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Abstract. It is the purpose of this paper to give a characterisation of circular light
rays in a plasma on an axially symmetric and stationary spacetime. We restrict to
the case of an unmagnetised, pressure-free electron-ion plasma and we assume that
the plasma shares the symmetry of the spacetime. As a main tool we use two
potentials, one for prograde and one for retrograde light rays, whose critical points
are exactly the circular light rays in the plasma. In the case that the plasma density
vanishes, the corresponding equipotential surfaces reduce to the relativistic Von Zeipel
cylinders which have been discussed in many papers since the 1970s. In a plasma,
the gradients of the potentials give the centrifugal and the Coriolis forces experienced
by a light ray, where the plasma has an influence only on the centrifugal force. The
introduction of these potentials allows us to generalise topological methods that have
been successfully used for proving the existence or non-existence of circular vacuum
light rays to the plasma case. The general results are illustrated with examples on
Minkowski, Schwarzschild, Kerr and NUT spacetimes.

1. Introduction

If gravitating objects are sufficiently compact, the light-bending effect of their
gravitational fields may be so strong that some light rays are circular. Examples for
such objects, which are sometimes called ultracompact, are black holes and wormholes
and there are also speculations that ultracompact stars might exist. The existence of
circular light rays has important consequences for the light-bending effects in general.
In particular, circular light rays that are unstable against perturbations in the radial
direction are associated with light rays that asymptotically spiral towards them, giving
rise to infinite bending angles and to the formation of a shadow. For reviews on the
latter we refer to Cunha and Herdeiro [I] and to Perlick and Tsupko [2].

When discussing the light bending of gravitating objects, it is justified in most cases
to treat the light rays as lightlike geodesics of the spacetime metric, i.e., to disregard
any influence of a medium. For some applications, however, this influence might be non-
negligible. This is true, in particular, in the radio regime if the medium is a sufficiently
dense plasma. E.g., for a light ray that crosses the ionosphere of our Earth or the Solar
corona, it is known that there is a measurable influence of the medium on the travel
time and on the spatial path of a light ray unless the frequency is much bigger than 10
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MHz or 100 MHz, respectively. It is not unplausible to assume that near a black hole
the plasma density might be even higher, i.e., to assume that near a black hole light
rays of even higher frequencies could be influenced by a plasma in a non-negligible way.
This gives a good motivation for investigating the influence of a plasma on the lensing
features of an ultracompact object.

Gravitational light deflection on a general-relativistic spacetime in the presence of
a plasma has been investigated by many authors. The first papers on this subject date
back to the 1960s when the Shapiro time delay of light rays (in the radio regime) that
pass through the Solar corona was at the centre of interest. Muhleman et al. [3, 4]
calculated, on the basis of the linearised Schwarzschild metric, the time delay and the
bending angle of such light rays. Light bending in a plasma, without the weak-field
approximation, on the Schwarzschild spacetime and in the equatorial plane of a Kerr
metric, was first calculated by Perlick [5]. This was followed by many other papers on
light bending by a gravitational field in the presence of a plasma. Here, in particular the
work by Bisnovatyi-Kogan and Tsupko [6] [7] has to be mentioned, which considerably
pushed the subject, and two papers by Perlick and Tsupko [8, O] where the influence of
a plasma on lensing by a Kerr black hole was discussed in detail. In all these papers, the
simplest model of a plasma was used, namely a non-magnetised pressure-less electron-ion
plasma.

It is the purpose of the present paper to present a mathematical formalism that
allows to investigate the existence of circular light rays in the presence of a plasma.
As outlined in the preceding paragraphs, this is motivated by the two facts that the
existence of circular light rays is of crucial relevance for the light bending and that
the influence of a plasma might be non-negligible in some cases of interest. To that
end, we restrict to axially symmetric and stationary spacetimes and we assume that the
plasma shares these symmetries. Moreover, as in the works quoted above, we restrict
to the simple case of a non-manetised pressure-less electron-ion plasma. As a main
tool, we define two potentials, one for prograde and one for retrograde light rays, in
such a way that the critical points of these potentials give the locations of circular
light rays. If there is no plasma, the corresponding equipotential surfaces reduce to the
relativistic Von Zeipel cylinders which were introcuded by Marek Abramowicz, originally
for axially symmetric and static spacetimes, already in the 1970s and have been discussed
in numerous papers, see in particular Abramowicz [I0, 11, 12]. These equipotential
surfaces have many interesting properties. What is most important for our purpose is
the fact that they give us the circular light rays which are located exactly where the
potentials have critical points. The generalised potentials that will be introduced in this
paper have the same crucial property in the plasma case.

With the help of these potentials we can visualise the behaviour of light rays in an
instructive way: If a light ray is sent tangent to a circle, the gradient of the corresponding
potential points in the direction in which this light ray is deflected from this circle.
The corresponding “force” acting on the light ray can be interpreted as the sum of
a “centrifugal force” and a “Coriolis force”. Interestingly, we will see that only the
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centrifugal force is influenced by the plasma. However, as already mentioned it is most
important that the location of circular light rays is given by the critical points of the
corresponding potential. In addition to just visualising the light-deflection properties
in a suggestive way, this mathematical construction allows us to generalise theorems on
the existence of circular light rays that have been established with topological methods,
using the Brouwer deegree of appropriate maps, by Cunha et al. [I3] 14, 5], to the
plasma case.

It should be emphasised that throughout the paper Einstein’s field equation is not
used, so the general results apply to the case that the plasma is self-gravitating and
equally well to the case that the gravitational field of the plasma is neglected. The
latter case is, probably, more interesting in view of applications to astrophysics, so in
our examples we consider only vacuum solutions to Einstein’s field equation, namely
Minkowski, Schwarzschild, Kerr and NUT spacetimes.

In Section [2] we briefly review the Hamiltonian formalism for light rays in a
non-magnetised pressure-less electron-ion plasma on an unspecified general-relativistic
spacetime. In Section [3| we specialise to the axially symmetric and stationary case. In
particular, we characterise, in Proposition [T} light rays that are tangent to a circle at
one point. This proposition is crucial for the rest of the paper. On the basis of this
proposition, we introduce in Section [] two potentials Ry. Proposition [I] makes sure
that these potentials determine the centrifugal and the Coriolis force acting on light
rays in the plasma and that, in particular, the critical points determine the locations
of circular light rays. In Section |5 we discuss the properties of these two potentials, in
particular their limiting behaviour if a horizon, a regular axis or an asymptotic flat end
is approached. In Section [6] we point out how the preceding results allow to generalise
the above-quoted work of Cunha et al. to the plasma case. Finally, in Sections 7| and
we illustrate the general results with several examples.

Throughout, we use Einstein’s summation convention for greek indices pu,v, ...
that take values 0, 1,2,3. When specialising to axially symmetric and static spacetimes,
we will occasionally use Einstein’s summation convention for upper case latin indices
A, B, ... that take values 0,1 and for lower case latin indices i, j,... that take values
2,3. We use units making the vacuum speed of light ¢ qual to 1 and we assume that
the spacetime has signature (— + ++).

2. Light rays in a plasma

Light rays in a non-magnetised and pressure-less electron-ion plasma on a general-
relativistic spacetime with metric g,, are the solutions of Hamilton’s equations

o,
- op,’ oz,

with the Hamiltonian

H(z,p) = %(g””(m)pppa + wp(:v)2) : (2)

= H=0 (1)

:'EN
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Here w, is a non-negative function of the spacetime coordinates with the dimension of a
frequency. It is known as the plasma frequency. Its square wﬁ equals, up to a constant
factor that depends on the system of units used, the number density of electrons. We
will refer to wz as to the plasma density in the following.

The overdot denotes the derivative with respect to a curve parameter s. This
parameter has no particular physical meaning. It is not an affine parameter, i.e., the
equations are not invariant under affine changes of this parameter, unless w, = 0.

For a derivation from Maxwell’s equations of this Hamiltonian formalism for light
rays in a plasma on a curved spacetime we refer to Breuer and Ehlers [16] who even
treated the case of a magnetised plasma. For a non-magnetised plasma a derivation can
also be found in a book by Perlick [5]. A non-magnetised pressure-less plasma belongs
to the class of isotropic dispersive media which have been treated first in a book by

Synge [17].
Written out explicitly, the equations with the Hamiltonian (2)) read
i = g"p, (3)
1( dg* ow?
p,u__§<a upppa W ) (4)
1 po 2
Hzé(g pppg—i-wp):O. (5)
Eq. is equivalent to
by = gupi”u ; (6)
so (5]) can be rewritten as
1 :
H= §(ppxp + wZ%) =0 (7)
or
1 oo 2
Hzi(gpawm +wp):() (8)

From we read that light rays in a plasma are timelike curves. More precisely, they
are timelike geodesics of the conformally rescaled metric wg Guv, as can be easily verified.
The parameter s is proper time with respect to this (unphysical) metric.

If we choose an observer field, i.e., a timelike vector field U* with ¢, U*U" = —1,
we can assign a frequency

w(s) = —pu(s) U"(x(s)) (9)

to every light ray. The minus sign makes sure that w is positive for a light ray that
is future-oriented with respect to U*. In vacuum, the frequency of a light ray has no
influence on its path. In a plasma, however, the dispersion relation ([5)) is inhomogeneous
(i.e., not invariant under multiplication of p, with a non-zero factor), which implies that
light rays that start in the same spatial direction with different frequencies have different
trajectories. This inhomogeneity is the defining property of a dispersive medium, see
e.g. Perlick [5] for a detailed discussion.
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3. The axially symmetric and stationary case

We now specify to the case that the metric is axially symmetric and stationary and that
the plasma density shares this symmetry. This means that the metric can be written in
coordinates (z° = t, 2! = ¢, 2%, ?) such that

09, Ow?
99pw _ , —2=0. (10)
OxA oxA
Here and in the following we use the summation convention for upper-case latin indices
A, B,...= 0,1 and for lower-case latin indices i,7,... = 2,3. The 2 could be, e.g.,

spherical polar coordinates (r,4) or cylindrical polar coordinates (p, z). As before, greek
indices take values 0, 1,2, 3. We assume that the metric coefficients g45 and the plasma
density w? are smooth (C? would do) on the domain under consideration.

We will assume in the following that the coordinate function ¢ is 27-periodic,

(t,p, 2%, 2%) = (t, 0+ 2m, 2%, 2%), (11)
and that the two-dimensional surfaces z° = constant are timelike, i.e.

9eopJit — gio <0. (12)

The first condition means that ¢ can be interpreted as an angular coordinate, the second
condition means that there is a linear combination of the Killing vector fields 9, and
0, that is timelike. Both assumptions are necessary to justify calling the spacetime
“axially symmetric and stationary”. Note that in a black-hole spacetime the condition
is satisfied in the domain of outer cmmunication, i.e., outside the horizon, while
the left-hand side of is equal to zero on the horizon and positive inside.

As the spacetime metric (g, ) has signature (—+++), implies that the (2 x 2)-
matrix (¢g%) is positive definite. This will be relevant for the following considerations.

Note that we do not require the mixed metric components g;4 to be zero. If the
metric is invariant under a transformation (¢, p) — (—t, —¢), the g;4 must be zero. It
is indeed true that such a choice of coordinates is possible for most axially symmetric
and stationary spacetimes with relevance to physics. However, even in these cases it is
nonetheless meaningful to allow for another choice of coordinates where g;4 # 0. An
example is the Schwarzschild spacetime in Eddington-Finkelstein or Painlevé-Gullstrand
coordinates.

Also note that we do not require the spacetime to admit a horizontal plane, i.e.,
we do not require that it is possible to choose cylindrical polar coordinates (p, z) such
that the metric coefficients are invariant under a transformation z +— —z.

Moreover, we will allow the metric functions g, and g, to have either sign, i.e., we
will allow for the presence of an ergoregion, where g;; > 0, and of a causality-violating
region, where g,, < 0. An ergoregion occurs, e.g., in the domain of outer communication
of a Kerr black hole while a causality-violating region occurs, e.g., in the domain of outer
communication of a NUT black hole.

The following proposition, which is at the basis of all that follows, characterises
light rays that are tangent, at one point, to a surface x' = constant. Obviously, this
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applies in particular to circular light rays which, by definition, are light rays with ¢ # 0
that are completely contained in a surface z° = constant.

Proposition 1. Let z*(s) be a solution to Hamilton’s equations in an axially symmetric
and stationary spacetime. Then, at points where @' = 0, the following equations are

true.
— gt_“’ i 2 _ 2 2 13
Po="DF Gtp = GttYpop \/ Pt + Wyt (13)
it it

P+ wigu
p=f " (14)

\/ gtzgo — GttYpp

2 2
) Di + Wy gt

=Lt e . (15)

:‘[}N:_

2 2
pi twpgn 1
v g = (:th—w Py + —\/gﬁp — GttGpp \/p% + wzgtt ) (16)
5 ox
9t — Gt

Gt Gt
The upper sign is for prograde light rays (¢ > 0) and the lower sign for retrograde ones
(¢ >0).

The proof of this proposition is given in the appendix. It is a straight-forward
generalisation from the case w, = 0. For the latter, cf. e.g. Cunha et al. [13].

Proposition [1| gives us all relevant information where in phase space light rays with
#' = 0 can exist. Firstly, we see that must be satisfied. We have already mentioned
that this condition assures that the two-space 2° = constant contains a timelike vector.
In a plasma, where light rays are timelike, this condition is obviously necessary for the
existence of a light ray with #° = 0, and this is confirmed by the occurrence of the

\/ gfw — G1tGyp, terms in , , and . One might argue that in the vacuum

case, where the light rays are lightlike, we should also allow the limiting case that the
surface 2° = constant is lightlike, i.e., gt%p — gugpp = 0. It is indeed true that vacuum
light rays can be contained in such a surface, but this would be the generators of a
horizon and we do not want them to be considered as circular light rays. So we require,
also in vacuum, the strict inequality .

Secondly, we read from Proposition [1| that we should restrict to the region in phase
space where

pr + Wzgtt >0. (17)

Again, one might argue about the limiting case that the left-hand side of is equal
to zero, but then can hold only with ¢» = 0 and we do not consider such light rays
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as circular. To be sure, it is obvious and well known that light rays with this property
do exist in a plasma: In a region with w, # 0 and g, < 0 there is always a value of |p;|
such that the left-hand side of is zero. Light rays with this frequency are tangent
to a t-line, i.e., they “stand still”. This happens, e.g., at the boundary of the Earth’s
ionosphere for |p;| =~ 10 MHz. A light ray with a lower frequency is reflected from the
boundary of the ionosphere. As we do not consider a light ray as “circular” if it stands
still, we require that holds with the strict ineqality sign.

Thirdly, the occurrence of factors of g;; in the denominators of , and
requires to investigate what happens if g; = 0. If we multiply in and both
sides with g and use the fact that p, and t must be finite, we see that in the limit
g — 0 the condition g,p; = %|gi,pi| must hold. As g, = 0 requires, by and (17)),
that g, # 0 and p; # 0, this condition holds for only one of the two signs, i.e., at points
where g, = 0 only a prograde or a retrograde circular light ray can exist, but not both.
This gives us the following third restriction on the phase space:

2
gt2t+p§<j:gt<p+‘gt<p‘> >07 (18)

where the upper sign gives the restriction for prograde and the lower sign for retrograde
light rays.

4. Definition of the potentials R,

As a plasma is a dispersive medium, the propagation of light rays depends on their
frequencies. In a stationary spacetime, where p; is a constant of motion, it is convenient
to consider all light rays with fixed p;. Henceforth, we write

Pt = —Wo (19)
and it is our goal to characterise all circular light rays with fixed wg. Note that in an
asymptotically flat spacetime, where

1
V=9

at infinity, wy is the frequency @D with respect to this observer field U* at infinity

U =

oy — oY (20)

(provided that the light ray under consideration reaches infinity). We have chosen the
sign in such that in regions where 0, is timelike wy is positive for light rays that are
future-oriented with respect to 0;.

For any fixed wy > 0, we now introduce the following potentials R and R_, which
is motivated by Proposition [I]

9
Ry = :i:ﬂ Wo + — \/gw GttGpp \/(JJO + wggtt . (21)

Restricting to values wy Z 0 is JU_Stlﬁed because the potentials for —wy are the same as

for wy, just interchanged. As we will outline in Section below, this convention has
the consequence that inside an ergoregion the upper sign in our equations corresponds to
a future-oriented parametrisation of the light rays and the lower sign to a past-oriented
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one, or vice versa. Note that in a plasma it is indeed possible that a circular light ray
with wy = 0 exists: In vacuum, excludes the case p;, = 0; in a plasma, however,
wg gy 1s positive in an ergoregion, so the case p; = 0 is not forbidden by . Strictly
speaking, R should carry an index wy. We do not do this, to ease notation, so we have
to keep in mind that R, is to be considered for a fixed wg > 0.

With the help of these potentials R, can be rewritten as

Py = :FR:I: (22)
and can be rewritten, for = j, as

Wi + wWign IR,

” ¢ —.
\/7 ox?

g?(p — JttGpp

(23)

§ = —

As the 2 x 2 matrix (¢g%) is invertible (and even positive definite), this equation shows
that a light ray that is sent tangential to a circle 2° = constant is experiencing a “force”
that is a negative multiple of the gradient of R.. In particular, it implies that a circular
light ray exists at ° = x{ if and only if Ry has a critical point at 2 = z. Defining the
potential such that the direction of the force is opposite to the gradient of the potential is
the usual convention in mechanics which implies that a stable critical point corresponds
to a local minimum of the potential.

Drawing the surfaces R. = constant illustrates the way in which light rays are
deflected and, in particular, where circular light rays exist. These equipotential surfaces
generalise the relativistic Von Zeipel cylinders which were introduced by Abramowicz
[10, 11] already in the 1970s and have been discussed in many papers. To make the
connection, we specify R4 to the case that g, = 0 and w, = 0. By , gt = 0 implies
919, < 0 and, if we exclude causality violation, g, < 0, hence

Ry =R_=—,|-2%2 4, (24)
Gt

which is exactly the potential whose equipotential surfaces have been called the
relativistic Von Zeipel cylinders in axisymmetric and static spacetimes, see e.g.
Abramowicz [12]. (For vacuum light rays, these equipotential surfaces are, of
course, independent of the frequency constant wg.) In flat spacetime, where we
can choose cylindrical polar coordinates such that g, = —1 and g,, = p?, these
equipotential surfaces are indeed straight cylinders in three-dimensional space, i.e., they
are represented by vertical lines in the (2%, 23) = (p, 2) half-plane. In curved spacetimes,
however, they do not always have the topology of a cylinder. Therefore, the name should
be taken with a grain of salt.

As shown by Abramowicz [12], particles in timelike motion along a circle a2 =
constant experience a centrifugal force that points in the direction of the negative
gradient of the potential , with a prefactor that depends on the velocity. The
potential itself is actually independent of the velocity, so the interpretation as a potential
for the centrifugal force is also valid for particles that move at the speed of light (although
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in this case the prefactor becomes infinite). In the general case, allowing for a non-zero
g+, and a non-zero wy, the first term on the right-hand side of can be viewed as
a potential for the Coriolis force and the second one as a potential for the centrifugal
force. Note that the plasma only influences the centrifugal force. For a discussion of Von
Zeipel cylinders in the case that w, = 0 but g,, # 0 we refer to Jefremov and Perlick [1§]
where two possible definitions are compared. One of them corresponds to our potential
specified to w, = 0, the other one, denoted R in [I8], is of no relevance for the
present paper.

5. Properties of the potentials R

5.1. Domain of definition of the potentials R

From the discussion at the end of Section [3| we know that circular light rays can exist
only where , and hold. Correspondingly, we consider the potential R, for
fixed wy > 0, on the open subset of the (x?, 23)-plane where

s — GitGop > 0, (25)
2

gt2t+w§<j:gt<p+ ’gt<p|> >O> (26)

wg + cu; g > 0. (27)

If this set is not connected, we have to consider the potential R4 on each connected
component separately. Let us choose one of these connected components, denoted V..
In the following we will discuss the various possibilities for V.. We first observe that the
open set where holds need not be connected. We denote the connected component
that contains our chosen V4 by the letter . We call the open subset of U where
holds U .

If g4+ < 0 on all of U, gives no further restriction, hence U, = U_ =U. If
—w? gy is bounded on U, i.e. if

sup(—w> gu) < 00, (28)

R, and R_ are defined on all of U if the frequency constant wy has been chosen such
that w2 > Sup(—wg git), i.e. V4 =V_ =U. For smaller values of wy, the sets V, and
V_ are further restricted; on the boundary of these restricted domains light rays are
tangent to a t-line, i.e., they “stand still”.

If g > 0 on all of U, it is again true that gives no further restriction, hence
Uy =U_ =U, hence V; = V_ =U for all wy > 0 and in the case that w, is bounded
away from zero on U even for wy = 0.

The situation is more complicated if g;; takes positive and negative values on ¢. In
this case we decompose U into the sets

U = {(2* 2% e U | gu(a®,2°) < 0}, (29)
U = {(2*,2°) e U | gu(s*, 2% > 0}, (30)
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S = {(xQ,x?’) cu ! gu(2?,2°) = O} . (31)

U°" and U8 are open while S is closed in Y. If U is the domain of outer communication
of a Kerr black hole, U°'®¢ is the ergoregion, U°" is the region outside the ergoregion,
and § is the boundary of the ergoregion in U.

Because of gt, must be non-zero on §. Let us assume that g, < 0 on S.
Then, by , U, =U and U_ = U" UU". TIf holds on U the potential R, is
defined on the domain V, = U for all wy > sup(—wggtt). For R_ we have to consider
the domains U°" and U8 separately. If holds on U°", then R_ is defined on all
of U™ for all wy > sup(—wg gt), so for these values of wy one possibility for our chosen
domain of definition is V_ = U°". On U*® the potential R_ is defined for all wy > 0
and in the case that w, is bounded away from zero on this domain even for wy = 0, so for
these values of wy our chosen domain of definition can be V_ = 8. If S is approached
from Uy, the potential R_ goes to —oo; the same is true for R _ /Or unless dgy;/Or
goes to zero. Correspondingly, if S is approached from U, the potential R_ goes to
+00; the same is true for OR_/Or unless 0gy/Or goes to zero. The potential R and
its derivative are finite and continuous if S is crossed.

The statements of the previous paragraph are also true in the case that g,, > 0 on
S, just with the potentials R, and R_ interchanged.

A further decomposition of U is necessary if g;, takes positive and negative values
on S, which is possible only if S is disconnected. We will not work out such cases here.

5.2. Coordinate transformations

We are free to make coordinate transformations of the form
test=t+h(z* ), o= p=+xp, 23 =f(2?2°) (32)

where h, f? and f? are functions of (22, x3) that are arbitrary except for the condition
that they define an allowed coordinate transformation, i.e, that the determinant of the
(2 x 2)-matrix (9f/0x7) is non-zero.

Under such a transformaton,

. Oh(x?, 2%) . L Of'(a*a?)

dt:dt+Td:ﬂ , dp==+dp, dI :Td:p : (33)
hence

2_2 i_ii ofi(x?,23) 0 0 _8h(x2,x3)2 (34)

ot ot’ 0p T~ 0p’ oxi  0xf Ot oxrt Ot
This implies that

i > gtt =0it, Gip gtgo = :l:gtgoa Jop 7 ggogo = Yo (35)
and, thus,

gia — 9tt9pp gip — Jtt Jpp = Qt%p — 9ty - (36)
As also

Pt & Pr =D, (37)
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the potentials R, and R_ remain unchanged. Of course, after the transformation we
have to express them in terms of the new coordinates (f?(z? 2%)), f3(2?, 2%)).

The transformations allow, e.g., in the Schwarzschild spacetime to switch from
standard Schwarzschild coordinates to Eddington-Finkelstein or Painlevé-Gullstrand
coordinates.

Note that, apart from a trivial rescaling of the time coordinate, t — kt with a
constant k, the transformations are indeed the most general ones that preserve all
our assumptions. A transformation of the form ¢ + t+€; !¢ with a non-zero constant g
would leave each of the two potentials R, and R_ invariant up to an additive constant,
but it would violate the periodicity condition ; the p-lines would no longer be closed.

5.3. Sign conventions

There are several conventions that go into our definition of R.. Firstly, it is not
necessary, though convenient, to require that the force points into the direction of the
negative gradient of the potential. This means that one could put a minus sign in front
of one potential, or both.

Secondly, it is arbitrary which potential we label with a plus sign and which with
a minus sign. We have chosen the signs such that ¢ is positive for the upper sign and
negative for the lower sign, see . This, however, does not in general determine the
sign of the angular velocity

¢
Q=% (38)

because ¢, which is given according to by

2 2
. Wy + Wi g
[0 g VT (39)
gt Gt/ th‘p — GGy

may have either sign. This is related to the question of whether the chosen
parametrisation is future-oriented or past-oriented with respect to a time orientation.

If gy, > 0 (i.e., if there is no causality violation), the hypersurfaces t = constant
are spacelike, i.e., t is a time function which defines a time orientation. Then, if g; < 0
(i.e., outside of an ergoregion), the first term in dominates the second one, so
our convention wy > 0 implies that f is positive for both signs, so all light rays are
future-oriented and 2 has the same sign as ¢. (Recall that, actually, the case wy = 0
is forbidden if gy < 0.) If, on the other hand, g, > 0 (i.e., inside an ergoregion), ([25))
requires g, # 0, so the second term in dominates the first one. Our convention
wo > 0 implies that £ > 0 if gt < 0 and t <0 if Gip, > 0. (Here the case wy = 0 is
possible provided that w, # 0.) So we have to keep in mind that inside an ergoregion our
light rays are parametrised in a future-oriented way for one sign and in a past-oriented
way for the other.
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If g,, < 0 (i.e. in a causality-violating region), it depends on w, which term in (39)
dominates, so no general statements are possible about the sign of the angular velocity
Q.

Thirdly, we could use, instead of R.., a function of R4 that has the same critical
points, e.g. the negative inverse whose gradient is given by

a (-1 1 OR.
) iy 4
o’ (Ri> R3 Ot (40)

The relation between the potentials and their inverses can be read from the identity

guRyR_ = (gtzgo - gttggoso) W; — Gy Wy - (41)
Note, however, that in our equation the prefactor of the gradient on the right-hand
side is strictly negative and finite at all points where and hold, i.e., at all points
where circular light rays may exist. This is no longer true if we replace R+ by —1/R:
The new prefactor is still non-negative, but it is infinite at points where Ry has a zero.
This unwanted feature is avoided if we use Ry rather than its negative inverse. We

also mention that in the vacuum case, but not in a plasma, the inverse potentials give
directly the angular velocity ,

W2 it
Get WG + p22
Wo€ Wo
0= i (42)
Fwo/Gis = Gppdut — G /W8 +wW2gu 7 T
In the case w, = 0, the inverse potentials 1/Ry have been used for studying

gravitational lensing in the Kerr-Newman spacetime by Hasse and Perlick [19]. Using a
different sign convention, Cunha et al [I3], 14}, [15] have utilised these potentials in their
work on the existence of circular vacuum light rays in axially symmetric and stationary
spacetimes. We will generalise their results to the plasma case in the next section. The
above arguments demonstrate that, in particular in the presence of a plasma, it is more
convenient and more natural to choose Ry rather than their inverses.

5.4. Properties of the potentials R4 near a horizon

For analysing the properties of the potentials when a horizon is approached, we choose
spherical polar coordinates (¢, @, r, ) such that the horizon is represented as the
hypersurface 7 = 7,. Then the metric coefficients gap and ¢ and their derivatives
are finite on the horizon. As we are free to change to horizon-penetrating coordinates,
by a transformation , we may even assume that all metric coefficients g, and g"”
and their derivatives are finite on the horizon.

A horizon is a lightlike hypersurface with finite circumference, so we must have

o = 9190 = 0, Gop >0 (43)
at all points on the horizon with 0 < ¥ < w. We denote the domain of outer

communication of the black hole by &. By definition, this is the open set adjacent
to the horizon where holds. We choose the coordinate r such that r > r;, on U.
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In order to derive the limit behaviour of the potentials and their derivatives at the
horizon, we have to make sure that both potentials are defined on a subset of U which
is adjacent to the horizon. This is achieved by requiring that —wf) gy is bounded on a
neighbourhood of the horizon and that we have chosen a frequency constant wg such
that w? > Sup( — wg gtt). In addition we also have to assume that the condition

Ow?
\ Iio = 9udee 5.0 =0 (44)

holds for » — 7. This is certainly true if the gradient of wg is bounded near the horizon.
For deriving the limit of R4 for » — r; we first observe that

I Re _ FGrpto + \/915290 - gttgsoso\/w(% + wign
Ri  RiRe —~WhGpp + w2 (gt2<p - gttgw) .

(45)

If we exclude the case wy = 0, which will be considered at the end of this section, we
find with the help of our assumption that w3 > sup( — wg gtt) that
1 Jte
R. F G o0 — —0 (46)
for r — 7. Here we write —0 to indicate that the limit is approached from below.
To evaluate this result further, we first consider the case of a non-rotating horizon,
i.e., we assume that g,, = 0 and thus g;; = 0 on the horizon. From (46| we read that
then

Ry — —00 (47)

for r — r,. This case covers all spherically symmetric and static black holes and also,
e.g., the NUT metric. In the latter case g, is non-zero in general, but it is zero on the
horizon.

The situation is different if the horizon rotates, i.e., if g, # 0 and hence g > 0 on
the horizon. From (46]) we read that then

gtgo
GppWo

Ri—>:|:

(48)

r=ry,
i.e., the potentials approach finite and non-zero values that are equal in magnitude and
opposite in sign. This case covers all metrics that describe stationarily rotating black
holes such as the Kerr metric.

Knowing the limit behaviour of the potentials, we now derive the limit behaviour of
their derivatives. We will see that in this case it makes a difference whether the horizon
is degenerate or non-degenerate. We start out from the equations

1 n I Ry+R- 2 \/gt%p - gttg@@\/wg + w2gs (49)
R- Ry RyR- _gwwwg + W;% (9t2¢ - gtt!]@@)

and
1 1 _Re=R-_ 2 gipto (50)
Ro Ry RiR- —gopwd +w2(02 — gudes)
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which follow directly from (21)). Differentiating these equations, and excluding again
the case wy = 0, shows that

2\ /Wi + wlgn 01/ 92, — gy
1 1 _ 0 tt ¢ tt
OR+ OR N \/ » \/ ¢ * 0 (51)

R%E or  R* Or G or

and
1 OR, 1 OR_

R_%FW TR o stays finite (52)

if the horizon is approached. Here we have used our assumptions that wj > :sup(—cuf7 gtt)
and that holds.

If the horizon is non-degenerate, 94/ gip — 1Yy Or goes to +oo for r — rj,. (Recall
that we approach the horizon from the side where r > r,.) As Ry does not go to 0,
and imply that

OR+
or

— —00 (53)

for r — ry,.
If the horizon is degenerate, 0, /gt?g, — guYysp/Or approaches a finite and positive

value for  — r5,. In the non-rotating case, where R — oo, (p1)) and (52)) imply that

again holds. In the rotating case, however, where holds, and imply
that the derivatives of the potentials approach finite values.

Finally, we consider the case wy = 0 which was left out so far. In this case the
potentials, which are defined near the horizon only if g; > 0 and wf, > 0, reduce to

w
Ry=R_= \/% \/975250 — GttGpyp - (54)

From this expression and from its r-derivative we read that no general statements about

the limit behaviour of the potentials and their derivatives are possible: Apart from the
obviuous fact that the limit of R, = R_ cannot be negative, everything is possible,
depending on the limit behaviour of g, w, and dw,/0r.

So we see that the case that wy = 0 and the case that the horizon is rotating and
degenerate are special. In all other cases OR~ /0r goes to —oo if a horizon is approached.
This implies that there is a positive r¢(1) such that neither the potential R itself nor
any small perturbation thereof has a critical point in the domain

Uy, = {(rsind,rcosd) |rp, <r <rp+60),0<d<m}, (55)

or on its boundary. Here the case that 6(¢) — 0 for sin — 0 cannot be excluded.

We keep in mind that this is true not only for vacuum light rays but also in a plasma,
provided that w§ > sup( — w2 g,) and that holds.
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5.5. Properties of the potentials R+ on an axis

In order to analyse the properties of the potentials near a regular axis of symmetry,
we use cylindrical polar coordinates (t, ¢, p, z) such that the axis is represented as the
boundary p = 0 of the half-plane p > 0. The axis is called regular if the metric satisfies
the condition of “elementary flatness” there. This means that the coordinates can be
chosen such that on the interval z; < 2z < 25 where the axis is regular there is a strictly
positive function f(z) such that

g — —f(2?, e o0, T2, (56)
P p

) ) 19

ﬁ—m, gt“"—>0, - g‘p‘p—>2, (57)

dp dp p Op

for p — 0. This implies that

0,/92, —
1 / gtga GttGpe
N gt2cp - gttg&p&p — f(Z) ) — f(Z) ) (58)

p dp

for p — 0.

We have to make sure that the domain of definition of R4 extends to the axis. This
requires that we have to assume that —wﬁ gy 18 bounded near the axis, and we have to
choose a frequency constant wy such that wg > sup( — wf, gtt). Moreover, we have to
require that

2

p %—C‘Z) — 0 (59)

for p — 0. This condition, which is analogous to , is certainly true if the gradient
of w? is bounded near the axis.

Then the axis is on the boundary of the domain where the potential R is defined,

for both signs, and we find

OR+ 1
R 0, —— +—4/wd 2 0 60

for p — 0. This is true for all values of z in the interval z; < z < z, where the axis is
regular.

This observation has important consequences for spacetimes that are asymptotically
flat, see Section below. If this is true, and if the axis is regular on an interval
21 < z < 0o, we have f(z) — 1 for z — oco. As the square-root in is strictly
positive, the gradient of Ry is bounded away from zero near the axis, i.e., there is a
constant py such that neither the potential R4 itself nor any small perturbation thereof
has a critical point in the domain 0 < p < 2pg, 21 < 2z < oo. Similarly, if the axis is
regular on the interval —oo < z < z, asymptotic flatness implies that f(z) — 1 for
z — —00, so there is a constant py such that neither the potential itself nor any small
perturbation thereof can have a critical point on the domain 0 < p < 2 py, —00 < 2 < 25.
We will later apply this result to asymptotically flat spacetimes where the entire axis
is regular, i.e. z; = —o0 and 29 = 00, and to asymptotically flat black-hole spacetimes
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with horizon at 1/ p? + 22 = r, where the axis is regular between the horizon and infinity,
i.e. the result is true for any z; > r, and any 2o < —rj,. Note that the limiting values
z1 =rp and zo = —ry, are indeed included because f(z) does not go to oo for z — +rp:
It goes to 0 for a non-rotating horizon and to a non-zero finite value for a rotating
horizon.

5.0. Properties of the potentials Ry at infinity

We now turn to an investigation of the behaviour of the potentials at infinity. We assume
that the spacetime is asymptotically flat in the sense that we may choose spherical polar
coordinates (t, ¢, r, 1) such that

Jte G
— —1 —— =0 —1, 61
Gt " rsind T or2gin®y (61)
ol gy 1 0g
2= 0, 2 50, P52 62
" or or rsin®y Or (62)

for r — oo and 0 < ¢ < 7. This implies that

A/ gt%p — GttGpp ) a\/ 91,»2<p — GttGpyp
e — %
7 sind ’ or

We have to assume that —wi gi 18 bounded at infinity, and we have to choose a frequency

— sind. (63)

constant wy with w3 > sup( - wf, gtt). Moreover, we have to require that

T 0w?
th(p — GttGpp 8_7“10 —0 (64)

for r — oo which is certainly true if the gradient of wf, falls off stronger than 1/r.
Then it is straight-forward to verify that

OR4(r, )
or

for r — oco. As the square-root is bounded away from zero this guarantees that there

Ri(r,9) — —o0, + sin? \/oJS + wy(r,9)2gu(r,9) = 0 (65)

is an 79(?) such that neither the potential R itself nor any small perturbation thereof
has a critical point in the domain 7¢(9)/2 < r < 00, 0 < ¥ < w. We cannot exclude the
possibility that r¢(¢) — oo for sing — 0.

6. Existence theorems for circular light rays

Cunha et al. [13][14] 15] have proven existence theorems for circular light rays in vacuum
(i.e. for circular lightlike geodesics) in axially symmetric and stationary spacetimes. To
that end they have used two potentials H. that are related to our potentials Ry by the
equation Hy = F1/R if the latter are restricted to the case that w, = 0. The reasons
why we use Ry, rather than H, have been outlined in Section [5.3] The fact that R
is well defined also for w, # 0 allows us to generalize the results of Cunha et al. to the
plasma case.
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Following Cunha et al. closely, we utilise the Brouwer degree, which is a standard
concept in differential topology, and the fact that it is a homotopy invariant. The
Brouwer degree is defined for a smooth (C? would do) function f from a compact
manifold K to a manifold A/ of the same dimension. In our case f is the gradient of the
potential R, K is the closure of an open and bounded subset of the connected domain
V. where the potential Ry is defined, and N is R%. One has to assume that 0 is a
regular value of f. In our case, this means that R is a Morse function, i.e. that at all
critical points of the potential its Hessian is non-degenerate. As we have the positive
definite metric ¢¥ at our disposal, this assumption is tantamount to the condition that
the (2 x 2)-matrix (¢*0*R/0x*0x7) has two non-zero eigenvalues, so its determinant
is non-zero. Following the terminology of Cunha et al., we assign to each critical point
a “topological charge” which, by definition, is the sign of this determinant. In other
words, the topological charge is +1 if the critical point is an extremum (i.e., a local
minimum or a local maximum), while it is —1 if the critical point is a saddle. The
Brouwer degree of the map f is defined as the sum of the topological charges over all
critical points. If the potential has no critical points, it is a Morse function and one
assigns the Brouwer degree 0 to its gradient. Now the homotopy invariance of the degree
says that two maps f°: K — N and f!: K — N have the same degree if they can be
deformed into each other by a one-parameter family of maps f¢: K — N, continuously
depending on ¢ € [0, 1], such that f° does not take the value 0 on the boundary of K,
for all € € [0,1]. While every textbook on differential topology discusses the homotopy
invariance of the Brouwer degree, some of them restrict to the case that K is closed,
i.e., compact without boundary. A complete proof for the case that K is compact with
boundary, which is the case of relevance to us, can be found e.g. in the book by Dinca
and Mawhin [20].

If applied to our potentials R, and R_, the homotopy invariance of the Brouwer
degree gives us the following result.

Proposition 2. Consider a one-parameter family of axially symmetric and stationary
spacetimes with metrics g7, and axially symmetric and stationary plasma frequencies
w,, depending continuously on a parameter ¢ € [0,1]. Let R% be the corresponding
potentials, defined on the open and connected subsets V5. Assume that there is a
family of compact subsets K¢ and a family of diffeomorphisms K. — K%, depending
continuously on ¢ € [0, 1], such that all critical points of R%. are contained in the interior
of K5. If RY and RL are Morse functions, then the number of critical points of RL
differs from the number of critical points of RY. by an even number 2n, where n of the
additional critical points are saddles and the other n are extrema.

When applying this proposition one has to make sure that R7 satisfies all the
assumptions. The proposition is not applicable if RY. or R fails to be a Morse function.
Then its critical points need not be isolated, i.e., there may be a continuum of critical
points which means that the number of critical points is infinite and not even countable.
Morse functions are generic in the sense that every non-Morse function becomes a Morse
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function under an appropriate small perturbation. Also, the proposition is not applicable
if both functions RY and R are Morse functions but if one of them has infinitely many
critical points. As critical points are isolated if they are non-degenerate, it is not possible
that infinitely many of them are contained in a compact set. Finally, it is possible that
RL and RY are Morse functions all of whose critical points lie in the interior of a
compact set KL, but that it is impossible to find a deformation RS and compact sets
%, both depending continuously on ¢, such that the critical points of RY are in the
interior of K. for all € € [0, 1]; this situation happens if, intuitively speaking, R has a
critical point at infinity. Examples for all three cases will be given in Section below.
In their first paper Cunha et al. [I3] considered the case that w, = 0 throughout,
and they applied what we have formulated as Proposition [2[ to the case that ggy is the
metric of a spacetime without circular light rays and g}w is the metric of a spacetime with
circular light rays. The interpretation is that 92,/ describes the spacetime of a regular
star before it undergoes gravitational collapse, while g}w describes the corresponding
spacetime after the star has collapsed to an ultracompact object that is not a black
hole. The crucial observation is that, in our notation, circular light rays of the metric
g}w come in pairs, always a saddle together with an extremum. In their follow-up papers,
Cunha et al. [I4], [15] investigated the Brouwer degree of the gradients of their potentials
for black-hole spacetimes.
Our generalisation to the plasma case allows for applications where both the
spacetime metric and the plasma density are deformed. We will concentrate, however,
in the following on one-parameter families of the form

i= &Wo + i\/gt%p — Gty \/W(Q) + ew2 gt (66)
Get Gt

where the spacetime metric is kept fixed. R%. is defined on the domain V. where RY
is defined, for all € € [0,1], if —w? gy is bounded on Vi and w§ > sup( — wy g). In
all applications we will assume that this is the case. For other values of wy one could
apply Proposition [2| as well, but one would have to consider domains V5 that depend
on € and possibly also frequency constants wy that depend on ¢.

Moreover, we have to make sure that RL and RY are Morse functions and that
all critical points of R% are contained in the interior of a compact set K. (If all R
are defined on the same domain V., there is no need to consider e-dependent compact
sets.) Then Proposition [2] guarantees that the circular light rays in the plasma density
wf, differ from the circular vacuum light rays on the same spacetime by n saddles and n
extrema. This implies, in particular, that there is at least one circular light ray in the
plasma if there is an odd number of circular light rays in vacuum. In other words, by
introducing a plasma we cannot destroy all circular light rays if their number is odd.

Note that Proposition |2/ has to be applied to R, and R_ separately and that these
two potentials may have different domains of definition.

In the following sections we will consider several specific axially symmetric and
stationary spacetimes. We will discuss the general results for circular light rays that
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can be concluded from Proposition [2| and we will illustrate this with particular plasma
densities.

7. Regular spacetimes

In this section we exemplify Proposition [2| with the case that the axially symmetric and
stationary spacetime and the axially symmetric and stationary plasma density under
coonsideration are regular. By that we mean that the metric and the plasma density
are defined on the entire half-plane

U={(p,2)|p>0, —c0<z<oo}={(rsind,rcosd,)|r>0,0<d <7}, (67)

that holds on U, that p = 0 is a regular axis (recall Section , that the spacetime
is asymptotically flat (recall Section , and that the plasma density is bounded on
the half-plane U. These assumptions allow us to choose a frequency constant wy such
that w? > sup( — wﬁ gtt). If we connect with the vacuum case on the same spacetime by
defining the one-parameter family of potentials , we find that R is defined on the
entire halfplane U for all € € [0, 1].

If in addition the conditions and hold for rsinY — 0 and r — oo,
respectively, the results of Sections 5.5 and guarantee that there is a compact subset
IC of U such that all critical points of RS lie in the interior of K, for all € € [0,1,]. In
the notation of Sections [5.5] and [5.6] this compact set is of the form

K ={(rsind,rcosd,)|rsind > pg, r < re(9)}. (68)

If RY and R are Morse functions, which is generically true, Proposition [2 guarantees
that the circular light rays in the plasma density wf, differ from the circular light rays in
vacuum by n saddles and n extrema. This result can be applied, e.g., to the spacetime
of a star that is not ultracompact or to Minkowski spacetime. In both cases RY has no
critical points, so in the plasma the number of circular light rays must be even.

In the following we illustrate this situation with plasma densities on Minkowski
spacetime. We choose three examples where the assumptions of Proposition [2| are not
satisfied, just to demonstrate in which situations this is the case.

7.1. Minkowsk: spacetime

In this section we give three examples for plasma densities on Minkowski spacetime.
Note that then the light rays in the plasma are timelike geodesics of the conformally
rescaled metric wﬁgw, i.e., they mimic the motion of freely falling massive particles in
this rescaled metric. In this sense, light propagation in a plasma on Minkowski spacetime
may be viewed as an example of analogue gravity.

In each of the three following examples we choose a frequency constant such that
the potentials are defined on the entire half-plane , but that the assumptions
of Proposition [2f are violated in three different ways: In the first example Ry = R fails
to be a Morse function, in the second it is a Morse function but it has infinitely many
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critical points (which is possible because in this example the gradient of the potential
is unbounded) and in the third we choose wj equal to the supremum of —w? gy, rather
than strictly bigger.

In the first example we consider Minkowski spacetime in cylindrical polar
coordinates (t, ¢, p, 2),

git = _17 Gpp = PQ, Gpp = 1 92z = 1. (69)

All other metric coefficients are zero. Then the two potentials coincide,

Ri(p,2) =R-(p,2) = —pJwi — wp(p, 2)*. (70)

We choose the plasma density
wy(p, 2)? = w? sin? 2 (71)
Po
where w, is a constant with the dimension of a frequency and p is a constant with
the dimension of a length. Then —wf, gy is bounded on the half-plane U, with
sup( - wf, gtt) = w?. We choose a frequency constant wy > w, which guarantees that

.2 P
+ Y - bl — 2 —
Ri(p,z) =R_(p,2) p\/wg — W3 Sln2p (72)
0

is defined on the entire half-plane U/. However, there is a continuum of critical points,
located on infinitely many vertical lines in ¢ which are given by the equation
w? sin- (sinﬁ + 2 cos 2 ) =wz, (73)
Po Po  Po Po
so the potential fails to be a Morse function and Proposition [2 is not applicable.
For the second (equally contrived) example we consider again Minkowski spacetime,
this time in spherical polar coordinates (¢, @, r, 1), with the non-zero metric coefficients

git = —1 y o Gpp = r251n219, Grr = 1 y oy = 7'2 . (74)
We choose the plasma density
wy(r,9)? = w? sin? : (75)
To

where w, is a constant with the dimension of a frequency and ry is a constant with
the dimension of a length. Again, —wf, gy is bounded on the half-plane U with
sup( — wlf gtt) = w?. We choose an wy > w,. which guarantees that

R(r,9) =R (r,9) = —rsind \/wg — e w? sin? (76)

To

is defined on the entire half-plane rsind > 0, for all € € [0, 1]. In this case, R} and R

are, indeed, Morse functions. However, as the gradient of ’R}r is

, A T A r
sind | wi — wZsin — (sm — + —cos —)
ORL (r,9) _ To To To To o)
or \/ ) s o7 ’
wi — w? cos?—

To
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sl

Figure 1. This picture shows the equipotential lines R, = R_ = constant for the
plasma density on Minkowski spacetime for wy = \/Ewc in the (rsind, r cos ¥)-
halfplane U. rg is chosen as the unit on the axes. The circular light rays are marked
by black dots. There are infinitely many saddles with local maxima in between. The
saddles are minima (stable) in r direction and maxima (unstable) in ¢ direction. The
potential goes, in an oscillatory fashion, to —oo for r sin ¢ — oco.

ORL (r, 9 r
% = —rcosﬁ\/wg—wg(ZOSQ—, (78)
To
RL has infinitely many isolated critical points, located at
wgzwfsini<sin1+1cosi), 9 =", (79)
To To To To 2

so Proposition [2] is again not applicable; we cannot find a compact subset of ¢ which
contains all critical points of RY. This can happen only because (64) is violated for
r — oo. Fig. shows the potential for wy = 1/4/3 we.
For the final example on Minkowski spacetime we work again in cylindrical polar
coordinates . We choose the plasma density
2 welpg+ (p = po)*)
- 2 2 2 (80)
25+ (p— po)* + =

where again w, is a constant with the dimension of a frequency and p, is a constant

wp(p, 2)

with the dimension of a length. This time we choose wg = w, for which the potentials

Re(p.2) = RE (. 2) = p\/w2 el + (o —ro)) (51)

O 22+ (p—ro)? + 22
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Figure 2. This picture shows the equipotential lines R, = R_ = constant for the
plasma density on Minkowski spacetime in the (p, z)-half-plane U, with py used
as the units on the axes. We have chosen wy equal to w. which implies that the strict
inequality wy > wy(p, z) holds for all 0 < p < co but not in the limit p — co. The
picture shows that there is exactly one circular light ray, namely a saddle, marked by
a black dot. In this case the assumptions of Proposition [2| are violated because it is
impossible to find a one-parameter family of compact sets such that the critical points
of RY are in their interior for all € € [0, 1].

are indeed defined on the entire half-plane {(p, z) | p>0, —0 <2< oo}. In this case
RL and RY are Morse functions. RY has no critical points whereas R} has exactly
one critical point, namely a saddle, see Fig. Clearly, this can be reconciled with
Proposition [2] only if one of the assumptions of this Proposition is violated. This is
indeed the case: For 0.992 5 € < 1 the potential RS has two critical points, a saddle
and a local maximum. With ¢ — 1 the maximum moves to infinity while the saddle
approaches the saddle of the potential R} which lies in the interior of the half-plane U.
Therefore it is impossible to include all critical points in a compact set, or in a family of
compact sets that depend continuously on e. This situation cannot occur if wg is strictly
bigger than the supremum of —wﬁ Jit-

8. Black-hole spacetimes

In this section we apply Proposition [2| to the domain of outer communication U of a
black hole. We assume that g,, > 0, i.e. that there is no causality violation, on U
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which guarantees that ¢ is a time function. Moreover, we restrict to the case that the
spacetime is asymptotically flat and that the axis is regular outside the horizon, recall
Sections and [5.6] Note that these assumptions are not satisfied, e.g., in the NUT
spacetime, which features a causality-violating region.

The domain of outer communication is the set

U={(p,z)|r; <p*+2*, p>0, —00 < z < oo}
={(rsind,rcos?)|r, <r<oo,0<v <7} (82)

where r = r, is the horizon.

We first consider black holes without an ergoregion, i.e., we assume that g; < 0 on
all of U. If we connect with the vacuum case by the one-parameter family of potentials
(66), our assumptions guarantee that RS is defined on Vi = U, for all ¢ € [0, 1],
provided that —wﬁ gi is bounded on U and that we choose a frequency constant wy with
wi > sup( — wg gtt) where the supremum is to be taken over &. Moreover, if the plasma
density satisfies conditions , and at the horizon, at the regular axis and at
infinity, respectively, then the results of Sections [5.4] and guarantee that there
is a compact subset K of U such that the citical points of R% lie in the interior of I,
for all € € [0,1]. This compact set is of the form

IC:{(rsinﬂ,rcosﬁ)‘rsinﬁZpo, rh—|—5§7“§r0} (83)

with some positive pg, 0 and ryp. Then the one-parameter family satisfies the
assumptions of Proposition [2| for all € € [0,1], provided that RL = R. and RY are
Morse functions. In this case, the number of critical points of RL differs from the
number of critical points of Ry by an even number. As RS — —oo at the horizon
and at infinity, each RS must have at least one critical point. Actually, for RY (i.e.,
vacuum light rays) in spherically symmetric and static black-hole spacetimes the latter
observation is rather trivial and well known, see e.g. Hasse and Perlick [21], Section 6.1,
or Perlick [22], Section 4.3.

We now turn to the case that there is an ergoregion. Disregarding more complicated
situations, we will assume in the following that U°", U/*"® and S are connected, where
we use the notation of Section [5.1] To fix the sign ambiguity of the potentials inside an
ergoregion (recall Section , we assume that there g, < 0. This is no restriction of
generality, because we are free to transform ¢ — —¢ and g, cannot have zeros inside
an ergoregion. If the ergoregion extends to the horizon, this sign convention means that
prograde (¢ > 0) light rays are co-rotating with the horizon.

The potential R, which describes future-oriented (f > 0) prograde (¢ > 0) light
rays, is defined on V. = U. In contrast to the case without an ergoregion, it is not
guaranteed that there is at least one critical point, because R, does not go to —oo at
the horizon. If the horizon is non-degenerate, our assumptions on the plasma density
imply that the critical points of R lie inside a compact set. If RY and R} are Morse
functions, Proposition 2| guarantees that the number of critical points of RY differs from
the number of critical points of RY. by an even number.
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The potential R_ has to be considered on U°" and U®® separately. If —wﬁ Gyt 18
bounded on U°", we can choose a frequency constant wy with w2 > sup( —wf, gtt), where
the supremum is to be taken over U°". Then R_ is defined on V_ = Y°"*. On this
domain R_ describes future-oriented (f > 0) retrograde (¢ < 0) light rays. V_ = U
extends to infinity and its boundary may contain points on the regular axis, on the set
S where g = 0 and on the horizon. In order to make sure that all critical points of R_
in U,y lie inside a compact set, we need the additional assumptions that the horizon is
non-degenerate (if Uy, extends to the horizon) and that dgy/Or does not go to zero if
a point on S is approached from ¢/°". If R! and R are Morse functions, Proposition
guarantees that the number of critical points of RY differ from the number of critical
points of R? by an even number. As R° goes to —oo for r — 0o and if a point on S is
approached, this potential must have at least one critical point, for all € € [0, 1].

On the other hand, we can also consider R_ on the domain V_ = /8. There the
potential R_ is defined for all wy > 0 and if the supremum of —wf, gy 1s strictly negative
on U® also for wy = 0. On this domain R_ describes past-oriented (f < 0) retrograde
(¢ < 0) light rays, i.e, if we reparametrise the light rays in the future-oriented sense,
then they are prograde. This reflects the known fact that inside an ergoregion timelike
or lightlike curves cannot be retrograde. (Recall that we have fixed the sign ambiguity
by requiring ¢;, < 0 in the ergoregion.) The boundary of /" may consist of points
on the set S where g, = 0 and of points on the horizon, including possibly the points
where the horizon meets the axis. If dg;/Or does not go to zero if a point on S is
approached from /¢, and if the horizon is non-degenerate, our assmptions guarantee
that the critical points of R_ in /*™® lie inside a compact set. Hence, if RY and R? are
Morse functions, the number of critical points of R differs from the number of critical
points of RY by an even number. In this case the existence of at least one critical point
is not guaranteed because R_ approaches a finite value at the horizon.

An important conclusion from this section is that in a black-hole spacetime with
an ergoregion that extends to the horizon the existence of a future-oriented co-rotating
circular light ray is not guaranteed, while there is always at least one counter-rotating
circular light ray, necessarily outside the ergoregion. So it is possible that in the vacuum
case there is an even number of co-rotating circular light rays which are all destroyed if
a plasma is introduced.

8.1. Schwarzschild spacetime

In spherical polar coordinates (¢, ¢, r, 1) the Schwarzschild spacetime has the following

non-zero metric coefficients:
2m

gu(r,9) = —(1 — T> . Gop(r,0) = r?sin ¥, (84)

o) = (1 27’”)1  gon(r,9) = 12 (85)
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with a positive mass parameter m, hence

r2sin 9 ) 2m
— - — _ 2 _
Ra(r9) = Ro(ryd) = ———— =\ Juf = w,(r. ) (1 - ) . (86)
is valid on the domain of outer communication
U={(rsind,rcosd)|r>2m,0<d<m}. (87)

If the plasma density is a function of r only, we may restrict to the equatorial plane
and discuss the properties of light rays in terms of a one-dimensional effective potential
Ve (). So if we want to demonstrate the merits of the formalism developed here we
have to consider plasma densities that depend on r and . We will assume that —wg Gt
is bounded on . Then the potential is defined on all of U for w2 > sup( — wf) gtt).

In vacuum, calculating the gradient of Ry = R_ and equating it to zero produces
the well-known result that there is one circular light ray, located at r = 3m and ¥ = /2.
Calculating the second derivatives shows that this critical point is a maximum (unstable)
in the r-direction and a minimum (stable) in the ¢ direction, so it is a saddle.

In the plasma case, with w2 > Sup( — g gtt), we read from that R, = R_
goes to —oo at infinity and at the horizon, which exemplifies our general results. This
observation already demonstrates that there must be at least one circular light ray in
Uu.

Stronger statements are possible if we use Proposition . If , and are
satisfied if the horizon, the regular axis or infinity is approached, the critical points of
the potential RS are confined to a compact set. If RL is a Morse function, Proposition
shows that in comparison to the vacuum case (one saddle) there can be 2n additional
circular light rays, n extrema and n saddles, so there are n extrema and n + 1 saddles.

If the plasma density is symmetric with respect to the equatorial plane, then each
extremum in the northern hemisphere must be accompanied by a similar extremum
in the southern hemisphere, and the same is true for saddles. Therefore, at least one
extremum lies in the equatorial plane if n is odd and at least one saddle lies in the
equatorial plane if n is even.

As a specific example, we consider the plasma density.

e w? (r? + 16 m? sin®9) (58)

p 7a2

where w, is a constant with the dimension of a frequency. It was already briefly
mentioned in Perlick [23] that in this case there are three circular light rays, one in
the equatorial plane and two off the equatorial plane. For off-equatorial circular light
rays in a plasma on Schwarzschild or Kerr spacetime we also refer to Perlick and Tsupko

[9].
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Figure 3. The picture on the left shows the equipotential lines Ry = R_ = constant
for the plasma density on Schwarzschild spacetime with wg = +/1.001 w.. We plot
p = rsind on the horizontal axis and z = r cos? on the vertical axis, choosing m as
the unit on both axes. The region inside the horizon is shown as a black disc. The
potential goes to —oo at the horizon and at infinity, while it goes to zero on the axis;
this confirms our general results of Sections [5.4] 5.5 and [5.6] There are three circular
light rays, marked by black dots: a local maximum of the potential in the equatorial
plane and two saddles off the equatorial plane. They all lie on the circle r = 4m which
is marked by a dashed line in the picture on the left. In the picture on the right, this
sphere with its three circular light rays is shown in three-space. The two off-equatorial
light rays are unstable in r-direction and stable in ¥-direction, while the light ray in the
equatorial plane is unstable in both directions. Light rays from the asymptotic region
can spiral asymptotically towards these three circular light rays. This is relevant for
the construction of the shadow in this spacetime which turns out to be a circular disc,
cf. Perlick and Tsupko [§], Section VII.

8.2. Kerr spacetime

In the Kerr spacetime with mass parameter m and spin parameter s, the non-zero metric
cofficients in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates are
r? + a’cos®d — 2mr _ 2marsin®

2+ atcosd T T TR a2cos?d

g = —

Jpp = sin*V (7"2 +a® + %) (89)
Grr = TZ2_+2(;220_T_2§2 . ggy =1+ a’cos? (90)
hence
.9
Re== 72 iw;TOCsL;;?SI—n 213717”
T2 IZ:—C:;(;;)Sfimr V12 —2mr + a2 sind 4 [wg — w2 (2 + acos™) — 2mr) (91)

P (r? + a2cos?y)
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3

(5]

Figure 4. These pictures show the equipotential lines R4 = constant (on the left)
and R_ = constant (on the right) for the plasma density on Kerr spacetime with
a =3m/4 and wy = v/1.001 w.. On the horizontal axis we plot p = rsind and on the
vertical axis we plot z = r cos¥, using m as the unit on both axes. The region inside

the horizon is shown as a black disc, in the picture on the right the ergoregion is shown
in grey. There are three corotating light rays in the domain of outer communication,
marked by black dots in the picture on the left, a local maximum of the potential in
the equatorial plane and two saddles off the equatorial plane. The saddles are maxima
(unstable) in the r direction and minima (stable) in the ¢ direction. This is similar
to our Schwarzschild example shown in Fig. For the potential R_ we show in the
picture on the right the equipotential lines only on 2/°"*. There are no circular light
rays for this particular plasma density in the ergoregion, so we left Z/°'® in the picture
grey. Outside of the ergoregion, we read from the picture that there is exactly one
circular light ray, and that it is a saddle, very similar to the vacuum case.

We consider a Kerr black hole with 0 < a < m, but we will later also give an example
for the extreme case a = m. We concentrate on the domain of outer communication

U= {(rsind,rcosd)|r>m+vm>—a?,0<9 <m}. (92)

Our general results imply that, if R, and R_ are Morse functions and if wf, satisfies
the required boundedness conditions, then there is an odd number of co-rotating light
rays in U and an odd number of counter-rotating light rays in U°", i.e. outside the
ergoregion.

As an example we consider on a Kerr spacetime with a = 3m/4 the plasma density

e w?m? (sin®(50 7 /m) + 2 sin®?) (93)

P r?2 + a?cos?
where w, is a constant with the dimension of a frequency. For wy > w., R is defined on
U while R_ is defined on the disjoint open sets U/°"* and 1/*¢. Then all assumptions of

Proposition [2] are satisfied, so we know that there must be an odd number of co-rotating

circular light rays in ¢4 and an odd number of counter-rotating circular light rays in
U°". This is indeed the case, as Fig. 4| demonstrates.
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Figure 5. This picture shows the equipotential lines R_ = constant for the plasma
density on Kerr spacetime with ¢ = m and wy = 0. Again, we plot p = rsin ¢
on the horizontal axis and z = rcos® on the vertical axis, choosing m as the unit on
both axes. The regions below the (degenerate) horizon and outside of the ergoregion
are shown in black, i.e., only the ergoregion is displayed. There are two circular light
rays in the ergoregion, marked by black dots in the picture. The inner one is a local
maximum, the outer one is a saddle which is a minimum (stable) in r direction and
a maximum (unstable) in the ¢ direction. Note that in comparison to the vacuum
light rays in (Schwarzschild or) Kerr spacetime the stability properties of the saddle
are reversed. In this case the assumptions of Proposition [2| are indeed satisfied, but
this was not implied by our general results because the horizon is degenerate.

We have mentioned several times that in a plasma circular light rays with wy = 0
are possible in an ergoregion. Here is an example that illustrates this fact. We choose
an extremal Kerr black hole, a = m, and a plasma density

3 2
w? = w? 3 + sin? (%) (94)

where w, is a again a constant with the dimension of a frequency. Inside the ergoregion,
the potential R_ is defined for wy = 0. There are two counter-rotating circular light
rays in this domain, see Fig. [f

8.3. NUT spacetime

The NUT metric, which was found by Newman, Unti and Tamburino [24] in 1963 as
a solution to Einstein’s vacuum field equation, depends on two parameters which have
the dimension of a length, a mass parameter m and a NUT parameter, also known as
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gravitomagnetic charge, n. For a detailed discussion we refer to Griffiths and Podolsky
[25].
The non-zero metric coefficients are
r?2 — 2mr — n?

r2 + n?

(r? — 2mr —n?)2ncos
r? + n?

gt = — y o Gt = )

(r? — 2mr — n?) 4n? cos®y

Gpp = (r* + n?) sin®Y — R (95)
rr = 3 _7«22;;:2_ 2 9o = r? 4+ n?, (96)
hence
Ry = irz _7,227::12_ n’ 2n cos vV wy
\/7"2\/—% n sin \/wg(r2 —2mr —n?) —wi(r? +n?). (97)

The NUT metric features a black-hole horizon at r;, = m + v/'m? + n?. In the following
we concentrate on the domain of outer communication

U= {(rsind,rcosd)|r>m+vm>+n?, 0<d<m}. (98)

Manko and Ruiz [26] have introduced an additional parameter, C', into the NUT metric.
Here we have chosen C' = 0. With this choice, the NUT metric is singular on both axes,
¥ = 0 and ¥ = 7, outside the horizon and there is a causality-violating region near these
axes. There is no ergoregion, and is satisfied on all of U. Following Bonnor [27],
one may interpret the singular axes as spinning rods.

In vacuum, there are two circular light rays, one prograde and one retrograde, off
the equatorial plane and symmetric with respect to it, see Jefremov and Perlick [18].
More generally, if w,(r,J) = w,(r, ™ — ), one potential is the mirror image of the other,
Ri(r,9) = R_(r,m — 1), ie., for every prograde circular light ray in the northern
hemisphere there is a retrograde one in the southern hemisphere and vice versa.

As a specific example we choose n = 0.635m and
2

16m
wy(r,9)? = w? (1 +— sin219> (99)
r
where w, is a constant with the dimension of a frequency. If wy > w,, the one-parameter
family satisfies all assumptions of Proposition , for both signs, so there must be
an odd number of retrograde and an odd number of prograde circular light rays in the

plasma. This is indeed true, as is illustrated by Fig. [6]
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] 2 4 ] ] 10

Figure 6. This picture shows the equipotential lines R = constant for the plasma
density on the NUT spacetime with n = 0.635m and wg = v/1.001 w.. Again, we
plot p = rsind on the horizontal axis and z = rcos¥ on the vertical axis, with m as
the unit on both axes. The region inside the horizon is shown as a black disc. There are
three circular light rays, marked by black dots, a local maximum of the potential and
two saddles. The saddles are maxima (unstable) in r direction and minima (stable) in
¥ direction. As in the Schwarzschild example shown in Fig. [3] the three circular light
rays lie on a sphere, which is marked by a dashed line. Since Ry (r,¥) = R_(r, 7 —9),
the equipotential lines of R_ are given by the same picture turned upside down.

9. Conclusions

The potentials R, an R_ which are at the centre of this paper are useful for several
reasons. Firstly, they illustrate the influence of a plasma on the lensing features in
axially symmetric and stationary spacetimes in a suggestive way. In particular, plotting
the corresponding equipotential surfaces (i.e., the generalised Von Zeipel cylinders)
immediately locates the circular light rays and allows to read the direction of the
centrifugal-plus-Coriolis force experienced by light rays. Secondly, and maybe even more
importantly, these potentials allow to determine in a mathematically precise way how
the light rays in a plasma differ from the light rays in vacuum on the same spacetime.
This is highly relevant, in particular, in the spacetime of a black hole or some other
ultracompact object: With the help of Proposition [2| one can find out if the circular
vacuum light rays in the spacetime persist if a plasma is taken into account. Among
other things, the answer to this question gives important information on the shadow of
such an object in the presence of a plasma.

Roughly speaking, Proposition [2| guarantees that generically the number of circular
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light rays in a plasma differs from the number of circular vacuum light rays on the
same spacetime by an even number, provided that the plasma density satisfies certain
boundedness conditions. As a consequence, if there is an odd number of circular light
rays in vacuum, it is impossible that all of them are destroyed when a plasma is
introduced. More specifically, we have seen that on the Kerr spacetime Proposition
[2, if applicable, implies that in a plasma there is at least one co-rotating and at least
one counter-rotating circular light ray in the domain of outer communication, where
one counter-rotating circular light ray must be outside the ergoregion. Again, this is of
relevance for the shadow.

It is to be emphasised that throughout the present study Einstein’s field equation
was not used. Therefore, the general results may be applied to the case of a self-
gravitating plasma and also to the case that the gravitational field of the plasma is
ignored. In the examples we have restricted ourselves to the latter case.

It is certainly desirable to generalise the techniques used in this paper beyond the
case of circular light rays, namely to spatially bounded light rays. Potentials very similar
to the ones used in this paper have been utilised by Hasse and Perlick [19] and by Halla
and Perlick [28] for characterising those regions in axially symmetric and stationary
spacetimes where vacuum light rays can have turning points, i.e., where the radius
coordinate can have a local maximum or a local minimum, respectively, along a vacuum
light ray. However, it is hard to see if and how for that purpose the Brouwer degree of
the gradient of the potentials can be helpful.
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Appendix: Proof of Proposition 1

To prove , we start out from @,

pa = gapi” + gasi’ (100)
Our assumption guarantees that the matrix

oun) = (212 o
is invertible. We denote the inverse

() = ——— (9*"*" ‘g”>' (102)

N JttGpp — gt2g0 — Oty it
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This allows to solve for #¢,
C = AOB(pp — gyjd?) . (103)

Inserting this expression into (7)) results in

2H = giji'i’ + 2giai' v (pp — gp;i)

+9457 (05 — 98,47 ) VPP (pp — gpsd7) + Wl (104)
With gapyP¢ = 69 this results in

H=- (F+7 Ppppp + ) (105)
with

F= <gij - giAvABgBjﬁ%j : (106)
We rewrite this equation with the explicit form of the matrix (y4?) from (102):
9Dy = 291PtPg + Gpoli oy

2 P
GttGpp — Gip

2H—-F =

(107)

hence

1 g g w
(gttgapap - g‘ip) (2 H— F) = pi -2 gtsapappt + g@tp p? + (gttggogo - gt2(p) gp : (108)
tt tt

)

Factorising the second-order polynomial on the right-hand side yields

1 g g
o (910900 — 91,) 2H —F) = <p<p — fpt Q) (pcp - fpt + Q) (109)

where

1
Q= o \/gt%p = GttYp \/pt + w2 (110)
tt

With H = 0 and the fact that F vanishes at points where 4* = 0, this proves . To
prove and , we write explicitly at points where ¢ = 0:
_ GutPy — GroDt i— GppPt — gtgoptp

Joodit = Gip Jepdit = Gip

Inserting proves and . Finally, we prove . To that end we differentiate
(109)) with respect to 2 and set H and the i* equal to zero afterwards. This results in

1 OH o/ g
. (91900 — 97,) o~ T95 ( 22 e £ Q) (112)

(111)

Gtt
Here we have used the fact that F/0xz® vanishes at points where #* = 0. This is not
quite trivial because in the Hamiltonian formalism a partial derivative 9/dx* means
that the p, are kept fixed, i.e., we have to express the 4" in in terms of p, and z*
before we can calculate the derivative 9F/0x'. The result gives indeed zero at points
where @' = 0, because the 2/ occur quadratic in . With in our hands, we
now differentiate which yields

i = agw

e @'y + ¢"'p; . (113)
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Here we have used that p4 = 0. With the help of this can be rewritten at points
where #° = 0 as

OH
= —ghi 114
i 9o (114)
Inserting ((112)) into this expression proves ((16)). O
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