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This paper investigates charged particle deflection in a Kerr spacetime background with a dipole magnetic
field, focusing on the equatorial plane and employing the weak field approximation. We employ the Jacobi-
Randers metric to unify the treatment of the gravitational and electromagnetic effects on charged particles.
Furthermore, we utilize the Gauss-Bonnet theorem to calculate the deflection angle through curvature integrals.
The difference between the prograde and retrograde deflection angles is linked to the non-reversibility of metrics
and geodesics in Finsler geometry, revealing that this difference can be considered a Finslerian effect. We
analyze the impact of both gravitomagnetic field and dipole magnetic field on particle motion and deflection
using the Jacobi-Randers magnetic field. The model considered in this paper exhibits interesting features in the
second-order approximation of (M/b). When qµ = 2MaE, the Jacobi-Randers metric possesses reversible
geodesics, leading to equal prograde and retrograde deflection angles. In this case, the gravitomagnetic field and
dipole magnetic field cancel each other out, distinguishing it from scenarios involving only the gravitomagnetic
field or the dipole magnetic field. We also explore the magnetic field’s impact on gravitational lensing of charged
particles.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In usual electrodynamics in flat spacetime, the dipole mag-
netic field under spherical coordinates (r, θ, ϕ) is given by [1]:

B =
µ

r3

(
2 cos θ

∂

∂r
+

1

r
sin θ

∂

∂θ

)
, (1)

where µ is the magnetic dipole moment. In 1930, Störmer
systematically investigated the trajectories of charged parti-
cles under the influence of this magnetic field [2]. Subse-
quently, the study of the trajectory of charged particles in
the dipole magnetic field has been known as the Störmer’s
problem, which is of great significance for understanding the
Earth’s magnetic field and related phenomena (such as auro-
ras) [3]. In recent years, interest in this problem has mainly
been in the field of nonlinear analysis [4–7]. In curved space-
times, the form of the dipole magnetic field will have to be
modified due to the spacetime curvature.

The investigation of electromagnetic fields in curved space-
time can be carried out using a conventional approximation
method. This method treats the electromagnetic field as a per-
turbation that is influenced by spacetime, but whose effect on
spacetime is ignored. The key aspects of this approach include
the modification of Maxwell’s equations to account for the in-
fluence of curved spacetime, and the exclusion of the electro-
magnetic field’s energy-momentum tensor from gravitational
field equations due to the negligible impact of the former on
spacetime. With this approximation, the electromagnetic field
in curved spacetime has been widely studied [8–15]. Particu-
larly interesting is the case of a dipole magnetic field, as the
magnetic field of dense stars such as neutron stars is usually
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approximated by a dipole, and, for black holes, their dipole
magnetic field can be generated by current loop on the equa-
torial plane. The model of a dipole magnetic field in curved
(for example, Schwarzschild [14] and Kerr [15]) spacetimes
can be used to study related issues[16–23].

Analyzing the behavior of charged particles under the dual
influence of electromagnetic and gravitational fields holds
paramount astronomical significance. One notable example
is its pivotal role in comprehending the origins, propagation,
and distinctive features of cosmic rays, which serve as es-
sential messengers in multi-messenger astronomy. In con-
sideration of the significant application of gravitational lens-
ing in astronomy, this paper embarks on a theoretical explo-
ration of the gravitational deflection effect in charged parti-
cles within a dipole magnetic field against the background
of spacetime around a rotating black hole. This investiga-
tion serves as a continuation of the same theme in the Kerr-
Newman spacetime [24] and Schwarzschild spacetime with
an existing dipole magnetic field [25]. In this series of studies,
we employ the Jacobi-Randers metric and Gauss-Bonnet the-
orem. The Jacobi-Randers metric allows for a uniform treat-
ment of the influences of electromagnetic and gravitational
fields on charged particles. Utilizing the Gauss-Bonnet theo-
rem, we calculate the deflection angle based on curvatures, a
methodology initially introduced by Gibbons and Werner [26]
and subsequently adopted and expanded upon by various au-
thors, such as those of Refs. [27–33]. In the example in this
article, the motion of the charged particles is affected by two
effects related to the prograde or retrograde motion direc-
tions. The first is the gravitomagnetic effect inherent in rotat-
ing space-time, and the second is the external dipole magnetic
field. The effect of these two parts makes the model have a
rich and interesting gravitational lensing.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section II, we outline
the fundamental prerequisites for the upcoming sections. This
includes detailing the methodology for computing the deflec-
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tion angle using the Jacobi-Randers metric and Gauss-Bonnet
theorem, elucidating the magnetic field definition based on the
Jacobi-Randers metric, and exploring the Finslerian effect on
the deflection angle. In Section III, we introduce the Kerr-
dipole background, derive the orbit equations, and determine
the deflection of charged particles within the framework of the
weak-field approximation. In Section IV, we delve into the
Finslerian effect, analyze the impact of magnetic fields on de-
flection, and explore relevant aspects of gravitational lensing.
Finally, we conclude the paper in Section V. Throughout this
paper, we adopt units such that G = c = 1, and the spacetime
signature is (−,+,+,+).

II. JACOBI-RANDERS METRIC IN CURVED SPACETIME

A. Jacobi Metric for a charged particle

In this paper, we consider the motion and deflection of
charged particles in a 4-dimensional spacetime with an elec-
tromagnetic field (M, gµν , Aµ). The line element with the
coordinate system (t, xi)(i = 1, 2, 3) can be written as,

ds2 = gtt(x)dt
2 + 2gti(x)dtdx

i + gij(x)dx
idxj . (2)

In addition, we also assume that the electromagnetic gauge
field Aµ is independent of time.

Charged particles in (M, gµν , Aµ) are subject to both gravi-
tational and electromagnetic fields, and typically, their motion
does not follow geodesics. Due to the conservation of par-
ticle energy, their trajectories can be described as geodesics
of the 3D Jacobi metric, following Maupertuis’ principle of
least action. In other words, we can use the Jacobi metric to
unify the dual effects of the gravitational and electromagnetic
fields. The Jacobi metric for a particle (mass m, energy E,
and charge q) moving in (M, gµν , Aµ) is given by [34]

F (x, dx) = dρ =
√

αijdxidxj + βidx
i, (3)

with

αij =
(E + qAt)

2
+m2gtt

−gtt

(
gij −

gtigtj
gtt

)
, (4a)

βi = qAi − (E + qAt)
gti
gtt

. (4b)

Here, F is a Finsler metric of Randers type, where αij is a
Riemannian metric and βi is a one-form, satisfying positivity
and convexity

|β| =
√

αijβiβj < 1. (5)

For easier reference in the following sections, we designate
the Riemannian part αij in the (Jacobi-)Randers metric (3)
as the (Jacobi-)Randers-Riemann metric, characterized by the
line element

dl2 = αijdx
idxj , (6)

with the unit velocity vector

ei =
dxi

dl
. (7)

B. Equations of Motion, Randers Magnetic Field, and Gauge
Invariance

In this subsection, based on the work of Gibbons et al. [36],
we discuss the general Randers metric, and these considera-
tions naturally apply to the Jacobi-Randers metric given by
Eqs. (3)- (4). The Lagrangian describing the motion of a free
particle in the Randers metric space is given by

L = F (x, ẋ) =
√

αij ẋiẋj + βiẋ
i, (8)

where a dot represents derivatives with respect to any param-
eter. Now we choose ẋi = dxi/dl = ei, then the equation
of motion can be obtained by Euler-Lagrange equations, as
follows [28, 35]

dei

dl
+ Γi

jke
jek = F̃ i

ke
k. (9)

In the above, Γi
jk denotes the Christoffel symbols associated

with the Randers-Riemann metric αij , and

F̃ij = βj;i − βi;j = βj,i − βi,j , F̃ i
k = αijF̃jk, (10)

where, the semicolon “;” signifies the covariant derivative
with respect to the metric αij , while the comma “,” denotes
partial derivatives.

Using the same parametrization, the motion equation of a
charged particle with mass M and charge Q in a magnetic
field characterized by the magnetic potential Ai can be ex-
pressed as follows [36]

dei

dl
+ Γi

jke
jek =

Q√
2ME

F i
ke

k, (11)

where the energy E is

E =
m

2
αij

dxi

dτ

dxj

dτ
, (12)

with τ representing proper time, and

Fij = Aj;i −Ai;j = Aj,i −Ai,j , F i
k = αijFjk. (13)

Comparing Eq. (9) and Eq. (11), we can establish the fol-
lowing analogy

βi =
Q√
2ME

Ai. (14)

Based on the analogous relation (14), one can employ the Ran-
ders data (αij , βi) to establish the following magnetic field
(referred to as the Randers magnetic field) [36]

B̃i = αij(∗dβ)j =
1

2
ϵijkF̃jk. (15)

In the above, the symbol “∗” represents the Hodge star op-
erator, and ϵijk = 1√

α
εijk is the Levi-Civita tensor, where

α ≡ det(αij) represents the determinant of αij , and εijk de-
notes the Levi-Civita symbol.
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Regarding the Jacobi-Randers metric presented in Eqs. (3)-
(4), a natural consideration pertains to its gauge invariance
under the electromagnetic gauge transformation,

Aµ → A′
µ = Aµ + ∂µΨ, (16)

where Ψ represents any scalar field. The answer is negative.
However, this does not alter the kinematics since the motion
equation (9) satisfies electromagnetic gauge invariance. More
generally, Eq. (9) remains invariant under the following trans-
formation [35, 36]

βi → β′
i = βi + ∂iΨ. (17)

C. Equation of trajectory

In Boyer-Lindquist coordinates (t, r, θ, ϕ), the metric for a
stationary and axisymmetric spacetime can be expressed as
follows

ds2 =gtt(r, θ)dt
2 + 2gtϕ(r, θ)dtdϕ+ grr(r, θ)dr

2

+ gθθ(r, θ)dθ
2 + gϕϕ(r, θ)dϕ

2. (18)

Due to the time translation and axial symmetry, for any equa-
torial motion (θ = π/2, x = (r, ϕ)) there exist two motion
constants, energy E and angular momentum L. They are ex-
pressed in terms of the asymptotic velocity v as follows:

E =
m√
1− v2

, L =
mb√
1− v2

= Eb, (19)

where b is the impact parameter.
The orbit equation for particles in the equatorial plane can

be directly derived from the Jacobi-Randers metric (αij , βi).
Introducing the inverse radial coordinate as u = 1/r, the orbit
equation is given as follows [25]

(
du

dϕ

)2

= u4
αϕϕ

[
αϕϕ − (L− βϕ)

2
]

αrr (L− βϕ)
2 . (20)

In general, solving the above equations for a given space-
time is challenging. However, in the weak-field regime of in-
terest in this paper, it can be solved perturbatively. The com-
monly used boundary conditions are

(1) u(0) = 0, or (2) u′(
π

2
) ≡ du

dϕ
(
π

2
) = 0. (21)

D. Deflection angle using the Gauss-Bonnet theorem

The Gauss-Bonnet theorem is a fundamental theorem in
differential geometry, which establishes a connection between
curvature and the topological properties of surfaces. The de-
flection angle characterizes the degree to which the trajectory
of a particle is bent while propagating in a gravitational field
and serves as a fundamental quantity in gravitational lens-
ing phenomena. By applying the Gauss-Bonnet theorem to

a two-dimensional Riemannian space, where the trajectory of
the particle corresponds to spatial curves within that space,
an exact expression for the deflection angle in terms of spa-
tial curvature can be obtained. This method was introduced
by Gibbons and Werner [26] and has since become a valuable
tool for studying gravitational lensing.

When dealing with the particle’s trajectory in a Randers
space, a more technical treatment is required to apply the
Gauss-Bonnet theorem. Two popular approaches have been
widely adopted to transform the problem into a Riemannian
space. One approach involves using Osculating Riemannian
metric, introduced by Werner [27], and the other employs
Randers-Riemann metric αij , introduced by Ono, Ishihara,
and Asada [28]. This paper adopts the method in that work,
which is based on the motion equation Eq. (9). Accord-
ing to Eq. (9), the motion of a free particle in (M3, F =√
αijdxidxj + βidx

i) can be equivalent to the motion of a
charged particle in (M3, αij , B̃

i), where the Randers mag-
netic field B̃i is defined by Eq. (15).

Below, we will utilize the method in Ref. [28] to examine
particle deflection in the equatorial plane. We assume that the
two-dimensional background space (M2, αij) is asymptotic
Euclidean and is described by coordinates (r, ϕ). The particle
travels from the source point S to the receiver point R and
undergoes deflection due to the lens L. We consider a non-
singular region Dr0 ⊂ (M2, αij), which is enclosed by the
particle trajectory η and an auxiliary curve Cr0 (defined by
r = r0), as illustrated in Fig. 1.

L

Dr0

η

S

R

Cr0

δ

FIG. 1. A non-singular region Dr0 ⊂ (M2, αij), bounded by parti-
cle ray η and a circular curve Cr0 (defined by r = r0). The particle
travels from the source point S to the receiver point R and undergoes
deflection due to the gravitational lens L. The deflection angle is de-
noted as δ.

By applying the Gauss-Bonnet theorem to the region Dr0 ,
with the assumption that S and R are located in the asymptotic
region, the deflection angle δ can be expressed in terms of the
Gaussian curvature K of αij and the geodesic curvature kg of
the particle’s trajectory. This expression is given as follows
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(for details see Ref. [25])

δ = −
∫∫

Dr0
(r0→∞)

KdS︸ ︷︷ ︸
δG

+

∫ R

S

kgdl︸ ︷︷ ︸
δg

, (22)

Notably, the contribution of the geodesic curvature term, de-
noted as δg , arises from the typically non-zero Jacobi-Randers
magnetic field B̃i.

Gaussian curvature K of αij can be calculated by [27]

K =
1√
α

[
∂

∂ϕ

(√
α

αrr
Γϕ
rr

)
− ∂

∂r

(√
α

αrr
Γϕ
rϕ

)]
. (23)

To compute the geodesic curvature kg , one can refer to
OIA [28] and utilize the following formula

kg =

− β3D
ϕ,r√

α3Dαθθ
3D


θ=π/2

, (24)

where the scripts 3D denotes 3-dimensional Jacobi-Randers
data (αij , βi) with coordinates (r, θ, ϕ). With the spacetime
line element (18), the Jacobi-Randers-Riemann metric αij

given by Eq. (4a) is diagonal, thus the geodesic curvature
simplifies to

kg = − 1√
α
βϕ,r (25)

When using the Gauss-Bonnet theorem to calculate higher-
order deflection angles through Eq. (22), there are certain it-
eration rules to be followed. In the coordinates (r, ϕ), to cal-
culate the n-th order deflection angle, information from the
(n − 1)-th order particle trajectory and the (n − 2)-th or-
der deflection angle is essential [29]. For the orbit satisfying
u(0) = 0, the deflection angle (22) can be refined as

δG = −
∫ π+δ[n−2]

0

∫ u[n−1]

0

K
√
αdudϕ, (26a)

δg =

∫ π+δ[n−2]

0

(
kg

dl

dϕ

)
dϕ. (26b)

Here, and in the subsequent expressions, the superscript [n]
indicates that a quantity is accurate to the n-th order, while
the superscript (n) indicates a quantity at the n-th order. For
instance, the second-order deflection angle can be denoted as
δ[2] = δ(1) + δ(2). In Sec. III D, we will utilize Eq. (26)
to compute the deflection angle of charged particles in the
Kerr-dipole background. Given the intricate interplay of grav-
itational, gravitomagnetic, and magnetic lensing, it is impera-
tive to investigate higher-order deflections. Therefore, we will
compute deflection angles up to the third order.

Although the second boundary condition u′(π2 ) = 0 will
not be used in this paper, its corresponding deflection angle

formula is still worth mentioning, as follows,

δG = −
∫ π+ 1

2 δ
[n−2]

− 1
2 δ

[n−2]

∫ u[n−1]

0

K
√
αdudϕ, (27a)

δg =

∫ π+ 1
2 δ

[n−2]

− 1
2 δ

[n−2]

(
kg

dl

dϕ

)
dϕ. (27b)

It is easy to see that when the order of calculation is less
than or equal to two, the expressions corresponding to the two
boundary conditions are the same.

E. Divergence in Deflection Angles Between Prograde and
Retrograde Particles: A Finsler Geometry Perspective

A Finsler metric F (x, y)(x ∈ M,y ∈ TxM) is said to be
reversible or symmetric if it equals its retrograde Finsler met-
ric F̄ (x, y) = F (x,−y) [37]. For example, the Riemannian
metric is reversible,

F̄ (x, y) =
√
αij(−yi)(−yj)

=
√

αijyiyj = F (x, y). (28)

For the Randers metric, we have

F̄ (x, y) =
√

αij(−yi)(−yj) + βi(−yi)

=
√

αijyiyj − βiy
i

=
√

ᾱijyiyj + β̄iy
i, (29)

where

ᾱij = αij , β̄i = −βi. (30)

Therefore, a Randers metric is reversible if and only if βi = 0,
meaning it is a Riemannian metric. The non-Riemannian Ran-
ders metric is non-reversible. In fact, Randers introduced the
Randers metric as a generalization of the Riemannian metric
by considering asymmetry (non-reversibility) [38].

The non-reversibility of Finsler metric leads to the non-
reversibility of geodesics. For the Finsler metric F (x, y),
the inverse curve of its geodesic (i.e., orbit tracing back-
ward along the original curve) is not necessarily its geodesic.
However, we have the fact that the curve η is the geodesic
of F (x, y) if and only if its inverse curve η̄ is the geodesic
of F̄ (x, y) [37]. If a Finsler metric F (x, y) possesses the
property that the inverse curves of all its geodesics are
also its geodesics, we refer to F (x, y) as having reversible
geodesics [39]. Clearly, a reversible Finsler metric must
have reversible geodesics. However, it is also possible for
a non-reversible Finsler metric to have reversible geodesics.
Crampin [39] has shown that, for the Randers metric, it has
reversible geodesics if and only if βi is closed (equivalently,
F̃ij = 0). From Eq. (9), it is evident that the geodesics of F
in this case coincide with the geodesics of αij .
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In the context of this paper, we employ the Finsler-Randers
metric F (x, y) to study the deflection angles of geodesic tra-
jectories of particles from a source S to a receiver R. The
deflection angles of its inverse curves are investigated using
the inverse metric F̄ (x, y). In conclusion, the difference in
deflection angles between prograde and retrograde particles is
a consequence of the non-reversibility of the Finsler metric,
or more precisely, the non-reversibility of geodesics. Thus,
we can regard the difference in deflection of particles in the
prograde and retrograde directions as a Finslerian effect. It is
a common phenomenon found in various scenarios, such as
the deflection of particles in rotating spacetime [32] and the
deflection of charged particles in a dipole magnetic field [25].

It’s worth noting that in situations where the metric is non-
reversible but the geodesics are reversible, the deflection an-
gles for prograde and retrograde trajectories remain the same.
This is unlike the Sagnac effect, which can also be considered
a Finslerian effect [40, 41]. The Sagnac effect is solely deter-
mined by the non-reversibility of the optical-Randers metric.
In other words, analogous to the Aharonov-Bohm effect, the
Sagnac effect is determined by the non-zero potentials βi.

Finally, based on Eq. (30), the retrograde deflection angle
can be obtained from the prograde deflection angle by adding
a negative sign to the appropriate parameter (such that Eq. (30)
holds).

III. DEFLECTION ANGLE OF CHARGED PARTICLES IN
KERR SPACETIME WITH A DIPOLE MAGNETIC FIELD

A. Kerr spacetime with a dipole magnetic field

The Kerr metric [42] describes the spacetime geometry sur-
rounding a rotating black hole with mass M and angular mo-
mentum per unit mass a. In the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates
(t, r, θ, ϕ), its line element is

ds2 = −
(
1− 2Mr

Σ

)
dt2 − 4Mra sin2 θ

Σ
dtdϕ+

Σ

∆
dr2

+Σdθ2 +

(
r2 + a2

)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ

Σ
sin2 θdϕ2, (31)

where

Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, ∆ = r2 − 2Mr + a2.

In Kerr spacetime, the corresponding electromagnetic po-

tential of a dipole magnetic field can be written as [15, 23]

At = − 3aµ

2Σζ2

{[
r(r −M) +

(
a2 −Mr

)
cos2 θ

]
× 1

2ζ
ln

(
r −M + ζ

r −M − ζ

)
−
(
r −M cos2 θ

)}
,

Aϕ = −3µ sin2 θ

4Σζ2

{
(r −M)a2 cos2 θ + r

(
r2 +Mr + 2a2

)
− 1

2ζ

[
r
(
r3 − 2Ma2 + a2r

)
+∆a2 cos2 θ

]
× ln

(
r −M + ζ

r −M − ζ

)}
(32)

where ζ =
√
M2 − a2, and µ is the magnetic dipole moment.

B. Kerr-dipole Jacobi-Randers metric and its magnetic field

The 3D Kerr-dipole Jacobi-Randers metric (α3D
ij , β3D

i ) and
its reversibility analysis is given by Appendix A. Here, we
focus on the equatorial plane, and the corresponding Jacobi-
Randers metric can be obtained from Eqs. (A1)- (A3) by set-
ting θ = π/2, dθ = 0, as follows

αijdx
idxj = γr2

(
dr2

∆
+

∆

r2 − 2Mr
dϕ2

)
, (33a)

βϕ =
1

8ζ3r (r − 2M)

{
− 16MaEr + 3qµ×[

4rζ3 + 2(M − r)ζr2 +∆r2 log

(
r −M + ζ

r −M − ζ

)]}
,

(33b)

where

γ =−m2 +
r

r − 2M

{
E +

3aqµ

2ζ2r2[
r −

r(r −M) log
(

r−M+ζ
r−M−ζ

)
2ζ

]}2

. (34)

This paper does not aim for exact solutions. For the conve-
nience of presenting approximate orders, we denote the mass
M , spacetime spin a and magnetic dipole µ as f1, f2 and f3
respectively with proper power of a scale factor ε, as follows

M = f1ε, a = f2ε, µ = f3ε
2. (35)

Utilizing Eq. (A8), we expand the Jacobi-Randers magnetic
field on the equatorial plane to third order, yielding

B̃r =B̃ϕ = 0, (36a)

B̃θ =
ε2

(E2 −m2)3/2

(
qf3
r4
− 2f1f2E

r4

)
+

[
6m2f1f2E

r5
− 1

r5
(2m2 + E2)qf3

]
× f1ε

3

(E2 −m2)5/2
+O(ε4). (36b)
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Initially, we observe that the magnetic field exclusively ex-
hibits a non-zero component in the θ direction. This implies
that the magnetic field is orthogonal to the equatorial plane, al-
lowing particles to remain stable within it. In addition, when
considering the second-order magnetic field, intriguing char-
acteristics become apparent. It comprises the gravitomagnetic
field B̃GM and the dipole magnetic field B̃M , given by

B̃GM = − f1f2Eε2

r4(E2 −m2)3/2
∂

∂θ
, (37)

B̃M =
qf3ε

2

r4(E2 −m2)3/2
∂

∂θ
. (38)

Without loss of generality, we assume both a = f2ε and
qµ = qf3ε

2 to be non-negative. Consequently, the gravito-
magnetic field is oriented perpendicular to the equatorial plane
and directed upwards, reducing the particle’s deflection angle.
In contrast, the dipole magnetic field is also oriented perpen-
dicular to the equatorial plane but directed downwards, lead-
ing to an increase in the particle’s deflection angle. The effect
of the total magnetic field on the deflection angle depends on
whether the dipole magnetic field or the gravitomagnetic field
dominates, determining whether it increases or decreases.

In a special case, when the gravitomagnetic field and the
dipole magnetic field cancel each other out, i.e., qf3 =
2Ef1f2 (or qµ = 2EaM ), the total magnetic field makes
no contribution to the deflection angle. The situation cor-
responds to Kerr-dipole Jacobi-Randers metric having re-
versible geodesics (in the sense of second-order approxima-
tion), which can be seen from Eq. (A7). It is worth noting that
when only the gravitomagnetic field or only the dipole mag-
netic field is present, the Jacobi-Randers metric does not pos-
sess reversible geodesics, and the magnetic field always con-
tributes to the deflection angle. Examples of this scenario in-
clude the motion and deflection of neutral particles in the Kerr
field (with only the gravitomagnetic field) [32] or charged par-
ticles in the Schwarzschild+dipole field (with only the dipole
magnetic field) [25].

When considering the third-order contributions, the discus-
sion above becomes ineffective. Substituting qf3 = 2f1f2E
into Eq. (36), it is found that the magnetic field is

B̃ = − 2f2
1 f2Eε3

(E2 −m2)3/2
∂

∂θ
+O(ε4). (39)

Clearly, in this case, the magnetic field reduces the deflection
of the particle trajectory.

Quantitative investigations into the deflection of particle
trajectories by magnetic fields necessitate the computation of
deflection angle. In the following sections, we shall under-
take this task to determine the extent to which magnetic field
influences particle trajectories.

C. The weak-filed trajectory

By substituting the Jacobi-Randers data (αij , βi) from Eq.
(33) into Eq. (20), we obtain the orbit equation for a charged

particle in Kerr spacetime with a dipole magnetic field as fol-
lows(

du

dϕ

)2

=
1

b2
− u2 + 2u

(
1

v2
− 1 + b2u2

)
f1ε

b2

+

[
bf2

2u
2
(
3− 2b2u2

)
v

− 4f1f2u+
2qf3u

E

]
ε2

b3v
+O

(
ε3
)
, (40)

where we have used Eq. (19).
Consider the second-order expansion of the trajectory u =

u(ϕ)

u[2] = u(0) + u(1) + u(2). (41)

Substituting this into the orbit equation Eq. (40) and utilizing
the initial condition u(0) = 0, we iteratively solve from lower
to higher orders. We can determine the second-order solution
for the motion as

u(0) =
sinϕ

b
, (42a)

u(1) =
(1− cosϕ)

(
1− v2 cosϕ

)
b2v2

f1ε, (42b)

u(2) =
( q

E
f3 − 2f1f2

) ε2(1− cosϕ)

b3v
+

sin3 ϕ

2b3
f2
2 ε

2

− f2
1 ε

2

8b3v2

{
6
(
4 + v2

)
ϕ− 16

(
1 + v2

)
sinϕ

+
[
−8 + 7v2 + 3v2 cos(2ϕ)

]
tanϕ

}
cosϕ. (42c)

D. Higher order deflection angle

From Eqs. (33a) and (34), it is easy to see that the Jacobi-
Randers-Riemann metric αij is asymptotically Euclidean,

dl2 = αrrdr
2 + αϕϕdϕ

2 → E2v2(dr2 + r2dϕ2). (43)

Therefore, the deflection angle can be calculated using Eq.
(22), specifically Eq. (26), as the particle trajectories given by
Eqs. (41)- (42) satisfy the condition u(0) = 0. The purpose
here would be to calculate the deflection angle to the third
order, Eq. (26) can be rewritten as

δ[3] = δ
[3]
G + δ[3]g , (44)

where

δ
[3]
G = −

∫ π+δ[1]

0

∫ u[2]

0

K
√
αdudϕ, (45a)

δ[3]g =

∫ π+δ[1]

0

(
kg

dl

dϕ

)
dϕ. (45b)

.
Among them, the second-order particle trajectory u[2] is de-

termined by Eq. (41) with Eq. (42). To compute the third-
order deflection angle, we also need to know the Gaussian
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curvature K of αij , the geodesic curvature kg of the particle
ray η, and the first-order deflection angle δ[1].

Substituting the Jacobi-Randers-Riemann metric αij from
Eq. (33) into Eq. (23), we can calculate the Gaussian curva-
ture as follows

−K
√
α =

(
1 +

1

v2

)
f1ε+

(
1− 4

v4
+

6

v2

)
f2
1uε

2

+ 3

[(
1

2
+

4

v6
− 10

v4
+

15

2v2

)
f3
1 −

3f2f3q

2Ev2

+

(
1 +

1

v2

)
f1f

2
2

]
u2ε3 +O

(
ε4
)
. (46)

Comparing Eqs. (24) and (A8), we observe the relationship
between the magnetic field and the geodesic curvature

kg =

[√
α3D
θθ B̃θ

3D

]
θ=π/2

= B̃θ

[√
α3D
θθ

]
θ=π/2

. (47)

Thus, by utilizing Eqs. (36) and (A1), we can determine the
geodesic curvature. Alternatively, we can directly substitute
the values of (αij , βi) provided by Eq. (33) into Eq. (25) to
obtain it. The resulting expression for the geodesic curvature
is found to be

kg

(
dl

dϕ

)
=

(
qf3
E
− 2f1f2

)
ε2 sinϕ

b2v

+

[
2

(
2 +

1

v2

)
f1f3q

E
−
(
3 +

1

v2

)
4f2

1 f2

− 2f1

(
4f1f2 −

f3q

E

)
cosϕ

]
sin2(

ϕ

2
)
ε3

b3v

+O
(
ε4
)
, (48)

where we have employed the particle’s orbit given by Eq. (41)
with Eq. (42).

From Eqs. (46) and (48), it is evident that the first-order de-
flection angle is solely influenced by the Gaussian curvature
component, and there is no contribution from both the gravit-
omagnetic field and dipole magnetic field. By using Eq. (46)
in conjunction with the zero-order particle trajectory, which is
given by u[0] = sinϕ/b, this can be readily obtained. Interest-
ingly, this scenario is entirely identical to the Schwarzschild
spacetime case with no electromagnetic field, yielding the fol-
lowing result

δ[1] =

∫ π

0

∫ u[0]

0

(
1 +

1

v2

)
f1εdudϕ =

4f1ε

b
. (49)

Incorporating the third-order Gaussian curvature (46), the
second-order particle trajectory (41)-(42), and the first-order
deflection angle (49) into Eq. (45a) and performing the nec-
essary integration, the third-order deflection angle contributed

by the Gaussian curvature can be expressed as follows

δ
[3]
G = 2f1

(
1 +

1

v2

)
ε

b
+

3πf2
1

4

(
1 +

4

v2

)
ε2

b2

+

[
2f3

1

3

(
5 +

45

v2
+

15

v4
− 1

v6

)
+ 2f1

(
f2
2 −

πf1f2
v

+
πf3
2v

q

E

)
×
(
1 +

1

v2

)
− 2f2f3

v2
q

E

]
ε3

b3
. (50)

The deflection angle determined by the geodesic curvature can
be obtained by substituting Eqs. (48) and (49) into Eq. (45b).
The result up to the third order is

δ[3]g =2

(
f3q

E
− 2f1f2

)
ε2

b2v
+

[
f1f3q

E

(
3

2
+

1

v2

)
− 2f2

1 f2

(
2 +

1

v2

)]
πε3

b3v
. (51)

Finally, utilizing Eqs. (50) and (51), we obtain the total
third-order deflection angle δ[3] = δ

[3]
G + δ

[3]
g , as presented in

Eqs. (52)-(53) below, which includes the result for retrograde
particle rays.

IV. DISCUSSION OF RESULTS

A. Finslerian effect

For the particle ray reaching the detector from the oppo-
site direction, the deflection angle is calculated by F ’s inverse
metric F̄ , according to Sec. II E. Observing the Randers data
in Eq. (33), we notice that the transformation from (αij , βi) to
(ᾱij , β̄i) is given by a → −a, qµ → −qµ. Consequently, the
deflection angle for the retrograde trajectory can be obtained
by applying the same transformation to the prograde deflec-
tion angle. By expressing the results for both directions in a
unified form, we can write the deflection angle that applies to
both trajectory rotations as

δ[3] = δ(1) + δ(2) + δ(3), (52)

where

δ(1) =2

(
1 +

1

v2

)
M

b
, (53a)

δ(2) =
3π

4

(
1 +

4

v2

)
M2

b2
+

2s

b2v

(qµ
E
− 2Ma

)
, (53b)

δ(3) =
2

3

(
5 +

45

v2
+

15

v4
− 1

v6

)
M3

b3

+
sπ

b3v

[
1

2

(
5 +

4

v2

)
qµM

E
− 2

(
3 +

2

v2

)
aM2

]
+ 2

(
1 +

1

v2

)
a2M

b3
− 2aqµ

Eb3v2
. (53c)

Among them, s = +1 and s = −1 represent the deflection an-
gles of the prograde and retrograde particle rays, respectively.
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B. Effect of magnetic field

When qµ → 0, the result given in Eqs. (52)-(53) becomes
the deflection angle of massive neutral particles in Kerr space-
time [43]. When a → 0, it reduces to the deflection angle of
charged particles in Schwarzschild spacetime with a dipole
magnetic field [25].

In the current case, we see from Eq. (53b) that the dipole
magnetic field starts to appear from second order in the form
of∼ sqµ/(Evb2), which can be traced back to Eq. (51) in the
geodesic curvature contribution. The sign of this term depends
on the sign of the charge q and the direction of the magnetic
dipole µ. For a prograde (or retrograde) trajectory, the above
term implies that when the charge is positive (q > 0) and the
magnetic field in the equatorial plane is downward (µ > 0),
it contributes positively (or negatively) to the deflection angle
so that the trajectory is bent more (or less) to the lens.

In Ref. [25] it was argued that the effect of the magnetic
field at the second order is quantitatively comparable to that
of the spacetime spin under replacement qµ ←→ −2EMa.
From (53b) we see that this is exactly the case here. However,
from Eq. (53c) this equivalence is seen broken immediately
from the third order, which shows the fundamental difference
between the Lorentz force and the gravitational interaction. If
the parameters are such that qµ = 2EMa, then we see that
the second-order influence from the dipole magnetic field and
the gravitomagnetic field cancel each other. This cancella-
tion can be traced back to Eq. (36), where the Jacobi-Randers
magnetic field becomes zero at the second order when this
relation is set. A similar situation has been observed in the
Kerr-Newman spacetime [24]. A more dramatic case would
be to choose

qµ

E
= −3πsv

8

(
1 +

4

v2

)
M2 + 2Ma (54)

such that the entire second-order deflection is canceled out.
Note that for black hole spacetime, since |a| ≤ M , cancella-
tion of the entire second order term was not possible if there
was only the spacetime spin. This becomes possible only
when the magnetic effect is taken into account, because all
parameters q, µ and E can have wide ranges of variation.

From Eq. (53c), we observe that the surface (Gaussian)
curvature contribution of the magnetic field to the deflection
manifests from one order higher than the Lorentz force term,
that is, from the third order in the form of qaµ/(Ev2b3). This
term also couples the magnetic field with the spacetime spin,
and is not trajectory direction dependent. Note however this is
not the only third-order contribution from the magnetic field.

C. Gravitational lensing

With the deflection angles known, we can establish the lens-
ing equation for signals originating from the source at radius
rs and solve for the apparent angles of these signals, in the
eyes of an observer located at radius rd. Previously, using
the deflection up to the second order, the apparent angles have

also been solved to this order for the Kerr spacetime without
the magnetic field [44].

Now because of the extra term added to the spacetime spin
term in the second order deflection angle, i.e. −2Ma →
−2Ma + qµ/E, the apparent angle to the second order in
the current case, denoted as θKm can be directly obtained by
substituting a→ a− qµ/(2EM) into the apparent angle, Eq.
(5.9) of Ref. [44]. The result is

θKm =
b0s
rd

+
b1s
rd

+O
(
ε3
)
, (55)

where

b0s =
φ0rdrs

2(rd + rs)
(
√
1 + η − s), (56a)

b1s =
η[8s( qµ

EM − 2a)v + 3Mπ(4 + v2)]

32(1 + v2)
√
1 + η(

√
1 + η − s)

, (56b)

η =
8M(rd + rs)

φ2
0rdrs

(1 +
1

v2
). (56c)

We then observe that both the spacetime spin and the mag-
netic dipole will not affect the image’s apparent angles at the
leading order. They appear simultaneously in the second or-
der. From Eq. (56b) we see that they appear in the same
combination as in the second order of the deflection angle,
i.e., Eq. (53c). This also suggests that the effects of the spin
and dipole magnetic field on the image’s apparent angles can
cancel (or enhance) each other in this order. Moreover, the
result (55) as a perturbative result, also requires the small-
ness of b1s compared to b0s. This in turn implies that when
qµ/(EM)≫ b≫ 2a, this apparent angle formula will break
down. This case indeed corresponds to the situation that the
Lorentz force is repulsive from the center and much stronger
than gravity, and the deflection angle (53) becomes invalid.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the deflection of charged par-
ticles in a rotating spacetime with a dipole magnetic field.
Our approach involves the use of the Jacobi-Randers metric
to provide a unified treatment of the gravitational and elec-
tromagnetic influences on these particles. The dipole mag-
netic field and the gravitomagnetic field are merged into the
Jacobi-Randers magnetic field. The difference between pro-
grade and retrograde deflection angles is linked to the non-
reversibility of metrics and geodesics in Finsler geometry, re-
vealing this difference as a Finslerian effect. In the model con-
sidered in this paper, under the second-order approximation,
the Jacobi-Randers metric exhibits reversible geodesics, re-
sulting in identical prograde and retrograde deflection angles,
which differs from cases where only gravitomagnetic field or
dipole magnetic fields are present.

The deflection angle is computed to the third order of M/b.
It is observed that the dipole magnetic field’s influence on de-
flection is at least of second order, consistent with the order at
which spacetime spin (or the gravitomagnetic field) emerges.
Interestingly, at this second order, when the parameters are
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adjusted to satisfy qµ ∼ 2EaM , the dipole field will balance
the gravitomagnetic field. Consequently, at this order, both
the deflection and the apparent angles in gravitational lensing
will remain unaffected by either of these fields. As mentioned
earlier, at this point, they are direction-independent. This bal-
ance, however, breaks down at the third order, and in general,
achieving full balance is impossible.

The apparent angles of the gravitational lensing images
are also affected by the magnetic interaction from the sec-
ond order. The cancellation of the magnetic and spacetime

spin effect also happens at the same value of the parameters
(q, µ, E, M, a), as that in the deflection angle.
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Appendix A: Three-dimensional Kerr-dipole Jacobi-Randers metric and an analysis of its reversibility

The 3D Randers metric (α3D
ij , β3D

i ) can be obtained by substituting the spacetime metric (31) and electromagnetic potential
(32) into Eq.(4), as follows

α3D
ij dxidxj = γΣ

(
dr2

∆
+ dθ2 +

∆sin2 θ

∆− a2 sin2 θ
dϕ2

)
, (A1)

β3D
ϕ =

sin2 θ

8ζ3
(
∆− a2 sin2 θ

){− 16MaEr + 3qµ

[
4rζ3 + 2(M − r)ζΣ+∆Σ log

(
r −M + ζ

r −M − ζ

)]}
, (A2)

where

γ = −m2 +
Σ

Σ− 2Mr

{
E +

3aqµ

2ζ2Σ

[
r −M cos2 θ −

(∆− (a2 −Mr) sin2 θ) log
(

r−M+ζ
r−M−ζ

)
2ζ

]}2

. (A3)

From Eq.(A2), we find that for the axis direction (θ = 0, π), β3D
i = 0, that is the Kerr-dipole Jacobi-Randers metric is reversible.

Substituting Eq. (A2) into Eq. (10), we have

F̃ 3D
rϕ =

sin2 θ(
∆− a2 sin2 θ

)2{2aME
(
r2 − a2 cos2 θ

)
+

q

8ζ3

[
12(r −M)ζµ

(
rΣ−MΣ− 2ζ2r

)
+ 6µ log

(
r −M + ζ

r −M − ζ

)(
r∆2 − a2(r∆+ (r −M)Σ) sin2 θ

)
− 6ζµ

(
∆− a∧2 sin2 θ

) (
3a2 − 2

(
M2 +Mr − 2r2

)
+ a2 cos 2θ]

) ]}
, (A4)

F̃ 3D
θϕ =

sin 2θ(
∆− a2 sin2 θ

)2{3qµ

8ζ3

[
∆ log

(
r −M + ζ

r −M − ζ

)(
Σ2 − 2Mr

(
r2 + a2 cos 2θ

))
+ 2ζ

(
MΣ2 − rΣ2 + 2Mr2

(
Σ− 2M2

)
− 2a2r

(
∆+M(r − 2M) sin2 θ

)) ]
− 2aMEr∆

}
. (A5)

For the axis direction (θ = 0, π), F̃rϕ = F̃θϕ = 0, that is the Kerr-dipole Jacobi-Randers metric has reversible geodesics.
Additionally, for the equatorial plane (θ = π/2), only F̃rϕ non-zero, if we set F̃rϕ = 0 , we obtain

q

E
=

(8aMζ3)/(3µ)

2 (ζ2 +M2 − 3Mr + r2) ζ + [a2M − r(r − 2M)2] log
(

r−M+ζ
r−M−ζ

) . (A6)

For particles moving on a geodesic circular orbit (r = r0 = constant), if they satisfy the above equation, then this circular orbit
is reversible. If we only consider the lowest-order effects and expand Eq. (A6), we obtain

q

E
=

2Ma

µ
+O(1

r
). (A7)
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Subsequently, using Eq. (15), we can calculate the Kerr-dipole Jacobi-Randers magnetic field, which leads to the following
outcome

B̃3D =
1√
α3D

(
F̃ 3D
θϕ

∂

∂r
− F̃ 3D

rϕ

∂

∂θ

)
, (A8)

where

α3D =
(γΣ)3)sin2θ

∆− a2 sin2 θ
. (A9)

Along the axis direction (θ = 0, π), the magnetic field has only the radial component, so the particles are not affected by the
Lorentz force. On the equatorial plane (θ = π/2) the magnetic field has components only in the θ direction. Consequently, the
Lorentz force due to B̃ acting on the particle is confined to the equatorial plane, ensuring that the particle remains on this plane.
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