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Abstract

The motion of charged particles in spacetimes containing a submanifold of constant pos-
itive or negative curvature is considered, with the electromagnetic tensor proportional to
the volume two-form form of the submanifold. In the positive curvature case, this describes
spherically symmetric spacetimes with a magnetic monopole, while in the negative curva-
ture case, it is a hyperbolic spacetime with magnetic field uniform along hyperbolic surfaces.
Constants of motion are found by considering Poisson brackets defined on a phase space
with gauge-covariant momenta. In the spherically-symmetric case, we find a correspondence
between the trajectories on the Poincaré cone with equatorial geodesics in a conical defect
spacetime. In the hyperbolic case, the analogue of the Poincaré cone is defined as a sur-
face in an auxiliary Minkowski spacetime. Explicit examples are solved for the Minkowski,

AdS, x 82, and the hyperbolic AdS-Reissner-Nordstrém spacetimes.

1 Introduction

An important aspect in the study of the motion of charged particles under Lorentz forces is the
existence of constants of motion. If such quantities can be found, then the accessible regions of
the particle’s configuration space can be clearly identified, making the analysis of the problem
tractable.

A central example for this paper is the Poincaré cone [1] of a non-relativistic charged particle

moving in the field of a magnetic monopole [2-8]. The cone arises from the SO(3) symmetry of
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the system, leading to conserved quantities which can then be used to show that the trajectories
of the particles are confined to a cone. A subclass of this problem is that of charged particles
on a unit sphere with a constant magnetic field [9].

In another class of problems, one consideres the motion of charged particles confined on
a hyperbolic plane, in the presence of magnetic field that is uniform over the plane. Such
problems admit SO(1,2) symmetry, and the equations of motion reveal two sets of solutions.
For ‘strong’ magnetic fields, the particles move along circles in the Poincaré half plane. While
for ‘weak’ magnetic field the circles intersect the boundary of the half plane. That is, the motion
is unbounded and the particle escapes to infinity [10-12].

In this paper, we wish to consider relativistic versions of the problems mentioned above. In
particular, in the first class of problems we consider charged particles in spacetimes with SO(3)
isometry. That is, the spacetime metric contains a sphere S? as a submanifold. The magnetic
field is given by a Maxwell tensor that is proportional to the volume form of S? and describes
a field due a magnetic monopole. Despite the spacetime being curved, we can still obtain a
Poincaré cone if an appropriate radial coordinate r can be taken together with the angular
coordinates on S? to describe the spherical coordinate system of an auxiliary Euclidean space
R3. Then the trajectories lie on a Poincaré cone residing in this auxiliary space.

Particle motion with Poincaré cones have previously been studied, for instance, around
magnetically-charged Reissner—Nordstrom spacetimes [13-15], and black hole/solitons with a
compact extra dimension stabilised by a magnetic flux [16]. Recently, shadows and null geodesics
around this latter system has been studied as well [17]. In this paper, we study the generic
situation of any spacetime with spherical symmetry with a magnetic monopole field. It will be
shown that the full analytical solution in the spherical section applies to all spacetimes with the
requisite properties. We will also establish a correspondence between charged particle motion

on a Poincaré cone with geodesics'

on spacetimes with a conical singularity.

In the second class of problems, we consider spacetimes with SO(2,1) isometry. For this case
the spacetime metric contains a hyperbolic submanifold H? of constant negative curvature. The
magnetic field is a Maxwell tensor proportional to the volume form of H? and describes a field

that is constant along hyperbolic sections of the spacetime. The SO(2,1) symmetries provide

the constants of motion which then leads to an analogue of the Poincaré cone. However, H?

ITo be precise, by geodesics we refer to trajectories obeying the spacetime geodesic equation & +FZ6itai7*B =0,
as opposed to charged particle motion with Lorentz forces which obeys & + Fgﬁjt"‘jtﬁ =el*, 1".



cannot be embedded in R3. Rather, it has a natural embedding in Minkowski spacetime R,
therefore the H?-analogue of the Poincaré cone lives in a spacetime with Lorentzian signature.

The rest of paper is organised as follows. In Sec. 2 we outline a general procedure to find
constants of motion. Magnetic fields in spherical symmetry are considered in Sec. 3, and those
with hyperbolic symmetry are considered in Sec. 4. Conclusions and closing remarks are given
in Sec. 5. We work in units where the speed of light is ¢ = 1 and our convention for Lorentzian

signature is (—,+,...,+).

2 Symmetries and Killing vectors

Let us begin in a general setting of an (n 4 2)-dimensional spacetime M, described in local
coordinates with the metric ds? = guwdxtdx”. The spacetime carries an electromagnetic field
F = dA, where A is the one-form potential A = A,dz". A charged particle moving in this
spacetime is described by the Lagrangian

1
L= 59,“,9&“9&” +eA, i, (2.1)

where over-dots denote derivatives with respect to an affine parameter 7, scaled such that, for
time-like particles, we have g, %" = —1 along its motion. The parameter e denotes the charge
per unit mass of the particle. The canonical momenta is obtained form the Lagrangian by

oL

We pass to the Hamiltonian by performing the Legendre transform H = p,i# — L =
% g* (p — eA,) (py — eAy). However, in the presence of Lorentz interaction, it is often conve-
nient to work with the gauge-covariant momenta P, = p, —eA,, [3,9,18]. Then the Hamiltonian

simply reads

H==¢""P,P,. (2.3)



The phase space P is then described by the coordinates (z#, P,). The symplectic form on P

is [18]
Q:dﬁUMHL—gEWMWAdfC (2.4)
Given an observable f : P — R, we define its associated Hamiltonian vector field X by
ix,Q1=df, (2.5)

where i denotes the contraction ixQ = Q(X,-). The Poisson bracket of two observables f and

g is defined by {f, g} = Q(Xf, Xy). In coordinates, it is

(gy— 20 29 _ 0 df 9y
9= Ban0B, 9P, 0zt <" 9P, 0P,

(2.6)

In particular, we have the following commutation relations for the phase-space coordinates
{at 2"} =0, {z",P}=96, {P.,P}=c¢eF,.

In the following we use Poisson brackets to search for constants of motion for charged particles
described by a Hamiltonian of the form (2.3). Then an observable @ is a constant of motion if
it Poisson-commutes with the Hamiltonian, {@Q, H} = 0. Using van Holten’s prescription [9], let

us suppose that the constants of motion are linear in the momenta. That is, Q) is written as
Q=V+E"P,, (2.7)

where the scalar function ¥ and vector &* depend only on the position variables x*. Then,

finding such a @ amounts to finding ¥ and &* such that {@, H} = 0. This leads to
gWR<@m+&M@)+&RVW€Em. (2.8)

If the £&* are the components of a Killing vector £ = £#0,,, the second term of Eq. (2.8) vanishes

by Killing’s equation. What remains is to solve

9,0 + eFy, & = 0. (2.9)



In the language of differential forms, the above equation can be written as d¥ + eicF' = 0.

In this paper we wish to consider spacetimes with magnetic fields that are uniform over ge-
ometries with constant curvature. Spherically symmetric magnetic fields (magnetic monopoles)
are uniform on constant-radius spherical surfaces, and its Maxwell two-form F' is proportional to
a volume form on S2. Similarly, magnetic fields that are uniform over a flat plane or hyperbolic
plane has F' proportional to the volume form of zero or negative curvature, respectively.

To this end express our spacetimes in the form of warped products of M, x Ns. Taking

r® = (z',...,2") to be coordinates on M, and y* = (y',4?) to be coordinates on N, the
metric is

ds? = hagdxo‘dxﬁ + C(x)gabdy“dyb, (2.10)
where C(z) is a function of 2% = (x!,..., 2") only. The electromagnetic fields are then written as

F = Bw, where w is the volume two-form on N3 and B is a constant parameter. In coordinates,

Fo = B\/|gleaw, if pv = ab, (2.11)
0, otherwise,
where g = det(gyp) is the determinant of the metric on N,. This form solves the Maxwell
equation on the spacetime.
If N is a constant-curvature space, it is maximally symmetric and therefore has three inde-
pendent Killing vector fields. Let us denote them by ;) = 5&)(% for : = 1,2, 3. In this situation,
Eq. (2.8) reads

0¥ (i) + eBV/|glenal(yy =0, i=1,2,3, (2.12)
or, expressed as differential forms,
dW ;) + eBig w = 0. (2.13)

The existence of a solution ¥ to this equation is equivalent to the statement of whether the one-
form i¢, w is exact. Now, if N> has a finite fundamental group, any one-form on it is exact.? In

fact, we are considering constant-curvature spaces for N, which are simply connected. Therefore

2The author thanks Mounir Nisse for pointing this out.



a solution W ;) exists, and therefore we have three constants of motion
Quy = Ya) + £y Fas (2.14)

fori=1,2,3.

Suppose that the gauge potential is the form A = A,dy® such that F = dA = Bw, where
the components A, depend only on coordinates y* only (and not on any ). Then, in terms of
the canonical momenta, the Hamilton—-Jacobi equation under the metric (2.10) reads

1[.,05 S 1., (08 oS oS
Llpas 08 05 1 a oA ) (L2 o) |+ 2 <0 2.1
2 |" Gz oar T Y <8y“ ¢ > <3yb ¢ bﬂ o =0 (2.15)

This can be partially separated by the ansatz S = %T + @zt ... 2") + W(yt,y?). This leads

to a separation constant K such that

0P 0 K
af -
h Oz OxP C b (2.16)

ow ow
gob —eA 2 e ) = K. 2.1
g <6y“ ‘ “) <3yb ‘ b) (217)

Thus the Hamilton—Jacobi equation decomposes into two separate problems. The first (2.16)

is the equation for a Hamilton’s characteristic function ® for particle motion on M,,, with an
effective potential K/C + 1, and second (2.17) is equivalent to Hamilton’s characteristic function
W of a non-relativistic motion of a charged particle of energy %K on Ny. When A5 has constant

curvature, Eq. (2.17) can be solved exactly, independent of (2.16).

3 Magnetic fields with spherical symmetry

If N3 is a two-sphere S?, its metric can be written in usual spherical coordinates as dQ%Q) =

d6? + sin? 6 d¢?. Therefore the metric (2.10) takes the form
ds? = hagda®da” + C(x) (462 + sin® 0 dg) . (3.1)
The Maxwell two-form is

F = Bsinfdf A de, (3.2)



which comes from the exterior derivative of potential A = —Bcosfd¢. The isometries on this

space are generated by the Killing vectors

5(1) = — Sin ¢a@ — COt 9 COS ¢a¢, (333)
5(2) = cos gb@g — cot 0sin ¢8¢, (3'3b)

For I and §(;) given by (3.2) and (3.3), respectively, Eq. (2.12) is solved for ¥(;, we obtain the

constants of motion Q= W) + £é)Pa. Explicitly, they are [9]

Q1) = —eBsinf cos ¢ — Pysin ¢ — Py cot 6 cos ¢, (3.4)
Q2) = —eBsinfsin ¢ + Py cos ¢ — Py cot Osin ¢, (3.4Db)
Q(3) = —eBcosf + Py. (3.4c)

3.1 Analysis of charged-particle motion on N, = 52

In this subsection consider the intrinsic problem of a (non-relativistic) particle moving on a unit
sphere S2. This problem was considered studied by van Holten in [9]. Here, we will provide a
detailed discussion of the problem, along with its exact solution. We will also review how the
Poincaré cone is defined.

The metric of a sphere of radius «a is given by
ds® = a® (d6” + sin” 0d¢?) (3.5)

and the magnetic potential is A = —B cos  d¢. The magnetic field strength F' = Bsin6df Ad¢
is constant on the sphere.

The Lagrangian for the non-relativistic problem is

2

L= % (92 + sin? 9¢2> — eB cos 0. (3.6)
The canonical momenta are
— 26 — 2sin?0d — .
po =a“t, py=a"sin®0¢p —eBcosb, (3.7)



whereas the gauge-covariant momenta are

Py = py = a0, P, = pg + eBcosf = a”sin® 0¢. (3.8)

2
. . . . B 0 . . .
Its corresponding Hamiltonian is H = # [pg + %], for which the Hamilton—Jacobi

equation is

05

+5-=0. (3.9)

i a_S 2+L 8_S+ B 0 ’
2a? 00 sin?0 \ 9¢ oo

Taking the separation ansatz to be S = —E7 + L + Sp(0), where we recognise £ > 0 as the

(non-relativistic) total energy and W = L¢p+Sp(6) as the Hamilton’s characteristic function, and

L is the angular momentum associated with ¢-rotations. With py = a2f = %, the equations

of motion are

: L+ eBcosf)?

% = i\/K - %, (3.10a)
. L+ eBcost

a’¢p = a2 (3.10b)

where we have denoted K = a?£. This equation can be slightly simplified by letting 2 = cos @,

which leads to

&= F/X (), (3.11a)

- L+eBx
=3 3.11b
¢ 1—x2" ( )
X(z) = —(K + e?B*)2? — 2¢BLx + K — L*. (3.11c)

From Eq. (3.11a), the domain of allowed motion are the points x where X () > 0. Since X (z) is
a quadratic function with a negative quadratic coefficient, the condition X (z) > 0 corresponds

to a finite domain z_ < x <z, where

—eBLF /K (K — L? + ¢2B?)
= K +e2B? '

(3.12)

The notion of the Poincaré cone can be obtained as follows. We embed S? as a sphere of radius



r in R3 described by coordinates
X' =rsinfcosp, X?=rsinfsing, X3 =rcosb. (3.13)
The position vector of the particle is given by
F=X'e + X% + X3¢, (3.14)

where é1, é5, and é5 are the standard Cartesian basis of R3.

Let the constants of motion @ ;) given in Eq. (3.4) be the components of a vector

J=Qquéz+ Q) é1 + Q) és, (3.15)

whose norm is J = \/Q%1) + Qé) + Q%?’) = +ve2B? + K. Now, since each Q(s) are constants of
motion, the vector @ is a fixed vector. Its standard dot product in R? with the position vector

leads to

<l

r eB
—_= (3.16)
r Ve2B2+ K
< 1 s = . o - eB

In other words, the particle’s position vector 7 is always at fixed angle £ = arccos ( 7\/m>
with J. Now, the set of points whose position vector is at constant angle with a fixed vector
J defines the Poincaré cone. However, in the present situation, the particle is moving on the
sphere of constant r = a, the particle trajectory is the intersection of a cone and a sphere, which
is a circle. The vector J is along a line perpendicular to the plane of the circle and passes from
the circle’s centre to the origin of R3, as shown in Fig. 1.

We can make use of the spherical symmetry to align the axis of the coordinate system with

J. First, observe that the S O(3) symmetry preserves the inner product (3.16). This symmetry

can be use to rotate the X3-axis to align with J. This amounts to having

Q(l) =0= —cos¢(eBsinf + Pycotf) — Pysin ¢,

Q2) =0 = —sin¢ (eBsinf + Py cot 0) + Py cos ¢.

By Eq. (3.11a), for K = L? — 2 B?, the coordinate cos f = z is constant at x = —%, leading to

Py = 0. For these parameters, the equation of motion for ¢ is simply qS = L. This subsequently



~
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Figure 1: A sketch of the Poincaré cone, where J is given by Eq. (3.15). The apex of the cone
is the origin of R3, and the particle’s trajectory on S? is a circle, shown here as the circle at the
base of the cone.

leads to eBsinf + Py cot 6 = 0, giving Q1) = Q(2) = 0 as desired. This aligns J to be along the
X3-axis, and the cone subtends the half-angle £ = arccos <—|e—f|>.

Next we give the full solutions to the equations of motion for arbitrary directions of J.
(Where it is not necesssarily oriented along X3.) The following results has been solved in earlier
works, such as [13,16], but in their respective contexts. Here, we shall give a detailed discussion
to complete our study of generic charged particle motion in S? symmetry.

Equations. (3.11a) and (3.11b) leads to

do L +eBx
dz _:F(l—g:Q) X(x)

(3.17)

Suppose the particle starts at initial conditions ¢ = 0, QS > 0, and x = z_. Upon performing a

partial fraction decomposition, for x < x <z,

¢(x) =

_L—eB/x dz’ _L—l—eB/‘T dz’
2 Jay (L42)/X(2) 2 Jo (1-2)y/X (')

The integrals can be evaluated exactly, giving

o(x) = ssan(L—eB) () + 5) — ssem(L+¢B) (na) = 3), = <w<w, (318)
—eB)?
e 2

In particular, note that ((z+) = F5 and n(x+) = £F§. The sign function ‘sgn’ is defined as

sgn(z) = +1if x > 0, sgn(z) = —1 if z < 0, and sgn(0) = 0. The appearance of the sign

10



(a) A¢ = 2. (b) A¢p = . (c) Ag = 0.

Figure 2: Trajectory of charged particles on S?. The periodicity A¢ depends on whether the
cone encloses the X3-axis. The case 2a occurs when sgn(L — eB) = sgn(L + eB), where the
¢-evolution is a rotation. The case 2c is sgn(L — eB) = —sgn(L + eB), where the ¢-evolution is
a libration. The case 2b is the critical case, where the circle intersects the axis. The outline of
the Poincaré cone is shown as the dotted lines.

functions here are due to the topology of the closed orbits in relation to the X3-axis. To see
this, consider the accumulated angle A¢ as the particle completes one period of #-evolution.

This is computed as

Ap =2¢(x_) = [sgn(L — eB) +sgn(L + eB)]| 7. (3.19)

So, A¢ is either 0, 7, or 27, depending on the relative signs of L —eB and L+ eB. In particular,
if sgn(L —eB) = sgn(L+eB), we have |A¢| = 27. This means the trajectory encloses X3 axis as
shown in Fig. 2a. In this case motion would be called a rotation (with respect to the X3-axis).
On the other hand, if (L — eB) and (L + eB) have opposite signs, A¢ = 0. In this case the
motion is a libration and the trajectory does not enclose the X3-axis, as shown in Fig. 2c. The
intermediate case is either (L —eB) =0 or (L+eB) = 0, for which |A¢| = 7. This is where the

trajectory intersects the X3 axis, as shown in Fig. 2b.

3.2 Correspondence between the Poincaré cone and geodesics on conical de-

fect spacetimes

The primary goal of this subsection is to establish a correspondence between trajectories of the

following two problems. The first of which is charged particle motion under the metric and

11



Maxwell tensor

ds® = —A(r)dt* + B(r)dr* 4+ C(r) (d6* + sin® 6 d¢?) , (3.20a)

F = Bsin0df A do, (3.20b)

where A, B, and C are functions of r. This is the four-dimensional case of Eq. (3.1) obtained by
taking hagdxo‘dxﬁ = — Adt?>4 Bdr?. This form contains the Schwarzschild, Reissner-Nordstrom,
or generally charged dilaton black hole solutions for appropriate choices of A, B, and C. It is
well known that trajectories for such a problem lie on the Poincaré cone.

The second problem is geodesic motion in the absence of Lorentz interaction, in a spacetime

with a conical defect described by
ds? = —A(r)dt* + B(r)dr? + C(r) (d* + n* sin® 0 d¢?) . (3.21)

We take the domain of ¢ as ¢ € [0,27). Then the spacetime carries a conical singularity for
n # 1. This spacetime can be interpreted as taking a regular spacetime, removing a wedge
of angle 6 = 27(1 — n) and subsequently gluing together the resulting edges. Physically, this
signals the presence of a cosmic string of mass per unit length p at the location of the conical
singularity, where § = 8mG'Nxpu, with Gn being the gravitational constant. The geometry is then
that of a cone. In this sense, this correspondence is perhaps intuitively unsurprising, as both
problems involve some concept of cones. In any case, we make this relation precise by showing
that the equations of motion of the two problems are the same.

To start, we consider the first problem. For charged particles moving in a gravitational and

electromagnetic field described by (3.20), the canonical momenta are

= Al (3.22a)
p, = Br, (3.22b)
po = CO, (3.22¢)
ps = Csin? 0 ¢ — eBcosh. (3.22d)

To relate the constants of motion @)(;) to the equations of motion, we turn to the Hamilton—

12



Jacobi equation

LI L (0S\? 1 (0S\® 108\ 1 [0S o o N
21 A\ot B\ or C \ 00 Csin? 6 \ 0¢

We separate this equation with the ansatz S = 37 — Et + Lo + S,(r) + Sp(0). This implies the

05 _

+(97'

0. (3.23)

existence of a separation constant K which ultimately leads to the following set of first-order

equations

. F
t=—, 3.24
1 (3.24a)
E? K
Bit=— - = -1, 3.24b
"TATC (3:24b)
. L+4+eBcosb
= 3.24
¢ Csin?60 ' ( c)
. L + eB cos 0)?
2 = g - (EFeBeost)” (3.24d)
sin” 6
The relation of these quantities to the gauge-covariant momenta are
P,=—Af, P.=Br, Py=C0, P,=Csin’0¢. (3.25)

With these formulas, one can check that if Eq. (3.24) is obeyed, then each Q; are indeed
constant along the trajectory. This can be verified by explicitly computing d%Q(i) and checking
that it equals zero.

To visualise the trajectories, we let (r,0, ¢) define points on (an auxiliary) three-dimensional

Euclidean space R3 by
X! =rsinfcosp, X2=rsinfsing, X3 =rcosé, (3.26)
Similar to what we did in Sec. 3.1, we let the Q(;)’s in (3.4) be the components of a vector

J= Qq)é1+ Qz) €2 + Q3) €3. (3.27)
As discussed in Sec. 3.1, we choose the coordinate system such that the X3-axis aligns with

the cone vector j, so that @ is constant throughout the motion and

B
K =1I1?—-¢’B? cosf= —%. (3.28)

13



For these values, the equations of motion are now

t= %, (3.29a)
\/L2—62B2- \/L2—62B2
i o= C , (3.29b)
E?  (L?—e’B? 1

2= (1) 2

T < c + ) B’ (3.29¢)
B

0 = & = arccos (—%) . (3.29d)

Next, we now show a correspondence between trajectories along the Poincaré cone with
equatorial geodesics of a conical-defect spacetime, where the metric is Eq. (3.21). The present
task is to consider geodesics in this spacetime, which is either the trajectory of neutral parti-
cles or simply charged particles in the absence of an electromagnetic field. The corresponding

Lagrangian is

L= (—AfQ + Bi? + C6? + Cn? sin? 9(;.52) ,

N |

from which we obtain the canonical momenta

—pr = At (3.30a)
pr = B, (3.30b)
po = CH, (3.30¢)
py = Cn?sin” 0 . (3.30d)

The Hamilton—Jacobi equation reads

1| 1 /0S\% 1/08\% 1 /0S\? 1 95\ 2
e (=) 2 (=) 42 (=) 44— [ ==
21 A\ ot B\ or C \ 0 Cn2sin?6 \ 0¢

This equation can be separated by the ansatz S = 7 — &t + ®¢ + S,.(r) + Sp(6), where &

95
— =0. 31
+50 =0 (3.31)

and ® are constants. Substitution of this ansatz into the Hamilton—Jacobi equation leads to a

14



separation constant K which then results in the following equations of motion

t= %, (3.32a)
. d
— 3.32b
¢ Cn?sin?6’ ( )
£2 K
Bi?="—1-~= .32
T 1 o (3.32¢)
242 o?
CO0=K— ———. 3.32d
n?sin? 0 ( )

We consider the case K = %22. From Eq. (3.32d), we find that the motion lies on the plane

0 = 5 = constant. In this case, the equations of motion reduces to

i %7 (3.33a)
nd = %, (3.33b)
2 = j—; - (;;—26 + 1> %, (3.33¢c)

0 — g (3.33d)

By comparing Eq. (3.33) with (3.29), we find that, aside from 6 being at different constants, the

equations for ¢, r, and ¢ are the same upon the identification

q)2
L*=—, ¢&B
U U

2 _ 22(1—7?)

2 E=¢. (3.34)

Hence, by appropriately aligning the coordinate system with the Poincaré cone, the trajectories
on the cone can be mapped to equatorial geodesics around a spacetime threaded by a cosmic
string.

As an example, let us consider the Schwarzschild spacetime with a test magnetic monopole
F = Bsinfdf A d¢, whose strength is sufficiently weak such that the field does not backreact
to the spacetime curvature. As such the metric is given by A(r) = ﬁ =1—22 and C(r) = r*

giving the Schwarzschild metric with a monopole test magnetic field:

2 2m\
ds? = — (1 - 7m> 4t + (1 — Tm> dr? + 72 (d6> + sin® 0 dg?) , (3.352)

A = —Bcosfdg. (3.35b)

15
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(a) Neutral particle in Schwarzschild spacetime (b) Charged particle in Schwarzschild spacetime
pierced with a cosmic string. with magnetic monopole.

Figure 3: In Fig. 3a, the periodic orbit (2,0,1) for the pierced Schwarzschild spacetime of
n = 0.78 is obtained for & = 0.9855756508, ® = 4. Under the relation (3.34), we obtain the

same orbit with eB ~ 4.1142, L ~ 6.5746, but it lies on the surface of a Poincaré cone. For

these parameters, the cone surface is at angle ¢ = arccos <—|e—5> ~ 2.2469 rad from the positive

z-axis, or ~ 38.739° under the z = 0 plane.
The correspondence is with the Schwarzschild black hole threaded by a cosmic string [19, 20],

whose metric is
2 2m 2 2m ! 2 2 2 2 2 2
ds*=—(1— — |dt*+ (1 - — dr? +r? (d6” + n°sin” 0 d¢?) . (3.36)
r r

By the steps outlined above, the equations of motion for the two problems are identical under
(3.34). Geodesics of the Schwarzschild spacetime with a cosmic string has previously been
studied in Refs. [21-23]. As an explicit demonstration, Fig. 3a shows a periodic orbit around
a Schwarzschild spacetime threaded by a cosmic string with n = 0.78. Specifically, this orbit
labelled (2,0,1) under Levin and Perez-Giz’s taxonomy [24] and has energy & = 0.9855756508
and angular momentum ® = 4. Under the map (3.34) gives® eB ~ 4.1142 and L ~ 6.5746 we
obtain a periodic orbit followed by a charged particle under the Lorentz force of a test magnetic
monopole in a Schwarzschild background, shown in Fig. 3b. It has the same topology (2,0, 1),
TB

but it lies on a cone which subtends an angle 2§ = 2 arccos (_T|>

3We use the symbol ‘>’ to indicate that numerical values are given up to five significant figures.
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3.3 Charged particles in AdS, x S? flux compactifications

An example of a spacetime with S? symmetric magnetic field is the AdS, x S? flux com-
pactification. This is a particular case of a more general AdS,, x S¢ where the ¢-dimensional
compactification is achieved by a g¢-form flux [25]. Here, we consider the case ¢ = 2 which is

described by the action

1
167G

/ d"2z/=g (R - F?). (3.37)
The Einstein—Maxwell equations are
1
Ry = 2F\F, — —F%g,,, V) F* =0. (3.38)
n

A solution describing AdS,, x S? is given by

ds® = —f(r)dt* + f(r)~'dr? + r2dQ7, 5 + a® (d0° +sin® 0 d¢?) , (3.392)
A = —Bcosfdog, (3.39b)
2
,u nr 2(n—1)
f(?"') =1- 7"”_3 + 2(n — 1)3327 a = T’B‘y (339(3)
where dQ%n_Q) is the metric of a unit (n — 2)-sphere. In the case n = 2, we take dQ%n_Q) =0,

and the solution is the Bertotti-Robinson spacetime.

Particle motion in Bertotti—-Robinson spacetime have been studied in [26,27]. Various aspects
of the AdS,, x S? and related compactifications have been studied in [25,28,29]. As the external
space is an Anti-de Sitter spacetime, particle motion might be of interest in the context of the
AdS/CFT correspondence [30]. In the following let us consider black holes in the case AdS, x S2.

In this case,

ds? = —f(r)dt? + f(r)'dr® + r? (d¢* + sin® ( dy?) + a® (d6? + sin® 6 d¢?) (3.40a)
2 2 6
Jo)=1-""4 5 a= \/7—|B|, (3.40b)

with the gauge potential still being A = —B cos # d¢. The Hamilton—Jacobi equation is (2.15),
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(2.16), and (2.17) with

Yapdz“da” = —f(r)dt + f(r) dr°+1r =+ sin ,
5d aq B f d2 f ld 2 2d<2 : 2de2

Gapd0°d6” = a? (d6? + sin? 6 d¢?)

Without loss of generality, we consider the motion confined in the ¢ = 7 plane, for which the

equations of motion are

. 2
02 = 1k — (L eBosOF (3.41a)
sin® 6
. L+eBcosb
¢ = ——— (3.41b)
¢ E (3.41c)
- _ Alc
f 7
v
V=3 (3.41d)

;o= i\/E2 - (é—; - \f—; + 1> fr), (3.41e)
where F/ and ¥ are the conserved energy and angular momentum associated to the symmetry
in the ¢ and v directions, respectively.

Equations (3.41a) and (3.41c) are precisely the same as Egs. (3.10a) and (3.10b) in Sec. 3.1,
and hence the solution may be fully described by Eq. (3.18). As discussed in Sec. 3.1, we may
align the coordinate system such that 6 is constant at cos = —% by choosing K = L? — e2B2.
Here we see that these quantities affect the r-motion through Eq. (3.41e), where we define the
effective potential

AK U2
U= <@ +5+ 1) fir). (3.42)

For instance, at fixed L, increasing the charge roughly lowers the graph of U, as shown in Fig. 4.
Turning to the innermost stable circular orbits (ISCOs), we find them by the condition

U =U" = 0. Tt turns out that the radius of the ISCO is the solution of
24B%*m? — 4B*mr + 15mr3 — 4rt = 0, (3.43)

which is independent of K, and hence of L and e. As B determines the AdS, curvature scale

¢ through B? = %, the ISCO radius is the same as the ISCO of geodesics in AdSy [30], and is
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Figure 4: m =1, B=10, L =2, ¥ =5, K = L? — ¢?, and various q.

unaffected by the particle’s charge nor the motion in the S? directions.

4 Magnetic fields with hyperbolic symmetry

Here we consider the case where Ny = H?, the hyperbolic manifold of constant negative curva-

ture. In ‘pseudo-spherical’ coordinates, its metric is
Gapdy®dy® = d6? + sinh? 6 d¢?. (4.1)
We take the electromagnetic two-form to be proportional to its volume form. That is,
F = Bsinh 6 df A de¢. (4.2)

This is the exterior derivative of the one-form potential A = B cosh 6 d¢.

The isometries of H? are

§(1) = —sin ¢Jy — coth 0 cos @0y, (4.3a)
5(2) = cos 0y — coth 0sin pOy, (4.3b)
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Using Eq. (2.12) to solve for W¥;), we obtain the constants of motion [11]

Q) = —eBsinh 6 cos ¢ — Pysin ¢ — Py coth 6 cos ¢, (4.4a)
Q(2) = —eBsinhfsin ¢ + Py cos ¢ — Py coth sin ¢, (4.4b)
Q3) = eBcoshf + Py. (4.4¢)

Constants of motion for charged particle on hyperbolic plane have been found previously, such

as in [11] using other equivalent methods.

4.1 Analysis of charged-particle motion on Ny = H?

We first review the intrinsic problem of a (non-relativistic) charged particle moving on a hyper-
bolic plane H?. This problem was considered in Refs. [10,11,31]. Here we provide a detailed
discussion using the constants of motion found in Eq. (4.4). Additionally, we will attempt to
define the analogue of the Poincaré cone for this problem.

In pseudo-spherical coordinates, the hyperbolic plane H? is described by the metric
ds* = a* (d6” + sinh? 0 d¢?) . (4.5)

The magnetic field along this plane is F' = Bsinh8df A d¢, where the magnetic potential is
A = Bcoshfde.

The Lagrangian for this problem is

2

L= % (92 + sinh? @ ¢2> + eB cosh 0. (4.6)
The canonical momenta are
po = a0, D = a?sinh? 0¢ + eB cosh 6, (4.7)

and the gauge-covariant momenta are

Py =pg, Py =pg—eBcoshb. (4.8)
. . . . 1 9 (pd,—eB coshG)2 .
Its corresponding Hamiltonian is H = 55 | p; + 37 | from which we have the
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Hamilton—Jacobi equation

1 |(9s\*, 1 [0S 2108
L e Z _ ¢Bcosh —— —=0. 4.
52 [(69) +sinh26 <6¢ eB cos 9> + 5 0 (4.9)
The ansatz for S is taken to be S = —1E7 + L¢ + Sp(0), where € is the (non-relativistic)

total energy, W = L¢ + Sp(f) as the Hamilton’s characteristic function, and L is the angular
momentum associated with ¢-motion.

Letting K = 2a%€, the equations of motion are

é:i\/K_(L_eBCOShH)Q . L—eBcoshH‘ (4.10)

sinh?  ¢= sinh? 0

For solving the equations of motion, it is convenient to let x = cosh 6, where the equations of

motion becomes

T =+y/X(x), (4.11a)

. L — eBx
= —5 4.11b
(b $2 -1 ? ( )
X(z) = (K — e*B*)2% + 2¢eBLz — K — L. (4.11c)

The accessible domain of the particle are the points where X (z) > 0. Here, X (z) is a quadratic

function where the coefficient of the quadratic term is K — e2B2. The roots of X are

eBL £+ \/K(K + L? — ¢2B2)
e2B?2 - K '

Ty = (4.12)

We then have two cases. First, if e2B? > K, we have z_ < z, and X(z) is non-negative
at x_ < x < z4. Hence the particle is bounded in this finite region. On the other hand, if
e?B? < K, we have x_ > x4. The function X (z) is non-negative for x < x4 and x > z_. In
this case the particle’s motion is unbounded. We have essentially recovered the statements of
Ref. [11]; the magnetic field has to be sufficiently strong to prevent the charged particle from
escaping to infinity.

For a visual depiction of the particle motion, we wish, as in the spherical case, to embed the
trajectory in an ambient three-dimensional space. However, by Hilbert’s theorem a hyperbolic

space cannot be embedded in a three-dimensional space of Euclidean signature. Instead, it is
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more natural to embed H? in a three-dimensional Minkowski spacetime R?! with metric
ds? = (dX1)? + (4x?2)° = (dX?)? = pd X d X, (4.13)
The embedding is achieved by the parametrisation
X! =asinhfcos¢, X?=asinhfsing, X> = acoshé. (4.14)

Here X3 is the time-like coordinate of this auxiliary Minkowski spacetime.
The analogous notion of a ‘Poincaré cone’ requires an appropriate modification to the R%!
case. In the S? case, we defined it through the inner product in R?, where vectors are self-dual.

Here, we should take the conserved quantities ()(;) as components of a dual vector, or one-form
J = Q(l)Xm + Q(Q)dXQ + Q(3)dX3.

We define the ‘position vector’ in R?! as

0 0 0
X=X X? X3 4.15
axi T axE T axe (4.15)
where the coordinates X are used to defined the basis vectors %, with the corresponding dual
basis dX* such that
axi, -9\ i (4.16)
) aX] J ) *

for i,j = 1,2,3, and (-,-) denotes the inner product in R?>!. With this inner product we have
(J,X)=QuX" = eBa, (4.17)

which is the hyperbolic counterpart to Eq. (3.16).

This expression then gives the hyperbolic analogue of the Poincaré cone, the difference being
R?! is carries a Lorentzian signature and we do not have a Euclidean geometric interpretation
of a cone angle.

Our next question is whether it is possible to align our coordinate system to one of the

coordinate axes, as we did in the S? case. As SO(2,1) transformations preserves the inner
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product (4.17), there is a subtlety to be considered. Taking Q° = 7" Q(j) as components of

the contravariant vector J = Q' a?o‘ whose dual is 7, we note that @' and @Q? are ‘spatial’

components while @3 is ‘time-like’ in the context of our auxiliary R*! Minkowski spacetime.

Observe that
QiQ(i) = Q%l) + Q%Q) - Q%{g) =—e’B*+ K. (4.18)

So the vector Q = Q* a‘?@ is time-like for bounded motion (e2B? > K), space-like for unbounded

motion (e?B? < K), and null in the critical case (¢2B? = K). By performing SO(2,1) trans-

formations, one may align ) along a coordinate axis, just as we did in the spherical-symmetric
case. However, such transformations preserves the time-like /null /space-like character of a vector.

Hence, depending on the nature of J, we have three possibilities:

1. If J is time-like, it can be aligned along the X3 ‘time’ axis, so that

Q) =0=—cos¢ (eBsinh 0 4 Py coth §) — Py sin ¢, (4.19a)

Q) = 0= —sin¢ (eBsinhd + Py coth ) + Py cos ¢. (4.19b)

This can be achieved by the choice K = e2B? — L%(< €2B?), for which = coshf is

constant at z = %. For these values, we also have ¢ = —L and Eq. (4.19) is achieved. As

a result, the motion is confined to a constant x = coshf = %, which, in turn, correspond

to X3 being constant. An example of this motion is shown by the red circle in Fig. 5.

2. If J is null, we align it along the null direction X% = +£X', such that Q@) = 0 and
Q3) = £Q(1). This is achieved by fixing K = e?B?, and choosing initial conditions such

that

eBsin ¢

Py =— 4.2
0 cosh 0 + cos ¢psinh 0’ (4.20a)
eB sinh 0 (sinh 6 4 cosh 6 cos ¢)
P 4.20b
¢ cosh 0 + cos ¢ sinh 6 ( )

An example of such a motion is shown by the black curve in Fig. 5.

3. If J is space-like, it can be aligned along the X', which is a spatial axis. This results in
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Figure 5: Motion of charged particles on H? with time-like, null, and space-like J. In the time-
like case, J is aligned to the ‘time’ direction of R*!, X3 and an orbit is shown in red. For the
null case J is chosen such it is along the null surface X3 = X'. In the space-like case, J is
aligned along the X' direction.

Q(2) = Q3) = 0. This is attained by choosing initial conditions such that

gsin ¢
Pp=———" 4.21
o cos ¢sinh 0’ (4.212)
P, = —eBcosh§. (4.21b)

This ensures Q(9) = Q(3) = 0 throughout the motion. Therefore (J,X) = Q(l)Xl =eBa
which means X! is constant throughout the motion. An example of such a motion is

shown by the blue curve in Fig. 5.

Therefore, in each of the time-like/null /space-like cases, there exist a submanifold in R?! which
serves as the analogue of the Poincaré cone.

Turning now to the general analytic solution where J is in an arbitrary direction, we choose
¢ =0 and = z_ as the initial conditions and assuming K + L? — e2B? > 0, Eq. (4.11) has the
solution

o(x) = —%sgn(L —eB) <C(:U) - g) + —sgn(L + eB) (77(:13) - g) , xo<z<xzy, (4.22)

¢(x) = arcsin { Vi 22 i [(Lx _119) — (K —¢*B* + eBL)} } : (4.23)
e 2
() = arcsin { VE(K + 22 —2B?) [(L;Jrlf) ~(EB K+ eBL)] } ' 2
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Figure 6: Motion of charged particle on H? with K = 2, L = 2 and various ¢ = eB. Here

e = VK + L2.

In the case of bounded motion, the sign functions ‘sgn’ determines whether the trajectory
encloses X2 axis. This is demonstrated in Fig. 6, trajectories for L = 1 and @ = £ = 1 are
plotted for various ¢ = eB. In this case, K = 2a?£ = 2. The X3-axis is vertical in this figure.

The red dotted curve is the unbounded trajectory as e2B? < K.

4.2 1Is there a correspondence between charged particle motion with conical

defect spacetimes?

By comparison with the spherically symmetric case discussed in Sec. 3.2, we wish to check
whether there is an analogous correspondence between charged particle motion with geodesics
in a conical defect spacetime. It turns out that the answer is in the negative. The main
reason for this is the equations of motion for § and ¢ are different when 6 is non-constant. In
the spherically-symmetric case, this can be acheived by aligning the Poincaré cone to the X3-
axis. However, geodesic motion in the hyperbolic case are unbounded in ¢, much less rendered
constant.

To see this more explicitly, suppose we wish to find a correspondence between the following
two problems. The first is charged particle motion in the following solution containing hyperbolic

symmetry:

ds? = —Adt* + Bdr? + C (d¢” + sinh® 0 d¢?) , (4.25a)

A = Bcoshfdg, (4.25b)
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where A, B, and C are functions of r. Separating the Hamilton—Jacobi equations for a charged

particle results in the following equations of motion,

. E
E? K
Bi? — 7 _ E -1, (4.26b)
. L —eBcoshf
0= " Cemh?e (4.26¢)
. L — eBcosh 6)?
22 = 70 ) , (4.26d)

where F and L are the conserved energy and angular momentum, respectively, and K is the
Carter-like separation constant.
Following the lines of Eq. (3.2), we seek a correspondence to a second problem which is

geodesic motion in the spacetime
ds? = —Adt? 4+ Bdr® + C (d6” + n° sinh® 6 d¢?) (4.27)

where a conical defect is present for 7 # 1. However, the separated Hamilton—Jacobi equation

for this case is

t= - (4.28a)

Bi? — 5; _ % iy (4.28D)

¢ = m, (4.28¢)

C*? =K - %, (4.28d)
7* sinh” 6

where £ and ® are the conserved energy and angular momentum, respectively, and /C is the
Carter-like separation constant.
We see that Eq. (4.26¢) can be made equivalent to (4.28¢) by an appropriate identification

of conserved quantities only if § is constant. However, letting 2z = cosh 6, we see that § = 0, or

| @2

When z, and z_ are distinct, the point 6 =0is only an instantaneous turning point, and 6

equivalently, © = 0 if
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does not remain constant throughout the motion. The two roots are degenerate when both are
equal zero, x+ = 0. However, since x = cosh 6, this cannot hold for real 6.

Physically, this reflects the fact that geodesic motion on a hyperbolic spactime is unbounded.
For charged particles in a magnetic field, we have seen above (and in [11]) that a sufficiently
strong eB is required to prevent the particle from escaping to infinity. Below this threshold, 6
cannot be made constant. From these, we conclude that there is no correspondence between
charged-particle motion and geodesics in the conical defect spacetime, at least in the form

analogous to the spherical case.

4.3 Charged particle in Minkowski spacetime with a hyperbolic magnetic
field

As a simple model with a hyperbolic magnetic field, consider the four-dimensional Minkowski

spacetime R with the metric in standard Minkowski coordinates:
ds? = —dt* + da? + dy? + d2°. (4.29)
We introduce a hyperbolic foliation of this spacetime by writing
t =ccoshf, = =osinhfcos¢p, y=osinhfsing, =z==z. (4.30)

(Note that this parametrisation does not cover the whole Minkowski spacetime.) The metric

now becomes
ds? = —do? + o2 (d6? + sinh? 0 d¢?) + d22. (4.31)

For this problem, we assume the magnetic field is a test field that does not backreact to the
curvature of spacetime. The magnetic field arising from the potential A = B cosh 6 d¢ solves
the Maxwell’s equation with (4.31) as the background.

To obtain the equations of motion for the particle, we turn to its Hamilton—Jacobi equation

11_(9s 2+ a8 2+i 95 2-1-# a—S—eBsinhH 2
2 do 0z r2 \ 00 o2sinh?§ \ 9¢

Taking the ansatz S = 17 +nz + Lo + S,(0) + Sp(6), then we find a separation constant K,

05 _

+87’

0. (4.32)
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leading to

K
d:i\/n2+1+;, (4.33a)

) L — eB cosh #)?
0% = j:\/K— (L~ eBcoshf)”, (4.33D)
sinh” 6
. L —eBcosh0
27 _ 4.33
79 sinh? 0 ’ ( °)
L= (4.33d)

Eliminating o between (4.33b) and (4.33c) leads to an equation identical to (4.11). Hence
the solution (4.24) can be carried over. The other coordinates o and z have simple solutions

which increase linearly with 7.

4.4 Magnetic hyperbolic Reissner—Nordstrom-AdS spacetime

We now briefly consider charged particle around a magnetic Reissner—Nordstrom black hole with

a hyperbolic horizon [32-35,35,36], described by

ds? = —f(r)dtz + f(r)fldTQ + 172 (d92 + sinh? 6 d¢2) ) (4.34)

o2m B? 2

A = Bcoshfdog, f(r):—l—T—i— 3 +€_2' (4.35)

This metric and magnetic field solves the Einstein—-Maxwell equations with a negative cosmo-
logical constant A = —3/¢2. The solution for A = 0 was also considered by [37,38] as a static
model depicting the interior of a black hole.

For a charged particle in this spacetime, the Hamilton—Jacobi equation is

1]_1(95 2+f 95 2_|_i 95 2+; ﬁ—eBcoshH 2 05
21 f\ot or r2 \ 06 r2sin?0 \ 99

+5- =0 (4.30)
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With the usual ansatz, we find the separated equations of motion

i— _?’ (4.37a)
. i\/EQ _ (?2 + 1) f, (4.37b)
120 = 1 - (Lo BeoshOF (4.37¢)
124 = %}lgzﬂl@ (4.37d)

Eliminating r between (4.37c) and (4.37d) we obtain an equation identical to (4.11), so the exact
solution in (4.24) can also be carried over.

This is determined by Eq. (4.37b), from which we define an effective potential

U= (g + 1> /i (4.38)

Fig. 7 shows various the effective potential for various K and m. We see that bounded motion
in the r-direction are typically possible for black holes of negative mass (For instance, Fig. 7c
for m = —1.)

To visualise the trajectory, we again make use of the embedding in R?! with
X' =rsinhfcosp, X% =rsinhfsing, X>=rcoshé. (4.39)

So the trajectory is shown as a curve in auxiliary Minkowski spacetime with X3 as its time
direction. For instance, Fig. 8 shows an example of a bounded orbit with K = e¢2B? — L?. By
the discussion in Sec. 4.1, this choice of K aligns the hyperbolic ‘Poincaré cone’ along the X3
axis. In the present case, there is motion along r as well. Hence the trajectory lies on the surface

of a cone of constant 6.

5 Conclusion

In this paper we have considered charged particle motion in various spacetime with magnetic
fields of spherical and hyperbolic symmetry. Using Poisson-bracket methods, constants of motion
associated to the spherical and hyperbolic symmetry are found using van Holten’s procedure [9].

The equations of motion along the S? and H? directions are solved exactly for the general case.
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Figure 8: Charged particle in the magnetic, hyperbolic RN-AdS spacetime with m = —1,
B=050=1,L=1 K =20,eB=+K+ L2 and E = /30.
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In the spherical case, trajectories are visualised in an auxiliary flat space R3. A conserved
vector J can be constructed out of the constants of motion. The Poincaré cone is then defined
through the dot product with this vector. We have also established a correspondence between
charged-particle motion on the Poincaré cone with geodesics on related spacetimes with a conical
defect. We demonstrate this correspondence with a Schwarzschild spacetime with a test magnetic
monopole field, whose charged particle motion is in correspondence with geodesic motion around
a Schwarzschild black hole threaded by a cosmic string.

In the hyperbolic case, we also have three constants of motion. Instead of Euclidean flat
space, trajectories are more naturally visualised with an auxiliary three-dimensional Minkowski
spacetime R?*!. The constants of motion can then be used to define a conserved vector in R,
where it is time-like when the motion is bounded and space-like or null when the motion is
unbouned. With this vector we have attempted to define the analogue of the Poincaré through

the inner product under the Minkowski metric of R%!.

Acknowledgments

Y.-K. L is supported by Xiamen University Malaysia Research Fund (Grant no. XMUMRF/
2021-C8/IPHY/0001).

References

[1] H. Poincaré, Remarques sur une expérience de M. Birkeland, Compt. Rendus 123 (1896)
530-533.

[2] J. S. Schwinger, K. A. Milton, W.-y. Tsai, L. L. DeRaad, Jr., and D. C. Clark,

Nonrelativistic Dyon-Dyon Scattering, Annals Phys. 101 (1976) 451.

[3] L. G. Feher, The O(3,1) Symmetry Problem of the Charge - Monopole Interaction, J.
Math. Phys. 28 (1987) 234-239.

[4] J. Sivardiére, On the classical motion of a charge in the field of a magnetic monopole,

Eur. J. Phys. 21 (2000) 183.

[5] Y. M. Shnir, Magnetic Monopoles. Text and Monographs in Physics. Springer,
Berlin/Heidelberg, 2005.

31



[6]

[17]

M. Mayrand, Particle motion in monopoles and geodesics on cones, SIGMA 10 (2014)

102, [arXiv:1407.7919).

V. G. Kupriyanov and R. J. Szabo, Symplectic realization of electric charge in fields of

monopole distributions, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018), no. 4 045005, [arXiv:1803.00405].

G. Marmo, E. Scardapane, A. Stern, F. Ventriglia, and P. Vitale, Lagrangian formulation
for electric charge in a magnetic monopole distribution, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 8

085007, [arXiv:1907.07808].

J. W. van Holten, Covariant Hamiltonian dynamics, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 025027,

[hep-th/0612216].

A. Comtet and P. J. Houston, Effective Action on the Hyperbolic Plane in a Constant

Ezternal Field, J. Math. Phys. 26 (1985) 185.
A. Comtet, On the Landau Levels on the Hyperbolic Plane, Annals Phys. 173 (1987) 185.

Y. A. Kordyukov and I. A. Taimanov, Trace formula for the magnetic laplacian on a
compact hyperbolic surface, Reg. Chaotic Dyn. 27 (2022), no. 4 460-476,

[arXiv:2202.06055].

S. Grunau and V. Kagramanova, Geodesics of electrically and magnetically charged test
particles in the Reissner-Nordstrom space-time: analytical solutions, Phys. Rev. D 83

(2011) 044009, [arXiv:1011.5399].

D. Pugliese, H. Quevedo, and R. Ruffini, Motion of charged test particles in

Reissner-Nordstrom spacetime, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 104052, [arXiv:1103.1807].

M. Sharif and S. Iftikhar, Effects of electromagnetic field on the motion of particles in

dyonic Reissner-Nordstrom black hole, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 26 (2017), no. 9 1750091.

Y.-K. Lim, Motion of charged particles around a magnetic black hole or topological star
with a compact extra dimension, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021), no. 8 084044,

[arXiv:2102.08531].

W.-D. Guo, S.-W. Wei, and Y.-X. Liu, Shadow of a nonsingular black hole,

arXiv:2203.13477.

32


http://arxiv.org/abs/1407.7919
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.00405
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.07808
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0612216
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.06055
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.5399
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.1807
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.08531
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.13477

[18] S. P. Novikov and I. A. Taimanov, Modern Geometric Structures and Fields. Graduate

Studies in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, 2005.

[19] M. Aryal, L. H. Ford, and A. Vilenkin, Cosmic Strings and Black Holes, Phys. Rev. D 34
(1986) 2263.

[20] A. N. Aliev and D. V. Galtsov, Gravitational Effects in the Field of a Central Body

Threaded by a Cosmic String, Sov. Astron. Lett. 14 (1988) 48.

[21] D. V. Galtsov and E. Masar, Geodesics in Space-times Containing Cosmic Strings, Class.
Quant. Grav. 6 (1989) 1313-1341.

[22] S. Chakraborty and L. Biswas, Motion of test particles in the gravitational field of cosmic

strings in different situations, Class. Quant. Grav. 13 (1996) 2153-2161.

[23] E. Hackmann, B. Hartmann, C. Laemmerzahl, and P. Sirimachan, The Complete set of
solutions of the geodesic equations in the space-time of a Schwarzschild black hole pierced

by a cosmic string, Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010) 064016, [arXiv:0912.2327].

[24] J. Levin and G. Perez-Giz, A Periodic Table for Black Hole Orbits, Phys. Rev. D 77

(2008) 103005, [arXiv:0802.0459].

[25] O. DeWolfe, D. Z. Freedman, S. S. Gubser, G. T. Horowitz, and 1. Mitra, Stability of
AdS, x M, compactifications without supersymmetry, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 064033,

[hep-th/0105047].

[26] L. M. Sokotowski and Z. A. Golda, The local and global geometrical aspects of the twin
paradox in static spacetimes: 1. Three spherically symmetric spacetimes, Acta Phys.

Polon. B 45 (2014), no. 5 10511076, [arXiv:1402.6511].

[27] G. A. Alekseev, Solution for “geodesic” motion of a Schwarzschild black hole along a
magnetic field in AdSy x S? space-time, in 14th Marcel Grossmann Meeting on Recent
Developments in Theoretical and Experimental General Relativity, Astrophysics, and

Relativistic Field Theories, vol. 3, pp. 25602564, 2017. arXiv:1512.06289.

[28] P. G. O. Freund and M. A. Rubin, Dynamics of Dimensional Reduction, Phys. Lett. B 97
(1980) 233-235.

33


http://arxiv.org/abs/0912.2327
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.0459
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0105047
http://arxiv.org/abs/1402.6511
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.06289

[29] A. R. Brown, A. Dahlen, and A. Masoumi, Fluz compactifications on (S9)~, Phys. Rev. D

90 (2014), no. 4 045016, [arXiv:1401.7321].

[30] D. Berenstein, Z. Li, and J. Simon, ISCOs in AdS/CFT, Class. Quant. Grav. 38 (2021),

no. 4 045009, [arXiv:2009.04500].

[31] Y. A. Kordyukov and I. A. Taimanov, Trace formula for the magnetic Laplacian on a

compact hyperbolic surface, arXiv:2202.06055.

[32] M. Banados, Constant curvature black holes, Phys. Rev. D 57 (1998) 1068-1072,

[gr-qc/9703040].

[33] L. Vanzo, Black holes with unusual topology, Phys. Rev. D 56 (1997) 6475-6483,

[gr-qc/9705004].

[34] R. B. Mann, Topological black holes: Outside looking in, Annals Israel Phys. Soc. 13

(1997) 311, [gr-qc/9709039)].

[35] D. Birmingham, Topological black holes in Anti-de Sitter space, Class. Quant. Grav. 16

(1999) 1197-1205, [hep-th/9808032).

[36] R. B. Mann, Black holes of negative mass, Class. Quant. Grav. 14 (1997) 2927-2930,

[gr-qc/9705007].

[37] L. Herrera and L. Witten, An Alternative Approach to the Static Spherically Symmetric,
Vacuum Global Solution to the Einstein Equations, Adv. High Energy Phys. 2018 (2018)

3839103, [arXiv:1806.07143].

[38] L. Herrera, A. Di Prisco, J. Ospino, and L. Witten, Geodesics of the hyperbolically

symmetric black hole, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020), no. 6 064071, [arXiv:2002.07586].

34


http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.7321
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.04500
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.06055
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9703040
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9705004
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9709039
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9808032
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9705007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.07143
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.07586

	1 Introduction
	2 Symmetries and Killing vectors
	3 Magnetic fields with spherical symmetry
	3.1 Analysis of charged-particle motion on N2=S2
	3.2 Correspondence between the Poincaré cone and geodesics on conical defect spacetimes
	3.3 Charged particles in AdSn x S2 flux compactifications

	4 Magnetic fields with hyperbolic symmetry
	4.1 Analysis of charged-particle motion on N2=H2
	4.2 Is there a correspondence between charged particle motion with conical defect spacetimes?
	4.3 Charged particle in Minkowski spacetime with a hyperbolic magnetic field
	4.4 Magnetic hyperbolic Reissner–Nordström-AdS spacetime

	5 Conclusion

