2
 = 3
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

ν R


ε = 1.1

FIG. 21. The variations of spin-flip probability (66) for low-energy

neutrinos (with ε = 1.1) in terms of the variations of the ratio J/b for

three different values of the parameter a. The two peaks displayed in

this graph are located as follows: For a = 2, the peak value of the

probability is one and it is located at J/b = 0.035. For a = 3, the

peak value of the probability is one and it is located at J/b = 0.106.

We now set ε = 5 and vary the ratio J/b for the same three

different values we previously chose for the parameter a. The

plots in Fig. 22 below show that the spin-flip probability de-

creases in all three cases from a distinct maximum value and

rapidly goes to zero for relatively small values of the ratio J/b.

None of the three cases displays a change in its decreasing be-

havior.
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FIG. 22. The variations of the spin-flip probability (66) for low-

energy neutrinos (with ε = 5) in terms of the variations of the ratio

J/b for three different values of the parameter a. All three cases

display a rapid decrease in the probability from a certain maximum

value for each case.

We now vary the energy per unit mass ε over a range cover-

ing the lowest value ε = 1 and going up to ε = 5. We first do it

by choosing the parameter a = 1.1 and selecting three differ-

ent values of the ratio J/b. For this case, the three curves dis-

play each a single peak value in the probability, without ever

reaching unity though. All three curves displayed in Fig. 23

show a rapid decrease towards zero for smaller values of ε

and a slow decrease towards zero for larger values of ε away

from their respective peaks. The values of those peaks are

given in the caption of the figure.
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FIG. 23. The variations of the spin-flip probability (66) for low-

energy neutrinos in terms of the variations of the energy per unit

mass ε for three different values of the ratio J/b, but for the same

value a = 1.1. The two peaks displayed in this graph are located as

follows: For J/b = 0.010, the peak value of the probability is 0.15

and it is located at ε = 1.34. For J/b = 0.015, the peak value of the

probability is 0.13 and it is located at ε = 1.62. For J/b = 0.020, the

peak value of the probability is 0.08 and it is located at ε = 2.27.

We finally vary now the energy per unit mass ε over a range

covering the lowest value ε = 1 and going up to ε = 4 by

choosing a = 2. Selecting again the same three distinct values
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of the ratio J/b, we plot the variations of the spin-flip prob-

ability against the variations of ε. The results are displayed

in Fig. 24 below. Remarkably, all three cases display two dis-

tinct maxima for the probability, separated in each case by a

relative minimum. Away from their maxima, the probability

curves decrease to zero rapidly for smaller values of ε and

slowly for large values of ε. The values of those peaks and

relative minima are given in the caption of the figure.
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FIG. 24. Variations of the spin-flip probability (66) for low-energy

neutrinos in terms of the variations of the energy per unit mass ε for

three different values of the ratio J/b, but for the same value a = 2.

All the peaks in the probability have the value one. The two peaks

displayed by each curve and the corresponding relative minima in

between are located as follows: For J/b = 0.010, the peak values of

the probability are located at ε = 1.004 and ε = 1.619, respectively.

The corresponding relative minimum is found for ε = 1.070, for

which the probability has the value 0.89. For J/b = 0.015, the peak

values of the probability are located at ε = 1.011 and ε = 1.562,

respectively. The corresponding relative minimum is found for ε =

1.092, for which the probability has the value 0.93. For J/b = 0.020,

the peak values of the probability are located at ε = 1.020 and ε =

1.504, respectively. The corresponding relative minimum is found

for ε = 1.112, for which the probability has the value 0.95.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We have studied in this paper the spin precession of neutral

spinning particles freely propagating within various curved

spacetimes. We did so by first deriving the formula that de-

scribes the spin precession of neutral particles moving along

geodesics in a general stationary and axisymmetric spacetime.

Our result is then applied to study spin precession of neu-

tral spinning particles moving within thirteen different space-

times. Those spacetimes have been selected among the most

frequently encountered in the literature. We derived for each

of those spacetimes the general expression of the angular ve-

locity three-vector of spin precession.

The angular velocity three-vector obtained for spin preces-

sion in all the spacetimes considered here had only, at most,

two nonvanishing components, except in the Weyl spacetime.

The angular velocity of spin precession within the latter space-

time is found to have all of its three components nonvanishing.

On the other hand, the majority of the spacetimes we consid-

ered here gave us an angular velocity for spin precession that

vanishes for particles of zero orbital angular momentum, ex-

cept in the Weyl spacetime, the Kerr spacetime and the straight

spinning cosmic string spacetime. This means that a spinning

particle in these three spacetimes would undergo spin preces-

sion even if the particle had initially a zero angular momen-

tum.

We then applied all those expressions of the angular veloc-

ity of spin precession to study helicity flip of neutrinos freely

propagating in each one of those selected spacetimes. We used

the general spin-flip probability integral together with the var-

ious expressions we obtained for the angular velocity of spin

precession to derive the probability formula for a left-handed

neutrino to turn into a right-handed neutrino when it freely

propagates in each one of those spacetimes that do induce spin

precession. We used those results to study the variations of the

probability in terms of the neutrinos’ energy per unit mass as

well as the various parameters of each spacetime considered.

A very interesting result among the ones we obtained is

that while in some of these spacetimes spin-flip probabil-

ity remains insignificant for low-energy neutrinos, a few of

the spacetimes considered here do allow spin-flip probabil-

ity to be as high as unity even for high-energy neutrinos.

Those spacetimes are the Melvin-Bonnor spacetime, the inte-

rior Schwarzschild solution, the Schwarzschild-Melvin space-

time and the wormhole spacetime. Among these four space-

times, the interior Schwarzschild solution, albeit more ideal-

istic than real, is probably the most interesting case as it is

the spacetime that approximately describes the gravitational

field inside static astrophysical gravitational sources. Our re-

sults for this case show indeed that, depending on the size of

the gravitational source, and for a specific value of the im-

pact parameter of the high-energy neutrinos, the latter acquire

a probability to flip their spin that could be as large as one.

On the other hand, all the spacetimes that do induce spin pre-

cession were found to lead to a significant probability for spin

flip when the neutrinos propagate at low energies.

A remarkable result we found concerning spin-flip prob-

ability is that in some spacetimes, low-energy neutrinos ac-

quire a spin-flip probability that displays two distinct peaks,

each of value unity, but located at different values of the en-

ergy per unit mass ε of the neutrinos. Those spacetimes are

the Kiselev spacetime, the Schwarzschild-Melvin spacetime

and the straight spinning cosmic string spacetime. In between

the consecutive peaks, the probability dips to a relative mini-

mum value. Mathematically, this comes about due to the pres-

ence of the sine function in all the probability formulas. Those

spacetimes that do give a highly oscillatory argument for the

sine function make the probability reach twice its maximum

value of one. Physically, this comes about due to the fact

that these three spacetimes are each a two-parameter space-

time. As a consequence, the single resonance that we ob-

tained for the interior Schwarzschild spacetime is manifested

twice in these three spacetimes, and its location depends on

the energy per unit mass of the deflected particle as well as

on the values those two parameters take. Concerning the ab-

sence of two peaks in the other two-parameter spacetimes, we
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notice that only those two-parameter spacetimes that possess

two horizons and only when the particle is moving in between

those two horizons that two probability peaks arise. Space-

times within which the particle moves outside both horizons

do not induce two peaks since in those cases the particle sees

only one horizon and propagates as if it were inside a one-

parameter spacetime.

The only spacetime that has two parameters and no hori-

zons and, yet, induces two peaks in the probability is the

straight spinning cosmic string. We can understand the ori-

gin of the two peaks for this case by noticing that the deficit

angle created by the cosmic string depends on two parameters

a and J, and that the value of the angular deficit seen by the

particle depends on the location r of the particle at deflection.

The latter location is decided by the impact parameter b. On

the other hand, the graphs in Fig. 24 are obtained not by fix-

ing both J and b, but by fixing only the ratio J/b. This means

that the resonance occurs for two possible values of ε as the

impact parameter b is allowed accordingly to take different

values as long as the ratio J/b remains the same. This is what

exposes the effect of the two parameters in this spacetime: it

is the variation of J and b at the same time, which both make

the particle see the same deficit angle for two different values

of ε but for a fixed a. The deficit angle together with the spin-

ning parameter J of the string are what decide how much the

particle precesses.
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Recherche du Québec - Nature et Technologies (FRQNT).

Appendix A: The comoving vierbeins and the spin connection

for the general metric (4) and four-velocity (5)

We display here the four comoving vierbeins we extract

from the general metric (4). Using the four-velocity (5), the

comoving vierbeins read,

e
µ

0̂
=

(

α

γ
,±β
γ
, 0,
λ

γ

)

,

e
µ

1̂
=

(

Rβ
√
Ξ
,±Λα + Ψλ√

Ξ
, 0, 0

)

,

e
µ

2̂
=

(

0, 0,± 1
√
Θ
, 0

)

,

e
µ

3̂
=

(

(λΦ −Ψα) (Λα + Ψλ) + Rβ2Ψ
√
∆

,

±
λβ

(

ΛΦ + Ψ2
)

√
∆

, 0,
(αΛ + Ψλ)2 − Rβ2Λ

√
∆

)

, (A1)

where

Ξ = R(Λα + Ψλ)2 − ΛR2β2,

∆ =
(

ΛΦ + Ψ2
){

Rβ2λ2
(

ΛΦ + Ψ2
)

+ R2β4Λ

+ (Λα + Ψλ)2 [α (Λα + Ψλ) + λ (Ψα − λΦ) − 2Rβ2]
}

. (A2)

The inverse vierbeins eâ
µ take then the following form:

e0̂
µ =

(

Λα + Ψλ

γ
, ∓Rβ
γ
, 0,
Ψα −Φλ
γ

)

,

e1̂
µ =

(

−ΛRβ√
Ξ
,±R(Λα + Ψλ)

√
Ξ

, 0,−ΨRβ√
Ξ

)

,

e2̂
µ =

(

0, 0,±
√
Θ, 0

)

,

e3̂
µ =

(

−
λ (Λα + Ψλ)

(

ΛΦ + Ψ2
)

√
∆

,±
Rβλ

(

ΛΦ + Ψ2
)

√
∆

,

0,

[

α (Λα + Ψλ) − Rβ2
] (

ΛΦ + Ψ2
)

√
∆

)

. (A3)

The inverse metric of metric (4) being

gµν =





























−Φ(ΛΦ + Ψ2)−1 0 0 −Ψ(ΛΦ + Ψ2)−1

0 R−1 0 0

0 0 Θ−1 0

−Ψ(ΛΦ + Ψ2)−1 0 0 Λ(ΛΦ + Ψ2)−1





























, (A4)

the nonzero Christoffel symbols we extract from this general

metric are the following:

Γ0
01 =

ΨΨ,r + ΦΛ,r

2(Ψ2 + ΦΛ)
, Γ1

00 =
Λ,r

2R , Γ2
00 =

Λ,θ

2Θ
,

Γ0
13 =

ΦΨ,r −ΨΦ,r
2(Ψ2 + ΦΛ)

, Γ1
11 =

R,r
2R , Γ2

03 =
Ψ,θ

2Θ
,

Γ0
02 =

ΦΛ,θ + ΨΨ,θ

2
(

Ψ2 + ΛΦ
) , Γ1

12 =
R,θ
2R , Γ2

11 = −
R,θ
2Θ
,

Γ0
23 =

ΦΨ,θ −ΨΦ,θ
2
(

Ψ2 + ΛΦ
) , Γ1

22 = −
Θ,r

2R , Γ2
12 =

Θ,r

2Θ
,

Γ3
01 =

ΨΛ,r − ΛΨ,r
2(Ψ2 + ΦΛ)

, Γ1
33 = −

Φ,r

2R , Γ2
22 =

Θ,θ

2Θ
,

Γ3
02 =

ΨΛ,θ − ΛΨ,θ
2
(

ΛΦ + Ψ2
) , Γ2

33 = −
Φ,θ

2Θ
,

Γ3
13 =

ΨΨ,r + ΛΦ,r

2(Ψ2 + ΦΛ)
,

Γ3
23 =

ΛΦ,θ + ΨΨ,θ

2
(

Ψ2 + ΛΦ
) . (A5)

Here, a partial derivative of a function f with respect to a coor-

dinate xµ is denoted by f,µ. From these expressions, we com-

pute the relevant nonzero coefficients of the spin connection
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to be:

ω1̂2̂
0 = ∓

βRΛ,θ
2
√
ΘΞ
,

ω1̂2̂
1 =

R,θ(αΛ + λΨ)

2
√
ΘΞ

,

ω1̂2̂
2 = −

Θ,r(αΛ + λΨ)

2
√
ΘΞ

,

ω1̂2̂
3 = ∓

βRΨ,θ
2
√
ΘΞ
,

ω2̂3̂
0 = ±

1

2
√
∆Θ

{

Ψ,θ

[

(αΛ + λΨ)2 − β2ΛR
]

+ Λ,θ

[

αλΛΦ−α2ΛΨ−αλΨ2+λ2ΦΨ+β2ΨR
] }

,

ω2̂3̂
1 = −

βλ

2
√
∆Θ
R,θ

(

Ψ2 + ΛΦ
)

,

ω2̂3̂
2 =

βλ

2
√
∆Θ
Θ,r

(

Ψ2 + ΛΦ
)

,

ω2̂3̂
3 = ±

1

2
√
∆Θ

{

β2R [

ΛΦ,θ + ΨΨ,θ
]

− (αΛ + λΨ)
[

Φ,θ(αΛ + λΨ) + Ψ,θ(αΨ − λΦ)
]

}

,

ω1̂3̂
0 = ±

(

Ψ2 + ΛΦ
)2

2
√
∆Ξ

(εΨ,r + ℓΛ,r)

×
[

Ψ2
(

ε2 + Λ
)

+ 2εΛℓΨ + Λ2
(

ℓ2 + Φ
)]

,

ω1̂3̂
1 = −

(

Ψ2 + ΛΦ
)2

2β
√
∆Ξ

[

Ψ,r

{

ε4ΦΨ2 + ε2
(

Ψ4 − Λ2Φ2
)

+ 2εΛ2ℓ3Ψ + Λ
(

ΛΦ + Ψ2
)2
+ Λ3ℓ4

+ Λℓ2
(

ε2 + 2Λ
) (

ΛΦ + Ψ2
)

+ 2εΛℓΨ
[

ε2Φ + 2
(

ΛΦ + Ψ2
)] }

+ Λ,r

{

ℓ2ε2
(

Ψ3 − 2ΛΦΨ
)

− ε3ℓΦΨ2

− 2ΦΨε2
(

ΛΦ + Ψ2
)

+ Ψ
(

ΛΦ + Λℓ2 + Ψ2
)2

+ εℓ
[

2ΛΦΨ2 + Λℓ2
(

2Ψ2 − ΛΦ
)

+ 3Ψ4 − Λ2Φ2
] }

+ εΦ,r(εΨ + Λℓ)
3
]

,

ω1̂3̂
2 = ω

1̂3̂
3 = −

β
(

Ψ2 + ΛΦ
)

2
√
∆Ξ

×
{

RΨ,θ
[

Ψ2
(

ε2 + Λ
)

+ 2εΛℓΨ + Λ2
(

ℓ2 + Φ
)]

+ RΛ,θ
[

εℓ
(

Ψ2−ΛΦ
)

+ ΛΨ
(

ℓ2+Φ
)

+Ψ3 − ε2ΦΨ
]

+ εR,θ
(

Ψ2 + ΛΦ
)

(εΨ + Λℓ)
}

,

ω1̂3̂
4 = ±

(

Ψ2 + ΛΦ
)2

2
√
∆Ξ

(ℓΨ,r − εΦ,r)

×
[

Ψ2
(

ε2 + Λ
)

+ 2εΛℓΨ + Λ2
(

ℓ2 + Φ
)]

,

(A6)

Appendix B: The components of the angular velocity vector of

spin precession obtained within the Kerr spacetime

The three components of the angular velocity vector are ob-

tained by plugging the metric components (28) into the gen-

eral expressions (7). We the following expressions:

Ω1̂ =
P

Q
, (B1)

where

P = ∓Aρ2 cos θ

{

AεX2ℓ sin2 θ
[

aA(aε − ℓ) − Y
(

a2 + r2
)]

+

(

4aZ

ρ2
sin2 θ

(

a2 − A + r2
) [

Y
(

a2 + r2
)

+ aA(ℓ − ae)
]

− ZX

ρ4

(

2a2 sin2 θ + ρ2
)

×
(

aAε cos 2θ − aAε + 2aY sin2 θ + 2Aℓ
)

)

×
(

A sin2 θ

[

(

a2 + r2
)2 − a2

(

a2 + 2r2
)

sin2 θ

]

+ Aρ2
[

aε sin2 θ(aε − 2ℓ) + ℓ2
]

− ρ2Y2 sin2 θ

− a2A2 sin2 θ cos2 θ

)}

, (B2)

and

Q = 4T sin3 θA2Z2

{

A sin2 θ
(

a4A − a2A2 cos2 θ + 2a2Ar2

+ aρ2VY + Ar4
)

− a4A2 sin6 θ

− 1

2
a2 sin4 θ

[

a4A + a2A
(

a2 + 2r2
)

cos 2θ

+ 2a2Ar2 + 4A2r2 + 2Ar4 − 2ρ2Y2
]

+
1

4
A2ρ2V2

}1/2

.

(B3)

Ω2̂ =
U

W
, (B4)
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where

U = ∓ A2Z2 sin θ

{

2a2A3r cos2 θ
(

εV − 2a sin2 θ
)

+ 4a2ρ2rY2 sin4 θ

+ aρ2Y sin2 θA′
[

2a4ε − a3ℓ

+ a2 cos 2θ
(

2a2ε − aℓ + 3εr2
)

+ 5a2εr2 − 2ar2ℓ + 4εr4
]

+ a3FA2A′ sin2 θ cos2 θ − a2ερ2VA2A′ cos2 θ

− 4arA2 sin2 θ

[

a4 sin4 θ + 2a2r2 sin2 θ −
(

a2 + r2
)2
]

+ 4ρ2rA2
[

a3ε2 sin4 θ + ℓ
(

2a2ε + aℓ + 2εr2
)

− 2aε sin2 θ
(

2aℓ + εr2
) ]

− εrA2
[

a5ε − 5
2
a4ℓ + 3

2
a3εr2

− 2a cos 2θ
[

aℓ
(

a2 + 2r2
)

+ εr4
]

− 4a2r2ℓ
]

+ εrA2
[

1
2
a3 cos 4θ

(

2a2ε−aℓ+3εr2
)

+2aεr4−48r4ℓ
]

− 1
2
aA sin2 θ

[

a4 + a2
(

a2 + 2r2
)

cos 2θ + 2a2r2 + 2r4
]

×
[

4r
(

a2 sin2 θ + εY
)

+ FA′
]

− 8a3ρ2rA sin2 θ
[

aε sin2 θ(aε − 2ℓ) + ℓ2
]

+ 2aρ2AA′
[

a2ε sin4 θ
(

3a2ε − 4aℓ + 2εr2
)

− ℓ2
(

a2 + r2
) ]

− 2a2ρ2AA′ sin2 θ

×
(

3a3ε2 − 4a2εℓ + 3aε2r2 − aℓ2 − 2εr2ℓ
)

}

.

(B5)

W = 4ρ2A2Z
5
2

(

a2 − A + r2
)2

×
{

A sin2 θ
(

a4A−a2A2 cos2 θ+2a2Ar2+aρ2VY+Ar4
)

− a4A2 sin6 θ + 2a2Ar2 + 4A2r2 +
1

4
A2ρ2V2

− a2

2
sin4θ

[

a4A+a2A
(

a2+2r2
)

cos 2θ+2Ar4−2ρ2Y2
]

}1/2

×
{

a2ε2 sin4 θ

+ a sin2 θ
(

a2 − A + r2
)

(

a sin2 θ

ρ2
+

2εℓ

a2 − A + r2

)

+
(

A−a2sin2 θ
)2





















(

a2+r2
)2

sin2 θ−a2A sin2 θ

ρ2
+ℓ2





















}1/2

, (B6)

Ω3̂ = 0. (B7)

In all the above expressions, a prime stands for a derivative

with respect to r and we have set

X = a4 − 2a2(r2 − rsr + a2) cos2 θ + a2
(

a2 + 2r2
)

cos 2θ

+ 2a2r2 + 2r4,

Y = ε(a2 + r2) − aℓ,

Z =
(

a2 + r2
)2 − a2(r2 − rsr + a2) cos2 θ

− a2
(

a2 + 2r2
)

sin2 θ,

V = 2(ℓ − aε sin2 θ),

F = 2(r2 − a2 sin2 θ). (B8)
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