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ABSTRACT

Timing a pulsar in a close orbit around the supermassive black hole SgrA* at the center of the Milky Way would open the window
for an accurate determination of the black hole parameters and for new tests of General Relativity and alternative modified gravity
theories. An important relativistic effect which has to be taken into account in the timing model is the propagation delay of the
pulses in the gravitational field of the black hole. Due to the extreme mass ratio of the pulsar and the supermassive back hole
we use the test particle limit to derive an exact analytical formula for the propagation delay in a Kerr spacetime and deduce a
relativistic formula for the frame dragging effect on the arrival time. As an illustration, we treat an edge-on orbit in which the
frame dragging effect is expected to be maximal. We compare our formula for the propagation time delay with Post-Newtonian
approaches, and in particular with the frame dragging terms derived in previous works by Wex & Kopeikin and Rafikov &
Lai. Our approach correctly identifies the asymmetry of the frame dragging delay with respect to superior conjunction, avoids
singularities in the time delay, and indicates that in the Post-Newtonian approach frame dragging effects are generally slightly

overestimated.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Optical observations of star motions in the central region of the
Milky revealed closed orbits around a supermassive black hole with
a mass of about 4.3 x 106 Mg Ghez et al. (2008) , Gillessen et al.
(2009), known as Sagittarius A* (SgrA*). This supermassive black
hole offers an ideal laboratory to test important features of black
holes like the existence and shape of a back hole shadow Lu et al.
(2014), Falcke et al. (2000), Collaboration (2019a), Collaboration
(2019b), Collaboration (2019¢), Collaboration (2019d), the cosmic
censorship conjecture Liu et al. (2012), or the no-hair theorem Liu
et al. (2012), Psaltis et al. (2016), Broderick et al. (2014). It also
offers the possibility to test General Relativity and modified gravity
theories in a such strong gravity regime never reached before Liu
et al. (2014), Goddi et al. (2017), Hees et al. (2017), Mizuno et al.
(2018) as well as alternative black hole candidates like boson stars
Grould et al. (2017), Cunha et al. (2017), Vincent et al. (2016).
Similar to monitoring the S2 star with its orbital period of roughly
16 years Schodel et al. (2002), that has confirmed general relativ-
ity’s prediction of Schwarzschild precession GRAVITY Collabora-
tion et al. (2020), a possible discovery of a pulsar closely orbiting
the supermassive black hole would offer a promising laboratory to
explore the gravitational field of SgrA*. A large population of mil-
lisecond pulsars at the order of 100 within the central parsec Wharton
et al. (2012), Rajwade et al. (2017) is expected in the Galactic cen-
tre, whereas a higher pulsar number based on recent observations

* E-mail: bilelbensalem @physik.uni-bielefeld.de

© 2022 The Authors

is estimated in globular clusters Kramer (2012). A recent effort to
search for pulsars in the Galactic center at higher frequency, at 2
and 3 mm, in order to reduce the scattering effect caused by the in-
terstellar medium, failed to detect additional pulsars Torne, P. et al.
(2021).

Even tough, the expected high sensitivity of the next generation
radio telescopes such as the Square Kilometer Array Keane et al.
(2015), the Five-hundred-meter Aperture Spherical Telescope NAN
et al. (2011), or the NASA Deep Space Network Pearlman et al.
(2019) have the potential to overcome possible screening effects due
to a high plasma density as well as strong magnetic fields in the
galactic center.

Timing of a such pulsar orbiting SgrA* would offer an efficient
approach to determine the physical and orbital parameters of the
neutron star Verbiest et al. (2008), Kramer (2012). A pulsar closely
orbiting SgrA*would also enable to improve the accuracy of its mass
estimate, its spin magnitude and its corresponding orientation Liu
et al. (2012), Zhang & Saha (2017). Furthermore, it offers the pos-
sibility for the first time to test the no-hair theorem as well as the
cosmic censorship conjecture Liu et al. (2012), Christian et al. (2015),
Izmailov et al. (2019)

In the usual binary systems the pulsar and the companion have
almost the same mass. However in the considered system the mass
ratio is extreme what allows a pulsar orbit very close to the super-
massive black hole and with a period of only a few years. In this case,
relativistic effects are expected to be very strong not only on the orbit
but also on the electromagnetic radiation Wang et al. (2009a), Wang
et al. (2009b). The timing model that predicts the time of arrivals
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(ToAs) of the pulsar’s radio waves is based on Damour and Deruelle’s
approach using a post-Newtonian expansion to treat the relativistic
two body problem Damour & Deruelle (1986), and its corresponding
relativistic effects are described by a set of post-Keplerian parame-
ters, see e.g. Edwards et al. (2006), Damour & Taylor (1992). The
validity of the post-Newtonian approximation that assumes a weak
field becomes questionable for a pulsar orbiting closely a supermas-
sive black hole, in particular if the black hole will be (nearly) in the
line of sight to the pulsar .

In the treated binary system of a pulsar orbiting a supermassive
black hole, the extreme mass ratio allows to consider another well
motivated approximation, complementary to the post-Newtonian ap-
proach, namely the test particle limit. In this approximation the grav-
itational field of the pulsar is neglected, as compared to that of the
black hole, and we may treat the motion of the pulsar and its ra-
diation as geodesics in the gravitational field of the spinning black
hole. In this approach, Hackmann & Dhani (2019) investigated the
Shapiro delay as the dominant nontrivial relativistic effect on the
radio pulses within the setting of a Schwarzschild spacetime that
represents the non-spinning black hole case. In the present work,
we generalize this previous treatment to include in addition to the
relativistic Shapiro delay also the delay induced by the rotation, the
frame dragging time delay, for the case of a black hole characterized
by an additional parameter, the spin, within the frame of the Kerr
spacetime. Of course it is in general not possible to disentangle the
Shapiro delay and frame dragging terms in the form of a sum of
two effects due to the nonlinearity of the relativistic equations; this
is only possible in the weak field post-Newtonian approximations.
We denote here as frame dragging delay the difference between the
delay in a Kerr and a Schwarzschild spacetime, which represents
not only the relativistic rotation delay but also includes all rotation
induced multipole moments deviation (beginning by quadrupole mo-
ment) from a spherically symmetric configuration of the black hole
Klioner (1991), Kopeikin (1997).

The outline of the paper is as follow. In section two we review
the equations of motion for lightlike geodesics in a Kerr spacetime
and solve for the propagation time from a given pulsar position to
an observer at infinity. We remark here that the employed solution
method can be used to derive the time delay to an observer located at
a finite position as well. Since in pulsar timing only the differences in
the delay along the pulsar trajectory can be measured, and to enable
to later compare the result in this approach with post-Newtonian
expressions, we decided to fix the observer at infinity. In section
three we find the finite exact propagation delay in Kerr spacetime
with respect to a reference point. The weak field approximations
of the propagation delay are reviewed in section four, up to the
second post-Newtonian order. In the fifth section, we derived the
relativistic frame dragging delay and review two post-Newtonian
based frame dragging expressions of Wex-Kopeikin and Rafikov-Lai.
We represent in the following sixth section possible effects that could
screen the direct measurement of frame dragging delay from pulsar
timing and estimate their possible magnitudes. In the last seventh
section, we compare and discuss our results with the PPN approaches
by taking as an example the most promising configuration, the edge-
on case, where the pulsar and the observer are located in the equatorial
plane, representing the galactic plane in the Milky Way. In this set up,
the propagation as well as the frame dragging delays are expected to
be maximal and therefore it offers an occasion to test the accuracy
of our derived formula. Finally, we close the paper with a summary
and an outlook.
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2 NULL GEODESICS IN KERR SPACETIME

We use natural units such that G = 1, ¢ = 1. The line element of
Kerr geometry in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates (r,i,¢,t) is given by
J. M. Bardeen (1972)

ds? = =2V dt* + e (dg — wdt)? + e dr? + 2492, (1)

where the metric coefficients are given by

2 = ApPAT!,
Y = sin? 19Ap_2 s
A= A
62“2 — ,02 ,

w = 2MarA! R

with the following definitions

A = r2_2Mr+ a2 s
p2 = r2+a’cos?® s
A = (r2 + a2)2 —a®Asin® 9.

Here the parameter M = Gm/c? is related to the mass m of the black
hole, and a = J/(MCc) is related to the angular momentum J > 0.

Photons move along null geodesics which satisfy the geodesic
equation

0 =xH 4+, 1" P )

where I' defines the Christoffel symbols and the dot denotes the
derivative with respect to an affine parameter 7 along the curve.
From stationarity and axial symmetry we can infer two constants of
motion,

E = goou + gopu 3)
L=ggou? +gpou’,, )

related to the energy and angular momentum of the particle. A third
constant is given by the condition for photons g, u*u” = 0. It was
Brandon Carter who found the fourth constant of motion by working
in the Hamiltonian formalism. The Carter constant Q appears as a
separation constant for the Hamilton-Jacobi equation.Carter (1968)

The equations of motion for photons following null geodesics in
Kerr spacetime are O’Neill (2014)

2, 22, 2
ﬁ = (" +a")(” +a” —ad) —a(a—/l)—azcoszﬂ(S)
dy A
dy a(r? +a% - ad) A
- = —a+ , (6)
dy A sin? ¢

dg\? 2.2 2.2

(E) = g+a“cos“¥— A" cot” ¥ =: 0, 4(), (7

dr\? 2, 2 2 2
E = (rf+a“—-al)*-A(g+(1—-a)) = R,Lq(r). ®)

Here the auxiliary Mino parameter y was introduced to completely
decouple the equations. It is related to an affine parameter 7 by
dt/dy = p*. Moreover, we used the notation
(0] L
==, A1=-—=. 9
o = ©)
Let us quickly review the possible types of motion that can appear
for photon orbits in Kerr spacetime. The parameter g determines the
type of latitudinal motion: for ¢ > 0 the motion oscillates around the
equatorial plane, for ¢ = 0 the orbitis confined to the equatorial plane,
and for ¢ < 0 the photon is bounded away from the equatorial plane

q
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and oscillates between two latitudes 0 < Fip < ¥ < Fmax < 7/2
in the northern hemisphere (with an equivalent symmetric orbit in
the southern hemisphere). As the ring singularity is located in the
equatorial plane, orbits with ¢ < 0 might possibly pass through the
ring and can be continued to negative r—coordinates. We will denote
such motions as crossover orbits. We are however only interested in
the part of the orbit that is located outside of the two horizons.

The radial motion is governed by the quadratic polynomial R 4 ()
that has four roots

Rp,q(r) = (r—r)(r—r)(r—r3)(r —ryg) (10)

with r; < r;yq if all roots are real. As R, 4, needs to be positive,
depending on the number of real zeros we identify three different
types of null orbits Hackmann (2010) :

All zeros of R, 4 are complex, leading to transit orbits. This type of
radial motion is only possible for g < 0.

R 4 has tworeal zeros rq,rp and Ry 4(r) 2 Oforr <rjpandrp <r.
Possible orbit types : two flyby orbits, one to +co and one to —oo.
All four zeros of Ry 4 are realand Ry 4(r) 2 Oforr <ry,rp <7 <
r3 and rq4 < r. Possible orbit types: two flyby orbits, one to each of
+oo0 and a bound orbit.

The flyby orbit between r = —co and 71 < 0 in both (II) and (III)
lies entirely in the negative radial coordinates and is therefore of no
interest to us. The bound orbit in (III) is to be understood in the sense
that it is confined to a finite radial region. It will however cross both
horizons. A border case between (II) and (III) is given by r4 = r3,
and corresponds to the unstable spherical photon orbits.

They are the only photon trajectories that neither cross the horizons
nor escape to infinity (see e.g Chandrasekhar (1998) ). Their constant
radius r. is characterized by

1
Ae(re) = S (M(rE - a®) = rede) (an
C
r3 2
qc(re) az(r M)2 (AMAc —re(re = M)*) (12)
C
where the range of r. is limited by
r;;h Sre <y, <4M
and
2 +a
+ z -1 =%
rph—ZM(1+cos 3cos (M)]) (13)

corresponds to prograte and retrograde circular null orbits.

For the special case ¢ = 0 that corresponds to an orbit in the
equatorial plane, we note that the roots r; of Ry 4 are all real for the
case that 4 > A} = /lc(r;h) and 1 < A, = /Ic(r;,h). Then ry is
always negative, whereas the two positive roots 3, r4 will merge to a
double root for 1 = A% and become a complex pair for 1z < A < 7.

We are interested in the arrival times of photons 7, as measured
by an observer at infinity. From (5) (7) and (8) we get the equation

for ¢ in integral form
(ta —te) = /
r A V R/l,q (}")
a2 cos 19

yo VO, qy(l9

where 7. is the coordinate time of emission. The integration path 7y,
starts at the radial point of emission 7. and either runs directly to
infinity or first decreases in radius until a turning point r4 is reached

r2(r? + a®) + 2Mar(a — A)
dr

(14

from where it then proceeds to infinity. The radial part of the integral
in (14) can be written as

(/ /re)rz(r +a2)+2Mar(a /l)dr
R/lq(r)

For monotonically increasing r we choose the minus sign in (15) and
else the plus sign. We note that for the case that not all zeros are real,
r4 could be one of the two complex conjugate roots but the complete
expression is still real.

For the second integral, the integration path y g begins at the angle
of emission ¥, and runs to the arrival position at the observer ¥,
possibly passing through one or more turning points. We can rewrite
the latitudinal part by introducing a new variable u = cos?(9) in the
following form

15)

a2 cos 19 _ /“a a® udu (16)
Yo V®/l q(l9 Ue 2 \/U/l,q |
where Upgu) = u(qg+ u(a2 -2 - q)—a uz) a7

We remark that the sign of the square root has to be chosen
according to the direction of motion. For the radial part, the
positive sign corresponds to radial outwards motion. Concerning
the latitudinal motion towards the south pole with increasing values
of 1}, one must take the positive sign, motion towards the north pole
requires the negative sign.

The integral (14) can be solved exactly in terms of elliptic integrals.
Details of the derivation can be found in appendix 7. The result is

M
ta —1le = T [Tr (00, ¢, qe) £ Ty (re, desge) + Ty (Ua, de, ge)] (18)

-
Tr(r,2,q) = /
74

where
r2(r? + d%) + 2Mar(a - 2)
dr

A\/R,l’q (r)

2
2M r3rg —rirqg+rir3+r
= [(4M+ 3 +2r4
V(3 =r)(ra—r2) M
(a/l 4AM?)r_ — 2Md> (01/1—4M2)r++2Ma2 F k)
X,
(r3=roVM2=a? (3= r) VM-
—%E(}c, k) —2(rq — r3)I(x, c3, k)
- A —4ryM? +2Ma’
rg—r3 [rya r+M= +2Ma M(x. 0. K) (19)
M2 = g2\ (3 —re)(ra—ry)

_r,a/l —4r_M?* +2Mda?
(r3—r-)(ra —7-)

I(x,c-, k)

IRLIYEPY h,(*/(r—rz)(r—r1)+\/(r—r4>(r—r3>)
r=rs3 N =r)(r =) —=(r —rg)(r —r3)
u 2
Tute g = [ G
Ue .q
\I/Zii_(z)(( _—u)E(v,w) +usF(v,w) (20)

The indices in e, g in eq. (18) indicate here, that the constants of
motion depend on the emission point (re, @e, ¥¢). Generally they of
course also depend on the observer position, which we fixed here to
rq = oo and ¢, = 0 (Whereas u, = cos? ¥, remains free); however,
completely analogously one can choose another observer position.
In the above equations, r; are the zeros of R, 4 as before, r.. are

MNRAS 000, 1-14 (2022)
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the horizons, the constants ¢, ¢2, ¢+, and k are related to r;, r+ and
defined in equations (52), (51), and x is a function of r defined in
eq. (49). The non-zeros roots of U, 1,q are denoted by u4, and v, w
are defined in egs. (66), (67).

3 THE PROPAGATION TIME DELAY IN KERR
SPACETIME

3.1 The exact propagation time delay formula

In order to calculate the time delay in (14) we need the coordinates
of the emission point (re, e, @e,t) on the pulsar orbit as well as
the observer inclination ¢, (we assume r, = oo, ¢, = 0). From that
we need to determine the parameters of the photon geodesic (g, A)
that connect the emission point with the observer. The problem of
determining this connecting light ray is known as the emitter-observer
problem. There is to our knowledge no general analytical solution.
Note that in general there are of course infinitely many lightlike
geodesics connecting emitter and observer; here we always choose
the primary, i.e. the one with the shortest time delay.

Therefore, in general we need to determine the parameters (g, 1)
of the connecting light ray numerically from the equations

dd

dr /
— = =, @1
/7r VR/l,q(r) Yo V®/l,q('9)
2Mar — Aa> / Pl
—pe= | T v+ | — a9 (22)
g /y MR Sy sitoyen,

For a detailed discussion of the first equation we refer to Viergutz
(1993). In his work he identified valid parameter regions of A and
q for given emitter and observer positions and computed the one-
dimensional line in the two-dimensional (4, ¢) plane that corresponds
to all possible ¢, . In addition to his work, here we then need to find
the particular value of (4, ¢) on this line corresponding to the given
@e of the pulsar.

However, in the particular case that everything is restricted to the
equatorial plane the problem is much simpler, and at the same time
most interesting, as this case corresponds to the strongest relativistic
effects. In this case we can choose ¢ = 0 and do not need to care
about (21) but only about the ¢ coordinate. Eq. (22) then simplifies

to
/ 2Mar — Aa? dr
A R/l,q:()(r)
o Te _ 2

( / + / )Mdr 23)

r I ARy g=0(r)
From this equation we then need to find the remaining parameter A
for given @e.

For circular equatorial orbits of the pulsar, we can actually give
a grid of A values and it is straigthforward to determine the corre-
sponding ¢ coordinate. In more general setups, like eccentric and/or
inclined orbits we numerically determined A. Here it would be very
helpful to develop accurate analytical approximation methods, as
available for Schwarzschild spacetime (see Semerdk (2015) for a
review), but this is beyond the scope of the this paper.

The relativistic propagation delay is given as the difference be-
tween the time delay of a signal from the actual position of the pulsar

Pa —Pe =

MNRAS 000, 1-14 (2022)

PSR

periastron

plane of sky

Figure 1. Orientation of the black hole-pulsar system in the sky with respect
to an observer sitting at infinity.

and a chosen reference point

Atex(Te, Qe,tte) = (ta —te) — (ta — tref)

M
= ? [Tr(oov/le, ge) £Tr(re, desqe) + Ty (ua, de, Qe)] (24)

Ty (00, Agef, Gret) * Ty (00, Agets Gret) + Tu (ta, Aref, Qref)}

where the indices in A, ref and g rer indicate the dependence on
the emission and reference position. Note that the diverging terms
in Ty (00, A, qe) and Ty (00, Aref, gref) directly cancel each other (see
appendix 7 ). Therefore we are left only with a finite difference
between the arrival times of signals from the pulsar as it orbits the
central rotating supermassive black hole.

Let us now relate the coordinates used in the above equations to the
coordinate systems usually used in Pulsar Timing models. To this end
we review the geometrical set-up already introduced in Hackmann &
Dhani (2019) that we adopt in this paper. Due to the big difference in
the masses of a pulsar orbiting a supermassive black hole like SgrA*,
we may consider the pulsar as a test particle and the center of mass
to coincide with the center of the black hole. We set the origin of our
coordinate system (X, Y, Z) to the center of the black hole in such
a way that the Z-axis is fixed by the line of sight from the observer
to the origin. In this case the ascending node of the pulsar orbit with
respect to the plane of sky determines the X-axis. The inclination i
of the pulsar orbit is measured with respect to the plane of sky that
coincides with the X-Y-plane of our coordinate system (see figure
1).

We have to mention here that of course the pulsar will in general
not remain in a fixed plane due to the frame dragging effects on its
orbit, and also not on a fixed ellipse due to the relativistic precession
of the periapsis. We nevertheless identify here a Keplerian orbit for
the pulsar, as common in post-Newtonian Pulsar Timing expressions.
Relativistic effects on the pulsar orbit will be encoded in the post-
Keplerian orbital parameters, that are accounted for separately in
the timing model. Our goal is here to relate the Boyer-Lindquist
coordinates used in our formula to the coordinates used in the post-
Newtonian expression in the next section. To this end, we assume
here a Keplerian orbit. Note that this does not have any impact on our
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solution method that is valid for any given emission position outside
the event horizon. In a complete pulsar timing model, of course the
post-Keplerian parameters for the pulsar orbit will generally induce
time varying orbital elements.

We choose (x, y, z) to be the coordinate system in which the pulsar
is in the x — y-plane with x = X. The pulsar motion can then be
described by r, = ﬁ(elgoii; where A is the semi-major axis, e the
eccentricity, and ¢ is the true anomaly. In this case we can express the
coordinate (x, y, z) as follows: x = re cos(w + @), y = re sin(w + @),
z = 0, where w is the argument of the periastron. A rotation around the
x-axis by the inclination angle 7 suffices to transform to the (X,Y, Z)
system. For the case of an edge-on equatorial pulsar orbit, that we
will discuss later in the paper, the desired angle between pulsar
and observer is then given by the angle ¢} in spherical coordinates
X =rcosysind, Y = rcosy sin, Z = rcos®. In the common
plane of pulsar and observer, the angle ¢, is then determined by
@e = ¥ with cos ¥ = —sinisin(w + ¢) and therefore

COS e = —sinisin(w + @) . (25)

3.2 Frame dragging time delay

The relativistic frame dragging time delay can be defined as the
difference between the exact propagation time delay in Kerr and
Schwarzschild spacetimes as follows,

AIFD = Atex — Ata:O (26)

where the delay in Schwarzschild spacetime was derived in Hack-
mann & Dhani (2019),

3 ’ ’ ’ ’
2 3 (rg—r3)r3—rp ’or
Ala:0= 7 7 /_2+ 5 F(x,k)
(ry =)y =r) |\ 3
(ri—ré)(ré—r’) VAR ’ ’ ’ ’
- flE(x LK) +2(r) = rI( ], ) 27)
8M(ry —r3) \[R:Lq

(x5, k")

(-2 -2)
\/(r - ré)(r - ri) + \/(r - r"‘)(r - ré)
Vo= =rD) = Jr=rpr=r))

r="})

—2M In

Here

R:l,q(a =0)=(r- ri)(r - ré)(r —ré)(r —r[t),

’ ’ ’ ’ 7 ’ ’
k,zz(r3_r2)(’4_’1) p_ =l —ry)
(ri—ré)(ré—ri)’ (r—ré)(ri—ri)’
”i—”l o (ri—r{)(ré—Z)
’ 2
3

ry-ry’ (ry=rD(ry =2)

¢l =

where ” denotes the radial coordinate in Schwarzschild spacetime.
As the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates used in (26) do not have
an intrinsic physical meaning, we need to identify a physical in-
variant in order to compare results derived in different spacetimes.
The circumference of a circle is such an invariant characteristic. In
the Schwarzschild spacetime the circumference is given by 2argch,
where rgcp is the usual Boyer-Lindquist type radial coordinate of
the Schwarzschild metric. In the Kerr spacetime, the circumference

; 27,2 2/,3 is cir-
is 27rrKerr\/l +a /rKerr +2Ma /rKerr. We choose to keep this cir:

cumference fixed, which then implies that

I'Kerr ) (28)
\/(1 + a2/r12<err + 2Ma2/r13<err)

Note that we could as well have chosen another invariant charac-
teristic of the pulsar orbit. However, already in Hackmann & Dhani
(2019) it was pointed out that the circumference of a circle works well
also in the comparison to post-Newtonian approaches, in contrast to
other choices as, say, an identification of the proper orbital period.

We remark here that in the Schwarzschild case there is no ¢ con-
tribution to the frame dragging delay Arrp because of the spherical
symmetry of the metric.

I'Schw =

4 THE PROPAGATION TIME DELAY IN THE WEAK
FIELD

4.1 Propagation time delays without frame dragging effects

Here we review the post Newtonian approximation of the propagation
time delay from literature.

4.1.1 The Roemer and Shapiro time delay

Based on the work of Blandford and Teukolsky Blandford & Teukol-
sky (1976) the Roemer delay is given by :

a(1 - e?)sinisin(w + @)
c(1+ecos )

Atg = 29)
where i is the inclination of the orbital plane with respect to the plane
of sky and w is the argument of periapsis, ¢ is the argument of the
pulsar’s position and e is the eccentricity of the orbit. The Shapiro
delay is :

Arg = = (30)
C

_26M
1 —sinisin(w + @)

1+ecos¢ )

The Roemer delay vanishes at ¢ = —w, whereas the Shapiro delay
vanishes at

€1y

—e — sinisinw
sin i cos w

¢ = arctan(

For circular orbits with e = 0 we also find ¢ = —w, i.e the ascending
node. The point where the time delay vanishes can be considered as
the reference point. The formula (30) diverges for edge-on trajectories
with i = % at superior conjunction, w + ¢ = % This divergence can
be explained that a straight path of light that passes through a central
object, where we have an infinitely deep gravitational potential. To
circumvent this, we take the lensing path into account that was first
introduced by Schneider Schneider (1990) and later corrected by Rai
and Rafikov Lai & Rafikov (2005). The generalized result is:

2GM a(l-é?)
AtS,l = In (32)
& VR P+ R -Fe T

where 7. is the approximate position of the image of the source in

the plane of sky,
Py = Ferf1 = sin? isin?(wg) (33)

Here Rg denotes the Einstein radius, which can be approximated by

R2. — 4GM a(1-e?)
E = 2 l+esin w *

|Fe| sini at superior conjunction |Fe| =
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4.1.2 The geometric delay

The geometric delay is the additional travel time that the light ray
needs along a curved path in the gravitational potential of the black
hole compared to a straight path. This delay becomes significant
when the pulsar is on the farther side of the orbit around the black
hole. To first order the path can be approximated as a straight line
from the point of emission to the minimum distance to the black hole
and then from there to the observer. In this case, the delay in the
difference between this path length and the straight line path from
pulsar to the observer.

To first order the geometric delay is given by Lai & Rafikov (2005)

2
2GM [ |Fs - m)

Atgeo = —

5 (34)

RE

If RE is large compared to |Fs| we have |Fyx — Fs| — Rg and the
two images merge into an Einstein ring. In the other case where
75| >> Re we find |, = Fs| — RE/IFs| and |7~ = Fs| — [Fs], but
the "-" image is very faint therefore negligible.

4.1.3 The second order Shapiro delay

Based on the work of Zschocke and Klioner Zschocke & Klioner
(2009),the second post-Newtonian order of the Shapiro delay can be
expressed as

GM 4
3r 1 + cos ¢, 4

COS Qe 15¢¢

4 sin @e

AtypN = (35)

where ¢, is the angle between the emission position vector 7, and
receiver position vector 7, and r = a(1 —e2)/(1+e cos ¢). From the
formula we notice that at inferior conjuction ¢, = 0 the last term is
finite, whereas at superior conjunction ¢, = 7 the first term diverges.

4.2 Frame dragging time delays
4.2.1 Wex-Kopeikin time delay

In Wex & Kopeikin (1999) Wex and Kopeikin derived an analyti-
cal approximate expression for the frame dragging time delay based
on perturbative methode for a photon trajectory near the black hole
and where the observer is considered to be at a large distance. This
approach can be regarded as a special case (/ = 1) of a general treat-
ment in Kopeikin (1997), in the context of gravitational lenses, for
the propagation of light rays in the stationary field of relativistic grav-
itational multipoles. Using the angles in figure 1, the FD propagation
effect in a binary-pulsar system is given by:

Atgp = A_l

App cosisin(w + Ae (1)) + BEp cos(w + Ae (u))] (36)

where the function A is defined by

A=1-ecosu— s[sinw(cosu —e) + (1 —62)1/2

1/2
_1+e talnz
1-e 2

coswsinu] . (37)

The eccentric anomaly angle is

Ae(u) = 2arctan (38)
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and
A warsB| 2 M2 inA (39)
= — | ———>—ysindeCOS Ve,
FD © Py, (Mp+M.)1/3X . .
2
_ 33 2r Mg . .
Brp = 4T® _Pb —(Mp N M.)l/3X Sinde Sinve . (40)

Here M, is the black hole mass, M, is the pulsar mass, P}, is the
orbital period of the binary system and y is the dimensionless spin
of the black hole. For the exact definition of the angles Ao, vo, that
describe the orientation of the spin of the black hole, we refer to
figure 2 in the paper Wex & Kopeikin (1999). When M), << M.,
the following numerical estimate applies for the constant factor

) 2 o\ 4\
s Mo b Mo
T (Pb)(Mp+M.)1/3 (0.0001ps)(1day) (10) (1)

For the case of an edge-on circular equatorial orbit of the pulsar
we have i = ve = de = /2, implying App =0. Wesetu = ¢ — /2
later in order to compare this formula with other approaches.

4.2.2 Rafikov-Lai time delay

In Rafikov & Lai (2005), Rafikov and Lai included the effect of the
gravitational light bending into account, specially for a binary pulsar
with highly-inclined orbit. The frame dragging delay is then given
by

RE | sinve cosu — cos ve Sinu cos i
Atpp = — (A )a sin A (42)
FD |\ b (1 - sin? u sin? i)1/2
where a fiducial unit of time is introduced
M 02 R
(AD)DX & 144 x 102 ps| =< -2 (43)
FD MO a|

where by is the impact parameters corresponding to the posi-
tion of the two images, Rg is the Einstein radius and a| =

asiniVl —e2/(1 + e sinw) . In the limit of R > R equation (42)
reduces to (36) where the lensing effect is neglected.

We note that the Post-Newtonian delays reviewed here are in gen-
eral coordinate dependent quantities what has to be considered for a
comparison.

5 COMPARISON TO WEAK FIELD APPROXIMATIONS

In this section, we compare our derived exact formula for the propa-
gation time delay in a Kerr spacetime with both the formula derived
for Schwarzschild spacetime in Hackmann & Dhani (2019) and the
post-Newtonian approximations reviewed in section 4.

We assume an extreme binary system of a pulsar, treated as a test
particle, orbiting a supermassive black hole with a mass of M =4 X
10°M¢ (solar masses), where G M / c? = 1476 M. The propagation
time delay will be expressed in seconds, therefore the dimensionless
value can be recovered by dividing by GM /¢ ~ 19.7s. The results
can be rescaled for a different black hole mass M, by a factor My /M.

In the following we first analyse the complete formula given in
equation (24) before focusing specifically on the frame dragging
effect defined in (26) and its weak field counterparts reviewed in the
foregoing section.
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X

Figure 2. Illustration of the edge-on example below, where the pulsar as well
as the observer are located in the equatorial plane identified with the galactic
plane. ¢ < m, denotes the critical angle at which primary lightlike geodesics
make the switch from counter to corotation with the respect to the spinning
black hole in order to reach the observer at a shorter time.
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Figure 3. Schwarzschild Black hole with a ~ 0: the exact time delay sub-
tracted by the Roemer delay Afex — Atg (black line), compared with the first
order Shapiro delay Azg (dotted blue line), the lensed Shapiro delay includ-
ing the geometric delay Afs) + Afgeo (red line) and the second order delay
Atg+Atypy (dash green line) for a circular edge-on orbit with a Schwarzschild
radius rg = 100 M. The bottom figure is a zoom of the top.

5.1 Discussion of the complete propagation time delay

Firstly, we test our main formula (24) by choosing a = 10710 . For
this value of the rotation a the frame dragging effects are negligi-
ble, and we were able to reproduce the results from Hackmann &
Dhani (2019). For illustrative purposes, and to lay a ground for the
discussions below, we show a single result in figure 3. For a detailed
discussion of results for the non rotating case we refer to Hackmann
& Dhani (2019).

Note that the post-Newtonian expressions reviewed in section 4 are
given in harmonic coordinates. These are related to the coordinates
of the Schwarzschild metric by rpN = rsch — M, where rgcp, is the
usual Boyer-Lindquist type radial coordinate of the Schwarzschild
metric.

In figure 3 we show the time delay Afex — Atg (see equations
(24),(29)) together with the weak field approximations as discussed
in section 4 for a simple choice of the pulsar trajectory, an edge-
on (i = n/2) circular orbit. The ascending node with respect to the
plane of sky is used as the reference point i.e. ¢ = 7/2, which
with w = —x/2 simplifies to @ref = @rer = 7/2 (see 25). In this
case, both the Roemer delay Arg and the usual first order Shapiro
delay Arg vanish at the reference point, but the modified lensed
delay Arg ) + Atgeo as well as the second order delay Afypy show
small offsets. Also, the exact propagation time delay Afex includes
a considerable offset. By adding global constants to the individual
delays, we correct all these offsets such that they exactly vanish at
Gref = 7/2.

Let us point out some general features in figure 3. First, as ex-
pected for a circular edge-on orbit in spherical symmetry, the plot
is symmetric with respect to the superior conjunction at ¢ = x. If
we switch on a rotation later on, this is expected to change, see be-
low. Second, the usual Shapiro delays, both first and second order,
diverge at ¢ = m. This is related to the approximation of the light ray
following a straight path, which then runs through the singularity.
Finally, the lensed Shapiro delay, that avoids integrating through the
singularity by using the lensed images as sources, provides a much
better approximation around superior conjunction, but systematically
underestimates the actual time delay. As the lensed delay is designed
for superior conjunction it should not be used around inferior con-
junction, where it indeed considerably deviates from both the exact
delay and the usual Shapiro delay.

Now we turn to the case of a rotating black hole with spin parame-
tera = 0.9. As already pointed out in section 3.2, the Boyer-Lindquist
coordinates used in our main formula (24) do not have an intrinsic
physical meaning. To compare results defined in different spcaetimes,
we chose to identify the circumference of a circle. This then implied
the relation (28). In the first order post-Newtonian metric, the circum-

ference of a circular orbit of a radius rpy, is 2nrpN+/1 +2M /rpN.

Once the circumference is fixed, the relation rpy = /M2 + rgch -M
holds. In the limit of large radii this reduces to rpN = rscp — M. Note
that for simplicity, we denote in the following the Kerr radius rgepy
by .

In addition to the above discussed Post-Newtonian time delay
expressions, we now consider frame dragging time delay terms in the
weak field approximation, in particular the formula of Wex-Kopeikin
and Rafikov-Lai (see 4.1.3).

As arepresentative example, we again chose a circular edge-on pul-
sar orbit with » = 100 M (see figure 4). We immediately notice that,
as expected and contrary to the spherically symmetric Schwarzschild
case, the exact approach shows a slight shift in the angle of the max-
imum propagation time delay that correspond to the switch from
contra-rotating to co-rotating lightlike geodesics emitted from the

MNRAS 000, 1-14 (2022)
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Figure 4. Rotating black hole a = 0.9: the exact Shapiro time delay subtracted
by Roemer delay Afexact — Atr(black line), compared with the first order
Shapiro delay Azs+Atwg (dotted blue line), the lensed Shapiro delay including
the geometric delay Afg| + Atgeo + Atgy (red line) and the second order delay
Atg + AtypN + Atwik (dash green line) for an edge-on pulsar trajectory. Top, a
circular orbit with a radius » = 100 M (just to clearly display the effects we
chose a unrealistically small radius) and bottom, a zoom of it

a=01 a=05 a=09
At [us] 363.7 1065.8  2971.9
Ay [10~2arcsec] 0.3618  1.8086  3.2562

Table 1. For circular orbit with a radius » = 10000 M (P ~ 3.92y), the
differences of the maximal exact propagation time delays between Kerr and
Schwarzschild spacetime At = [max(Atpp Kerr) —max(Atpp schw) | as well
as the corresponding phases Ay = 7 — ¢ .

pulsar to the observer. We denote the angle where this switch hap-
pens as ¢.. In Kerr spacetime where the symmetry is only axial,
we note that this switch happens early at ¢. < m. This can be ex-
plained that until ¢ < ¢., contra-rotating lightlike geodesics which
are identified as primary light bundles, reach the observer earlier
than the co-rotating ones that have longer trajectories. However, due
to the spinning effect of the black hole on spacetime, some of these
co-rotating emitted light signal from the pulsar at ¢ < 7 succeed
to reach the observer quicker than the contra-rotating ones. This ex-
plains why we see ¢. < m. As we expect, the latter phase shift ¢,
converges toward m for a larger pulsar orbit around the black hole.
This phenomena is one of the GR’s predictions that is expected to be
observable in such an extreme binary system.

The actual estimation for the spin of SgrA*is still speculative. Cur-
rently, three values are reported based on three different astrophysical
techniques: a = 0.1,0.5, 0.9 Fragione & Loeb (2020), Genzel et al.
(2003), Witzel et al. (2018). In table 1 we show for these three
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Figure 5. Rotating black hole a = 0.9 with eccentricity e = 0.9 and semi-
major axis A = 1000 M (P = 0.12y).The color of lines are identical to the
previous figure.

values of the spin, the time difference between the maximal propaga-
tion time delays max(Afpp Kerr) — max(Atpp schw) of a Kerr and a
Schwarzschild black hole. As just discussed, the maximal delays oc-
cur at different orbital phases in Kerr and Schwarzschild spacetime.
The corresponding phase shift Ay := 7 — ¢ for a fixed circular orbit
with an orbital period P =~ 3.92 y is as well shown in table 1.

The shift of the maximal propagation delay is not reproduced by the
post-Newtonian approximation considered here, even if we include
the frame dragging terms due to Wex-Kopeikin or Rafikov-Lai, as can
be seen in figures 4 and 5. For the Rafikov-Lai term, we notice that it
provides - apart from the missing shift of the maximum - a very good
approximation of the effect, but still systematically underestimates it,
in particular for ¢ > x. In addition, it shows a rather unsatisfactory
jump in the delay around superior conjunction ¢ = &, which will
be discussed in the next subsection. For the Wex-Kopeikin term,
we still have the singularity at ¢ = =, but now it diverges to —co
for ¢ > & in the first order. In that region the delay also has a local
maximum to come back to the correct slope. Generally the time delay
is overestimated by this approximation. Concerning the second order,
away from superior conjunction it coincides well with our formula
but fails to reproduce it around ¢ = 7. As expected, here the delay
due to Wex-Kopeikin is not able to cancel the singularity.

Before we turn to discussing specifically the frame dragging delay
terms in the next subsection, we drop the assumption of a circular
orbit and consider as an example the case of a highly eccentric
orbit with e = 0.9. We assume a semi major axis A = 1000 M that
is aligned with the observer-black hole line so that the pericentre
is in front of the observer and the apocenter is exactly behind the
black hole. The result is presented in figure 5. Note that the radial
range of the pulsar orbit is between the apocenter at a distance d =
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Figure 6. Relativistic Frame Dragging time delay for a rotating black hole
with @ = 0.9 and circular orbit. Top, » = 1000 M, bottom r = 10000 M .

1900 M and pericenter at d = 100 M. We recognize basically the
same features previously discussed for the circular orbit. Close to
superior conjunction, we notice that the lensed delays, including the
term by Rafikov-Lai (red line) now slightly overestimates the effect
for ¢ < m, before again it drops below the result of this paper (black
line).

This reflects the change of the shape of the orbit due to extreme
eccentricity. In passing we note that, comparing figure 5 with figure 4,
we notice also a slight deviation of the lensed delays (red line) with
our result (black line) close to the inferior conjunction due to the
extreme eccentricity. However, as noted before, the lensed delays are
designed to be used around superior conjunction and should anyway
not be used around inferior conjunction.

5.2 Discussion of the frame dragging time delay

Now we will analyse the delays related to frame dragging. In the
case of the exact delay, we have to stress that by comparing the
expression in Kerr and Schwarzschild spacetime, in addition to the
need to adjust for the different coordinates, we also automatically
include effects that are caused by the different multipole structure of
the Kerr black hole. In the post-Newtonian approach these effects are
usually not explicitly included and have to be added by hand.

In figure 6, we plot for the case of a rotating black hole with
a = 0.9, the relativistic exact frame dragging delay Atpp =
Atex(a = 0.9) — Atex(a = 0) for two choices of circular orbit
r = 1000 M, 10000 M. We notice that in general there appears a max-
imum located shortly before ¢ = m, exactly at the critical position
¢ where the signals switch from contra- to co-rotating trajectories.
Then the curve sharply drops to a minimum, exactly at ¢ = m, where
again both for Schwarzschild and Kerr spacetime the primary light
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Figure 7. Relativistic Frame Dragging time delay for a rotating black hole
with a = 0.9 and extreme eccentric orbit e = 0.9. Top, semi-major axis
A =1000 M, bottom A = 10000 M .

rays are co-rotating. With a larger radius, the shape of the relativistic
frame dragging delay becomes sharper. This can be explained by the
critical orbital position ¢ converging towards ¢ =  with increasing
orbital radius of the pulsar.

In figure 7, we plot the relativistic exact frame dragging delays for
the same choices of the semi major axis A = 1000 M, 10000 M with
eccentricity e = 0.9. We notice that like in the circular orbit, the frame
dragging effect reduces with a larger orbit around the black hole.
However the curve of the relativistic frame dragging delay changes
its shape reflecting the eccentricity of the pulsar trajectory with its
semi major axis oriented along the black hole-observer line.

Now we will compare the two post-Newtonian based approaches
mentioned before for the frame dragging delays with the relativis-
tic exact formula derived in this paper. Figure 8 shows the frame
dragging time delay as a function of the orbital phase of the pulsar
around SgrA* for a circular as well as an extreme elliptic orbit with
r = A = 1000 M. First, we notice that, while the Wex-Kopeikin
approach shows a singularity at ¢ = &, the formula by Rafikov-Lai
keeps finite values along the orbit. This is again related to the chosen
approximation of the lightlike trajectory, which for the Wex-Kopeikin
approach passes through the singularity at superior conjunction, but
not for the Rafikov-Lai formula. Moreover, from the equations for
the Wex-Kopeikin and the Rafikov-Lai formula, it is clear that the
delays behaves symmetric with respect to ¢ = 7 and do not reflect
the phase shift of the switch from contra- to co-rotating trajectories
discussed before, that is to be expected around a spinning black hole
and is present in the expression derived in this paper.

At ¢ = 0, 27 where the pulsar is in the front of the supermas-
sive black hole, at pericenter, the Wex-Kopeikin formula coincides
with our solution, whereas the frame dragging effect in Rafikov-Lai

MNRAS 000, 1-14 (2022)
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Figure 8. Comparison of Frame Dragging delay between the relativistic (solid
black line) and the Post-Newtonian approach of Wex-Kopeikin(green line) and
Rafikov-Lai (red dashed line) for the elliptic edge-on orbits with eccentricity
e = 0.9 and with different semi major axis lengths. Top, a circular orbit
with » = 1000 M, bottom an extreme elliptic orbit with e = 0.9 and semi
major-axis A = 1000 M

expression shows a maximal and a minimal value far away from
the delay derived in this paper. This again emphasizes that the ap-
proach using lensed positions is designed for superior conjunction
and should not be used around inferior conjunction.

Generally, it can be seen that (in absolute values) the frame drag-
ging effects are overestimated by the post-Newtonian formulas. For
larger values of the orbital radius, the Wex-Kopeikin and Rafikov-
Lai formula, however, converge toward our result, as expected. We
should mention here again that our formula does not only model the
pure classical frame dragging effect but also the quadrupole moment
and all higher multipole moment effects that are induced by the spin
of SgrA™ as compared to spherical symmetry.

6 DISTURBING EFFECTS

We expect that it would be hard to measure directly the frame drag-
ging time delay since other effects could screen it partially or totally.
Therefore it is worth to mention these effects bellow.

6.1 Relativistic Doppler Shift of the pulsar

One of these effects is the Doppler shift of the pulsar along its
trajectory. Along the trajectory 0 < ¢ < x the pulsar is moving
away from the observer and therefore the emitted light would be red-
shifted, whereas for the trajectory 7 < ¢ < 2x the pulsar is moving
toward the observer and therefore the light ray becomes blue-shifted.
It is expected that a Pulsar located at the vicinity of SgrA* would
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have a considerable high velocity. The S2, also known as S0-2, is a
star that is located in the star cluster close to SgrA*, orbiting it with a
period of 16.0518 years. Approaching the epicenter the speed of S2
is expected to exceed 5,000 km/s which represents a 1/60 the speed
of light. A pulsar in the near location would have the same order
of magnitude therefore we expect that the relativistic Doppler Shift
effect of the pulsar would be significant. Based on special relativity
theory the Doppler Shift is given by

1%

z=1+ (44)

¢
where v is the velocity of the pulsar, the plus and minus sign corre-
spond consequently to a pulsar moving away and toward the observer.
For a fixed observing frequency, the blue shifted photon with a fre-
quency f and the other red shifted one with a frequency f, will
induce a time delay based on the dispersion measure according to
the formula (4.7) in Lorimer & Kramer (2005):

Atpoppler ~ 4.15 % 10°ms x (f; = f5%) x DM (45)

For the DM value we choose DM = 17780m_3pc of the nearest found
magnetar J1745-2900 to SgrA*

In table 2 we listed for different radii the estimated Doppler-Shift
delay for a fixed light frequency of 2500 MHZ.

6.2 Gravitational red shift

Due to the high mass of the super-massive black hole SgrA*, the
gravitational red-shift must be taken into account which could modify
the measured frame dragging delay from the predicted theoretical
one. The red shift factor could be estimated based on Gates et al.
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r=102M r=10M r=10"M
P~ 1.41d P ~0.12y P ~3.92y
Atrer. Fp [5] 8.025 2.974 0.717
Atrel. Doppler [5] 0.4897 0.1547 0.04728
Atgrav-smire[s] 7.17027x1073  2.11557x107*  6.687x107°
AtFD orbit [5] 0.952x1073 6.266x1078 1.915x10710

Table 2. relativisitc frame dragging time delays compared with relativistic
Doppler effect Atpoppler, gravitational red shift AfGray-shift and Frame Drag-
ging effect on the pulsar’s motion Afgp pyisar induced time delays for circular
edge on orbits with different radii » and a choice for the black hole spin
a=0.9

(2021)

\/r3 —3M7r2 + 2a\Mr3/2
r3/2 £ \M(a - 2)
where the plus and minus sign corresponds to co and contra-rotating
light-like geodesics respectively. With the help of (45) the corre-
sponding gravitational red shift delay Afgp,y_shife is given in table 2
with the same choice of radii for a circular pulsar orbit around SgrA*.

g+ = (46)

6.3 Frame dragging effect on the pulsar orbit

The frame dragging will not only effect the photon trajectory from
the pulsar to the observer but also the pulsar as an emission point.
Therefore it is worth to consider this effect on the pulsar orbit. The
additional velocity due to frame dragging can be approximated by
the ratio of the excess in the circumference of the circular orbit in
Kerr spacetime divided by its orbital period

2rr(4f1+ ‘:—; + 21\;[3“2 -1

Ay = P,
Based on (44) and (45) the corresponding time delay Afpp pulsar 1
calculated in table 2 for the same choice of orbital radii.

In order to estimate their presence in the time of arrival of the
pulsar’s radio waves (ToAs), we calculate the previously discussed
disturbing effects, in addition to the relativistic frame dragging delay,
in table 2 for 3 choices of circular orbits. We notice that while the
gravitational red shift as well as the frame dragging effect on the
pulsar orbit may be detectable by the timing of a milli second pulsar,
but they are still dominated by the the relativistic Doppler shift by a
minimum factor of 100 for a very close pulsar orbit (r = 100 M). In
general case, these latter effects, even combined together, can screen
only partially the amplitude of frame dragging time delay by less than
10% in the worst case, which makes it measurable.

This is only right for the edge on case where frame dragging is
maximal. But in a general case the conclusion above can be still
valid: for an inclined pulsar orbit we can assume that the frame
dragging delay scales by a factor of sin i, therefore the amplitude of
the frame dragging would be comparable with the rel. Doppler if
i = /50 for r = 100 M which is possible but still far from what we
expect.

We should mention another screening effect, the bending delay
derived by Doroshenko & Kopeikin (1995). It has the same func-
tional dependence as the post-Newtonian frame dragging delay, and
can hardly be disentangled from it. However, for the case considered
here, namely a pulsar orbiting a supermassive black, the frame drag-
ging effect should be much stronger and dominate the bending delay
completely.

C)

7 SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this paper we derived an exact analytical solution for the time
delay of lightlike geodesics in Kerr spacetime in terms of Jacobian
elliptic integrals. By isolating the diverging parts we were able to
find an explicit analytical formula for the finite propagation delay
with respect to a reference point. This result can be interpreted
as the relativistic propagation delay of the signals of pulsars
orbiting a rotating supermassive black hole, where the extreme
mass ratio justifies to consider the pulsar as a test particle. We then
compared our result for the propagation delay in pulsar timing to
known post-Newtonian expressions. Moreover, we derived from
the difference between the propagation time delays in Kerr and
Schwarzschild spacetimes the exact relativistic frame dragging time
delay. We adopted the harmonic coordinates in order to compare
the time delays derived here with the ones in post-Newtonian
spacetimes. As an illustration of our general results, we explicitly
treated the case of equatorial motion, and edge-on pulsar orbits,
where the propagation delay as well as the frame dragging delay
are expected to be maximal. For this case our results showed
that the post-Newtonian based treatments of Wex-Kopeikin and
Rafikov-Lai generally overestimate the frame dragging effects, in
particular around and after superior conjunction. Based on this, we
expect that our approach should be more reliable and accurate in
extreme mass ratio binary configurations, where at some point the
pulsar orbit will be at or close to superior conjunction. Furthermore
we presented some disturbing effects that could screen partially or
fully the pure frame dragging delay from timing the pulsar.

The advantage of this work, as compared to numerical ray tracing
methods, is that the derived analytical expression could be integrated
into a new relativistic timing model that is suitable for such
an extreme mass ratio binary system and later processed as a
plugin within the TEMPO?2 pulsar timing package. To this end, a
complementary continuation of this work is to identify the constants
of motion A and ¢ of the lightlike geodesics with orbital parameters
of the pulsar, possibly using analytical approximations in the Kerr
field in analogy to similar works in Schwarzschild spacetime, see the
review Semerdk (2015) and references therein. This would permit to
use the derived formula for propagation as well as frame dragging
delay to be integrated within a post-Keplerian timing model similar
to "ELL1" or "T2" orbital model used for binary pulsar system.

A natural continuation of our work would be to include other
general relativity’s spacetimes, in particular the most general
type-D black hole solutions, the Plebanski-Demianski metric with
additional parameters like electric, magnetic and NUT charge
and to investigate their corresponding effects on the propagation
time delay. In principle, the equations of motion for the lightlike
geodesics are solvable in terms of elliptic or hyperelliptic integrals.
Another possibility would be to include parameterised spacetimes,
as long as they allow for separable Hamilton-Jacobi equations.
Such investigations would probe the possibility to test the No-Hair
theorem by predicting the time delays induced by these additional
parameters if the black hole has more hair than the mass and the
spin. Another possible extension of the work is to treat the pulsar
as a point particle with a spin and to study the possible coupling
effects between the spin and the pulsar orbit as well as the spin
and the curved spacetime around the supermassive black hole
within the accuracy of timing a milli second pulsar. In the work of
Kimpson, T. et al. (2020), the spin effects were treated numerically
through light ray tracing method but without giving any explicit
analytical expression for the corresponding time delay as a function
of the orbital Kepler parameters or the emitted lightlike geodesics
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APPENDIX

Here we derive the analytical solution of the (15)in terms of elliptic
integrals. With 7. = M + VM2 — a2 we the integral splits in a sum
of simple integrals

/ 2(r +a2) +2Mar(a —/l)

A\/R,l’q(r /\/R/lq(r
2M ;dr M -
" ‘/\’R/l,q(r) /ﬁR,l’q(r)

M 2 2
e [((a/l AM ) ry +2Ma )/ —

dr

)VR/I q(r

(48)

+ (=(ad —4M>)r_ +2Ma2)/( :
r—r—

ﬂQZTI

The substitution
2o (r—rg)(r3 —ry) 49)
(r=r3)(rg —r1)
with the roots r; of Ry 4 chosen as in (10), casts the integrals in
general in the Legendre form

U b ol N
T(r,1)= (r3 —r1)(rq —12) [Zl:/o (1=x2)(1 - k2x?)
(50)

where
2 _(r3=r)(ra=r1)
(r3=ri)(ra =r2)
and f;(x) are rational functions. We define the following constants:

P Sl s R Bl S (r3 —re)(ry —14) (52)

(61

r3—ry ra—ry’ (rg = re)(ry = r3)
We note that for r = oo (49) reduces to
X2 =x(r=0)? = a=rn (53)
r4—r1

With the Jacobi elliptic integrals

X dx
F(x, k) = 54
(x- ) /0 (1 =x2)(1 — k2x2) oY
E(x, k) = /x V1 - k2x2dx (55)
0
d.
I(x,c, k) = 56
(e k) /0 (1= ex?)V(1 =x2)(1 = k2x2) 0
we find
_ 2
T(r, 1) = M [(2(r3 pomyy DTS AT
V(3 =r)(ra —r2) M
(a/l AM?)r_ - 2Mad? (a/l—4M2)r+ +2Ma2)F(x K
(r3 —r- )\/7—612 (r3 — r+)\/m '
- %Eu, k) +2(rq — r3)(x, 1, k) (57)

(r+a/l 4ryM? +2Ma?) (ry — 13)
VM? = a?(r3 = r4)(rq = r+))

(read —4r_M? - 2Ma2)(ry - r3)
VM= - ) (- 7))

I(x, 4, k)

M(x,c—, k)| +

where x is related to r via (49). Note that the Jacobi elliptic inte-
grals can be evaluated without using a numeric integration, and can
therefore be considered as an exact analytical solution to the integral
T. Note that the last term in (57) diverges linearly for r — oco. As
well, TI(x, ¢y, k) diverges logarithmic for x2 = 1/c, which happens
in our case for x = xo and ¢ = c;. Therefore, the time for reaching
r = oo diverges as expected. To isolate the diverging term we apply
the following identity for ¢ = cy:

2
M(x. e k) = PO k) TG, S ) + 122 (58)
where
) _ 242
7 = V(1 =x*)(1 — k*x?) + Px (59)
(1 -x2)(1 — k2x2) — Px
P o= (c=D(e-k) _ (3-r4)? (60)
c (ra =rp)(r3 —ry)
With this equation (57) becomes
2
r3rg —Fir4+rir3+r
To(Lq) = 2M [(4M+34 174+ 7173 +73
V(r3=r1)(rqa = r2) M
a2y 2 a2 2
Forg+ (adl —4M=)r_ —2Ma B (ad —4M*)ry +2Ma Fxk)
(r3 —r-)VM? - a2 (r3 — r4)VM? - a2
- wlyu, k) = 2(r4 — r3)T(x, 3, k)
— _ 2 2
(rg —r3) [ (read —4riM* +2Ma )H(x, k) 61)
M2 — 42 (r3 —r4)(rg —r4)
_ 2 2
B (r—ad —4r_M* —2Ma )H(x, e k)
(r3—r-)(rg—r-)

N =r)(r=r1) +(r = ra)(r —r3)

N =r2)(r =rp) =/(r —ra)(r —r3)
(62)

where the last two terms diverge for x = xo. We find the Taylor
expansion of these terms as

+2M In(

—R/l’q (r) = r+r3+ 0(1) (63)
r—r3 r
In(Z) = In( 2 ) +1n(r) +O(l) (64)
r3+ry r

The analytical solution of the eq.(16) in terms of elliptic integrals is
given by :

T(u,) = \I/ziiiﬂ(( ——up)E(v,w) +usF(v,w)| (65)

where
Y (66)

u_
wo o= a— 67)
U_ —us
and

e = O -axV@ -2 -g?+da’g 68)

- 2a2
are the solutions of the second order polynomial,

Upg(u
2,2 - A,q (1)
u

O=q+u(a2—/12—q)—a (69)
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