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Spinning test body orbiting around a Schwarzschild black hole: Comparing Spin
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The Mathisson-Papapetrou-Dixon (MPD) equations describe the motion of an extended test body
in general relativity. This system of equations, though, is underdetermined and has to be accompa-
nied by constraining supplementary conditions, even in its simplest version, which is the pole-dipole
approximation corresponding to a spinning test body. In particular, imposing a spin supplementary
condition (SSC) fixes the center of the mass of the spinning body, i.e. the centroid of the body. In
the present study, we examine whether characteristic features of the centroid of a spinning test body,
moving in a circular equatorial orbit around a massive black hole, are preserved under the transition
to another centroid of the same physical body, governed by a different SSC. For this purpose, we
establish an analytical algorithm for deriving the orbital frequency of a spinning body, moving in
the background of an arbitrary, stationary, axisymmetric spacetime with reflection symmetry, for
the Tulzcyjew-Dixon, the Mathisson-Pirani and the Ohashi-Kyrian-Semerák SSCs. Then, we focus
on the Schwarzschild black hole background and a power series expansion method is developed, in
order to investigate the discrepancies in the orbital frequencies expanded in power series of the spin
among the different SSCs. Lastly, by employing the fact that the position of the centroid and the
measure of the spin alters under the centroid’s transition, we impose proper corrections to the power
expansion of the orbital frequencies, which allows to improve the convergence between the SSCs.
Our concluding argument is that when we shift from one circular equatorial orbit to another in the
Schwarzschild background, under the change of a SSC, the convergence between the SSCs holds only
up to certain powers in the spin expansion, and it cannot be achieved for the whole power series.

PACS numbers:
Keywords: Gravitation; Dynamical systems

1. INTRODUCTION

The motion of an extended, spinning, test body in
the presence of a curved spacetime background is an in-
teresting and relatively old problem in general relativ-
ity. Mathisson [1] and Papapetrou [2] provided a mul-
tipole moments expansion formalism framework to ad-
dress the issue, while later, in the mid 60’s, Dixon [3]
obtained the covariant form of what is nowadays known
as the Mathisson-Papapetrou-Dixon equations. In brief,
the derivation of MPD equations, in the pole-dipole ap-
proximation, follows from the conservation of the stress-
energy tensor T µν describing the body. The monopole,
dipole or higher order terms (the latter is neglected in our
case), are integrals of the stress-energy tensor, the inte-
gration being carried over a 3-dimensional space-like hy-
persurface defined by a constant, though arbitrarily cho-
sen, coordinate time t. The zeroth multipole moments,
often called the mass-monopole, can be encoded in the
four-momentum pµ, while the first moments, often called
the spin-dipole, in the antisymmetric spin tensor Sµν .
The pole-dipole version of Mathisson-Papapetrou-Dixon
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equations is accompanied by the assumption that the ex-
tended, spinning body is a test body, hence it does not
deform the background spacetime due to its own gravity
and it is characterized solely by two quantities, its mass
and its spin. The MPD equations in their standard form
read [2], [4]:

Dpµ

dλ
= −1

2
Rµ

νκλu
νSκλ, (1)

DSµν

dλ
= pµuν − uµpν , (2)

where by definition
D

dλ
:= uµ∇µ is the covariant deriva-

tive along the four-velocity uµ =
dzµ(λ)

dλ
, where zµ(λ)

is the representative worldline of the test body and λ
is the proper time. For future reference, let us also in-
troduce two different notions of the mass of the spin-
ning body, which also ensures the timelike character of
the four-momentum, that is, the dynamical rest mass
µ :=

√−pνpν as well as the kinematical rest mass
m := −pνuν . Furthermore, the measure of the spin is
defined as:

S2 =
1

2
SµνSµν , (3)

which implies that the spin tensor is spacelike.
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The notoriety of the MPD equations is due to forming
an underdefined set of equations of motion. Namely, a set
of fourteen variables {pµ, uν, Sκλ} has to be evolved with
the help of Eqs. (1)-(2) with the constraint uνuν = −1.
These are three less than the number of variables. In
order to overcome this obstacle, numerous constraining
relations have been proposed over the years, which are
known as the Spin Supplementary Conditions (SSCs).
All SSCs in the existing literature share a common
feature though, that they can be written in the form
VµS

µν = 0, where V µ is a suitable future oriented time-
like four-vector, which characterizes the observer and is
often normalized to V νVν = −1, just like the test body’s
four-velocity1. Fixing V µ, i.e. a SSC, fixes the center of
mass (centroid) of the body, while changing a spin supple-
mentary condition is equivalent to changing the reference
vector, which physically implies that an observer tracks
a different centroid for the body.
There are five established SSCs used in the literature,

but in this work we focus just on three of them as done in
the first paper of the series [5]. More specifically, we are
not discussing the Corinaldesi-Papapetrou SSC [6] and
the Newton-Wigner SSC [7, 8], and we concentrate on
the following ones:

• The Tulczyjew-Dixon (TD) SSC [9, 10] has as a
unique reference four-vector defined as V ν := pν/µ.
Under TD SSC S and µ are constants upon evo-
lution [11, 12] independently from the background
spacetime. The TD SSC is widely used in numerical
calculations [5, 13–18], mostly due to the existence
of an explicit relation between the four-momentum
and the four-velocity of the spinning, test body [19]:

uµ =
m

µ2

(

pµ +
2Rνρκλp

ρSκλSµν

4µ2 +RαβγδSαβSγδ

)

. (4)

• The Mathisson-Pirani (MP) SSC [1, 20] is defined
by a timelike four-vector V ν := uν . Consequently,
the observer comoves in a reference frame which
coincides with the rest frame of the body. Under
MP SSC m and S are constants upon evolution
[11, 12] independently from the background space-
time. A recent study [21] revealed the existence of
a momentum-velocity relation for the MP SSC:

uµ =
1

m

(

pµ +
SνλS

µνpλ

S2

)

. (5)

However, the MP SSC are not so popular in numer-
ical works, since the orbits produced by them tend
to exhibit helices. These helices were considered for
long time to be unphysical until their nature was
interpreted in [22]. This SSC is quite popular in
analytical works [21–24].

1 Note that such a SSC imposes exactly three linearly independent
constraints.

• The Ohashi-Kyrian-Semerák (OKS) SSC [23, 25,
26] exploits the freedom in the choice of the future-
pointing timelike four-vector V ν , in order to impose
a desirable feature in the MPD equations. Namely,
V µ is chosen in such way that the hidden momen-
tum:

ph
ν = uµ

DSµν

dλ
(6)

is eliminated [23], i.e. ph
ν = 0. Note that, if Eq. (2)

is contracted with uµ, one concludes that:

pν = muν + ph
ν . (7)

Hence, OKS condition implies that pν = muν . Un-
der OKS SSC µ = m and S are constants upon evo-
lution [11, 12] independently from the background
spacetime.

Apart from being interesting from a theoretical point
of view, the MPD equations have also an astrophysical
application in modeling Extreme Mass Ratio Inspirals
(EMRIs). An EMRI consists of a stellar compact object
inspiralling in the background spacetime of a supermas-
sive black hole (BH). Such physical systems are likely to
exist in the center of galaxies, where stellar black holes or
neutron stars, may be found orbiting around a giant, cen-
tral black hole. In this work, we denote by M the mass
of the central, Schwarzschild BH and by µ (TD/OKS
SSC), or m (MP SSC) the mass of the test body, with
M ≫ µ and M ≫ m, respectively. Additionally, to avoid
complicated notation, the same symbol has been used for
denoting the dimensionless measure of the spin σ of the
test body, that is, σ := S

µM under the TD and OKS SSC

and σ := S
mM under MP SSC respectively. In some parts

of the paper the dimensionless spin of the test body, for
the Tulczyjew-Dixon SSC, is also represented by σ̃, al-
though the cases where that alteration takes place, will
be explicitly mentioned, in order to avoid any confusion.
The question this work addresses is: if we shift from a

centroid moving on a circular equatorial orbit (CEO) in
a black hole background to another centroid of the same
body, will the new centroid reproduce the characteristic
physical features of the original centroid or not? To an-
swer this question we revisit the issue of finding CEOs
around a black hole in Sec. 2 and employ a power series
expansion formalism in the majority of the steps in our
work. While the technical details of this method will be
presented in Sec. 3, it is sufficient to say here, that the
fundamental idea behind the power series expansion is to
take advantage of the smallness of the dimensionless spin
σ of the inspiralling body. In the case of an EMRI, when
the extended, spinning, test body represents a rotating
black hole or a neutron star, then |σ| . µ

M ≪ 1 (for TD
and OKS SSCs) and |σ| . m

M ≪ 1 (for MP SSC) [27].
Units and notation: All calculations have been made in

geometric units, in which the speed of light and the grav-
itational constant are set to c = G = 1. Moreover, the
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Riemann tensor is defined as Rµ
νκλ = Γµ

καΓ
α
λν − ∂λΓ

µ
κν −

−Γµ
λαΓ

α
κν + ∂κΓ

µ
λν , whereas the Christoffel symbols are

computed from the metric with signature (−,+,+,+),
expressed in terms of the standard Boyer-Lindquist coor-
dinates {t, r, θ, φ}. Einstein’s summation convention has
been followed, with all indices running from 0 to 3. The
Levi-Civita tensor is given by ǫµνρσ =

√−gǫ̃µνρσ, with
the Levi-Civita symbol ǫ̃trθφ = 1 and g the determinant
of the background metric.

2. CIRCULAR EQUATORIAL ORBITS

The problem of finding CEOs for the MPD equations
reduces to the selection of appropriate initial data for the
variables {zν , pν , Sµν}, so that circular equatorial mo-
tion is obtained upon evolution of the equations. Both
numerical and semianalytic methods, based on the con-
cept of effective potentials [5, 17, 28, 29], have been in
development since the pioneering work of Rasband [30].
Khodagholizadeh et al. [31], on the other hand, followed
a more straightforward and purely analytical approach,
by evaluating all the non vanishing components of the
MPD equations for a Kerr background under any SSC,
but obtained results for only the TD and the MP condi-
tions. In this section, we generalize this analytical proce-
dure for arbitrary, stationary, axisymmetric spacetimes,
with reflection symmetry (SAR spacetimes); we then fo-
cus on TD, MP and OKS SSCs and use Schwarzschild
spacetime as a specific example for each SSC.
In BL coordinates the line element of a SAR spacetime

reads:

ds2 = gttdt
2 + 2gtφdtdφ+ gφφdφ

2 + grrdr
2 + gθθdθ

2 .

The metric components gµν are just functions of r and
θ. On the equatorial plane, due to the reflection symme-
try, it holds that ∂θgµν = 0. In the specific case of the
Schwarzschild spacetime, on which we focus later on, the
metric components reduce to:

gtt = −g−1
rr = −

(

1− 2M

r

)

, gtφ = 0 ,

gθθ = r2 , gφφ = r2 sin2 θ .

Without loss of generality, we identify the time co-
ordinate of the test body with the background coordi-
nate time t. For a CEO the spatial coordinates are
r = constant, θ = π

2 and φ = Ωt, where Ω = uφ/ut is
the orbital frequency of the spinning, test body; the ra-
dial and polar four-velocity components has to be ur = 0
and uθ = 0 respectively, while the constraints pr = 0 and
pθ = 0 hold for all the SSCs examined in our work [5].
The normalization condition of the four-velocity implies
that:

ut =
1

√

−gtt − 2gtφΩ− gφφΩ2
. (8)

Moreover, the demand that the spin four-vector:

Sµ := −1

2
ǫµνρσ V

ν Sρσ , (9)

is aligned (or anti-aligned) with the component of the to-
tal angular momentum Jz that is perpendicular (z-axis)
to the equatorial plane2, Sν = Sθδνθ , leaves the spin ten-
sor only with the following nonzero components:

Str = −Srt = −S

√

−gθθ
g

Vφ, (10)

Srφ = −Sφr = −S

√

−gθθ
g

Vt, (11)

where the inverse relation of Eq. (9):

Sρσ = −ǫρσνκSνVκ, (12)

and the fact that S =
√
gθθS

θ have been taken into ac-
count.

SAR spacetimes are characterized by two Killing vector
fields, a time-like one ξµ(t) and a space-like one ξµ(φ). The

former field leads to the conservation of the energy E,
while the latter to the conservation of the z component of
the total angular momentum Jz of a spinning, test body
moving in a SAR spacetime. On a CEO these constants
of motion read [5]:

E = −pt +
S

2

√

−gθθ
g

(

gtφ,rVt − gtt,rVφ

)

, (13)

Jz = pφ +
S

2

√

−gθθ
g

(

gtφ,rVφ − gφφ,rVt

)

. (14)

For CEOs the set of the MPD equations (1), (2), leads

to trivial identities, apart from the case of the Dpr

dλ and
DStφ

dλ components. For those components it is true that
dpr

dλ = dStφ

dλ = 0 and after some calculations one concludes
that:

Rr
νκλu

νSκλ = −2Γr
πσu

πpσ, (15)

ptuφ − pφut = Γt
κru

κSrφ + Γφ
σru

σStr. (16)

As a result, for the special case of CEOs on SAR space-
times, these two equations are satisfied simultaneously.
In the rest of the section, we describe the techniques em-
ployed to find the orbital frequency of the spinning body,
for each spin supplementary condition separately, based
only on the relations (15) and (16).

2 Note that in the case of the TD and MP SSCs we do not have
to actually demand the alignment, since it is a natural outcome
of the ur = uθ = 0 restriction [5, 29].
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2.1. Tulzcyjew-Dixon SSC

For the TD SSC the reference four-vector has to be re-
placed by V ν = pν/µ in Eqs. (10) and (11). The spin ten-
sor components are, then, plugged into the system (15),

(16), which can be rearranged in order to give pt

pφ in terms

of the orbital frequency of the test body as well as the
geometric characteristics of the spacetime itself. In par-

ticular, one gets:

pt

pφ
= f1(r,Ω;S), (17)

pt

pφ
= f2(r,Ω;S), (18)

where:

f1(r,Ω;S) =

−µ

(

Γr
tφ +ΩΓr

φφ

)

+ S
√

− gθθ
g

[

gφφ

(

Rr
ttr +ΩRr

φtr

)

− gtφ

(

Rr
φtr − ΩRr

φrφ

)]

µ

(

Γr
tt +ΩΓr

tφ

)

− S
√

− gθθ
g

[

gtφ

(

Rr
ttr +ΩRr

φtr

)

− gtt

(

Rr
φtr − ΩRr

φrφ

)] , (19)

f2(r,Ω;S) =

µ− S
√

− gθθ
g

[

gφφ

(

Γφ
tr +ΩΓφ

φr

)

+ gtφ

(

Γt
tr +ΩΓt

φr

)]

µΩ+ S
√

− gθθ
g

[

gtφ

(

Γφ
tr +ΩΓφ

φr

)

+ gtt

(

Γt
tr +ΩΓt

φr

)] , (20)

are irreducible fractions. These relations are valid for ev-
ery SAR spacetime. By equating the right-hand sides of
Eqs. (17), (18), we obtain a quadratic equation for Ω,
with typically, two physically accepted solutions, corre-
sponding to corotation Ω+ and counterrotation Ω−, read-
ing:

Ω± =
−ρ2 ±

√

ρ22 − 4ρ1ρ3
2ρ1

, (21)

where the lengthy expressions ρ1, ρ2, ρ3 are given in Ap-
pendix A.
Note that, in order to obtain pt and pφ as well, one

has to employ the definition of the dynamical rest mass
µ :=

√−pνpν , which leads to:

pt = ± µf1
√

−gttf2
1 − 2gtφf1 − gφφ

, (22)

pφ = ± µ
√

−gttf2
1 − 2gtφf1 − gφφ

, (23)

where the plus sign corresponds to Ω+, while the minus
sign is related to Ω−. We wish to underline at this point
that, the “positive” orbital frequencies Ω+ are associated
with E > 0 and Jz > 0, while the “negative” orbital
frequencies Ω− are associated with E > 0 and Jz < 0.
This is a rather universal pattern, which characterizes all
SSCs examined here. Eqs. (22), (23) will be needed in
our analysis in Sec. 3.

The quadratic equation for the orbital frequency of an
extended, spinning, test body, in the Schwarzschild black
hole limit is reduced to:

r3
(

r3µ2−MS2

)

Ω2+3MµΩSr3−M

(

r3µ2+2MS2

)

= 0,

(24)
which coincides with the expression presented in [31],
when the Kerr parameter is set to zero. The solutions of
such an equation and the behaviour of its discriminant,
have been thoroughly examined by numerous authors
and in more general contexts (a 6= 0). Consequently, the
details regarding the Ω± roots have been omitted and
we will proceed with the investigation of the Mathisson-
Pirani SSC.

2.2. Mathisson-Pirani SSC

Imposing the Mathisson-Pirani condition implies that
V ν = uν . The definition equation of the kinematical rest
mass, m := −pνuν , provides here, a relation, which when
combined with Eq. (16) can be reduced to:

pt = mut + h1(r,Ω;S), (25)

pφ = muφ − h2(r,Ω;S), (26)

where the functions:
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h1(r,Ω;S) = S

√

−gθθ
g

gtφ + gφφΩ

(−gtt − 2gtφΩ− gφφΩ2)
3/2

[(

gtt + gtφΩ

)(

Γt
tr +ΩΓt

φr

)

+

(

gtφ + gφφΩ

)(

Γφ
tr +ΩΓφ

φr

)]

,

h2(r,Ω;S) = S

√

−gθθ
g

gtt + gtφΩ

(−gtt − 2gtφΩ− gφφΩ2)
3/2

[(

gtt + gtφΩ

)(

Γt
tr +ΩΓt

φr

)

+

(

gtφ + gφφΩ

)(

Γφ
tr +ΩΓφ

φr

)]

,

represent the hidden momentum3 of the test body for
CEOs, i.e. a correction made to the relation between the
four-momentum and the four-velocity, due to the pres-
ence of the spin.
Inserting the constraints (25), (26) into Eq. (15) yields

a quartic equation for the orbital frequency and more
precisely:

ξ1Ω
4 + ξ2Ω

3 + ξ3Ω
2 + ξ4Ω + ξ5 = 0, (27)

with the polynomial coefficients ξi, presented in the Ap-
pendix A.
Such an equation, which is analytically solvable using

certain algebraic techniques, leads in general to four dis-
tinct solutions, two of them are considered to be unnatu-
ral [21], while the remaining two pertain to Ω+ and Ω−.
The procedure followed in order to reject the unphysical
solutions for the orbital frequency, strongly depends on
the metric used to describe spacetime and as a result will
be thoroughly discussed in the next paragraph, where we
consider the simple example of the Schwarzschild space-
time. Once the frequency Ω has been determined, the
energy and the total angular momentum along the z-
axis for the test body, follows from Eqs. (13), (14) for
V ν = uν , when the relation uφ = Ωut and Eq. (8) are
taken into account.
As a simple crosscheck of the lengthy expressions for

h1,2, note that, the hidden momentum components for
the Schwarzschild case can be written:

h1,2(r,Ω;S) ∝ S

(

r3Ω2 −M

)

,

that, as one expects, reduces to zero, in the geodesic
limit, where the spin vanishes and Ω acquires its Keple-
rian value. The aforementioned quartic equation with
respect to the orbital frequency for the Schwarzschild
spacetime reads:

mr6Ω4 − Sr3
(

r − 6M

)

Ω3 −mr3
(

r −M

)

Ω2

−MΩS

(

2r − 3M

)

+mM

(

r − 2M

)

= 0. (28)

As a second crosscheck, record that, Eq. (28) is identi-
cal to the one derived in [31], when a → 0. Addition-
ally, the physically acceptable solutions (corotating and

counterrotating) are chosen so that Ω± ∝ ±r−
3

2 , for a
non-spinning body. An extended discussion concerning
the generic roots of polynomial (28) can be found in [21],
while the explicit expressions of the roots can be found
in [21] and a Taylor expansion in [31].

2.3. Ohashi-Kyrian-Semerák SSC

The algorithm used for acquiring solutions for CEOs,
under the OKS condition, had been until recently an un-
charted territory. In [5], it has been shown that such an
algorithm exists for SAR spacetimes by employing a sys-
tem of three effective potentials. In the present study we
introduce a novel method of finding CEOs, by combining
Eqs. (15) and (16) with the normalization conditions of
uν and V ν and the fact that for OKS pµ = muµ.

For the OKS SSC we leave the denotation of the refer-
ence four-vector, in its general form, i.e. V ν . The relation
V νVν = −1 is in fact, a quadratic equation for V t, with
solution:

V t = −gtφV
φ +

√

(gtφV φ)2 − gtt[gφφ(V φ)2 + 1]

gtt
, (29)

where the − sign has been chosen so that V t > 0 in the
Schwarzschild black hole limit. The latter claim is justi-
fied by the fact that the time coordinate for the extended,
test body is identified with the background coordinate
time.

Eqs. (16), (29), combined with the normalization con-
dition of the four-velocity and the relation uφ = Ωut,
reveal V φ in terms of the orbital frequency:
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V φ = ±

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

−
gtt

[

gtt

(

Γt
tr +ΩΓt

φr

)

+ gtφ

(

Γφ
tr +ΩΓφ

φr

)]2

(

gttgφφ − g2tφ

){(

gttgφφ − g2tφ

)(

Γφ
tr +ΩΓφ

φr

)2

+

[

gtt

(

Γt
tr +ΩΓt

φr

)

+ gtφ

(

Γφ
tr +ΩΓφ

φr

)]2} . (30)

Since V t, V φ, along with the four-velocity components
have been expressed in terms of the orbital frequency,
Eq. (15) transforms into a twelfth degree polynomial in
Ω, after various, complex manipulations. It is crucial to
notice here that, both choices for the sign of V φ lead to
the same equation, which can be solved analytically, at
least for the Schwarzschild case, where it reduces to a
sextic equation. However, the general expressions for the
several polynomial coefficients are rather extended and
will not be provided in the present work. We would prefer

instead, to present a middle step of the computation,
for the shake of completeness. Thus, by defining the
parameters:

K = Γr
tt + 2ΩΓr

tφ +Ω2Γr
φφ,

Λ = gtφR
r
ttr + gttR

r
trφ +Ω

(

gttR
r
φrφ − gtφR

r
trφ

)

,

the following expression is derived:

[

2mgKS

√

−gθθ
g

gtt

(

g2tφ − gttgφφ

)(

Rr
ttr − ΩRr

trφ

)

utV φ

]2

=

{

−Λ2S2gθθ

[(

g2tφ − gttgφφ

)(

V φ

)2

− gtt

]

− g

(

mKgttu
t

)2

+ S2gθθ

(

g2tφ − gttgφφ

)2(

Rr
ttr − ΩRr

trφ

)2(

V φ

)2}2

. (31)

As it is not trivial to generally solve the twelfth degree
polynomial equation, satisfied by the test body’s orbital
frequency, we will employ the proposed, innovative pro-
cedure in the special case of a central Schwarzschild black
hole. Under this restriction, Eq. (15) yields:

mut

(

M − r3Ω2

)

= MS

(

2V φ +ΩV t

)

, (32)

while Eq. (16) can be written in the form:

r3ΩV φ = MV t. (33)

The system of Eqs. (32), (33) is supplemented by an aux-
iliary correlation, that is, the normalization condition of
the reference four-vector V νVν = −1, along with Eq. (8).
Under these constraints, we arrive at a sixth order poly-
nomial reading:

r9
[

m2

(

r − 2M

)

r3 +M2S2

]

Ω6 −Mr6
[

m2

(

2r − 3M

)

r3 +MS2

(

r − 6M

)]

Ω4

+M2r3
[

m2r4 − 4MS2

(

r − 3M

)]

Ω2 −M4

[

m2r3 + 4S2

(

r − 2M

)]

= 0. (34)

It is crucial to observe at this point that, Eq. (34) is in
fact a cubic equation in Ω2, with rigorously computable,
analytical roots. The resulting expressions however, are
extensive and cannot be presented here. We will instead

focus our attention on the method of choosing the natural
solutions. First and foremost, the roots that do not ap-
proach the Keplerian frequency, when the spin vanishes,
have to be rejected. Additionally, the remaining solu-
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tions for the orbital frequency, which satisfy the original
Eqs. (32), (33) as well, form a branch, corresponding
to corotation and counterrotation, respectively. We have
tested the proposed technique, by reproducing the val-
ues in TABLE III of [5]. More importantly, the entries
closer to the horizon, denoted by backslash in the afore-
mentioned paper, have also been determined with our
method.

3. COMPARISONS

In this section, we implement the methods for finding
CEOs in the Schwarzschild spacetime and investigate the
connection between the three different SSCs. The lat-
ter is achieved by comparing the orbital frequency for
CEOs expanded in powers of the test body’s spin, with
respect to their dependence on the spin itself. The orbital
frequency in the corresponding polynomial equations of
Sec. 2, will be replaced by Ω̂ = Ω̂nσ

n + O
(

σ5
)

, with

n = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, where by definition Ω̂ := MΩ is the di-
mensionless analogue of Ω. In practice, in the perturba-
tive calculations examined here, both notions of mass as
well as M scale away, so that we work with the dimen-
sionless r̂ := r/M , Ω̂ and σ.
Before we proceed, let us also note that in the case of

the Schwarzschild spacetime, due to the spherical sym-
metry, it is true that Ω̂+(−σ) = −Ω̂−(σ), which implies

that the alteration in the sign of the terms Ω̂n of the pos-
itive and negative orbital frequencies, only occurs at the
even terms. To avoid redundancy we present only the
Ω+ branches, but all the obtained results are the same
for the Ω− branches.

The value of the coefficient Ω̂0 is derived by solving
the respective polynomial equations (24), (28), (34) for

each SSC in the geodesic limit σ → 0. All of the Ω̂0, at
least the physically meaningful ones, coincide with the
Keplerian frequency. The higher order contributions to
the frequency expansion are obtained, once again, by the
same polynomial equations (24), (28), (34) for every spin

order term Ω̂n separately. We shall mention here that,
the expansion has been terminated at n = 4, since up
to that order the discrepancies between the three SSCs
have already shown up. Also, it is worth noticing that
the power series expansion technique can be employed on
any non linear algebraic equation, especially when radi-
cals are involved in its roots. Thus, instead of analytically
solving Eqs. (24), (28), (34), one just has to satisfy five,
admittedly simpler, linear equations, in order to deter-
mine Ω̂n, for every SSC separately.
The results are summarized in Table I, where a known,

general claim is recovered, that is, all the SSCs are equiv-
alent up to the linear approximation in spin4, i.e. all the

4 This claim is not completely accurate, the discussion below

Ω̂1 terms are the same. On the other hand, the power
series expansion method indicates that the TD and the
MP SSCs for CEOs appear to have an up to σ2-order
convergence. Let us now see what happens for a spe-
cial CEO, known as the innermost stable circular orbit
(ISCO).

3.1. ISCO Orbital Frequency

An ISCO is the closest to a black hole stable CEO5.
Depending on the spin’s sign the ISCO radius shifts to-
wards or away from the horizon [5]. The principal aim of
this subsection is to derive fourth order polynomial func-
tions with respect to σ of the orbital frequency computed
at ISCO for each SSC. The simplest way to achieve this
is to substitute the radius of a generic CEO in Table I,
by its corresponding ISCO power series expansion. The
power series of the ISCO radius for the three examined
SSCs is presented in Table II. These series have been ob-
tained by employing the effective potentials method for
each SSC. The interested reader is referred to [5, 17] on
how to use this method.
The results are listed in Table III, where the power

series of Ω̂+ shows that, by restricting the comparison on
ISCO the differences in the σ3-order term between the
TD and the MP SSC get fixed, and the σ2-order term
between the TD, MP SSCs and the OKS SSC become
equivalent. This indicates that by shifting properly the
centroids’ positions, the convergence of the power series
expansions between SSCs could improve as well.

4. CENTROIDS’ CORRECTIONS

One potential way of explaining the observed differ-
ences among the aforementioned SSCs is by noting that
the change of the SSC is physically equivalent to alter-
ing the representative centroid with respect to which the
moments are evaluated. Whereas the contravariant com-
ponents of the four-momentum do not depend on the
choice of that centroid, the spin tensor has to be adjusted
as follows:

S̃µν = Sµν + pµδzν − pνδzµ, (35)

when the centroid is shifted from zν to z̃ν due to the
change of the SSC. We will denote the quantities calcu-
lated at the TD centroid with a tilde over them from
now on. The quantities that do not have a tilde over
them will refer to the MP or the OKS frame; each time
we will mention which case is which. In a few words,

Eq. (35) provides some clues regarding this, but we would not
deal with this subtle issue in this work.

5 Actually an ISCO is an indifferently stable orbit, see the discus-
sion in [5].
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Ω̂n TD SSC MP SSC OKS SSC

O(σ0) 1
√

r̂3

1
√

r̂3

1
√

r̂3

O(σ1) − 3
2r̂3

− 3
2r̂3

− 3
2r̂3

O(σ2) 21

8
√

r̂9

21

8
√

r̂9
− 3(5r̂−3)

8(r̂−3)
√

r̂9

O(σ3) − 3
2r̂6

− 3(4r̂−9)
2(r̂−3)r̂6

−3(8r̂2−21r̂+18)
4(r̂−3)2r̂6

O(σ4) 39

128
√

r̂15

3(685r̂2−2670r̂+2421)

128(r̂−3)2
√

r̂15
−3(971r̂3−3915r̂2+5625r̂−2673)

128(r̂−3)3
√

r̂15

TABLE I: The table presents the power series expansion coefficients of the dimensionless, positive orbital frequency Ω̂+ of an
arbitrary CEO at radius r̂, for the three SSCs: TD, MP and OKS.

r̂
ISCO
n

TD SSC MP SSC OKS SSC

O(σ0) 6 6 6

O(σ1) −2
√

6
3

−2
√

6
3

−2
√

6
3

O(σ2) −29
72

−29
72

−37
72

O(σ3) − 137
432

√

6
− 145

432
√

6
− 537

432
√

6

O(σ4) − 1497
31104

− 2593
31104

−19505
31104

TABLE II: The panel depicts the power series expansion co-
efficients of dimensionless ISCO radius for the TD, MP and
OKS SSCs.

Ω̂ISCO
n

TD SSC MP SSC OKS SSC

O(σ0) 1
6
√

6
1

6
√

6
1

6
√

6

O(σ1) 1
48

1
48

1
48

O(σ2) 97
3456

√

6
97

3456
√

6
97

3456
√

6

O(σ3) 1187
186624

1187
186624

2021
186624

O(σ4) 105757
11943936

√

6
119645

11943936
√

6
392637

11943936
√

6

TABLE III: The power series expansion coefficients for the
Ω̂+ at ISCO around a Schwarzschild black hole, for the three
SSCs (TD,MP,OKS).

we shift from a MP/OKS SSC frame to the TD frame
so that all cases are compared on equal footing. This
choice is purposeful, since from the three SSCs only the
TD centroid is uniquely determined, the other two hide
an extra degree of freedom [21, 32]. In the case of CEOs
this extra degree of freedom is fixed for the MP and OKS
SSCs, i.e. we know the four-acceleration for the MP SSC
and the reference vector of the OKS SSC [5, 21]. Hence,
there is no need to investigate these extra degrees of free-
dom which could have been induced by a centroid shift
or deal with the related consequences. For instance, if we
had decided to shift from a TD/OKS SSC to a MP SSC,
then we would have to overcome the issue of whether the

MP centroid follows a helical motion or not [21].
If we contract Eq. (35) with p̃µ and by assuming [26]

that:

p̃µδz
µ = 0 , (36)

we arrive at:

δzν =
p̃µS

µν

µ̃2
, (37)

where by definition, µ̃2 = −g̃κσp
κpσ is the dynamical

rest mass. The choice of the constraint (36) is in detail
discussed in Appendix B along with other choices; at this
point we just state that it is one of the few viable ones
and when it is combined with the assumptions made in
Sec. 2, concerning CEOs, implies that the position of
the new centroid is shifted along the radial direction. In
other words, δr is the only non-vanishing component of
Eq. (37).
Expression (37) appears to be pretty convenient in or-

der to calculate the radial shift of the centroid, among
two pairs of spin supplementary conditions, TD-MP and
TD-OKS formalisms, in terms of the power series expan-
sion method. In the following pages the above corrections
will be imposed on the results of Sec. 3 for generic CEOs.
Namely, we show how the convergence between the SSCs
in terms of the orbital frequencies is affected, when we
impose linear and quadratic corrections in the position of
the centroid in terms of δr and what happens when we
take also into account the alteration of the value of the
test body’s spin due to the change of the SSC.

4.1. Linear Corrections

In our first attempt to address the power series di-
vergence between the SSCs demonstrated in Table I, we
assume a linear correction of the position:

r̃ = r + δr, (38)

with δr given by Eq. (37), but we do not correct the
measure of the spin leaving σ̃ = σ. The computation
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of the centroid’s radial shift might appear complicated,
since the RHS of Eq. (37) pertains to δr, through the
four-momentum p̃µ and the dynamical rest mass µ̃. By

expanding Eq. (37) in the linear approximation in terms
of a δr, we conclude that:

δr =
ptS

tr + pφS
φr

µ2
+

δr

µ2

{

ptgtt,rS
tr

gtt
+

pφgφφ,rS
φr

gφφ
+

(

ptS
tr + pφS

φr

µ2

)[

gtt,r

(

pt
gtt

)2

+ gφφ,r

(

pφ
gφφ

)2]}

+O(δr2).

(39)

By neglecting the δr-term on the RHS of Eq. (39), one
can derive a “zero” order approximation for the value
of the radial shift. Note that, for the TD-MP pair, the
various components of the four-momentum are given by
relations (25), (26), with pt = gttp

t and pφ = gφφp
φ,

while Str and Sφr are determined via Eqs. (10), (11),
with V ν = uν. On the other hand, for the comparison of
the TD-OKS pair, pt and pφ in Eq. (39) have to be re-
placed by pt = mgttu

t as well as pφ = mgφφu
φ, whereas

Str and Sφr are extracted, once again, from Eqs. (10),
(11), with V t and V φ expressed through Eqs. (29) and
(30), respectively. In both cases, the relation uφ = Ωut

and Eq. (8) have been taken into account, with Ω refer-
ring to the MP or the OKS SSC, correspondingly.
Once δr has been evaluated, it shall be implemented

in the first column of Table I, in order to explicate the
discrepancies in the orbital frequency. As we will see
in the Tables IV, V, the introduction of the centroid’s
shift fixes the difference in the O(σ3)-term for the TD-
MP pair of SSCs, and removes the disagreement in the
O(σ2)-term between the TD and the OKS SSCs as well.
In order to increase the accuracy of the proposed method
we should also take into account the δr-term in the RHS
of Eq. (39). By substituting the previous, zeroth order
approximation for δr, the corrected orbital frequencies
related to the TD SSC after the shift read:

O(σ4) =
3(1453r̂2 − 6702r̂+ 7605)

128(r̂ − 3)2
√
r̂15

, (40)

for the TD-MP pair of SSCs and:

O(σ3) =
6(8r̂2 − 48r̂ + 63)

4(r̂ − 3)2r̂6
, (41)

for the TD-OKS pair. The latter fact is a first indication
that, we cannot infinitely improve the power series con-
vergence, even when higher order corrections are imposed
by assigning the same σ-value in all cases.

4.2. Spin measure correction

As the centroid is shifted and measured with respect to
another four-vector, the spin tensor changes as prescribed
by Eq. (35). Hence, we expect the spin measure to change

Ω̂n TD SSC MP SSC

O(σ0) 1
√

r̂3

1
√

r̂3

O(σ1) − 3
2r̂3

− 3
2r̂3

O(σ2) 21

8
√

r̂9

21

8
√

r̂9

O(σ3) − 3(4r̂−9)
2(r̂−3)r̂6

− 3(4r̂−9)
2(r̂−3)r̂6

O(σ4) 3(1069r̂2−4782r̂+5301)

128(r̂−3)2
√

r̂15

3(685r̂2−2670r̂+2421)

128(r̂−3)2
√

r̂15

TABLE IV: The Table illustrates the power series expansion
coefficients of the Ω̂+ for the TD and MP SSCs, with r̃ 6= r.

as well; up to this point we have assumed σ̃ = σ. This
section investigates what are the consequences of the spin
measure correction on the power series expansion of Ω+,
that we have performed in the previous sections. Recall-
ing that for CEOs the only non-vanishing components of
the spin tensor are the Str = −Srt and Srφ = −Sφr, the
spin measure (3), expanded in terms of the radial shift,
reads:

S̃2 = S2 + δr

{

grr

[

gφφ,r

(

Srφ

)2

+ gtt,r

(

Str

)2

+ 2

(

ptS
tr − pφS

rφ

)]

+
S2grr,r
grr

}

+O
(

δr2
)

. (42)

Note that, the derivation of this relation follows after the
assumption that both centroids move on CEOs and we
have used Eq. (35) for each of the non-vanishing compo-
nents of the TD SSC. This equation helps us to correlate
the dimensionless spin, among two pairs of SSCs. This
process however, is greatly SSC-dependent and as a re-
sult, it is examined in the two following subsections.

4.2.1. TD-MP relation

In order to obtain a correlation between σ̃ and σ, con-
cerning the transition from the MP to the TD centroid,
both sides of Eq. (42) shall be divided by µ̃2M2. The
inverse square of the dynamical rest mass in the linear in
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Ω̂n TD SSC OKS SSC

O(σ0) 1
√

r̂3

1
√

r̂3

O(σ1) − 3
2r̂3

− 3
2r̂3

O(σ2) − 3(5r̂−3)

8(r̂−3)
√

r̂9
− 3(5r̂−3)

8(r̂−3)
√

r̂9

O(σ3) 3(2r̂2−18r̂+27)
4(r̂−3)2r̂6

−3(8r̂2−21r̂+18)
4(r̂−3)2r̂6

O(σ4) −3(971r̂3−5883r̂2+14409r̂−13041)

128(r̂−3)3
√

r̂15
−3(971r̂3−3915r̂2+5625r̂−2673)

128(r̂−3)3
√

r̂15

TABLE V: The table shows the power series expansion coefficients of Ω̂+ for the TD and the OKS SSCs, for CEOs at radii r̃
and r respectively, when r̃ 6= r.

δr approximation reduces to:

1

µ̃2
=

1

µ2

{

1+
δr

µ2

[

gtt,r

(

pt
gtt

)2

+gφφ,r

(

pφ
gφφ

)2]}

+O
(

δr2
)

.

(43)
Recall that, under MP SSC, the dimensionless spin is
written as σ = S

mM . Hence, a link between m and µ is
essential for deriving the dimensionless spin σ̃ measured
in the TD reference frame, in terms of its counterpart σ,

measured in the MP frame. Such a connection is provided
[21] by:

µ2 = m2 +
SακSκβp

βpα
S2

. (44)

Hence, one has to express µ̃ as a function of µ and relate
them to m in the MP frame. The aforementioned process
yields up to O (δr) the following relation:

1

µ̃2
=

S2

m2S2 − grr(ptStr − pφSrφ)2

{

1 +
S2δr

m2S2 − grr(ptStr − pφSrφ)2

[

gtt,r

(

pt
gtt

)2

+ gφφ,r

(

pφ
gφφ

)2]}

, (45)

which then leads to the spin measure correction:

σ̃2 =
σ2

σ2 − grr(ptσtr − pφσrφ)2/m2

{

σ2 + δr

{

σ4

σ2 − grr(ptσtr − pφσrφ)2/m2

[

gtt,r

(

pt
m gtt

)2

+ gφφ,r

(

pφ
m gφφ

)2]

+ grr

[

gφφ,r

(

σrφ

)2

+ gtt,r

(

σtr

)2

+
2

m M

(

ptσ
tr − pφσ

rφ

)]

+
σ2grr,r
grr

}

}

, (46)

where we have introduced the normalized6 spin ten-
sor σκν = Sκν/(mM) to make the spin measures rela-
tion (46) more compact.

The above lengthy expression (46) yields a much more
compact form for a CEO in the Schwarzschild case, and
especially after the implementation of a power series ex-

6 The components of the normalized spin tensor σµν are not nec-
essarily dimensionless. More specifically, [σrφ] = [M ]−1, while
σtr is actually dimensionless.

pansion with respect to σ, it reduces to:

σ̃ = σ

[

1 +
3(r̂ − 2)σ3

(r̂ − 3)r̂
9

2

]

+O
(

σ5
)

. (47)

From Eq. (47) it is obvious that, further corrections on
the test body’s orbital frequency only occur at quartic,
or higher order terms. Namely, the power series with
respect to σ in the first column of Table IV has to be
substituted by σ̃. Whereas the described procedure does
not affect the lower (up to σ3) order contributions, the
power series convergence is not improved either, since
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after rewritting σ̃ as a function of σ:

O(σ4) =
3(877r̂2 − 3822r̂+ 4149)

128(r̂ − 3)2
√
r̂15

. (48)

As we will see in the next section, this appears to be a
general trend, which is also present in the OKS to TD
case.

4.2.2. TD-OKS relation

The derivation of a relation similar to Eq. (47) is fairly
simpler, under the transition from OKS to TD SSC. The

reason behind this fact is the constancy of the dynamical
rest mass of the test body, when OKS is imposed. Once
again, one starts from Eq. (42), by dividing both sides
by µ̃2M2 and using Eq. (43) on the RHS, that straight-
forwardly gives:

σ̃2 = σ2+δr

{

grr

[

gφφ,r

(

σrφ

)2

+gtt,r

(

σtr

)2

+
2

µM

(

ptσ
tr−pφσ

rφ

)]

+σ2

[

grr,r
grr

+gtt,r

(

pt
µ gtt

)2

+gφφ,r

(

pφ
µ gφφ

)2]}

,

(49)

with the definition of the normalized spin tensor σκν ,
equivalently to the TD-MP case.
For Schwarzschild spacetime, the expression (49) re-

duces to:

σ̃ = σ

{

1 +
3(r̂ − 2)σ2

[r̂(r̂ − 3)]2

}

+O
(

σ4
)

, (50)

by taking advantage of the power series expansion
method. In agreement with the former set of spin sup-
plementary conditions, Eq. (50) fails to further improve
the orbital frequency’s power series convergence. More
specifically, this expression imposes modifications to the
term proportional to σ3, in the first column of Table V,
namely:

O(σ3) = −6(r̂2 + 12r̂ − 27)

4(r̂ − 3)2r̂6
, (51)

which still remains different from the corresponding term,
produced by the OKS SSC.

4.3. Quadratic Corrections

If we don’t keep just the lower order terms in the afore-
mentioned analysis, we could proceed one step beyond,

by including non-linear terms to the shift from a SSC
centroid to the TD centroid. The general framework is
for example provided in [21]. In a quadratic in shift cor-
rection the worldline z̃ν is related to zν as follows:

z̃ν = zν + δzν − 1

2
Γν
κπδz

κδzπ. (52)

For CEOs in Schwarzschild spacetime Eq. (52) reduces
to:

r̃ = r + δr +
Mδr2

2r(r − 2M)
+O

(

δr3
)

. (53)

Again, Eq. (37) is the required relation, in order to
develop a procedure, similar to that produced for the
linear corrections in Sec. 4.1. By multiplying both sides
of Eq. (37) by µ̃2 = −g̃κσp

κpσ, while raising the indices
of the four-momentum on the numerator, at the same
time, implies that:

g̃ttp
t

(

δrpt − Srt

)

= g̃φφp
φ

(

Srφ − δrpφ
)

. (54)

The non vanishing components of the metric tensor, mea-
sured in the TD frame, can be Taylor expanded in terms
of the radius r̃ of Eq. (53). This leads to a quadratic
equation with respect to the radial shift, that is:



12

{

2r

(

r − 2M

)[

M

(

pt
)2

− r3
(

pφ
)2]

+M

(

2r − 5M

)

ptSrt + r3
(

r −M

)

pφSrφ

}

δr2 + r

(

r − 2M

)

×
{

r

[(

r − 2M

)(

pt
)2

− r3
(

pφ
)2]

− 2

[

MptSrt − r3pφSrφ

]}

δr + r2
(

r − 2M

)[

r3pφSrφ −
(

r − 2M

)

ptSrt

]

= 0,

(55)

which in general has two distinct roots. One of them is
completely unnatural, since it approaches infinity in the

geodesic limit S → 0. On the other hand, the physically
acceptable solution:

δr =

r

[(

2M − r

)(

pt
)2

+ r3
(

pφ
)2

−
(

2M − r

)(

pt
)2

− r3
(

pφ
)2]

4

[

M

(

pt
)2

− r3
(

pφ
)2] , (56)

has a 0
0 indeterminacy, in the geodesic limit, which can

be overcome by applying L’Hôpital’s rule, in order to
obtain:

lim
S→0

δr ∝
[

M

(

pt
)2

− r3
(

pφ
)2]

= 0 ,

as expected.
Applying the quadratic corrections of the centroid on

the first column of Table I (substitution of r by r̃) with-
out proceeding to the spin measure correction, slightly
alters the difference in the O

(

σ4
)

-term of the TD-MP

pair as well as in the O
(

σ3
)

-term of the TD-OKS pair,
but does not improve the results more than those shown
in Tables IV and V, respectively. More precisely, the
aforementioned terms are equal to those presented in
Eqs. (40) and (41), correspondingly. The convergence
does not improve even if we take into account the spin
measure correction, then the TD-MP pair gives:

O(σ4) =
3(1261r̂2 − 5742r̂+ 6453)

128(r̂ − 3)2
√
r̂15

, (57)

and the TD-OKS pair yields:

O(σ3) =
6(5r̂2 − 42r̂ + 63)

4(r̂ − 3)2r̂6
. (58)

It seems that for higher order corrections than those
employed for Tables IV and V, the power series conver-
gence starts to diminish. We have strong indications that
this behaviour has a theoretical background, the nature
of which, will be discussed in Sec. 5. A subsequent conse-
quence of the aforementioned observation is that higher
order corrections can be neglected , since the procedure

appears to have already reached its peak convergence.
For example, the convergence would not improve if we
took into account O(δr2) terms in Eq. (42).

5. CONCLUSIONS

The equivalence of Mathisson-Papapetrou-Dixon equa-
tions under various spin supplementary conditions has ig-
nited controversy among the community, over the years.
The motivation of the present study is to investigate
the discrepancies in the spinning test body’s orbital fre-
quency along circular equatorial orbits, which are often
studied in the literature [5, 14, 15, 17, 21, 28]. To achieve
this we introduced an analytical algorithm giving the fre-
quencies for any SSC on an arbitrary, stationary, axisym-
metric spacetime, with reflection symmetry and estab-
lished a power series analysis with respect to spin mag-
nitude, in order to examine the differences between the
SSCs in a more thorough and convenient quantitative
way.
First and foremost, even without the introduction of

centroid corrections, it is apparent that the Tulczyjew-
Dixon choice is more compatible with the Mathisson-
Pirani SSC, than the Ohashi-Kyrian-Semerák formalism.
The latter fact follows from the orbital frequency con-
vergence, presented in Table I, in which we see that in
the TD-MP comparison the series converge up to the
quadratic term in spin, while for the TD-OKS compar-
ison the convergence is just linear in spin. Looking at
the innermost stable circular orbits, the convergence is
improved by one order in spin for both comparisons, as
demonstrated in Table III. This improvement in the se-
ries convergence was also achieved, when the linear cor-
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rection in the radial position of the orbits was taken into
account. However, by applying shift and spin corrections
simultaneously, we were not able to further improve the
power series convergence. The same negative result was
obtained for quadratic corrections in the radial shift of
the centroids. As a result, it is safe to argue that, all three
examined SSCs converge with each other up to quadratic
spin terms in the case of circular equatorial orbits around
a Schwarzschild black hole.
It is crucial to notice at this point that, the origin of the

observed disagreements between SSCs, is deeply nested
inside the expression of the radial shift in Eq. (37). Fur-
thermore, the fact that additional improvements to the
power series of the frequencies with respect to σ were
not fruitful, pertains to an interesting theoretical reason.
More precisely, the circular orbits of the spinning test
body’s centroid could potentially degenerate into plain,
but not circular, equatorial orbits, under the alteration
of SSC reference frame. Namely, since pr = 0 for a CEO
under MP or OKS SSC, then by shifting the centroid
to TD SSC at least initially p̃r = 0, which might just
be related to a turning point of the corresponding tra-
jectory. This can be even caused from the fact that the
transition rules are followed up to certain order in the ra-
dial shift and spin expansion. Hence, the failure to shift
from an arbitrary CEO under a certain SSC, to another
CEO, governed by a different SSC, is responsible for the
divergence of the orbital frequency power series. This in-
terpretation might be even consistent with the numerical
findings of [21] examining shifts between non-helical to
helical MP SSC setups. However, the most probable in-
terpretation is that the pole-dipole approximation breaks
down in curved spacetimes, which implies that the shift
between SSCs is not simply a gauge transformation as in
the flat spacetime [21].
To exclude one of the above interpretations, let us fo-

cus on the ISCO results. It is interesting to note that the
order of convergence in the series expansions of the fre-
quencies Ω for ISCO (Table III) between the SSCs is of
the same order as the order of convergence for arbitrary
CEOs after appropriate corrections have been applied
(Tables IV,V). This implies that only by investigating
the ISCO case one could tell the maximal possible con-
vergence between the CEOs of different SSCs. This fact
eliminates the aforementioned turning point interpreta-
tion. Why ISCO is so special CEO? Probably it has to
do with the fact that ISCO is a stability limit and hence,
it should not be possible to apply any correction to this
limit due to a centroid shift. If we have ISCO for one

centroid, it should be ISCO for all the centroids of the
same physical body. This does not mean that all the cen-
troids would lie at the same radius, since changing a SSC
means that we change the reference point in the body.
Actually, note that the convergence of the radii in Ta-
ble II is smaller than the convergence of the frequencies
in Table III by one order in the spin expansion. Thus,
centroids lying at radii that are appropriately different
at some order tend to lead to frequencies that are equal
up to higher order terms of the expansion. In conclusion,
if we take into account the shift of centroids from one
SSC to another, we can bring the rotation frequencies of
CEOs into better agreement in terms of a power series
expansion with respect to the magnitude of spin, but this
process terminates at some order, where the pole-dipole
approximation breaks down, and one has to take into
account higher order multipoles as well.
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Appendix A: Further Analysis On SAR Spacetimes

This section of the paper presents long expressions not
shown in Sec. 2 in order to make the text more readable.
The structure of Appendix A is organized as follows. The
first part covers the details regarding the quadratic equa-
tion, satisfied by the test body’s orbital frequency, under
the Tulczyjew-Dixon condition. Additionally, in the sec-
ond part we discuss the considerably more complex case
of the quartic equation in Ω, which is derived for the
Mathisson-Pirani SSC, for a generic SAR spacetime.

1. Tulczyjew-Dixon SSC

The coefficients ρ1, ρ2, ρ3 of Eq. (21) read:
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and hold for every SAR spacetime. It is worth noting
that the discriminant ρ22 − 4ρ1ρ3 has to be positive in
order to obtain CEOs.

2. Mathisson-Pirani SSC

The polynomial coefficients ξi of Eq. (27) are given by
the following analytic expressions:
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Appendix B: General Shifts

This section summarizes the discussion of Sec. 4 on
centroid shifts and we show that the radial shift, con-

strained by the four-momentum, is one of a few viable
options. We investigate the possibility of different radial
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or non radial shifts for circular equatorial orbits. We
keep the symbolism of Sec. 4, where the tilde symbol has
been used to designate the quantities measured in the
TD reference frame.

1. Momentum Shift Constraint in a non-radial

direction

Let us assume a non radial shift for the centroid on
the equatorial plane, i.e. (δr = δθ = 0), along with the
momentum shift constraint (36), which provides that:

δt

δφ
= − p̃φ

p̃t
. (B1)

In this case, the transformation equation (35) of the spin
tensor has only one pair of non trivial components:

Stφ = pφδt− ptδφ = −Sφt , (B2)

as S̃tφ = 0. For a non-circular equatorial orbit it holds
that:

Stφ = −Sφt = S Vr

√

−gθθ
g

. (B3)

If we assume that zν also lies on a CEO, then the compo-
nent Stφ vanishes for both MP and OKS choices, since in
both cases the radial component of the reference vector
V ν should be zero [5]. As a result Eq. (B2) reads:

δt

δφ
=

pt

pφ
, (B4)

or by equating the RHS of Eqs. (B1) and (B4), one con-
cludes that µ̃2 = 0, which cannot hold for a massive
test body. Thus, there cannot be a non-radial shift of
a MP/OKS centroid on a CEO to a TD centroid on a
CEO, under the constraint (36).

2. SSC Vector Shift Constraint

Let us now impose that the centroid’s shift obeys
Vνδz

ν = 0, with V ν being a generic timelike four-vector,

satisfying VνS
µν = 0. The contraction of Eq. (35) with

the tensor quantity p̃νVµ yields:

p̃νVκδz
νpκ = 0 . (B5)

Thus, Eq. (B5) straightforwardly implies that, either
p̃νδz

ν = 0, or pκVκ = 0. The former choice has been
discussed in the previous section of Appendix B as well
as in Sec. 3, while the latter option is forbidden, due to
the timelike character of the four-vectors pν and V ν .

3. A Timelike Vector To Constrain The Shift

In the last part of Appendix B we use a timelike four-
vector to restrict the shift, Wνδz

ν = 0, which does not
satisfy any particular SSC, i.e. WµS

µν 6= 0. Under this
assumption, Eq. (35) leads to:

δzν =
1

µ̃2

(

p̃µS
µν +

p̃σWλp
νSλσ

Wκpκ

)

. (B6)

Since the orbit for the MP or the OKS frame lies on the
equatorial plane, pθ = 0, which implies from Eq. (B6)
that, δθ ∝ p̃µS

µθ. This suggests that Sµθ = 0 is a viable
choice, if we opt having an equatorial orbit after the shift.
Additionally, Eq. (B6) indicates that:

p̃tS
tr + p̃φS

φr = 0 , (B7)

under the hypothesis of a non radial shift (δr = 0), since
pr = 0 is a common CEO feature, shared by all SSCs.
The combination of Eqs. (B6), (B7) along with the ex-
pressions Stφ = 0 and p̃r = 0 gives δt = δφ = 0. Hence,
we cannot shift from a circular equatorial orbit under
TD SSC, to reach a CEO under another SSC, with a non
radial shift.

By introducing a timelike vector Wµ, which could pro-
vide a non-radial shift between centroids lying on CEOs,
would be an interesting choice in SAR spacetimes, since
SAR metric elements do not depend on the coordinate
time and the azimuthal angle. But, since we cannot
achieve non-radial shift and since Wµ does not corre-
spond to a specific SSC, such a choice is expected to intro-
duce more undesirable complications than convenience.
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