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Abstract

The Kerr separatrix is a boundary in parameter space that separates bound orbits from
plunging orbits in the Kerr black hole space-time. Recently, Stein and Warburton found a
polynomial equation for the location of the separatrix, for two different choices of inclina-
tion parameter. Following a method of Levin and Perez-Giz developed for the equatorial
case, we use a correspondence between homoclinic orbits and unstable spherical orbits to
derive explicit solutions to the separatrix polynomials. These solutions are parametrised

in terms of the radius of the unstable spherical orbit.
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1 Introduction

Amongst the different types of geodesics in the Kerr black hole space-time, bound
geodesics play a very important role in astrophysics. For example, in adiabatic models of
extreme mass ratio inspirals (EMRIs), the motion of the smaller black hole (or neutron
star) is modelled as a sequence of bound geodesics around the larger black hole [1,2]. The
parameters of the geodesic will change adiabatically due to self-force [3], resulting in the
emission of gravitational waves and the gradual inspiralling of the smaller black hole into
the larger one. In the modelling of EMRISs, it is important to know when the smaller
black hole will transition from being in an inspiralling orbit to one that plunges into the
larger black hole.

In the parameter space of all orbits, the boundary which separates bound orbits from
those which plunge into the black hole is known as the separatriz. Recent studies of
the Kerr separatrix include [4-6]. In particular, in [5], Stein and Warburton found a
polynomial equation which can be used to determine the location of the Kerr separatrix.
It is expressed in terms of the semi-latus rectum, eccentricity and inclination of the orbit,
as well as the black hole parameters. In particular, it is a 12th order polynomial in the
semi-latus rectum p. Given the other parameters, this polynomial can be numerically
solved for p, to obtain the location of the separatrix.

For the case of geodesics lying in the equatorial plane, the separatrix equation reduces
to a fourth order polynomial [7]. In [8], Levin and Perez-Giz derived an explicit solution
to this polynomial equation. They did this by making use of the fact that orbits lying
on the separatrix are homoclinic orbits. In the equatorial plane, a homoclinic orbit is
one which approaches an unstable circular orbit in the asymptotic future and asymptotic
past. These two orbits share the same energy and angular momentum, and Levin and
Perez-Giz were then able to find the eccentricity and semi-latus rectum of the homoclinic
orbit in terms of the radius of the unstable circular orbit and the black hole parameters.
This provides an explicit solution to the separatrix polynomial, parametrised in terms of
the radius of the unstable circular orbit.

In the non-equatorial case, the geodesic possesses a third conserved quantity, known as
the Carter constant. In this case, a homoclinic orbit is one which approaches an unstable
spherical orbit [9,10] in the asymptotic future and asymptotic past. The method of Levin

and Perez-Giz was generalised to this case in [4,5]. In [4], the eccentricity and semi-latus



rectum of the homoclinic orbit were found explicitly in terms of the radius of the unstable
spherical orbit, the Carter constant, and the black hole parameters.

Instead of the Carter constant, it is sometimes advantageous to characterise a non-
equatorial orbit by its inclination with respect to the equatorial plane. There are various
choices of this inclination parameter in use in the literature; two of which that were used
in [5] are z and ¢, defined in (2.8) and (2.9) below, respectively.

In this paper, we will use the method of Levin and Perez-Giz to find the eccentricity
and semi-latus rectum of the homoclinic orbit in terms of the radius of the unstable
spherical orbit, the inclination parameter x, and the black hole parameters. We then
show that they provide a parametric solution to the separatrix polynomial in terms of z
that was found by Stein and Warburton [5]. We then do the same with the inclination
angle parameter ¢, and find a parametric solution to the separatrix polynomial in terms

of ¢« that was also found in [5].

2 Homoclinic orbits and the Kerr separatrix

The Kerr metric in Boyer—Lindquist coordinates is given by
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where

Y =7r?+a’cos’d, (2.2a)
A =7r?—2Mr +a* (2.2b)

Here, M and a are the mass and angular momentum per unit mass of the black hole,
respectively.
The motion of a particle in this space-time is governed by the geodesic equations. The

geodesic equations for r and 6 are

dr

EE =+ R(r), (2.3a)
E% — 1+/00), (2.3b)
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(B* — p®)r* + 2Mp?r® — [a®(u® — B?) + L2|r* + 2M(aE — L.)*r — QA, (2.4a)
2

0(f) = Q —cos® 0 |a*(u* — E?) + Slﬁ—ge : (2.4Db)
and 7 is an affine parameter along the geodesic. In these expressions, u, E and L, are the
particle’s mass, energy and angular momentum in the azimuthal direction, while () is the
Carter constant characterising the particle’s motion in the polar direction. Since we are
interested in time-like particles, we set u = 1 without loss of generality. There are also
geodesic equations for ¢ and ¢, but they will not be needed here.

Because of the square roots in (2.3a) and (2.3b), the particle is confined to move in
regions where R(r) > 0 and ©(f) > 0. For bound orbits, the allowed range of r lies
between two adjacent roots of R(r), which can be identified as the periastron r, and
apastron 7, of the orbit. On the other hand, the allowed range of 6 is between the two
roots of ©(#): the minimum polar angle #_ and the maximum polar angle 6, =7 —0_.

Since R(r) is a quartic polynomial in r, it has four roots. We will be specifically

interested in the case when R(r) can be factorised as follows:
R(r) = (B* = 1)(r — ra)(r — r)*(r —ra), (2.5)

with r4, < r, < r,. Note that there is a double root at r = r,; this is where a spherical
orbit can exist [9,10]. If we assume E? < 1, this orbit is unstable (hence the subscript u
on the radius).

There is, in fact, a bound orbit with E? < 1 that shares the same values of E, L,
and () as the unstable spherical orbit. Its radius r takes the range r, < r < r,, where
rp = Ty, the radius of the unstable spherical orbit. This orbit is known as a homoclinic
orbit, and it describes a particle which approaches the spherical orbit in the asymptotic
future and asymptotic past. In the parameter space of all orbits, homoclinic orbits form
the boundary between bound orbits, and those which plunge into the black hole. This
boundary is the so-called Kerr separatrix.

Homoclinic orbits lying in the equatorial plane of the Kerr black hole were studied by
Levin and Perez-Giz [8]. In particular, they showed how one can relate the apastron r, to

the periastron r, = r,, the parameters E and L, of the unstable circular orbit at r = r,,



and the black hole parameters M and a.! The parameters F and L. themselves can be
expressed in terms of r, and the black hole parameters.

With an expression for r, in terms of r, at hand, it is possible to relate other orbital
parameters, such as the eccentricity e and semi-latus rectum p of the orbit, to r,. These

two parameters are defined by

r, = ﬁpe : (2.6a)
M
ro=< _pe , (2.6b)
or, equivalently,
e= :Z J_r :z : (2.7a)
p= (Zafrp> . (2.7b)

Levin and Perez-Giz then used (2.7) to express e and p in terms of r, and the black
hole parameters. The result are explicit expressions for the eccentricity and semi-latus
rectum of a homoclinic orbit. Moreover, they pointed out that their expressions satisfy an
implicit relation involving e and p that was derived in [7] for the separatrix. This relation
takes the form of a fourth order polynomial in p, with coefficients depending on e and the
black hole parameters. What Levin and Perez-Giz had achieved, was to find a parametric
solution to the separatrix polynomial in terms of r,,.

To describe orbits that are not confined to the equatorial plane, a third orbital param-
eter is needed in addition to e and p. There are various choices of this parameter in use in
the literature. One of them is the minimum polar angle 6_, or equivalently, z_ = cosf_.
However, this parameter does not distinguish between prograde and retrograde orbits,

and it turns out to be more advantageous to use the parameter [5]

x = sign(L,)sin0_ = cos O, . (2.8)

Oine can be understood as an angle of inclination measured from the equatorial plane (c.f.

Fig. 1 of [5]). For prograde orbits, we have x > 0 and 6;,. = 7/2—0_, while for retrograde

!Levin and Perez-Giz actually set M = 1, but this can be easily restored if necessary.



orbits, we have x < 0 and 6;,c = 7/2 4+ 0_. This parameter will be used in Sec. 3, when
we generalise Levin and Perez-Giz’s work to non-equatorial orbits.

Another commonly used inclination angle in the literature is ¢, defined by

L,
COS | = ————= (2.9)

VIZ+Q
For prograde orbits, we have cost > 0 and 0 < ¢ < 7/2, while for retrograde orbits, we

have cost < 0 and 7/2 < ¢ < 7. We will use this parameter in Sec. 4.

3 Parametric solutions of the separatrix in terms of x

We begin by obtaining the relation between the Carter constant () and the parameter
x defined by (2.8). Using the fact that ©(f_) = 0 and that 22 = 1 — cos?f_, we have
from (2.4b) that

Q= (1—x2)la2(1—E2)+L—z]. (3.1)

2

Substituting this into (2.4a) gives R(r) in terms of the parameters M, a, F, L, and x.
Now, the conditions for a spherical orbit to exist at radius r = r, are that R(r,) =
R'(r,) = 0. These two conditions can be solved simultaneously for E and L,. After some

simplification, we obtain

FE =

r2(ry — 2M) 4 a®ry(1 — 2°) + azv/T
VT ’
_ —2Maria® + (rl + a®)zy/T

L, = 7 , (3.2b)

(3.2a)

where

T = Mr,[r? —a*(1 —2%)], (3.3a)

=r,[rl+a*(1 =) [ri(r, — 3M) + a*(r, + M)(1 — 2%) + 2ax\/f] . (3.3b)

The stability of this orbit is determined by the sign of R”(r,). Although we are primarily
interested in unstable spherical orbits in this paper, we emphasize that the solution (3.2)
is valid for both stable and unstable spherical orbits.

The expressions for £ and L, in (3.2) also apply to a homoclinic orbit with periastron
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rp, = 7. To obtain an expression for the apastron r,, we first need one for the root r,4 in
(2.5). If we equate the constant coefficient of the polynomial R(r) with that in (2.5), we
obtain

a*(1 — 2¥)[a2*(1 — E?) + L]

= 22(1 — E?)rqr2 ' (34)

If we then equate the linear coefficients of the two polynomials, we obtain a quadratic
equation for r,. Of the two roots of this quadratic equation, the relevant root is the larger

one. After substituting (3.2) in and simplifying, we obtain the expression

[ — a?(1 — 2®)]A% + [ + a*(1 — 2?) VO

o= =2r, A2 4+ [r2 + a?(1 — 22)]A, ’ (3:5)
where
A= /M2 —a2(1 — 22)] — ax\/ry (3.6a)
Q=A"—d*(1 - 2*)A2, (3.6b)
and we have set A, = Al,—,., for brevity, i.e.,
A, =12 —2Mr, + a®. (3.7)

The expression (3.5) for r, can now be substituted into (2.7). Recalling that r, = 7y,

we obtain the following expressions

[3r2 — a?(1 — 22)]A% + [r2 + a*(1 — 2)][VQ — r,A]
[r2 4+ a2(1 — 22)](=A2 + VQ + 1,Ay)
_ 2r, ([r2 — a(1 — 2)]A% + [r2 + a?(1 — 22)]VQ)
P M2 + a2(1— 22)] (<A + VOt 1y

e =

, (3.8a)

(3.8b)

This gives the eccentricity and semi-latus rectum of the homoclinic orbit in terms of r,, as
well as M, a and x. In the equatorial limit x — 41, they reduce to the expressions found
in [8]. Moreover, it can be checked that e and p in (3.8) satisfy the relation p = r,(14€)/M,
as they should by (2.6a).

In [5], it was shown that the separatrix is determined by solutions to a 12th order

polynomial in p. The coefficients of this polynomial depend on M, a, e and x. We now



show that (3.8) provides an explicit solution to this polynomial equation, parametrised in
terms of r,,.

Starting from the expression for e given by (3.8a), we first solve for 2, and then
substitute in the expression (3.6b) for 2. Expanding out the powers of A on both sides of
this equation, we obtain an equation which involves the square root v/, where Y is given
by (3.3a). We then solve this equation for Y, and then substitute in the expression (3.3a)
for T. The resulting equation is equivalent to the vanishing of a 12th order polynomial

in r,. It can be compactly written in the form

({[(2 +e)r2 — (2 —e)a®y?)? — ri 4+ 6ria’y® — a4y4}Au
2
=202 — )12 + (1 + )t — (1= e)a’y?]) — 16a%(1 = y2)(r2 + a%y?)

X (14 )2 — (1— a1+ )*(r2 + a%y?) — dea®? 1A, = 0, (3.9)

where we have set y? = 1 — 22 for brevity.

The polynomial (3.9) can be converted to one in p, if we use the relation r, = Mp/(1+
e). It can be checked that the 12th order polynomial found in Appendix A.1 of [5] is
recovered up to an overall factor (and if we set M = 1). This shows that (3.8) is indeed
a parametric solution to this polynomial equation.

Finally, we remark that the parameter r, in (3.8) takes the range 7ipso < 7y < Tigso,
where 7 is the radius of the innermost bound spherical orbit, and 7, is the radius of
the innermost stable spherical orbit. The upper bound ri, can be obtained by setting
e = 01n (3.9) and solving the resulting 12th order polynomial, while the lower bound 7jps,

can be obtained by setting e = 1 in (3.9) and solving the resulting 8th order polynomial.

4 Parametric solutions of the separatrix in terms of .

In this section, we repeat the arguments of Sec. 3, but using the parameter ¢« defined by
(2.9) instead of z. The steps are similar, although the resulting expressions are somewhat
longer.

We begin by solving (2.9) for @, and substituting the resulting expression into (2.4a).

This gives R(r) in terms of the parameters M, a, F, L, and ¢. Solving the conditions for



a spherical orbit at 7 = r,, we obtain after some simplification,?

B Mr,(3r2 — 4Mr, + a*)acost + Auﬁ

E = = : (4.1a)
VT
Mr, =
L, =R (4.1b)
VT
where
T=Mr, [y + (2r2 — AMr, + a®)a’ sin® (], (4.2a)

I = M{ [r2(rd — 3Mr? — 2a°M) + (2r) + a°ry + a*M)a” sin® (|2

+ 2r,(3r) + a®) [Mr,(3r] — 4Mr, + a*)acos ¢ + Au\/?}acos L} : (4.2b)

(1]

=7l 4+ 2a%r2 — 4a*Mr, + a*. (4.2¢)

The expressions for F and L, in (4.1) also apply to a homoclinic orbit with periastron
r, = ry. If we equate the constant coefficient of the polynomial R(r) with that in (2.5),

we obtain

L?a®tan® .
=z . 4.3
T - B (4.3)

If we then equate the linear coefficients of the two polynomials, we obtain a quadratic
equation for the apastron r,. Selecting the correct root, substituting (4.1) in and simpli-

fying, we obtain the expression

(r2 — a2)/~\2 + \/6

a — ~ , (4.4)
—4r, A% + (12 — a?sin® 1)Z2
where
A=(r) - a2)\/M [7’3 + (2r2 — 4Mr,, + a?)a? sin® L] —r32Aacost, (4.5a)
0= (ri — aZ){(ri — a2)/~\4 + [4ru/~\2 —( 5 — a?sin? L)EQ}G,Q sin? LEQ} ) (4.5Db)

2This solution was previously found in [11], albeit in a different form.



The expression (4.4) for r, can now be substituted into (2.7). With r, = r,, we obtain

. (572 — a2)1~\2 + \/6 — 74(12 — a%sin? 1)Z? (4.6a)
—(3r2 + a2)1~\2 + \/5 + 7y (r2 — a? sin? 1)=2
21y (r? — a2)/~\2 + \/6

M —(3r2 + a2)1~\2 + \/5 + 74(r2 — a?sin® 1) =2 .

(4.6b)

This gives the eccentricity and semi-latus rectum of the homoclinic orbit in terms of 7,
as well as M, a and ¢.

In [5], the parameter ¢ was also used to derive a 12th order separatrix polynomial
in p. We now show that (4.6) provides an explicit solution to this polynomial equation,
parametrised in terms of r,.

Starting from the expression for e given by (4.6a), we first solve for Q, and then
substitute in the expression (4.5b) for Q. Expanding out the powers of A on both sides of
this equation, we obtain an equation which involves the square root ﬁ , where T is given
by (4.2a). We then solve this equation for T, and then substitute in the expression (4.2a)
for T. The resulting equation is equivalent to the vanishing of a 12th order polynomial

in r,. It can be compactly written in the form

([(1 Fe)Bte)rt — (1—e)(3—e)alsin2i]A,
+2(r2 — a®){(1 + e)ry + [2er] — (1 — €)a’]a” sin® L}>2
—4(1+e)[(3+e)r2 — (1 —e)d?] ((1 —e)[(1+e)r? — (3 —e)a*sin® ]a? sin? 1 A,

+2(r? — a*sin? L){(l + e)rﬁ + [2er? — (1 — e)a*]a® sin® L})’I’ZAU =0. (4.7)

The polynomial (4.7) can be converted to one in p, if we use the relation r, = Mp/(1+
e). It can be checked that the 12th order polynomial found in Appendix A.2 of [5] is
recovered up to an overall factor (and if we set M = 1). This shows that (4.6) is indeed

a parametric solution to this polynomial equation.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have used a correspondence between homoclinic orbits and unstable
spherical orbits to obtain parametric solutions to the 12th order separatrix polynomials

found by Stein and Warburton [5]. The solution (3.8) is expressed in terms of the orbital
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inclination parameter z, while the solution (4.6) is expressed in terms of the inclination
angle ¢. The solutions also depend on the radius of the unstable spherical orbit r,, or
equivalently, the periastron of the homoclinic orbit.

In practice, such as in the modelling of EMRIs, the separatrix polynomial is used
to solve for p numerically, given the parameters M, a, e and x (or ¢). This has been
implemented in the Black Hole Perturbation Toolkit [12] by Stein and Warburton [5].
In fact, it replaces an older, less efficient implementation based on a generalisation of
Levin and Perez-Giz’s work [8]. Since the approach in this paper is also based on a
generalisation of [8], it is unlikely to provide a faster way to solve for p numerically given
the other parameters. However, it is worth exploring if the exact solution we have found
could open up new—and possibly more efficient—ways to check if the inspiralling black
hole has crossed the separatrix.

In any case, there are clearly benefits to having explicit solutions to the separatrix
polynomial at hand. For example, they provide a simple and efficient way to plot out
the separatrix surface, without having to deal with unphysical solutions that may arise
when the 12th order polynomial is solved directly [5]. More importantly, they open up
the possibility of studying the properties of the separatrix surface analytically. We leave

these interesting questions for future work.
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