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In this work, we investigated the motion of spinning test particles around a rotating wormhole,
extending, in this way, the previous work of Benavides-Gallego et al. in [Phys. Rev. D 101,
no.12, 124024] to the general case. Using the Mathisson-Papapetrous-Dixon equations, we study
the effective potential, circular orbits, and the innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO) of spinning
test particles. We found that both the particle and wormhole spins affect the location of the ISCO
significantly. On the other hand, Similar to the non-rotating case, we also found two possible
configurations in the effective potential: plus and minus. Furthermore, the minimum value of the
effective potential is not at the throat due to its spin a, in contrast to the motion of the non-
spinning test particles in a non-rotating wormhole, where the effective potential is symmetric, and
its minimum value is at the throat of the wormhole. In the case of the ISCO, we found that it
increases as the spin of the wormhole a increases, in contrast to black holes where the presence of
spin decreases the value of the ISCO. Finally, since the dynamical four-momentum and kinematical
four-velocity of the spinning particle are not always parallel, we consider the superluminal bound,
finding that the allowed values of s change as the wormhole’s spin a increases.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 1935, Einstein and Rosen explored the possibility
of an atomistic theory of matter and electricity without
singularities [1]. The main idea behind their work was to
consider the physical space as two identical sheets con-
nected by a “bridge.” In this geometrical representation,
particles were the very bridges connecting these sheets.
Hence, using the metric tensor gµν of general relativity
and the fields ϕµ of electromagnetism, they modified the
gravitational equations, demonstrating that it is possible
to obtain regular spherically symmetric solutions. These
solutions are currently known as Einstein-Rosen bridges
or “wormholes”.

The representation of particles as “bridges” could have
been discovered back in 1916. According to G. W. Gib-
bons [2], previous to Einstein-Rosen’s paper, and a few
months after the Schwarzschild solutions [3, 4], Ludwig
Flamm submitted a manuscript in which he explores
some geometrical aspects of both exterior and interior
solutions of Schwarzschild space-time [5]. In the former
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case (the exterior solution), Flamm was able to show that
“the planar section is isometric to a surface of revolu-
tion, where the meridional curve is a parabola.” How-
ever, Flamm never contemplates the possibility of inter-
preting this result as a “bridge” connecting to regions of
space-time. For this reason, we assume that the work of
Einstein and Rosen gave birth to the modern study of
“wormholes”.

Initially, the idea of “bridges” was considered more
attractive than that of black holes until Wheeler and
Fuller showed that the Einstein-Rosen bridge1 is unsta-
ble. Using a proper analysis, they discovered that the
bridge would pinch-off in a finite time [6]. Therefore,
Schwarzschild wormholes are not traversable. Neverthe-
less, the possibility of traversable wormholes was consid-
ered years latter in several works [7–19]. In particular,
in Ref [9], Morris and Thorne used a different approach
which allowed them to propose a set of “basic wormhole
criteria.” Thus, by assuming the wormhole geometry,
they used the Einstein field equations to compute physi-
cal quantities, such as the total energy density, the ten-
sion per unit area, and the pressure, in terms of what they
call the “redshift” and “shape” functions. Their analy-
sis establishes three properties to describe a wormhole.
Firstly, the space-time is assumed to be static and spheri-

1 Also known as the Schwarzschild wormhole.
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cally symmetric. Secondly, any wormhole solution should
contain a throat that connects two asymptotically flat re-
gions of space-time. This property is deeply related to
the “shape function”. Finally, the solution must be hori-
zonless. Since wormholes causally connect two different
portions of the space-time by the throat, the presence of a
horizon would prevent the two universes from being con-
nected causally. This condition is satisfied by demanding
the “redshift function” to be finite everywhere.

On the other hand, the most relevant conclusion in
Morris and Thorne’s analysis is the necessity of “exotic
matter” to generate a traversable wormhole. According
to the authors, an observer passing through the throat
with a radial velocity close to the speed of light would
perceive negative energy. Therefore, from the classical
point of view, traversable wormhole solutions violate the
well-known energy conditions, established precisely to
avoid negative energy densities. However, from the quan-
tum point of view, there are some situations in which
such violations may be physically valid. The quantum
mechanical creation of particles, for example [20]. In this
sense, one can not entirely rule out the possibility of the
existence of the exotic material required for the throat of
a traversable wormhole to hold.

The idea of wormholes has been considered in dif-
ferent scenarios, such as Einstein’s gravity [21–31] and
alternatives theories of gravity [32–36]. In Ref. [31],
Benavides-Gallego et al. investigated the motion of spin-
ning test particles around traversable wormholes. Using
the Mathisson-Papapetrous-Dixon (MPD) equations, the
authors computed the effective potential and showed that
it is affected by the adimensional spin s of the test parti-
cle. When s = 0, the particle follows the geodesic equa-
tion, and its effective potential is symmetric: its behavior
is the same in both the lower and upper universes. There-
fore, the innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO) is at the
same distance from the wormhole’s throat.

On the other hand, when the spin s 6= 0, there is a
different kind of symmetry which depends on the sing of
the particle’s spin s and L, the particle’s dimensionless
angular momentum. In that case, there are two possi-
ble configurations which define two different symmetries:
“plus” and “minus”. In this sense, the effective potential
has the same behavior if it has the same configuration.
For example, a particle with negative s and negative L
will have the same behavior as a particle with both s and
L positive. In other words, the effective potential of a
particle with s parallel to the symmetry axis (s > 0) and
moving counterclockwise (L > 0) is the same as that of a
particle with s antiparallel to the symmetry axis (s < 0)
and moving clockwise around the wormhole (L < 0), see
Fig. 3 of Ref. [31]. The authors also found a “mirror
behavior” when the “plus” and “minus” configurations
are considered at the same time. To explain this behav-
ior, the authors consider two spinning particles moving
counterclockwise with the same angular momentum L,
one in the lower universe (with s > 0) and the other in
the upper universe (with s < 0). In this case, the ef-

fective potential has the same behavior for each particle,
resembling the case of a non-spinning test particle, see
the first panel in figure 3 of Ref. [31].

The existence of two configurations affects the loca-
tion of the ISCO. As mentioned before, in the case of
non-spinning test particles, one finds a single value for
lISCO located at the same distance from the wormhole’s
throat in both universes2. However, the behavior is dif-
ferent when we consider spinning test particles. If |s| ≥ 1,
one finds only one possible value for the ISCO. On the
other hand, if s belongs to the interval −1 < s < 1, one
encounters two possible values for the ISCO. One of these
values is always closer to the wormhole’s throat.

One significant conclusion from Ref. [31] is the con-
strain obtained for the particle’s spin s. It is well-known
that the dynamical four-momentum pα and the kinemat-
ical four-velocity uα of a spinning test particle are not al-
ways parallel. In this sense, although pαp

α = −m2 holds,
the normalization uαu

α = −1 does not. Therefore, while
the spinning particle moves closer to the center of symme-
try, uα increases, and eventually, for certain values of the
spin s and radius l, some components of the four-velocity
may diverge. This means that for a certain value of s, the
particle’s trajectory changes from time-like to space-like,
becoming, in this way, superluminal. From the physical
point of view, the space-like motion does not have any
meaning because the transition to uαu

α > 0 is not al-
lowed for real particles. Therefore, one must impose an
additional constrain defined by the relation uαu

α = 0,
the superluminal bound. In the case of a non-rotating
wormhole, spinning test particles will always move in the
time-like region as long as |s| < 1.5 [31].

In this paper, we consider the motion of spinning test
particles around a rotating wormhole, generalizing in this
way the results obtained by Benavides-Gallego et al. in
Ref. [31]. We organize our work as follows. In Sec. II,
we review the properties of rotating wormholes discussed
in Ref. [37] by E. Teo and its connection with the ideas
of traversable wormholes described in Ref. [9]. Next, in
Sec. III, we discuss the motion of spinning particles in
a static and axially symmetric space-time, where we use
the MPD equations to obtain the effective potential and
the superluminal condition. Then, in Sec. IV, we ap-
ply the results of Sec. III to Teo’s wormhole solution.
We compute the effective potential, circular orbits, and
the innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO). We also use
the superluminal bound to find a constraint for the al-
lowed spin of the particle. Finally, in Sec. V, we summa-
rize our work and discuss the implications of the results.
Throughout the manuscript, we use geometrized units
setting G = c = 1 and b0 = M = 1.

2 l is the radial coordinate in Ref. [31]. The value l = 0 represents
the wormhole’s throat.
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II. STATIONARY, AXISYMMETRIC
SPACE-TIMES

In Ref. [37], Teo follows the same paradigm as Morris-
Thorne in Ref. [9], i.e. he first assumes the space-time
geometry and then uses the Einstein field equations to
deduce the form of the matter required to maintain the
wormhole. Hence, the author begins by considering a
stationary and axially symmetric space-time.

It is well-known that space-times are said to be sta-
tionary if it possesses a time-like Killing vector field
ξα ≡ (∂/∂t)α, which generates invariant time transla-
tions. On the other hand, a space-time is axisymmetric if
it possesses a space-like killing vector field ψα ≡ (∂/∂ϕ)α,
related to invariant rotations with respect to ϕ. There-
fore, a space-time is stationary and axisymmetric if it
possesses both ξα and ψα killing vector fields satisfying
the following commutation relation [46],

[ξ, ψ] = 0. (1)

The commutativity of ξα and ψα in Eq. (1) allow us to
choose a coordinate system in such a way that the Killing
vectors represent the directions in which the space-time
has symmetries [46]. Hence, one can set x0 = t, x1 =
ϕ, x2, and x3 as a coordinate system. The stationary
and axisymmetric character of the space-time requires
the metric components to be independent of t and ϕ.
Therefore, the metric takes the form,

ds2 = gµν(x2, x3)dxµdxν . (2)

From the physical point of view, stationary and axisym-
metric space-times have been of considerable interest in
the study of black holes and stars since this kind of geom-
etry describes the exterior gravitational field of rotating
bodies, see Refs [39–41] and references therein.

Thorne discusses the properties of static and axisym-
metric space-times in Ref. [41]. There, he stars by point-
ing out that (t, ϕ, x2, x3) and (t, ϕ+ 2π, x2, x3) represent
the same point. This behavior is due to the fact that ϕ
is an angular coordinate about the rotation axis. As a
consequence, ϕ belongs to the interval [0, 2π).

On the other hand, because the space-time is axially
symmetric, it must be invariant under a simultaneous
inversion of t and ϕ, i.e. the space-time does not change
if t → −t and ϕ → −ϕ. As a consequence, the metric
coefficients gt2, gt3, gϕ2 and gϕ3 must vanish because
they change the sign under simultaneous inversion of ϕ
and t. Therefore, the line element of Eq. (2) simplifies
even more and reduces to [42, 43]

ds2 = g00dt
2 + 2g01dtdϕ+ g11dϕ

2 + gijdx
idxj , (3)

with i, j = 2, 3. Here, the presence of the term g01 is
related to the well-know dragging effect, see Appendix A.

The coordinates in Eq. (3) are uniquely determine up
to a coordinate transformation of the form [41]

x2 = x2(x2, x3) and x3 = x3(x2, x3). (4)

The freedom in such transformations can be used to sim-
ply the mathematics in the Einstein’s field equations or
adapt the geometry to specific problems. Under trans-
formation of the form given in Eq. (4), the components
g00, g01, and g11 are invariant. Hence, g00 = ξαξ

α,
g01 = ψαξ

α, and g11 = ψαψ
α [41, 46].

Finally, the space-time described in Eq. (3) must be
asymptotically flat. This means that g00 → 1, g01 → 1/r
and g11 → r2 sin2 θ as r → ∞. The asymptotically-
flatness of the line element (3) is important to define the
mass, and the angular momentum3.

A. Canonical form of the rotating wormhole
space-time

In the particular case of the rotating wormhole solu-
tion, by considering g22 = g33 = g11/ sin2 x2 and g23 = 0,
the line element of Eq. (3) can be expressed as [37]

ds2 = −N2dt2 +eµdr2 +r2K2
[
dθ2 + sin2 θ(dϕ− ωdt)2

]
,

(5)
where the functions4 N , µ, K and ω only depend on the
(x2, x3) ≡ (θ, r). Following Ref. [44], it is possible to
show the dragging effect in the space-time described by
the line element in Eq. (5), see Appendix A.

Once the line element of a stationary and axisymmet-
ric space-time is defined, Teo discusses some important
features related to the metric. For example, he points
out that the function K(r, θ) is a positive, nondecreas-
ing function of r, which he uses to define the “proper
distance” R ≡ rK(r, θ) (with ∂R/∂r > 0) measure at
(r, θ) from the origin. In this sense, one can interpret the
value 2πR sin θ as the proper circumference of the circle
located at the point with coordinates (r, θ).

On the other hand, the metric defined in Eq. (5) has
the discriminant5 [37],

D2 = g2
tϕ − gttgϕϕ = (N(r, θ)K(r, θ) sin θ)2. (6)

According to Teo, the existence of horizons is determined
by the function N(r, θ), which plays the role of the “red-
shift function”. Whenever, N = 0, D2 = 0, implying
the presence of an event horizon. Therefore, to avoid a
singular behavior of the metric (D2 6= 0) on the rotation
axis θ = 0 and θ = π, Teo imposes the regularity con-
ditions on the gravitational potential. These conditions
state that the partial derivatives with respect to θ of
N(r, θ), µ(r, θ), and K(r, θ) must vanish on the rotation
axis. The regularity conditions are, in this sense, crucial
to establish the wormhole geometry in the line element

3 Here θ and r are the usual spherical coordinates, but not neces-
sarily the same as x2 and x3[41]

4 Also known as the four gravitational potentials.
5 From now on, we associate the coordinates t, φ, r, θ with the

numbers, 0, 1, 2 and 3, respectively.



4

of Eq. (5) since wormholes, according to Ref. [9], must
be horizonless.

In analogy to Morris-Thorne function µ, Teo defines
a similar function by including the dependence on θ.
Therefore, µ(r, θ) is given by [37]

µ(r, θ) = − ln

(
1− b(r, θ)

r

)
; (7)

with b(r, θ) playing the role of the “shape function”. In
this sense, the radial coordinate must be constrained to
r ≥ b, where the throat is located at r = b. In this way,
Eq. (5) reduces to the Morris-Thorne case when there
is no rotation, e. i. N(r, θ) → eΦ(r), b(r, θ) → b(r),
K(r, θ)→ 1 and ω(r, θ)→ 0. Moreover, Teo assumes the
gravitational potentials to be well-behaved at the worm-
hole’s throat. The reason for such an assumption has
to do with the singularity-free behavior at the throat. If
one computes the curvature scalar of the metric in Eq. (5)
(evaluated at the throat), it is possible to see that it has
the form [45]

R = − 1

r2K2

(
µθθ +

1

2
µ2
θ

)
− µθ
Nr2K2

(N sin θ)θ
sin θ

− 2

Nr2K2

(Nθ sin θ)θ
sin θ

− 2

r2K3

(Kθ sin θ)θ
sin θ

e−µµr[ln(Nr2K2)]r +
sin2 θω2

θ

2N2
+

2

r2K4
(K2 +K2

θ ),

(8)
where the subscripts denote partial derivatives with re-
spect to θ and r. From the last equation, one can see that
R could have a singular behavior due to terms [37, 45]

µθθ +
1

2
µ2
θ =

bθθ
r − b

+
3

2

b2θ
(r − b)2

,

µθ =
bθ
r − b

.

(9)

Therefore, to avoid singularities in the curvature scalar
at the throat, it is necessary that bθ = bθθ = 0. Ergo, the
throat is at a constant value of r.

As mentioned before, if one wants the line element in
Eq. (5) to describe a wormhole, it is crucial to satisfy the
so-called “flare-out” condition at the throat. Following
the same process described in Ref. [9], Teo embeds the
space-time in a higher-dimensional space by considering
a constant value of θ in a slice of constant t, what Morris-
Thorne think of as a picture of the whole space-time at
a fixed moment t.

After embedding the metric, Teo found the following
“flare-out” condition at the throat [37]

d2r

dz2
=
b− brr

2b2
> 0, (10)

which is the same condition as in the Morris-Throne
wormhole [9]. Since bθ = 0, it is possible to define a
new radial coordinate l2 = r2 + b2 in the vicinity of the

throat, satisfying the relation

dl

dr
≡ ±

(
1− b

r

)−1/2

. (11)

Hence, in the immediate vicinity of the throat6 the line
element in Eq. (1), reduces to [37]

ds2 = −N2(l, θ)dt2 + dl2 + r2(l)K2(l, θ)

× [dθ2 + sin2 θ(dϕ− ω(l, θ)dt)2].
(12)

The metric expressed in this way smoothly connects two
asymptotic regions of the space-time across the throat,
in contrast to Eq. (1), where the radial coordinate r is
singular. If the shape function does not depend on θ,
Eq. (11) is valid everywhere and the coordinate l takes
the range (−∞,∞). As a consequence, the metric in
Eq. (11) covers the whole space-time, and we can assume
the wormhole throat is at l = 0 and define the upper
universe when l > 0, and the lower universe when l < 0.

According to Morris-Thorne, one can use the space-
time in Eq. (1) to compute the non-vanishing components
of the stress-energy tensor. To do so, one needs to con-
sider a “local Lorentz frame”, where physical “observa-
tions” are performed by a local observer, who remains at
rest with respect to the coordinate system (t, θ, r, ϕ). In
this frame, the components are 7 T(t)(t), T(t)(ϕ), T(ϕ)(ϕ),
and T(i)(j). These components have the usual physical
meaning. For example, T(t)(t) is the mass-energy den-
sity, while T(t)(ϕ) represents the rotation of the matter
distribution. In Ref. [45], Harko et al. obtained the ex-
pressions evaluated at the throat.

Finally, using the null energy condition [46]

Rαβκ
ακβ ≥ 0, (13)

where Rαβ is the Ricci tensor and κα a null vector given
by [37]

κα =

(
1

N
,−e−µ/2, 0, ω

N

)
, (14)

Teo have found that [37]

Rαβκ
ακβ = e−µµr

(rK)r
rK

− ω2
θ sin2 θ

2N2
− 1

4

µ2
θ

(rK)2

− 1

2

(µθ sin θ)θ
(rK)2 sin θ

+
(Nθ sin θ)θ

(rK)2N sin θ
< 0.

(15)

Nevertheless, He remarks that by choosing N , and µ ap-
propriately, Rαβ could be positive at some point in the
interval (0, π). Consequently, it is possible to move the
exotic matter that supports the wormhole around the
throat so that an infalling observer would not encounter

6 To first order in r − r0, with r0 the location of the throat.
7 Here we use the same notation as in Ref. [44].
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it. One example of such space-time is given by consider-
ing [37]

N = K = 1 +
(4J cos θ)2

r
,

b =
b20
r
,

µ = − ln

(
1− b

r

)
ω =

2J

r3
.

(16)

III. EQUATIONS OF MOTION

In this section, we review the theoretical background
necessary to investigate the motion of spinning test par-
ticles. It is well-known that this problem was considered
for the first time by Mathisson in 1937 when he stud-
ied the problem of extended bodies in general relativity
(GR). According to Mathisson, the motion of spinning
test particles does not follow the usual geodesic equation
of GR due to the coupling between the Riemann cur-
vature tensor and the spin of the moving particle [47].
Papapetrou considers the same problem in Refs. [48, 49],
where he established a similar approach. Later, Tulczy-
jew improved on the methods of Mathisson [50, 51] while
Moller and others made improvements in the definition
of center-of-mass [52–57]. Today, the equations that de-
scribe the motion of extended bodies with spin and mass
are known as the Mathisson-Papapetrous-Dixon (MPD)
equations. Recently, some authors modified the MPD
equations, see Refs. [58, 59].

Mathematically, the MPD equations are given by

Dpα

dλ
= −1

2
Rαβδσu

βSδσ,

DSαβ

dλ
= pαuβ − pβuα,

(17)

where D/dλ ≡ uα∇α is the projection of the covariant
derivative along the particle’s trajectory, uµ = dxµ/dλ is
the 4-velocity of the test particle, pα is the canonical 4-
momentum, Rαβδσ is the Riemann curvature tensor, and

λ is an affine parameter. The second rank tensor Sαβ is
antisymmetric, Sαβ = −Sβα.

Expressed in that form, Eq. (17) shows us the cou-
pling between the Riemann tensor Rαβδσ and the spin
of the moving particle. To see this coupling clearly, let’s
consider the well-known geodesic equation of GR

uβ∂βu
α + Γα σβu

σuβ = 0. (18)

In terms of the particle 4-momentum and the projection
of the covariant derivative along the particle’s trajectory,
Eq. (18) reduces to

Dpα

dλ
= 0. (19)

Therefore, comparing Eqs. (17) and (19), one can see how
the interaction between the Riemann curvature tensor
and the antisymmetric tensor Sαβ does affect the motion
of spinning test particles in curved space-times.

A crucial aspect in the MPD equations is related to the
center of mass of the spinning test particle. In this sense,
to solve the system in Eq. (17), one needs to fix its center
of mass. This is done by including the condition [50, 60]

Sαβpα = 0. (20)

This condition is known as the Tulczyjew Spin Supple-
mentary Condition (SSC) [60]. From Eq. (20), the canon-
ical momentum and the spin of the particle provide two
independent conserved quantities given by the relations

pαpα = −m2,

SαβSαβ = 2S2
(21)

Nevertheless, in contrast to the spinning test particle’s
canonical momentum conservation, it is important to
point out that the squared velocity does not necessar-
ily satisfy the condition

uαu
α = −1, (22)

because the 4-vectors pα and uα are not always paral-
lel. In this sense, to ensure that the particle’s 4-velocity
is always smaller than the speed of light, one needs to
impose an additional condition: the superluminal bound,
see Sec. III B.

Additionally, to the conserved quantities resulting
from the Tulczyjew-SSC condition, one also has the con-
served quantities associated to the space-time symme-
tries. As remarked in Sec.II, the line element in Eq. (5)
has associated two Killing vector fields. One generating
invariant time translations (ξα) and the other related to
invariant rotations with respect to ϕ (ψα). Hence, the
conserved quantities associated to them can be obtained
from the following relation,

pακα −
1

2
Sαβ∇βκα = pακα −

1

2
Sαβ∂βκα = constant,

(23)
where κα is the Killing vector field. In the last expression,
we used the fact that the term SαβΓγβα in the covariant

derivative Sαβ∇βκα vanishes because Sαβ is antisym-
metric while Γγβα is symmetric.

A. The effective potential

In the case of static axially symmetric space-times,
Toshmatov and Malafarina obtained the most general ex-
pression for Veff in terms of the metric components gµν
and its derivatives8 g′µν Ref. [61]. Here, we review and
discuss the most important steps in the calculation.

8 Where ′ denotes the derivative with respect to the radial coordi-
nate
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Let’s start considering the line element of a station-
ary and axisymmetric space-time. As mentioned Sec. II,
Eq. (3) give us its general form

ds2 = gttdt
2+grrdr

2+2gtϕdtdϕ+gθθdθ
2+gϕϕdϕ

2. (24)

As we pointed out above, due to the Killing vectors
ξα = δαt and ψα = δαϕ, this space-time has associated
two constants of motion: the energy E and the angular
momentum L. Hence, after using Eq. (23), we obtain9

−E = pt −
1

2
gtα,βS

αβ (25)

= pt −
1

2

(
gtt,rS

tr + gϕt,rS
ϕr
)
,

L = pϕ −
1

2
gtα,βS

αβ (26)

= pϕ −
1

2

(
gtϕ,rS

tr + gϕϕ,rS
φr
)
.

In the last system of equations, we assume that the
particle’s motion is constrained to the equatorial plane
(θ = π/2). Due to this assumption, the metric func-
tions depend only on the radial coordinate and pθ = 0.
Furthermore, since Sθα = 0, the number of independent
components of the spin tensor is reduced to three, i.e.
Str, Stϕ, and Srϕ.

To solve the system in Eq. (25), it is necessary to ex-
press the components Stϕ and Srϕ in terms of Str. To
do so, one uses the Tulczyjew-SSC contidion (20), from
which one obtains

Stϕ =
pr
pt
Sϕr = − pr

pϕ
Str

Srϕ = − pt
pϕ
Srt =

pt
pϕ
Str.

(27)

Using these relations, Eq. (25) takes the form

−E = pt −
1

2

(
g′ttpϕ − g′ϕtpt

) Str
pϕ

L = pϕ −
1

2

(
g′tϕpϕ − g′ϕϕpt

) Str
pϕ

.

(28)

Now, from the spin coservation and the normalization
conditions in Eq. (21), we have that

Str =
pϕs√

grr(g2
tϕ − gϕϕgtt)

. (29)

Here, s = S/m represents the specific angular momentum
of the particle, which can be positive or negative with

9 There is a typo in the second relation of Eq. (11) of Ref. [61]. It
should be Sαβ .

respect to the direction of pϕ. After replacing Eq. (29)
into Eq. (28) and solving the system for pt and pϕ, one
obtains [61]

pt =
−E + s(AL+BE)

1−Ds2

pϕ =
L+ s(BL+ CE)

1−Ds2
.

(30)

with [61]

A =
g′tt

2
√
grr(g2

tϕ − gϕϕgtt)
,

B =
g′tϕ

2
√
grr(g2

tϕ − gϕϕgtt)
,

C =
g′ϕϕ

2
√
grr(g2

tϕ − gϕϕgtt)
,

D =
(g′tϕ)2 − g′ttg′ϕϕ

4grr(g2
tϕ − gϕϕgtt)

.

(31)

Now, from the normalization condition in Eq. (21), we
obtain [61]

p2
r = grr(−gttp2

t − gϕϕp2
ϕ − 2gtϕptpϕ −m2). (32)

After substituting Eqs. (30) and (21) into Eq. (32), ones
obtains a second-degree polynomial equation for the en-
ergy E

p2
r =

β

α

(
E2 +

δL

β
E +

σL2

β
− ρ

β

)
, (33)

which can be expressed as

p2
r =

β

α
(E − V +

eff)(E − V −eff), (34)

where

V ±eff = −δL
2β
±

√(
δL

2β

)2

+

(
ρ

β
− σL2

β

)
. (35)

The expressions for α, β, δ/2, σ and ρ are given in
Ref. [61]. Nevertheless, it is important to note that we
found some typos in the expressions defining α, δ and σ.
In the definition of α, it should be grr instead grr. In the
expression for δ, the second term in the numerator where
s2 is the factor, one should have gtϕg′tt instead of gtϕgtt.
Finally, in the expression defining σ, the minus sign in
the second term of the numerator, where s is the factor,
one should has +gϕϕg′tϕ instead of −gϕϕg′tϕ. Hence, we
obtain the following expressions
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α = grr(1−Ds2)2,

β = −gtt +
s(gtϕg′ϕϕ + gttg′tϕ)√
grr(g2

tϕ − gϕϕgtt)
−
s2
[
gtt(g′tϕ)2 + g′ϕϕ(gϕϕg′ϕϕ + 2gtϕg′tϕ)

]
4grr(g2

tϕ − gϕϕgtt)
,

δ

2
= gtϕ +

s(gttg′tt − gϕϕg′ϕϕ)

2
√
grr(g2

tϕ − gϕϕgtt)
−
s2
[
g′tϕ(gttg′tt + gtϕg′tϕ) + g′ϕϕ(gtϕg′tt + gϕϕg′tϕ)

]
4grr(g2

tϕ − gϕϕgtt)
,

σ = −gϕϕ −
s(gtϕg′tt + gϕϕg′tϕ)√
grr(g2

tϕ − gϕϕgtt)
−
s2
[
gtt(g′tt)

2 + g′tϕ(gϕϕg′tϕ + 2gtϕg′tt)
]√

grr(g2
tϕ − gϕϕgtt)

,

ρ = m2(1−Ds2)2.

(36)

B. Superluminal bound

In this section, we focus our attention on the well-
known superluminal bound. This constraint will be cru-
cial to find the allowed values of s to keep a spinning test
particle moving in a trajectory with physical meaning.
In this sense, we will obtain analytic expressions in the
case of static and axially symmetric space-times. Then,
in Sec. IV, we will use these formulas in the particular
case of a traversable rotating wormhole.

As we pointed out above, although pαp
α = −m2 is

satisfied, the normalization uαu
α = −1 does not nec-

essarily hold because the four-momentum and the four-
velocity are not always parallel to each other. Therefore,
as the spinning test particle moves closer to the center of
symmetry, the four-velocity uα increases, and for specific
values of spin s and radius, some components of uα may
diverge. In this sense, the motion of the spinning parti-
cle crosses the boundary between time-like and space-like
trajectories, becoming in this way superluminal.

Particles moving in a space-like trajectory (superlumi-
nal motion) do not have a physical meaning. Therefore,
the transition to uαu

α > 0 is not allowed for real parti-
cles. As a consequence, one must impose a further con-
straint: the superluminal bound, defined by the condition
uαu

α = 0. Hence, to keep spinning test particles moving
in space-like trajectories, it is necessary to impose the
following constrain [61, 62]

uαu
α

(ut)2
= gtt + grr

(
dr

dt

)2

+ 2gtϕ
dϕ

dt
+ gϕϕ

(
dϕ

dt

)2

≤ 0.

(37)
To consider the superluminal bound in our investigation,
we need to obtain analytical expressions for dr/dt and
dϕ/dt. In order to do so, we follow a method proposed
by Hojman and Asenjo in Ref. [63].

In Sec.III A, we constrain our calculations to the equa-
torial plane (θ = π/2). Ergo, the non-vanishing com-

ponents of Sαβ are Str, Stϕ and Srϕ. Hence, from the
second MPD equation in Eq. (17), we obtain the follow-
ing system of equations

DStr

dλ
= ptur − utpr,

DStϕ

dλ
= ptuϕ − utpϕ,

DSϕr

dλ
= pϕur − uϕpr.

(38)

In order to solve the last system, we note that it is possi-
ble to reduce it into a system of two equation by express-
ing the first and second equations in terms of Sϕr. To do
so, one needs to consider the Tulczyjew-SSC condition
Sαβpα = 0. In the case of Str, for example, Eq. (20)
reduces to

Strpt + Sϕrpϕ = 0. (39)

Then, after applying the operatorD/dλ, using the second
relation in Eq. (27), solving for DStr/dλ, and replacing
in the first equation of Eq. (38), we obtain [31]

DStr

dλ
=
Sϕr

pt

(
pϕ
pt

Dpt
dλ
− Dpϕ

dλ

)
− pϕ
pt

DSϕr

dλ

= ptur − utpr. (40)

We proceed similarly with DStϕ/dλ in Eq. (38), ob-
taining [31]

DStϕ

dλ
=
pr
pt

DSϕr

dλ
+
Sϕr

pt

(
Dpr
dλ
− pr
pt

Dpt
dλ

)
= ptuϕ − utpϕ. (41)
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With the MPD equation for Str and Stϕ expressed in
terms of DSϕr/dλ, we can now use the MPD for Sϕr

(third equation in Eq. (38)) to reduce the system from
three to only two equations. This new system is given
by [31]

Sϕr

pt

(
pϕ
Dpt
dλ
− pt

Dpϕ
dλ

)
= ur

(
pϕp

ϕ + ptp
t
)

− pr(pϕuϕ + ptu
t),

Sϕr

pt

(
pt
Dpr
dλ
− pr

Dpt
dλ

)
= uϕ

(
prp

r + ptp
t
)

− pϕ
(
pru

r + ptu
t
)
.

(42)

Now, using the first MPD equation in Eq. (38), we obtain
the following relations (see Appendix B)

Dpt
dλ

=
Sϕr

pt
[(pϕRtrtr − ptRtrϕr)ur − prRtϕtϕuϕ] ,

Dpr
dλ

=
[
(pϕRrttr + ptRrtrϕ)ut + (pϕRrϕtr + ptRrϕrϕ)uϕ

]
× Sϕr

pt

Dpϕ
dλ

=
Sϕr

pt

[
ur(pϕRϕrtr + ptRϕrrϕ)− prRϕttϕut

]
.

(43)
After replacing Eq. (43) into Eq. (42), we obtain the fol-
lowing system

ur
[
p2
ϕA+ 2pϕptD + p2

tB
]

=uϕCpϕpr + utCptpr,

uϕ
[
p2
tB + ptpϕD + p2

rC
]

=ur [Dprpt +Aprpϕ] +

ut
[
Aptpϕ + p2

tD
]
,

(44)

where

Â = gϕϕ +

(
Sϕr

pt

)2

Rtrrt,

B̂ = gtt +

(
Sϕr

pt

)2

Rϕrrϕ,

Ĉ = grr +

(
Sϕr

pt

)2

Rϕttϕ.

D̂ = gtϕ +

(
Sϕr

pt

)2

Rtrϕr.

(45)

Hence, after following the gauge choices and invariant
relations in Ref [63], we can solve the above system of

equations to obtain

dr

dt
=
ur

ut
=

Cpr
Bpt +Dpϕ

,

dϕ

dt
=
uϕ

ut
=
Dpt +Apϕ
Bpt +Dpϕ

.

(46)

Note that Eqs. (45) and (46) reduces to Eqs. (42) and
(41) of Ref. [31] when Rtrϕr = 0 and gtϕ = 0, e.i. when
D = 0.

IV. DYNAMICS OF SPINNING TEST
PARTICLES AROUND A ROTATING

WORMHOLE

The results of Sec.II and Sec.III describe the dynamics
of a spinning test particle in a static and axially symmet-
ric space-time. In this section, we apply these results to
the geometry of a rotating wormhole.

A. Effective potential

We begin by considering the canonical form of Eq. (5)
with the following functions

N = eΦ, Φ = − b0r ,

K = 1, ω = 2J
r3 ,

b =
b20
r , µ = − ln

(
1− b

r

)
.

(47)

Hence, the space-time takes the form

ds2 =−
(
e2Φ − ω2r2 sin2 θ

)
dt2 − 2ωr2 sin2 θdtdϕ

+

(
1− b20

r2

)−1

dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2).
(48)

Here, b0 is the wormhole throat, which is interpreted as
the wormhole mass. When ω = 0, note that the space-
time reduces to the Morris-Thorne space-time [9]. Using
the coordinate transformation r2 = l2 + b20, Eq. (48) re-
duces to

ds2 =−
(
e2Φ − ω2(l2 + b20) sin2 θ

)
dt2

− 2ω(l2 + b20) sin2 θdtdϕ

+ dl2 + (l2 + b20)(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2),

(49)

with Φ and ω now functions of l. In this new radial
coordinate, the throat of the wormhole is at l = 0 (r0 =
b0).

Before computing the effective potential, we want to
express the results in terms of dimensionless variables,
where

l→ l
b0
, s→ s

b0
= S

mb0
, L → L

b0
= L

mb0
, a→ J

b20
. (50)
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Therefore, the effective potential has the following form

Veff = −δL
2β
±

√(
δL
2β

)2

+

(
ρ

β
− σL2

β

)
. (51)

with Veff = Veff/m
10. Then, after using the definitions in

Eq. (36), we obtain

β = e−2Φ − 6ale−3Φ

(l2 + 1)
2 s+

l2e−4Φ
(

9a2 −
(
l2 + 1

)2
e2Φ
)

(l2 + 1)
4 s2,

δ → b0δ = − 4ae−2Φ

(l2 + 1)
3/2

+
2e3Φ

(
12a2l +

(
l2 + 1

)2
e2Φ

((
l2 + 1

)
Φ′ − l

))
(l2 + 1)7/2

s

+
2ale−4Φ(l)

(
−18a2l −

(
l2 + 1

)2
e2Φ

(
3
(
l2 + 1

)
Φ′ + l

))
(l2 + 1)

11/2
s2,

σ → b20σ =
4a2e−2Φ

(l2 + 1)
3 −

1

l2 + 1
−

2ae−3Φ
(

12a2l +
(
l2 + 1

)2
e2Φ

(
2
(
l2 + 1

)
Φ′ + l

))
(l2 + 1)5

s

+
a2le−4Φ

(
36a2l +

(
l2 + 1

)2
e2Φ

(
12
(
l2 + 1

)
Φ′ − l

))
+
(
l2 + 1

)6
Φ′2

(l2 + 1)7
s2,

ρ→ ρ

m2
= s2

(
−18a2l2e−2Φ

(l2 + 1)
4 − 2lΦ′

l2 + 1

)
+ s4

(
81a4l4e−4Φ

(l2 + 1)
8 +

18a2l3e−2ΦΦ′

(l2 + 1)
5 +

l2Φ′2

(l2 + 1)
2

)
+ 1.

(52)

It is straightforward to check that the last expressions
reduce to those in Ref. [31] when a = 0.

From Eqs. (50) and (52), it is possible to see the sym-
metries in Veff depending on the signs of s, a and L. We
call VPeff the “plus” configuration11

VPeff(l, s, a,L) = VPeff(l,−s,−a,−L), (53)

and VMeff the “minus” configuration

VMeff (l,−s, a,L) = VMeff (l, s,−a,−L). (54)

10 From now on, we use Veff with + in Eq. (51).
11 Since Veff depends on the wormhole’s spin a, we also found the

following relations:

VMeff (l,−s, a,L) = Veff(l, s,−a,−L) = Veff(−l, s, a,L)

= Veff(−l,−s,−a,−L),

and

VPeff(l, s, a,L) = Veff(l,−s,−a,−L) = Veff(−l,−s, a,L)

= Veff(−l, s,−a,−L).

The behavior of each configuration is shown in Fig. 1,
where we plot together VPeff (black) and VMeff (red), as
functions of l with |a| = 0.1 and |L| = 2.24359426). Note
that the change from “plus” to “minus” configurations
also changes the location of the innermost stable circular
orbit (ISCO), shown in the figure with black and red dots.
According to Eqs. (53) and (54), we obtain the following
relations

VPeff(l,+0.3, 0.1,−2.24359) = VPeff(l,−0.3,−0.1, 2.24359),

VMeff (l,−0.3, 0.1,−2.24359) = VMeff (l,+0.3,−0.1, 2.24359).
(55)

Hence, from the physical point of view, in the first
configuration (“plus”), we have a system in which the
particle’s spin s and the wormhole’s spin a align with
the symmetry axis of the space-time, while the particle’s
angular momentum L is antiparallel. The “minus” con-
figuration, on the other hand, corresponds to the case
where the particle’s spin s and its angular momentum
L are parallel to the symmetry axis of the space-time,
while antiparallel to the wormhole’s angular momentum
L. In other words, in the “plus” configuration, the parti-
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FIG. 1. The “plus” (black) and “minus” (red) configurations
for the effective potential. The ISCO for each configuration
is shown using dots. We assume b0 = M = 1.

cle’s spin and the wormhole’s spin are always antiparallel
to the particle’s angular momentum L, in contrast to the
“minus” configuration, where the particle’s spin s and its
angular moment L are always antiparallel to the worm-
hole’s spin a.

In Fig.2, we show the behavior of the effective potential
in different situations as a function of l. In the first panel,
we show the behavior in the simplest case, i.e. when
s = a = 0. In this situation, the effective potential is
symmetric, and the ISCO radius locates at the same dis-
tance from the throat for both the lower and upper uni-
verses (lISCO = ±1.73205081). In the second panel, we
show the shape of Veff when s = 0.3 and a = 0.0. In this
case, as showed by Benavides-Gallego et al. in Ref. [31],
the effective potential is not symmetric and has two pos-
sible configurations: “plus” and “minus”, depending on
the sign of the particle’s spin s. In the “plus” configura-
tion, the ISCO situates in the upper universe. When we
change to the “minus” configuration, the ISCO changes
from lISCO = +2.25990751 to lISCO = −2.25990751.

In the third panel, we consider the case in which s =
0.0 and a = 0.1. From the figure, it is possible to see
that Veff is once again symmetric, with the ISCO located
at the same distance from the wormhole’s throat in both
universes (lISCO = ±2.9936153). Also, note that the
effective potential has a minimum value at the throat.
In this particular case, changing the wormhole spin from
a = 0.1 to a = −0.1, the effective potential changes its
shape drastically, see Fig. 3. There is no ISCO in this
situation.

In the fourth panel, we show the behavior of Veff in the
most general case, i.e. a spinning test particle moving
around a rotating wormhole. The figure shows a similar
behavior as the case investigated in Ref. [31]: the ef-

fective potential also has two configurations (“plus” and
“minus”), which change the position of the ISCO. Nev-
ertheless, it is possible to see a difference in the shape of
Veff. According to the figure, the minimum value of the
effective potential shifts to the lower or upper universe
depending on the configuration. In contrast to the case
shown in the second panel of Fig. 2, where the effective
potential has a minimum value at the throat. For exam-
ple, in the case shown in the fourth panel of Fig. 2, Vmin

is shifted from the lower universe to the upper universe
when we change the configuration from “plus” to “mi-
nus”. This effect is mainly due to the wormhole’s spin
a.

In Fig.4, we plot Veff vs. l for different values of a, s,
and L. In the left panel, we show the behavior of the
effective potential for different values of a. The figure
shows how the effective potential decreases as the worm-
hole’s spin a increases. In this case, the minimum value
for the effective potential decreases from Vmin ≈ 0.5 to
Vmin ≈ −1 as the wormhole’s spin a changes from 0.1 to
0.4. In the central panel, we show the behavior of Veff

for different values of s. From the figure, it is possible to
see that Veff does not change significantly as s increases
from 0.1 to 0.4. The figure also shows that Veff in the
lower universe is larger than those in the upper universe
for all values of s. Furthermore, the value of the Veff at
the throat is the same for all values of s; in contrast to
the first and third panels, where its value decreases as a
increases and decreases as L increases, respectively.

In the right panel of Fig. 4, we plot the effective poten-
tial as a function of l for different values of the angular
momentum L while keeping constant a and s. From the
figure, we can see how Veff decreases as the particle’s
angular momentum L increases. The figure also shows
that the effective potential is always larger in the lower
universe than in the upper one.

B. Innermost stable circular orbits

Now, we focus our attention on circular orbits of spin-
ning test particles in the geometry of a rotating wormhole
given by Eq. (49). It is well-known that circular orbits
occur when the radius of an orbit of particles is constant.
Therefore, the radial velocity of a spinning test particle
vanishes dl/dλ = 0. In this sense, according to Eq. (34),
E = Veff, where we have defined the energy of the test
particle per unit mass as E = E/m. On the other hand,
the radial acceleration of the particle also vanishes, i.e.
d2l/dλ2 = 0, which implies that dVeff/dl = 0. Never-
theless, these conditions do not guarantee the stability
of circular orbits. To ensure stability, the second ra-
dial derivative of the effective potential must be positive,
namely,

d2Veff

dl2
≥ 0. (56)
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FIG. 2. The effective potential in different situations. The “plus” and “minus” configurations are shown in black and red
colors, respectively. The values for the ISCO in each configuration are shown using dots. We assume b0 = M = 1 and L = 2.0,
1.89788245, −2.40282807 and −2.46920218 for the first, second, third, and fourth panels respectively.

FIG. 3. The “minus” configuration for the third panel in
Fig. 2. We assume b0 = M = 1 and L = −2.40282807.

Hence, the marginally stable circular orbit, corre-
sponding to the smallest allowed value for stable circular
orbits, also known as the innermost stable circular orbit
or ISCO, can be obtained when d2Veff/dl

2 = 0.

Using the conditions E = Veff and dVeff/dl = 0 we
obtain the values of E and L in terms of the circular
orbit radius l and then from d2Veff/dl

2 = 0 the value of

the radius of the ISCO for a spinning test particle. Since
the process involves the solution of a non-linear system
of equations for l and L, we must solve it numerically,
see table I.

In Fig. (5), we show the first and second derivatives
of Veff as a function of l. The intersection between the
curves correspond to the innermost stable circular orbit
lISCO. According to the figure, when a = 0.1 and s =
1.3, there are two possible values for lISCO. One in the
lower universe lLISCO = −3.961, and one in the upper
universe lUISCO = 0.60712.

In Figs. 6 and 7, we plot the behavior of the radius (top
panel left), angular momentum (top panel right), energy
(lower panel left), and F (lower panel right) at the ISCO
for different values of the wormhole spin a, co-rotating
(a > 0) and counter-rotating (a < 0), respectively13. In
Fig. 6, we can see how lISCO increases as a increases. For
example, if we consider the upper universe, the values of
the ISCO for a = 0.9 (orange) are larger than those with
a = 0.1. In the lower universe, on the other hand, lISCO
becomes smaller as the spin parameter a increases. See
the dashed lines.

For constant values of a, the figure shows how lUISCO in-
creases as s increases, reaching a maximum value. Then,

12 We use the upscript L and U for lower and upper universes,
respectively.

13 The behavior between co-rotating and counter-rotating is similar.
For this reason, we focus our discussion to the former case.
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FIG. 4. The effective potential in different situations. Left panel: Veff vs. l for different values of a. Center: Veff vs. l for
different values of s. Right panel: Veff vs. l for different values of L. In black color we show the case s = 0.3, a = 0.1 and
L = −2.46920218. We assume b0 = M = 1.

FIG. 5. The first (continuous black line) and second derivatives (dashed black line) of Veff as a function of l. The intersection
between the plots corresponds to lISCO, see the black dot in each panel. Left panel: lISCO in the lower universe. Center: lISCO
in the upper universe. Right panel: Contour plot of the first (black) and second (green) derivatives of Veff. lISCO is shown
using black dots. The shape of Veff vs. l is shown in the small panel for the first and second panels in the figure. We assume
b0 = M = 1.

the ISCO radius decreases as s increases; see the contin-
uous lines in the top-left panel of Fig. 6. In the lower
universe, the situation is the opposite: lISCO decreases
until it reaches a minimum value, and then it increases

as s increases. For example, when a = 0.2, the maxi-
mum/minimum value for lISCO is around 5 and −5, re-
spectively. While for a = 0.9, the maximum/minimum
value for lISCO is around 6 and −6, respectively. The
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FIG. 6. lISCO, LISCO, EISCO and the function F vs. s for different values of a = 0.1 (blue), a = 0.2 (red), a = 0.3 (black),
a = 0.6 (green) and a = 0.9 (orange) in the upper (continuous line) and lower (dashed line) universes. We assume b0 = M = 1.

figure also shows that there is an interval in which there
is only one value of lISCO, and one interval in which
there are two values. For example, in the upper uni-
verse, when a = 0.1, the figure shows only one value of
lISCO if −2.5 ≥ s < −1.25. When |s| ≤ 1.25, the fig-
ure shows two values: one in the upper universe and the
other in the lower universe. Then, when s > 1.25, the
figure shows only one value of lISCO located in the lower
universe. One can see a similar behavior for other values
of a with different ranges for s.

In the top-right panel of Fig. 6, we show the behav-
ior of LISCO as a function of s for different values of a.
According to the figure, the value of LISCO in the upper
universe decreases as s increases. Nevertheless, for values
of a < 0.3, LISCO reaches a minimum value and starts
to increase again, see the blue and red (continuous) lines.
On the other hand, when we consider the lower universe
(dashed lines), the behavior is the contrary. For values
of a ≥ 0.3, LISCO decreases as s increases. While for
values of a < 0.3, LISCO decreases, reaches a minimum,
and starts to increase again, see the dashed blue and red
lines in Fig. 8.

In the bottom-left panel of Fig. 6, we plot the behav-
ior of the energy at the ISCO for different values of the
wormhole’s spin a. From the figure, for constant values

of the spin s, we see that the energy EISCO increases as a
increases. Moreover, the figure also shows that EISCO is
always lower than E = 1. In the upper universe, while s
increases, EISCO increases. Then, it reaches a maximum
value and decreases until some value of s, the lowest limit
for the particle’s spin. On the other hand, when we con-
sider the lower universe, the behavior is the opposite (as
before). EISCO increases as s increases. Then, it reaches
a maximum value and decreases until some value of s.

C. Superluminal bound

As mentioned before, we can obtain the superluminal
bound using Eq. (37). In this sense, after replacing dr/dt
and dϕ/dt (see Eq. 46), we obtain

F = gtt(B̂pt + D̂pϕ)2 + grr(Ĉpr)2 + 2gtϕ(D̂pt + Âpϕ)

× (B̂pt + D̂pϕ) + gϕϕ(D̂pt + Âpϕ)2 ≤ 0.
(57)

Therefore, the limit value of s for which the spinning
test particle’s motion is time-like can be obtained with
the condition F = 0. Then, using Eqs. (32) for pr and
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replacing into Eq. (57), we get

F = X1

(pt
m

)2

+ 2X2

(pt
m

)(pϕ
m

)
+ X3

(pϕ
m

)2

−X4 ≤ 0,

(58)

with14

X1 = gttB̂2 + 2gtϕB̂D̂ + gtϕD̂2 − gttg2
rrĈ2

X2 = gttB̂D̂ + gtϕ(ÂB̂ + D̂2) + gϕϕÂD̂ − gtϕg2
rrĈ2

X3 = gttD̂2 + 2gtϕÂD̂ + gϕϕÂ2 − gϕϕg2
rrĈ2

X4 = g2
rrĈ2.

(59)

Note that Eq. (58) reduces to Eqs. (45) of Ref. [31] when
we consider the space-time of a non-rotating wormhole.

In the bottom-left panel of Fig. (6), we plot the behav-
ior of F as a function of s for different values of a. From
the figure, it is possible to identify an interval for the
particle’s spin s in both the upper and lower universes.
There are always two limits, one for negative values of the

14 Here, we keep the notation of Eq. (24), where r is the radial
coordinate. Nevertheless, in the rotating wormhole, the radial
coordinate changes to l, so r → l in all the equations.
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TABLE I. Values for lISCO, LISCO and EISCO for different values of a and s. Here, U and L subscripts denote upper and lower
universes, respectively.

a s lISCO LISCO EISCO lISCO LISCO EISCO

0.1 0.0 ∓ 2.994 -2.403 0.900 — — —

±0.1 ∓3.155 -2.356 0.904 ±2.803 -2.440 0.895

± 0.4 ∓ 3.519 -2.180 0.911 ± 1.901 -2.436 0.865

± 0.8 ∓ 3.816 -1.893 0.917 ± 0.895 -1.649 0.682

± 1.31 ∓ 3.962 -1.472 0.919 ± 0.601 -0.874 0.502

± 1.6 ∓ 3.925 -1.210 0.919 — — —

± 2.0 ∓ 3.663 -0.814 0.915 — — —

0.2 0.0 ∓ 3.714 -2.635 0.916 — — —

± 0.1 ∓ 3.870 -2.581 0.919 ± 3.534 -2.682 0.913

± 0.55 ∓ 4.376 -2.289 0.926 ± 1.209 -2.496 0.840

± 1.0 ∓ 4.675 -1.946 0.930 — — —

± 1.5 ∓ 4.829 -1.526 0.932 — — —

± 2.0 ∓ 4.796 -1.073 0.932 — — —

± 2.5 ∓ 4.482 -0.581 0.929 — — —

0.3 0.0 ∓ 4.285 -2.813 0.926 — — —

± 0.1 ∓ 4.439 -2.755 0.928 ± 4.109 -2.865 0.923

± 0.52 ∓ 4.928 -2.476 0.933 ± 2.639 -2.948 0.900

± 1.2 ∓ 5.388 -1.948 0.938 — — —

± 1.8 ∓ 5.555 -1.435 0.940 — — —

± 2.4 ∓ 5.497 -0.884 0.940 — — —

± 3.0 ∓ 5.076 -0.290 0.937 — — —

0.6 0.0 ∓ 5.619 -3.204 0.942 — — —

± 0.1 ∓ 5.758 -3.147 0.943 ± 5.448 -3.264 0.940

± 0.61 ∓ 6.377 -2.782 0.947 ± 3.826 -3.456 0.925

± 1.6 ∓ 7.055 -1.987 0.952 — — —

± 2.4 ∓ 7.290 -1.289 0.953 — — —

± 3.2 ∓ 7.259 -0.554 0.954 — — —

± 4.0 ∓ 6.818 0.224 0.952 — — —

0.9 0.0 ∓ 6.684 -3.494 0.951 — — —

± 0.1 ∓ 7.598 -2.961 0.955 ± 6.515 -3.558 0.950

± 0.74 ∓ 6.839 -3.428 0.951 ± 4.051 -3.815 0.935

± 1.8 ∓ 8.351 -2.098 0.959 — — —

± 2.7 ∓ 8.677 -1.312 0.961 — — —

± 3.6 ∓ 8.749 -0.492 0.961 — — —

± 4.5 ∓ 8.498 0.362 0.961 — — —

spin s− and the other for positive values, s+. For exam-
ple, in the upper universe, when the value of a = 0.1, the
function F reaches the superluminal bond at s− ≈ −2.3
and s+ ≈ 1.3, see the continuous blue line. One can see
similar behavior when a = 0.2. In that case, F reaches
the superluminal bound when s− ≈ −2.8 and s+ ≈ 0.5.
Finally, when a = 0.3, the spinning test particle reaches

the superluminal bound when s− ≈ −3.3. Nevertheless,
when s > 0.52, the system of non-linear equations

dVeff/dl = 0 and d2Veff/dl
2 = 0. (60)

does not have a solution. As a consequence, F does not
reach the superluminal bound F = 0. However, although
F < 0, we can consider s ≈ 0.52 as the positive limit
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TABLE II. Superluminal bound for upper and lower universes
in the co-rotating case (a > 0). In the table s+ and s− are
the limits for positive and negative values of s, respectively.

a Universe s+ s− F+ F−

0.1 Upper 1.315 -2.30305 −4.8× 10−6 −4.1× 10−6

Lower 2.30305 -1.315 −4.1× 10−6 −4.8× 10−6

0.2 Upper 0.558933 -2.89066 −4.2× 10−7 −6.3× 10−6

Lower 2.89066 -0.558933 −6.3× 10−6 −4.2× 10−7

0.3 Upper 0.52 -3.38559 -0.931192 −4.5× 10−6

Lower 3.38559 -0.52 −4.5× 10−6 -0.931192

0.6 Upper 0.61 -4.60353 -0.9693 −3.0× 10−6

Lower 4.60353 -0.61 −3.0× 10−6 -0.9693

0.9 Upper 0.74 -5.4 -0.9495 -0.7493

Lower 5.4 -0.74 -0.7493 -0.9495

value for a spinning test particle in the upper universe,
s+.

On the other hand, for large values of a (e. i. 0.9), the
figure shows that F does not reach the superluminal limit
neither for negative nor for positives values of s. Once
again, although F is always negative in these cases, we
can use these values to set an interval of motion for a
spinning test particle. Hence, when a = 0.9 the limit
values are s− ≈ −5.4 and s+ ≈ 0.74.

When we consider the lower universe (dashed lines in
Fig. 6), the figure shows the same behavior as in the
upper universe. Once again, F gives two limit values for
s < 0 and s > 0. Nevertheless, due to symmetries in
Veff, these values are the same and only change in the
sign. For example, in the upper universe, we found that
s+ ≈ 1.3 and s− ≈ −2.3 when a = 0.1. Therefore, due
to the symmetries, in the lower universe s− ≈ −1.3 while
s+ ≈ 2.3. In table II, we show some of the values.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we investigated the motion of spinning
test particles around a rotating wormhole, an extension
of the previous work presented by Benavides-Gallego
et al. in Ref. [31], where the authors take into ac-
count a spinning test particle moving around a non-
rotating traversable wormhole, the well-known Morris-
Thorne wormhole [9]. There, the authors showed how
the effective potential depends on the wormhole’s spin
a, the particle’s spin s, the proper distance l, the an-
gular momentum L, and the wormhole’s throat b0. Ac-
cording to the authors, the effective potential Veff shows
some symmetries in its behavior, represented by two con-
figurations: plus and minus. In the plus configuration,
VPeff(l, s,L) = VPeff(l,−s,−L). In the minus configura-
tion, on the other hand, we have that VMeff (l,−s,L) =
VMeff (l, s,−L). Therefore, a spinning test particle moving

with clockwise spin and angular momentum is equivalent
to a particle moving with counterclockwise spin and an-
gular momentum (plus configuration); while a spinning
test particle moving with clockwise spin and counter-
clockwise angular momentum is equivalent to a particle
moving with counterclockwise spin and clockwise angular
momentum (minus configuration).

In the rotating case, we also found that Veff has “plus”
and “minus” configurations defined as VPeff(l, s, a,L) and
VPeff(l,−s, a,L), respectively. Moreover, since Veff de-
pends on the wormhole’s spin a, there are more relations
of symmetry, see footnote 10. In each configuration, the
ISCO has the same value. However, if we change the
configuration, the ISCO also changes. Hence, if lISCO
is in the upper universe for the “plus” configuration, it
will change to the lower universe once we chance to the
“minus” configuration, see Fig. 1. Furthermore, from the
dynamical point of view, it is important to point out that
these symmetries allow some equivalences in the motion
of spinning test particles regarding the sign of s, L and
a.

On the other hand, the shape of Veff is symmetric only
in two particular cases: s = a = 0 or s = 0 and a 6= 0.
In these situations, considering the upper and lower uni-
verses, the ISCO is at the same distance from the throat.
Moreover, Veff reaches a minimum value at l = 0. On the
other hand, when a and s are different from zero, Veff is
non-symmetric and looks like the effective potential of a
spinning test particle in a non-rotating wormhole. Nev-
ertheless, in contrast with the non-rotating case, where
the effective potential reaches a minimum value at the
throat (l = 0), Veff has a minimum value shifted to the
right or left depending on the configuration, see Fig. 1.
It is important to point out that Vmin decreases in three
different situations: when the wormhole’s spin, the parti-
cle’s spin or angular momentum increases while keeping
constant s and L, a and L, and a and s, respectively. See
Fig. 4.

In the non-rotating case, Ref. [31] shows that there is
only one value for lISCO (in the upper or lower universes)
when |s| ≥ 1 and two values when −1 < s < 1 (one in
the upper universe and the other in the lower universe),
see Fig. 8 in Ref. [31]. We found a similar behavior for
the rotating case. However, the interval for s in which
there are two values of lISCO changes as the wormhole’s
spin a increases.

If we consider the lower universe, the analysis per-
formed in Ref. [31] shows that lISCO decreases as s in-
creases. Then, it reaches a minimum value at s ≈ −0.8
and increases again up to the throat (when s = 1), see
Fig. 8 in Ref. [31]. The opposite behavior occurs when
we consider the upper universe. In the rotating case,
on the other hand, our analysis shows that lISCO in the
lower universe decreases as s decreases. Then, it reaches
a minimum value and increases again. Nevertheless, in
contrast to the non-rotating case, lISCO does not arrive
at the wormhole’s throat. See the upper-left panel of
Fig. 6, This behavior may be a consequence of the shift-
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ing effect on Veff at the minimum.
In Ref. [64], Y. P. Zhang et al. investigated the ISCO

orbit for a classical spinning test particle in the back-
ground of a Kerr-Newman black hole. There, the authors
show that the motion of the spinning test particle is re-
lated to its spin, and it will be superluminal if its spin
is large. According to their analysis, the authors found
that lISCO decreases as the spin of the particle increases.
We also found the same behavior in the rotating worm-
hole when the upper universe is considered (the behavior
is the opposite in the lower universe). Nevertheless, in
contrast with the results of Ref. [64], where a spinning
test particle can orbit in a smaller circular orbit than
a non-spinning test particle, we found that |lISCO| in-
creases as the wormhole’s spin a increases (while keeping
constant the particles’ spin s). In this sense, a spinning
test particle can move in larger circular orbits than the
non-rotating case.

In this work, we found that the energy of the inner-
most stable circular orbit EISCO is always below unity,
i.e. EISCO < 1. This result agrees with the non-rotating
case, where EISCO < 0.9 [31]. Furthermore, it is impor-
tant to remark that the energy increases as the worm-
hole’s spin a increases. Hence, EISCO in the non-rotating
case is smaller than the energy in the rotating case, where
0.8 < EISCO < 0.96. In Ref. [31], the authors found that
EISCO has the same value for both the lower and upper
universes when s = 0. In our analysis, we found the
same behavior, which is a consequence of the mirror-like
symmetric of Veff

15.
In this work, we also found that the angular mo-

mentum at the ISCO behaves differently from the non-
rotating case. In Ref. [31], the authors showed that
the angular momentum reaches the maximum value
LISCO ≈ 2.002 when |s| ≈ 0.25 [31] and it is always
positive, LISCO > 0. Moreover, in the lower universe,
the angular momentum increases as s increases, reach-
ing its maximum value at s ≈ −0.25. Then, it decreases
for −0.25 < s < 2. See the left-bottom panel of Fig. 8 in
Ref. [31]. The opposite behavior occurs when we consider
the upper universe. In the rotating case, on the other
hand, we found that −4 < LISCO < 1.4. Furthermore,
for small values of s (0.1, 0.2 or 0.3), we show LISCO
in the upper universe decreases as s increases. Then, it
reaches a minimum value and starts to increase again to
a certain value of s. The opposite behavior occurs in the
lower universe. Furthermore, for larger values of s (0.6
or 0.9), the LISCO in the lower universe decreases as s
decreases, reaching a minimum value.

Finally, we consider the superluminal bound to investi-
gate the constraints for the particle’s spin s. In the non-
rotating case, Benavides-Gallego et al. showed that the
motion of a spinning test particle has physical meaning

15 Recall that Veff is symmetric when s = 0 in both the rotating and
non-rotating wormhole, see the first and third panels in Fig 2.

(the trajectory is time-like) if −1.5 < s < 1.5. Never-
theless, for values of |s| > 1.5, the particle’s trajectory is
superluminal (space-like) and it does not have a physical
meaning. In the rotating case, the shape of F is similar
to the non-rotating case; but we found some differences.
For example, when one considers small values of a (0.1,
or 0.2), F = 0 for two values of the particle’s spin: s−
and s+; see the right-bottom panel of Fig. 6. Moreover,
for |s| < 1 and a = 0.3, the function F stops because the
non-linear system in Eq. (60) does not have a solution,
setting a constraint value for s which is positive/negative
for the upper/lower universe, see table II. For larger val-
ues of a (0.9), the function F never reaches the super-
luminal bound (F = 0) because the non-linear system
Eq. (60) does not have solution. In this sense, the spin
is constrained to those values for which the non-linear
system has a solution, see table II.

It is important to remark that our analysis uses the
MPD equations. Therefore, we considered the approxi-
mation in which the mass and size of the spinning test
particle are negligible in relation to the mass of the cen-
tral object and must not affect the geometry background.
Nevertheless, from the astrophysical point of view, the
motion of spinning test particles may still determine some
features that enable us to distinguish black holes from
wormholes. As we have shown in this paper, the spin
does affect the motion of test particles around a rotating
wormhole. On the other hand, observationally speaking,
the spinning test particles may form the accretion disk of
black holes. These particles could be larger objects, such
as asteroids, planets/exoplanets orbiting stellar-mass ob-
jects, or rapidly rotating black holes and neutron stars
orbiting supermassive candidates. Hence, the spin could
be a crucial parameter to consider when describing the
motion of such objects and both the electromagnetic and
gravitational wave observations that would allow us to
conclude if these objects are black holes or wormholes.
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Appendix A: The dragging of the inertial frame

In this appendix, we follow Chandrasekhar to show the
existence of a dragging effect in the line element given
by Eq. (5). Hence, the contravariant components of the
metric tensor gµν can be expressed in the matrix form
as16

(gµν) =


− 1
N2 − ω

N2 0 0

− ω
N2 − A

K2N2r2 0 0

0 0 1
K2r2 0

0 0 0 e−µ

 , (A1)

where is defined as

A = (Krω −N csc(θ))(Krω +N csc(θ)). (A2)

This space-time has associated the following tetrad17

e(0)µ = (−N, 0, 0, 0),

e(1)µ = (−rKω sin θ, rK sin θ, 0, 0),

e(2)µ = (0, 0, rK, 0),

e(3)µ = (0, 0, 0, e
µ
2 ).

(A3)

using the relation e µ
(a) = gµνe(a)ν , the contravariant vec-

tors are given by

e µ
(0) =

(
1

N
,
ω

N
, 0, 0

)
e µ

(1) =

(
0,

1

rK sin θ
, 0, 0

)
,

e µ
(2) =

(
0, 0,

1

rK
, 0

)
,

e µ
(3) =

(
0, 0, 0, e−

µ
2

)
.

(A4)

Therefore, for the tetrad so defined, we have

e µ
(a) e(b)µ = η(a)(b) =


−1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1

 . (A5)

This means that the chosen frame is Minkowskian, i.e. it
represents locally an inertial frame. It is straightforward
to show that the components of the line element (5) can
be obtained using the relation

gµν = η(a)(b)e(a)µe(b)ν . (A6)

The components of the four-velocity are given by

u0 = dt
dλ , u

1 = Ωu0, uα = vαu0 , (A7)

16 Recall that we set t→ 0, θ → 2 and r → 3.

17 We use the same notation as in Ref. [44]

where α = 2, 3, vα = dxα/dt, and Ω ≡ dϕ/dt. In the
inertial frame, the components of the four-velocity are
computed using the following relation

u(a) = η(a)(b)e(b)µu
µ, (A8)

from which

u(0) = Nu0,

u(1) = (Ω− ω)rK sin θu0,

u(2) = rKv2u0,

u(3) = e
µ
2 v3u0.

(A9)

From the second relation in Eq. (A9), we can conclude
that a point moving in circular motion with angular ve-
locity Ω in the coordinate system (t, ϕ, θ, r), will move
with an angular velocity (Ω−ω)rK sin θu0 in the inertial
frame. Similarly, a point which is considered at rest in
the local inertial frame (i.e. u(1) = u(2) = u(3) = 0),
will have an angular velocity ω in the coordinate frame.
Therefore, the non-vanishing of ω is said to describe a
dragging of the inertial frame. Since the space-time is
asymptotically flat, then ω = 2J/r3.

Appendix B: Calculation of Dpα/dλ for t, r and ϕ

From the first MPD equation in Eq. (17), we obtain

Dpν
dλ

= −1

2
Rνβδσu

βSδσ. (B1)

from which one can compute the Dpt/dλ, Dpr/dλ, and
Dpϕ/dλ in terms of the components of the Riemann ten-
sor.

In the case of Dpt/dλ, one obtains the following ex-
pression,

Dpt
dλ

= −1

2

[
2Rttδσu

tSδσ + 2Rtrδσu
rSδσ + 2Rtϕδσu

ϕSδσ
]
.

(B2)
The factor 2 comes because Rνβδσ and Sδσ are skew-
symmetric tensors. Therefore, we have to count twice
in the sum because RabδσS

δσ = RabσδS
σδ. Hence, from

Eq. (B2), we obtain

Dpt
dλ

=−
(
RtttrS

tr +RtttϕS
tϕ +RttrϕS

rϕ
)
ut

−
(
RtrtrS

tr +RtrtϕS
tϕ +RtrrϕS

rϕ
)
ur

−
(
RtϕtrS

tr +RtϕtϕS
tϕ +RtϕrϕS

rϕ
)
uϕ.

(B3)

Then, after using Eq. (27) and considering the non-
vanishing components of the Riemann tensor, the last
expression reduces to

Dpt
dλ

=
Sϕr

pt
[(pϕRtrtr − ptRtrϕr)ur − prRtϕtϕuϕ] .

(B4)
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In a similar way, we obtain

Dpr
dλ

= −
[
Rrtδσu

tSδσ +Rrrδσu
rSδσ +Rrϕδσu

ϕSδσ
]
,

Dpϕ
dλ

= −
[
Rϕtδσu

tSδσ +Rϕrδσu
rSδσ +Rϕϕδσu

ϕSδσ
]
.

(B5)

From which, after using Eq. (27) and considering the non-vanishing components of the Riemann tensor, we obtain

Dpr
dλ

=
Sϕr

pt

[
(pϕRrttr + ptRrtrϕ)ut + (pϕRrϕtr + ptRrϕrϕ)uϕ

]
,

Dpϕ
dλ

=
Sϕr

pt

[
ur(pϕRϕrtr + ptRϕrrϕ)− prRϕttϕut

]
.

(B6)

Note that in the case of a non-rotating wormhole, Rtrϕr = 0. Therefore, Eqs. (B4), (B6) reduces to the Eqs. (A11)
and (A12) of Ref. [31], respectively.
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