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We extend the Kerr-Schild double copy to the case of a probe particle moving in the Kerr-Schild
background. In particular, we solve Wong’s equations for a test color charge in a Coulomb non-
Abelian potential (

√
Schw) and on the equatorial plane for the potential generated by a rotating disk

of charge known as the single copy of the Kerr background (
√

Kerr). The orbits, as the corresponding
geodesics on the gravity side, feature elliptic, circular, hyperbolic and plunge behaviour for the
charged particle. We then find a new double copy map between the conserved charges on the
gauge theory side and the gravity side, which enables us to fully recover geodesic equations for
Schwarzschild and Kerr. Interestingly, the map works naturally for both bound and unbound orbits.

I. INTRODUCTION

The double copy relation between gauge and gravity
theories was first discovered for quantum scattering am-
plitudes [1–3] and in recent years it quickly became a
formidable tool to tame the complexity of perturbative
gravity calculations [4]. While initially applications of
color-kinematics duality were based on the BCJ rela-
tion, there have been many further developments in un-
derstanding the symmetry principles [5–21] and in the
implementation of the perturbative double copy in new
contexts like the worldline formalism [22–28], celestial
amplitudes [29, 30] and perturbation theory on special
backgrounds [31–33].

Perhaps surprisingly, it turns out that also some exact
classical solutions of Einstein equations can be obtained
from gauge theory solutions in Yang-Mills (YM) the-
ory. One prominent idea is the Kerr-Schild double copy,
first discovered by Monteiro, O’Connell and White [34]
and later developed by a number of authors [35–42, 44–
48, 50–57]. It was also clarified in [46] that the Kerr-
Schild double copy is actually a special case of the Weyl
double copy, which was recently proven using twistorial
techniques [57–59]. The simplest example is provided
by the map between the Coulomb-like YM solution (i.e.
the non-Abelian 1

r potential) to the Schwarzschild space-
time. The single-copy version of the Kerr metric can also
be found, and it corresponds to the potential field gen-
erated by a rotating disk of color charge as explained in
[34] (see also Appendix A). We denote those solutions as√

Schw and
√

Kerr, respectively.
Following the discovery of gravitational waves, there

was a renewed interest in getting classical observables
from on-shell scattering amplitudes. In particular, a dou-
ble copy map has been explored for the impulse and the
spin kick for probe particles in the Kerr background [60].
A striking connection of those observables with mini-
mally coupled three-point amplitudes of massive parti-
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cles [61] with large (classical) spin has been noticed in
[60, 62, 63] and further developed in [64–74]. The double
copy has now become also a useful tool in the calcula-
tion of observables of gravitational interest for the binary
problem, in particular for the construction of integrands
[75–92]. While the scattering problem naturally maps to
hyperbolic orbits, there is an interesting analytic contin-
uation [93–95] which makes it possible to directly derive
results for the corresponding bound cases [96].

The classical YM theory is usually studied as a toy
model for gravity, but it is also important by itself. One
example is provided by the equations of motion of classi-
cal YM theory that describe the dynamics of the quark-
gluon plasma, which is believed to be the predominant
phase of matter before the entire universe was formed
[97–99]. In particular, for the description of high energy
heavy ion collisions, the gluon field is also treated classi-
cally as a first approximation [100–102, 104].

In this work, we exploit the Kerr-Schild double copy to
understand the relationship between the geodesic equa-
tions for a probe particle in the gravity background with
a test charged particle moving in the corresponding gauge
background. In detail, we solve Wong’s equations [105]

exactly for the
√

Schw background and for equatorial
orbits in

√
Kerr by identifying the relevant conserved

charges in terms of which the final solution can be ex-
pressed. Interestingly, we find a direct map of the con-
served charges for probe particles in Schwarzschild and
Kerr which makes possible to recover geodesic equations.

II. DOUBLE COPY OF THE CONSERVED
CHARGES

In this section we derive the relation between the con-
served charges of a test charged particle in the YM po-
tential and the corresponding charges for a probe particle
in the Kerr-Schild gravitational background. For conve-
nience, we express the non-Abelian gauge potential in a
suitable basis of generators of the SU(N) algebra

Aµ = AaµTa. (1)
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A point charge moving in a YM background Aaµ(x) is
governed by the worldline Lagrangian [106, 107]

LYM =
ḡµνv

µvν

2e
− em2

2
+ iψ†

dψ

dτ
− g cavµAaµ(x), (2)

where vµ = dxµ/dτ , e(τ) is the einbein, ḡµν is the flat
background metric1, and ca = ψ†T aψ is the color charge
of the point particle. Note that (2) is valid for bothm > 0
and m = 0. For massive particles, we set e(τ) = 1/m and
τ will be just the proper time. In the massless case, we
choose an affine parametrization so that e(τ) is just a
constant. For simplicity we can set e(τ) = 1, but keep in
mind that e has mass dimension −1. The constraint on
the velocity is

ḡµνv
µvν = κ

{
κ = −1 for m > 0

κ = 0 for m = 0.
(3)

We now consider a static YM field that takes the form of
a Kerr-Schild “single copy”,

Aaµ(x) =
g

4π
c̃aϕ(x)kµ(x), (4)

where kµ(x) is a null vector in Minkowski space, ϕ(x) is a
scalar field and c̃a is the static color charge of the source
of the YM field. For a charged test particle moving in this
background we crucially require the coupling constant to
be small enough to not affect the gauge field configura-
tion. Interestingly, perturbations on a (Coulomb) static
YM potential beyond some critical value of the coupling
can produce instabilities due to the color charge screen-
ing, as was first noticed by Mandula [108] and then fur-
ther developed by several authors [109–111].

Suppose we have a cyclic coordinate ξ, which doesn’t
appear explicitly in the Lagrangian. From Noether’s the-
orem, we know that the corresponding conserved charge
is 2

pYM
ξ =

∂LYM

∂vξ
=
∂vµ

∂vξ

(
ḡµνv

ν

e
− g

2

4π
cac̃aϕ(x)kµ(x)

)
, (5)

In our convention, the Kerr-Schild double copy relation
is,

g2

4π
→ 2G c̃a →Mkµ. (6)

The corresponding gravitational field reads,

gµν = ḡµν + hµν hµν = 2GMϕ(x)kµ(x)kν(x). (7)

The flat metric ḡµν is the same as in the Yang-Mills the-
ory. The Lagrangian of the point mass in this background
reads

LGR =
(ḡµν + hµν)vµvν

2e
− em2

2
, (8)

1 We use the “mostly plus” signature for the spacetime metric.
2 See [112, 113] for alternative approaches on how to derive the
conserved charges.

where again the einbein is e = 1/m for massive particles
and e = 1 for massless particles. Meanwhile the relativis-
tic constraint is

(ḡµν+hµν)vµvν = κ

{
κ = −1 for m > 0

κ = 0 for m = 0.
(9)

It’s clear that ξ is also a cyclic coordinate for LGR, so we
have a conserved charge for the point mass

pGR
ξ =

∂LGR

∂vξ
=
∂vµ

∂vξ

(
ḡµνv

ν

e
+

2GM

e
ϕkνv

νkµ

)
. (10)

From eq. (5) and (10) we can derive the double copy
relation between the conserved charges in Yang-Mills and
gravity background by supplementing (6) with

ca → −v
µ

e
so that C := c · c̃→ −M

e
k · v. (11)

We note that the double copy map works for both C > 0
and C < 0, corresponding to repulsive and attractive
forces respectively. Nevertheless, in the analysis of so-
lutions of the equations of motion, we will focus on the
case C < 0 to resemble gravity, where the interaction is
always “attractive”(see Fig. 1).

FIG. 1: For a massive charged particle, we can have both
attractive and repulsive gauge theory forces depending on
the sign of the charges. This suggests to focus on the case

C < 0, because masses in gravity are always positive.

In the case where the dynamics is integrable, know-
ing the conserved charges is sufficient to fully solve the
equations of motion. In particular, this is true for

√
Schw

and equatorial orbits in
√

Kerr. In the following sections,
we will apply (11) to obtain the conserved energy and
angular momentum for a probe particle moving in the
Schwarzschild background and on the equatorial plane of
the Kerr background.

III. CHARGED TEST PARTICLE IN A
NON-ABELIAN COULOMB POTENTIAL

As proposed in the original work on the black hole
double copy [34], the single copy of the Schwarzschild
solution corresponds to a Coulomb-like potential. In
the standard spherical coordinates xµ(τ) = (t, r, θ, φ),
it reads

Aat = Aar =
g

4π

c̃a

r
→ F art = − g

4π

c̃a

r2
, (12)

All the other components of the field strength are van-
ishing.
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A. Massive probe

The Euler–Lagrange equations of (2) give us Wong’s
equations

d2xµ

dτ2
+ Γµνρv

νvρ = − g

m
caF a,µνv

ν (13)

dca

dτ
= gfabcvµAbµc

c(τ), (14)

where Γµνρ is the Christoffel symbol for spherical coordi-
nates. Moreover, we have already fixed v2 = −1. Thanks
to the spherical symmetry of the problem, we can restrict
our analysis to the x − y plane by setting θ = π/2 and
dθ/dτ = 0. Then the θ−component of (13) is simply

d

dτ

(
r2
dφ

dτ

)
= 0 → L := r2vφ, (15)

which corresponds to the conservation of the z-
component of the angular momentum L. Explicitly,
Wong’s equations restricted to the θ = π/2 plane are

dvr(τ)

dτ
− L2

r(τ)3
=

g2

4πm

ca(τ)c̃a

r(τ)2
vt(τ)

dvt(τ)

dτ
=

g2

4πm

ca(τ)c̃a

r(τ)2
vr(τ)

dca(τ)

dτ
=
g2

4π
fabcvt(τ)

c̃bcc(τ)

r(τ)
,

(16)

where we have made manifest the explicit dependence on
the proper time τ . A crucial ingredient in solving the
equations of motion is to observe that the scalar product
of the two color vectors C := ca(τ)c̃a is always conserved

dC

dτ
=
g2

4π
fabcvt(τ)

c̃ac̃bcc(τ)

r(τ)
= 0. (17)

In the following, we will consider color charges of opposite
sign so that the force is attractive: therefore C < 0.
Another conserved charge is the energy which can be
defined from the t−component of Wong’s equation

dvt(τ)

dτ
= − d

dτ

[
g2

4πm

ca(τ)c̃a

r(τ)

]
→ h := vt +

α

m

C

r
, (18)

where for conciseness we define α = g2/4π. The energy
(18) and angular momentum charge (15) could be derived
also directly from the Lagrangian approach as (5).

Thanks to (17), the non-Abelian Coulomb potential
problem can be effectively reduced to the Abelian case,
where the strength of the potential is determined by C.
Even though the structure of the solution is fully known
in the Abelian case since long time ago [114], we would
like to display it here to show the features of the orbits.
Using the r−component of the equations of motion we
have

d2r(τ)

dτ2
− L2

r(τ)3
=
α

m

C

r(τ)2

(
h− α

m

C

r(τ)

)
, (19)

and changing variable to u := 1
r as a function of φ

d2u(φ)

dφ2
+ u(φ) = − αC

mL2

(
h− αCu(φ)

m

)
, (20)

where we have used the simple relation du/dφ =
−(1/L)dr/dτ . Moreover, u(φ) is constrained by the rel-
ativistic condition vµvµ = −1 which effectively reduces
the degrees of freedom to the ones of a first order dif-
ferential equation. If we define the critical value of the
angular momentum

Lcrit = −αC
m
, (21)

then (20) can be rewritten as

d2u(φ)

dφ2
+ u(φ) =

Lcrit

L2
(h+ Lcritu(φ)) , (22)

while vµvµ = −1 gives(
du(φ)

dφ

)2

=
1

L2

[
(h+ Lcritu(φ))

2 − L2u(φ)2 − 1
]
.

(23)

The analytic solution of the differential equation (22) for
L < Lcrit is

u(±)(φ) =

B1L sinh

(
φ
√
L2

crit−L2

L

)
√
L2
crit − L2

(24)

+

(
B

(±)
2

(
L2−L2

crit

)
−hLcrit

)
cosh

(
φ
√
L2

crit−L2

L

)
+hLcrit

L2 − L2
crit

,

where

B1 = u(φ)

∣∣∣∣∣
φ=0

B2 =
du(φ)

dφ

∣∣∣∣∣
φ=0

B
(±)
2 = ± 1

L

√
(h+B1Lcrit)

2 −B2
1L

2 − 1 (25)

The last equation is directly deduced from eq. (24). A
similar result holds for L > Lcrit by using analytic con-
tinuation arguments

u(±)(φ) =

B1L sin

(
φ
√
L2−L2

crit

L

)
√
L2 − L2

crit

(26)

+

(
B

(±)
2

(
L2−L2

crit

)
− hLcrit

)
cos
(
φ
√
L2−L2

crit

L

)
+hLcrit

L2 − L2
crit

.

while the critical case L = Lcrit instead gives

u(±)(φ) = B
(±)
2 +B1φ+

hφ2

2Lcrit
, (27)
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where B1 and B
(±)
2 are again given by (25). The presence

of a critical value of the angular momentum, which is
crucial for the classification of the orbits, is related to
the relativistic nature of the problem (see the analysis
in [115]). It is convenient to analyze the nature of the
orbits by looking at the zeros of the potential, which will
be instructive in preparation to the next section. We
have(

du(φ)

dφ

)2

=
1

L2

[
(h+ Lcritu(φ))

2 − L2u(φ)2 − 1
]

=
L2
crit − L2

L2
(u(φ)− u+)(u(φ)− u−)

u± :=
hLcrit ±

√
(h2 − 1)L2 + L2

crit

L2 − L2
crit

. (28)

where du
dφ

∣∣∣
u=u+

= du
dφ

∣∣∣
u=u−

= 0. From this we can deduce

that the possible orbits are

• Elliptic bound orbits (see Fig. 2) which require

two positive roots u± > 0 with d2u
dφ2

∣∣∣
u=u+

< 0 and

d2u
dφ2

∣∣∣
u=u−

> 0, that is

Lcrit < |L| <
1√

1− h2
Lcrit 0 < |h| < 1. (29)

• Circular orbits (see Fig. 3), which correspond to

u+ = u− = u∗ with d2u
dφ2

∣∣∣
u=u∗

= 0, i.e.

L = ± 1√
1− h2

Lcrit 0 < |h| < 1, (30)

where the radius of such orbits is

r∗ =
1− h2

hLcrit
. (31)

• Hyperbolic-type unbound orbits where the probe
escapes to infinity (see Fig. 4), which require just
one root to be real and positive u− > 0 with
d2u
dφ2

∣∣∣
u=u−

< 0

|L| > Lcrit h ≥ 1

|L| ≤ Lcrit h ≥ 1 B2 = B
(+)
2 (32)

• Plunge-type orbits for the probe particle (see Fig.
5), provided u± ≤ 0 for h > 1 or u− > 0 > u+ for
0 < h < 1

|L| ≤ Lcrit 0 < |h| < 1

|L| ≤ Lcrit h ≥ 1 B2 = B
(−)
2 (33)

We observe that for |h| < 1 we always have bound orbits,
i.e., the massive particle cannot escape to time-like infin-
ity. This is not surprising since in the limit r →∞, from
eq. (18) we have h = vt, which for causality reasons has
to be greater than 1. For the same reason, hyperbolic
orbits are allowed only when h ≥ 1.

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.5 1.0 1.5

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.5

1.0

1.5

FIG. 2: Elliptic orbit for the massive charged particle in
the
√

Schw potential.

-0.2 -0.1 0.1 0.2

-0.2

-0.1

0.1

0.2

FIG. 3: Circular orbit for the massive charged particle in
the
√

Schw potential.

-1.0 -0.5 0.5 1.0

-0.5

0.5

FIG. 4: Hyperbolic-type orbit for the massive charged
particle in the

√
Schw potential.

-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.2 0.4 0.6

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0.2

0.4

0.6

FIG. 5: Plunge orbit for the massive charged particle in
the
√

Schw potential.
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B. Massless probe

In the massless limit, we effectively need to make the
replacement

α/m→ α τ → τ ′ (34)

to get the new radial equation of motion for the massless
charged particle (22)

d2u(φ)

dφ2
+ u(φ) =

L′crit
(L′)2

(h′ + L′critu(φ)) , (35)

with

h′ := vt + α
C

r
L′ := r2vφ

L′crit :=− αC (36)

The constraint equation will be,(
du(φ)

dφ

)2

=
1

(L′)2

[
(h′ + L′critu(φ))

2 − (L′)2u(φ)2
]
.

(37)

and the explicit solution will be given by (24), (26) and
(28) but with the new constraint equation (37) in place
of (25).

At this point we can easily study the nature of the
solutions. We then have

• Circular orbits for

L′ = L′crit h′ = 0, (38)

with the surprising feature that the radius of the
orbit is not constrained.

• Hyperbolic-type unbound orbits for

|L′| > L′crit or

|L′| ≤ L′crit B2 = B
(+)
2 (39)

• Plunge behaviour for

|L′| ≤ L′crit B2 = B
(−)
2 (40)

These type of orbits are well-represented by the pictures
in Fig. 2, 4 and 5 respectively. We would like to notice
that here, compared to the massive case, elliptic orbits
are not allowed and circular orbits are allowed only in
the very degenerate limit h′ = 0.

C. Double copy to Schwarzschild geodesics

With the equations (15) and (18), we are now ready to
derive the corresponding conserved quantities of a (mas-
sive or massless) probe moving on the equatorial plane in
a Schwarzschild black hole background. From eq. (12),

we identify the kµ(x) and ϕ(x) of Kerr-Schild form (4)
as

ϕ(x) =
1

r
, kµ = (1, 1, 0, 0). (41)

As one can easily check, the Kerr-Schild double copy
will give us the Schwarzschild metric in Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinates. Applying (6) and (11) to3

L
√
Schw = r2vφ (42)

h
√
Schw = vt + αe

C

r
, (43)

we get

LSchw = r2vφ (44)

hSchw =

(
1− 2GM

r

)
vt − 2GM

r
vr. (45)

The constraint (9) can be written in terms of the con-
served charges as

(vr)
2

= κ+ (hSchw)2 −
(

1 +
(LSchw)2

r2

)(
1− 2GM

r

)
.

(46)

Since the dynamics is integrable, with (44), (45) and (46),
one can fully solve the geodesic problem in Schwarzschild.
In particular, this implies that the impulse[60] and other
observables in the probe limit are completely determined
by the double copy map.

IV. CHARGED TEST PARTICLE IN A
√
Kerr

POTENTIAL

As proposed in [34], the single copy of the Kerr solution
is given by the following potential

Aaµ =
g

4π

r3c̃a

r4 + a2z2

(
1,
rx+ ay

r2 + a2
,
ry − ax
r2 + a2

,
z

r

)
, (47)

where r is defined implicitly through the following con-
straint

x2 + y2

r2 + a2
+
z2

r2
= 1 ∀(x, y, z) ∈ R3\{x2+y2 ≤ a2, z = 0}

r = 0 ∀(x, y, z) ∈ {x2 + y2 ≤ a2, z = 0}. (48)

The field is singular on a ring of radius a in the x − y
plane, where in fact the source of the field is located. In
this section we will always assume a > 0. We will adopt
spheroidal coordinates

x =
√
r2 + a2 sin(θ) cos(φ)

y =
√
r2 + a2 sin(θ) sin(φ)

z = r cos(θ), (49)

3 We would like to remind the reader that e is the vielbein here.
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which turn the flat metric η̄ = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) into

diag
(
−1, r

2+a2 cos2(θ)
r2+a2 , r2 + a2 cos2(θ), (a2 + r2) sin2(θ)

)
.

In the limit where a → 0, this recovers the standard
spherical coordinates. The components of the gauge
field in these coordinates are

Aat =
g

4π

rc̃a

r2 + a2 cos2(θ)
Aar =

g

4π

rc̃a

r2 + a2

Aaφ = − g

4π

rc̃a

r2 + a2 cos2(θ)
a sin2(θ) Aaθ = 0. (50)

For simplicity, from now on we will focus on equatorial
orbits by setting θ = π/2. We would like to stress that
the problem can be solved in full generality, but the com-
plexity is higher for non-equatorial orbits exactly like for
Kerr geodesics. The non-vanishing components of the
field strength are

F art = − g

4π

c̃a

r2
F arφ = a

g

4π

c̃a

r2
. (51)

In the following, we will consider only orbits which lie
outside the ring singularity at x2 + y2 = a2 on the equa-
torial plane where (50) is always well-defined.

A. Massive probe

Wong’s equations on the equatorial plane are

dvt

dτ
=
α

m

C

r2
vr,

dvr

dτ
− 1

r
(a2 + r2)

(
vφ
)2

+
1

r

a2

a2 + r2
(vr)

2

=
α

m

C

r4
[(
vt − avφ

) (
a2 + r2

)]
,

dvθ

dτ
= 0,

dvφ

dτ
+ 2

r

r2 + a2
vrvφ = a

α

m

C

r2(r2 + a2)
vr. (52)

As in the Coulomb potential case, there is a notion of
conserved energy and angular momentum

h := vt +
α

m

C

r
(53)

L := (r2 + a2)vφ + a
α

m

C

r
. (54)

In particular, the angular momentum now also includes
contributions from the parameter a which is perfectly
analogous to the Kerr case.

At this point we can use those conserved charges to
derive the equation of motion for u(τ) using (52). We
find

dvr

dτ
− (Lr + a(Lcrit − rvr))(Lr + a(Lcrit + rvr))

r3(a2 + r2)

= −Lcrit

r4
[a(ah− L) + r(Lcrit + hr)] . (55)

The constrained equation for vr gives

(vr)
2

=

(
1 +

a2

r2

)
(h− V+)(h− V−)−

(
1 +

a2

r2

)
V± :=

1

r

[
−Lcrit ±

|Lr + aLcrit|√
r2 + a2

]
(56)

It is worth noticing here that the leading term in 1/r on
the RHS of (55) is proportional to a and to ah−L, which
is a feature shared also by Kerr equatorial orbits [116].
In the limit a→ 0, the solution collapses to the Coulomb
non-abelian potential we already considered in the last
section because

V±
a=0→ 1

r
(−Lcrit ± |L|) (57)

Regarding the case L = ah, an analytic solution for τ
as a function of r exists (similarly to Kerr black hole
equatorial geodesic) but we will not display it here.

A pressing question is whether circular orbits exist, and
what are the corresponding values for the energy and the
angular momentum in these cases. The condition for the
existence of circular orbits at r = r∗ (meaning that the

radius is
√
r2∗ + a2) is given by the common solution of

vr|r=r∗ = 0
dvr

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=r∗

= 0. (58)

With some algebra we can reduce this system of equa-
tions to

h2 = 1− Lcrit

r3∗

(
ax+ hr2∗

)
x := L− ah

(
a2 − x2

)2
= −Lcrit

r3∗

(
a2 + r2∗

) (
x2 + r2∗

)
(4ax− Lcritr∗),

(59)

where the last equation is a quartic polynomial in x. As
proved in Appendix B, for every a > 0 there are two
distinct real (and therefore other two complex) solutions
for (59). We will call the real roots x1 and x2, and we
order them as x1 > x2. The value of the energy and the
angular momentum for such circular orbits is given by
(59), i.e. explicitly

h±1,2 =
1

2r∗

(
−Lcrit ±

√
L2
crit + 4r2∗ − 4

a

r∗
Lcritx1,2

)
L±1,2 = x1,2 + ah±1,2. (60)

where only (h+1 , L
+
1 ) always satisfies the causality con-

straint. As we we will see later, this solution will indeed
be related with stable circular orbits.

In order to study the general case, we need to anal-
yse the nature of the roots of the RHS of the constraint
equation (56). Specifically, we have

(vr)
2

=
1

r3
P(r)

P(r) :=
(
h2 − 1

)
r3 + 2hLcritr

2 (61)

+
(
a2
(
h2 − 1

)
+ L2

crit − L2
)
r + 2aLcrit(ah− L)



7

defines a third order polynomial P(r), to which we can
apply the tools developed in Appendix B in order to un-
derstand the nature of the roots. By computing the re-
duce discriminant ∆R(P(r)) (see (B5)), we can establish
whether

• P(r) has three simple real roots (∆R(P(r)) > 0)

• P(r) has one simple real root (∆R(P(r)) < 0)

• P(r) has a double or triple root (∆R(P(r)) = 0)

and by using Descartes’ rule of signs we can also under-
stand the number of positive/negative roots. We note
that in the case ∆R(P(r)) = 0 there are circular orbits
with radius given by solving eq. (59). However, P(r) by
itself is a polynomial in h of degree 8, which is not pos-
sible to solve analytically. Therefore, we can only quali-
tatively analyse the real solutions of P(r) = 0. We find
that the properties of the solution depend on the values
of Lcrit and L. Specifically, we find exactly two cases:

• Case 1) Lcrit < a: for a given value of L there are at
most 4 real solutions for h, and only two of them
can be positive. We denote them as hA, hB with
hA < hB when they exist.

• Case 2) Lcrit > a: for a given value of L, there are
either 2 or 4 real solutions for h. One of these real
solutions is h+1 , which is defined by (60).

In addition, as discussed before h = L/a represents an-
other critical value of the energy since having h > L/a or
h < L/a will change of the sign of the constant term in
the polynomial P(r). A detailed analysis for the orbits
shows that we can have the following cases

• Elliptic orbits for4

hA < h < min{hB , 1} Lcrit < a

h+1 < h < min{L/a, 1} Lcrit > a

• Hyperbolic-type orbits for h > 1 in all cases

• Plunge behaviour for h > L/a in all cases

where hA can be identified with the stable circular orbit
value h+1 and it is understood that when two intervals
overlap we can have different types of orbits according
to the boundary conditions (like the sign of the initial
velocity or also the initial radial coordinate). We have
represented the typical behaviour of those solutions in
Fig. 6, Fig. 7 and Fig. 8, where we have also highlighted
in red the ring singularity at r = 0 where the gauge
potential has a singular behaviour.

An interesting limit is the one which correspond to
marginally bound circular orbits with h = 1 (see Fig. 9):

4 When Lcrit = a, hB becomes equal to L/a.

-2 -1 0 1 2

-2
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2

FIG. 6: Elliptic orbit for the massive charged particle in
the
√

Kerr potential.
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-1
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FIG. 7: Hyperbolic-type orbit for the massive charged
particle in the

√
Kerr potential.
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-1
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FIG. 8: Plunge orbit for the massive charged particle in the√
Kerr potential.
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2

FIG. 9: Circular orbit for the massive charged particle in
the
√

Kerr potential.
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in such case we can find a simple analytic solution for the
value of the radius and of the charges

L±

∣∣∣
h=1

= a−
(√

a±
√
Lcrit

)2
r∗,±

∣∣∣
h=1

= a±
√
aLcrit, (62)

where r∗,− exists only when Lcrit < a. Since our main
goal is to connect the conserved charges on the gauge side
with the ones on the gravity side, we leave a full analytic
analysis of the generic orbits for massive particles in the
case a > 0 for a future study.

B. Massless probe

Using (34), we can derive the corresponding equations

of motion for massless charged test particle in the
√

Kerr
potential. In particular the relativistic constraint equa-
tion becomes

(vr)
2

=

(
1 +

a2

r2

)
(h′ − V ′+)(h′ − V ′−) (63)

where the potential and the conserved quantities in the
massless case are

V ′± :=
1

r

[
−L′crit ±

|L′r + aL′crit|√
r2 + a2

]
(64)

h′ := vt+α
C

r
L′crit := −αC (65)

L′ :=(r2 + a2)vφ +
αaC

r
. (66)

Causality requires vt > 0 and therefore the conserved
energy has to satisfy h′ > −L′crit/r. Meanwhile, from
(63) we know the region V ′− < h′ < V ′+ is forbidden
otherwise the right-hand side is negative. Since V ′− ≤
−L′crit/r ≤ V ′+, the physically meaningful value of the
energy is constrainted as h′ ≥ V ′+. Taking the time-
derivative of (63) we can derive

dvr

dτ
=−

(
1 +

a2

r2

)[
dV ′+
dr

(h′ − V ′−) +
dV ′−
dr

(h′ − V ′+)

]
− a2

r3
(h′ − V ′+)(h′ − V ′−) (67)

and therefore the condition to have circular orbits at r =
r∗ is equivalent to

h′|r=r∗ =V ′+|r=r∗
dV ′+
dr

∣∣∣∣
r=r∗

= 0 (68)

We find that a circular orbit requires the energy and an-
gular momentum to satisfy

h′± =
a2L′crit
r3∗

(
1±

√
1 +

r2∗
a2

)
(69)

L′± = −a
3L′crit
r3∗

(
1 +

2r2∗
a2
±
(

1 +
r2∗
a2

)3/2
)

(70)

As it is easy to show, in the vicinity of the singular ring
r → 0, we have

lim
r→0

V ′+(r) =
L′

a
(71)

A detailed analysis for the orbits show that we can have

• Hyperbolic-type orbits for any positive value of the
energy h′ > 0.

• Plunge behaviour for h′ ≥ L′/a both in the co-
rotating case L′ > 0 and in the in the counter-
rotating case L′ < 0.

• Elliptic orbits for h′− < h′ < min{0, L′/a} with
L′ < Lcrit. h

′
− is determined implicitly in terms of

the minimum of V ′+.

• Stable circular orbits for (h′, L′) = (h′−, L
′
−) with

L < Lcrit and unstable circular orbits for (h′, L′) =
(h′+, L

′
+) with L < −Lcrit.

where when two regions of the parameter space (h′, L′)
overlap we can have different types of orbits according
to the initial boundary conditions. This behaviour of
the massless probe particle is also (at least qualitatively)
exemplified by the pictures in Fig. 6, Fig. 7, Fig. 8
and Fig. 9 of the previous section. Unlike null geodesics
on the Kerr background, elliptic orbits are surprisingly
allowed in the

√
Kerr case and there are stable circular

orbits.

C. Double copy to Kerr geodesics on equatorial
orbits

We can now obtain the conserved charges for a probe
particle moving in the Kerr black hole background. In
the Kerr-Schild form we have

ϕ(x) =
r

a2 cos2(θ) + r2
(72)

kµ =

(
1,
r2 + a2 cos2(θ)

a2 + r2
, 0,−a sin2(θ)

)
. (73)

The conserved quantities in the Kerr spacetime is gained
from (6) and (11), i.e. from

L
√
Kerr = (r2 + a2)vφ + aαe

C

r
(74)

h
√
Kerr = vt + αe

C

r
, (75)

we get

LKerr =(r2 + a2)vφ − a2GM

r

(
r2vr

a2 + r2
− avφ + vt

)
(76)

hKerr =vt − 2GM

r

(
r2vr

a2 + r2
− avφ + vt

)
. (77)

The null-like and time-like geodesics on the equatorial
orbit can then be obtained by using these two charges
and the four-velocity normalization condition (9).
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V. CONCLUSIONS

The color-kinematics duality offers promising ideas to
tackle complex problems in the gravitational setting, in
particular regarding the two-body problem for two mas-
sive particles in general relativity. In the extreme limit
where one mass is much bigger than the other, i.e. at
leading order in the expansion in the mass ratio, the prob-
lem is equivalent to a light particle following geodesics
in the background sourced by the other heavy particle.
Making use of the Kerr-Schild double-copy, one can de-
rive the background metric on which the probe massive
particle move from the corresponding gauge field config-
uration. In particular, for Schwarzschild and Kerr, those
correspond to a non-Abelian 1/r Coulomb-like potential

(
√

Schw) and to the potential generating by a rotating

disk of charge (
√

Kerr) [34]. The latter can be also for-
mally derived from the former using the Newman-Janis
shift [60, 70, 117].

In this work, we consider a test charged probe par-
ticle moving in the

√
Schw and the equatorial plane of√

Kerr potential and we solve Wong’s equations in terms
of the conserved energy h and the angular momentum
L. In particular we focus on the case where the color
charge C = cac̃a is negative, so that we can correctly
reproduce similar orbits with gravity, which is always at-
tractive. We can then extend the Kerr-Schild double-
copy to derive a mapping between conserved charges of a
probe particle in the YM and in the gravitational back-
ground. Specifically, the map (11) replaces the color
charge of the test particle by its momentum in the spirit
of color-kinematics duality. This allows us not only to re-
cover fully the geodesic equations for Schwarzschild and
Kerr, but also provides the bridge with the perturbative
double copy prescription for charged particles introduced
by Goldberger and Ridgway to relate the gluon and the
graviton radiative field [22]. We believe that a correspon-
dence of our charge double copy with the standard BCJ
double copy can be done. For example, we can compare
some set of observables in the classical limit –like the
momentum impulse – computed for an unbound orbit of
a test particle with standard scattering amplitude tech-
niques (i.e. expanding around a straight-line trajectory).
While the double copy was originally discovered in the S-
matrix formalism and therefore for unbound-like orbits,
our mapping applies naturally also for bound problems
[118]. This is because explicit solutions of equations of
motion do have a natural analytic continuation in terms
of the conserved charges [93, 118].

The
√

Schw and
√

Kerr potential are of interest on
their own, in particular to understand better the YM
dynamics in a non-perturbative setting. Indeed, stabil-
ity of these type of potentials have been investigated by
Mandula et al. long time ago in relation to the con-
finement mechanism [108–111]. For our work, we keep
the coupling constant small enough so that the probe
particle does not affect the gauge background. While

for
√

Schw we have found an analytical solution for any
type of orbit, for

√
Kerr we have discussed qualitatively

the behaviour of the probe particle moving in equato-
rial orbits. For both potentials, we have found that
for massive test particles can move in elliptic, circular,
hyperbolic-type or plunge orbits depending on the val-
ues of the conserved charges. For massless particles the
situation is similar, but with a surprise: while elliptic or-
bits are not allowed and circular orbits become unstable
in
√

Schw, there are instead elliptic and stable circular
orbits for

√
Kerr. With this exception in mind, what is

striking to us is the similarity of those solutions for both
backgrounds with the behaviour of time-like and null-like
geodesics of Schwarzschild/Kerr [116], which is evident
both from intermediate stage calculations and also from
the explicit analytic results. It would be very interesting
to extend our analysis to generic non-equatorial orbits in
Kerr, perhaps by looking for a gauge theory analogue of
the Carter constant [119].

Summarizing, the probe limit contains many infor-
mation on full two-body problem in general relativity
[86, 120, 121], and our results provide another indica-
tion that such data is entirely encoded in the simpler
gauge theory dynamics via the double copy map. This
is supported also by previous evidence coming from the
derivation of the impulse [60] and the multipoles [57] us-
ing double copy techniques. While we have considered
only the leading order contribution in the so-called self-
force expansion, it would be nice to understand whether
double copy can help to shed light also on the higher or-
der terms in the expansion in the mass ratio. We leave
this interesting problem for a future discussion.
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Appendix A: Shape of the
√
Kerr potential

We would like to show here the structure of the time-
component of the potential At for

√
Kerr, projected along

the x−z plane (there is always an azimuthal symmetry).
While for a > 0 at large distances from the singularity
At has an ellipsoidal shape, closer to the singularity line
of width a the potential develops a dipole-type configu-
ration.

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
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2

3
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3

FIG. 10: Regions of the same colour on the x− z-plane
(with z pointing upwards) are divided by lines of constant
At. The left figure shows the result for a = 0, the right one

for a = 0.7.

Appendix B: Circular orbits for the
√
Kerr potential

The goal of this section is to recap some basic notions
of some linear algebra that are useful to understand the
nature of the roots of a third and fourth order degree
univariate polynomial. For the polynomial

λ1x
4 + λ2x

3 + λ3x
2 + λ4x+ λ5 = 0, (B1)

the explicit roots are given by

x1,2 = − λ2
4λ1
− S ± 1

2

√
−4S2 − 2p+

q

S

x3,4 = − λ2
4λ1

+ S ± 1

2

√
−4S2 − 2p− q

S
, (B2)

where we have defined

p :=
8λ1λ3 − 3λ22

8λ21

q :=
λ32 − 4λ1λ2λ3 + 8λ21λ4

8λ31

∆0 := λ23 − 3λ2λ4 + 12λ1λ5

∆1 := 2λ33 − 9λ2λ3λ4 + 27λ22λ5 + 27λ1λ
2
4 − 72λ1λ3λ5

Q :=
3

√
∆1 +

√
∆2

1 − 4∆3
0

2

S :=
1

2

√
−2

3
p+

1

3λ1

(
Q+

∆0

Q

)
. (B3)

It turns out that if the discriminant [122]

∆ :=
1

27

(
4∆3

0 −∆2
1

)
< 0, (B4)

then the equation (B1) has two distinct real roots and
two complex (conjugate) roots. In the particular case
λ1 = 0, we can use the reduced discriminant ∆R

∆R := λ23λ
2
4 − 4λ2λ

3
4 − 4λ33λ5 + 18λ2λ3λ4λ5 − 27λ22λ

2
5

(B5)

which is positive when the third order degree polynomial
has three real roots and negative when it has one real
and two complex conjugate roots. We can apply these
tools to find how many real solutions we have for the x
variable in the case of circular orbits in

√
Kerr: using

from the polynomial equation (59) where

λ1 := mu

λ2 := 4aLcritmu
2
(
a2u2 + 1

)
λ3 := −L2

critmu
(
a2u2 + 1

)
− 2a2mu

λ4 := 4aLcritm
(
a2u2 + 1

)
λ5 := a4mu−

L2
critm

(
a2u2 + 1

)
u

. (B6)

we find that

∆ =−16m6
(
a2u2 + 1

)4(
2a2Lcritu

2
(
2a2+L2

crit

)
+L3

crit

)2
×
{
L2
critu

2
[
27a4u4 + L2

crita
2u4

+36a2u2 + L2
critu

2 + 8
]

+ 16
}

(B7)

is always manifestly negative.
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