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Abstract

We propose a generalization of Claudel, Virbhadra, and Ellis photon surfaces to the case of massive
charged particles, considering a timelike hypersurface such that any worldline of a particle with mass
m, electric charge ¢ and fixed total energy £, initially touching it, will remain in this hypersurface
forever. This definition does not directly appeal to the equations of motion, but instead make use
of partially umbilic nature of the surface geometry. Such an approach should be especially useful in
the case of non-integrable equations of motion. It may be applied in the theory of non-thin accretion
discs, and also may serve a new tool for some general problems, such as uniqueness theorems, Penrose
inequalities and hidden symmetries. The condition for the stability of the worldlines is derived, which
reduces to differentiation along the flow of surfaces of a certain energy. We consider a number of
examples of electrovacuum and dilaton solutions, find conditions for marginally stable orbits, regions
of stable or unstable spherical orbits, stable and unstable photon surfaces, and solutions satisfying the

no-force condition.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The recent publication of an image of a black hole at the center of our Galaxy [I] and Galaxy
MB87 [2] stimulates further interest in shadows and relativistic images of black holes as a tool for
searching for new physics in the Cosmos. The shadows of black holes and images of accretion
disks around them are now released in the radio and optical ranges and they are associated
with the properties of null geodesics in strong gravitational fields [3HI0]. The most important
role in the mathematical understanding of shadows is played by the concept of characteristic
photon surfaces [11H21] — timelike hypersurfaces, where bounded photon trajectories are lined
up.

Schwarzschild solution is known to posses a photon sphere [22]. Later, this concept was
generalized by Claudel, Virbhadra, and Ellis to photon surfaces [I9]. Any null geodesic touching
this surface tangentially entirely belongs to the photon surface. An important property of
the photon surfaces is established by the theorem asserting that these are timelike totally
umbilic hypersurfaces in spacetime [23], i.e., establishes proportionality of their first and second
fundamental forms. This purely geometric property can serve as a constructive definition for
analyzing photon surfaces instead of solving geodesic equations and plays a decisive role in the
analysis of the black hole uniqueness [24H33] and area bounds [34-36]. Photon surfaces find
applications in the description of optical properties and gravitational shadows [37H47].

Here we explore a new kind of characteristic surfaces around black holes, which have the
property of holding the worldlines of massive particles, including charged ones. Such surfaces
make it possible to understand the geometry of “massive shadows” due to such particles, which
certainly exist in the vicinity of black holes (electrons, neutrinos, etc.). Such shadows are not
directly observable, but their existence can be detected due to modulation of the plasma heating
which will translate them into the observable ranges of electromagnetic radiation from radio to
optics.

In the case of massive particles, the characteristic surface is not a conformally invariant and
not a totally umbilic hypersurface, but obeys a new partially umbilic condition. This is ex-
actly the same geometric property that characterizes fundamental photon surfaces in stationary
spacetimes [13, [14]. A new type of partially umbilic surfaces form spacetime foliations (locally)
parameterized by the values of the energy of scattered particles and has a number of geometric
properties similar to those of photon and fundamental photon surfaces. Due to this, we can

expect that many classical results for photon spheres can be generalized to this case as well. In



particular, we can expect existence of the restrictions on the spatial sections of such surfaces —
the so-called Penrose inequalities. Moreover, one can expect to obtain uniqueness theorems and
relations to Killing tensors of second rank, which describes the hidden symmetries of spacetime
[48-52].

The paper plan is the following. In Sec. [[I] we briefly describe the equations of motion for
charged massive particles in spacetimes with a Killing vector and conventions of the hypersur-
face geometry. In Sec. [[I]] we present definition of massive particle surfaces, a key theorem,
and a discussion of the geometric and physical properties. In Sec. [[V] we apply the devel-
oped formalism to many important particular examples. The appendix contains proofs of some

statements formulated in the main part of the paper.

II. SETUP

Let M be a Lorentzian manifold [23] of dimension n > 4 with metric tensor g,s, Levi-
Civita connection V,. In addition to the metric tensor describing gravity, we introduce the
electromagnetic potential A, and the electromagnetic field tensor Fi,z = V[aAg]l. The worldline

~v* of test particles with charge ¢ and mass m in this geometry obeys the following equations

YOV AP = qFP A, 4%, = —m?, (1)

where 4% = dy*/ds is a four-velocity of the particle, and s is an affine parameter. Case
q = 0 describes neutral massive particles, while the case ¢ = m = 0 describes massless neutral
particles such as photons. The case of hypothetical massless charges m = 0, ¢ # 0 can also be
included.

Assume that the metric g,s, and the electromagnetic potential A, share the same symmetry
with respect to the Killing vector field k% [52], timelike in the essential part of spacetime (e.g.

outside the ergosphere), i.e,
/:kga,g = V(akﬁ) =0, LpA,= /{?AV)\AQ + VakAA)\ =0, (2)

where Ly, is the Lie derivative along the vector field k“. Spacetimes with this type of symmetry
include stationary and static geometries that are not necessarily asymptotically flat. However,

for the current consideration, similarly to the study of photon surfaces, static non-rotating

1 'We use the convention of the symmetrization and antisymmetrization with unit weight: Tap)y = Tap + Tpa,

T[aﬂ] = Ta,g — T,@a-



spaces are of primary interest. This symmetry will imply conservation of the particle total
energy £ defined as
E=—ko (A" 4+ qA%). (3)

Indeed, as a consequence of Eq. , the total energy £ will be constant along the worldlines
defined by Eq. because

dE [ds = A"V o€ = =4V kg — ghsFP 7 — ¢ AgVok® — kP V  Ag = (4)

= —qkPFo 3 + ¢7*k°V 3 Ao — ¢k V , Ag = 0.

It is also useful consider two terms in the expression (3| separately, introducing the kinetic

and potential energy & = &, + &,
Ep = —qka A%, =€ ¢, (5)

In the general case, £ and &, are not conserved separately. The potential energy is a pre-
defined function for given k% and A®. But the kinetic energy & is introduced as a secondary
quantity which is a certain function of coordinates for a fixed total energy. Alternatively, it
can be represented as a scalar product of the Killing vector k% with some properly normalized

timelike (for m # 0, null for m = 0) vector v* so that
—kov* =& =E =&, v0" = —m?. (6)

Then, the set of linearly independent vectors v will span all worldlines of the particle with
fixed total energy &£, mass m and charge ¢ passing through a given point of the spacetime.
Our main goal is to find hypersurfaces where particles with fixed total energy £, mass m
and charge ¢ live. In order to describe such hypersurfaces, we will use the following formalism
and notations similar to Ref. [52]. Let S be a timelike hypersurface of dimension n — 1 with a

spacelike normal unit vector n® (n®n, = 1). The induced hypersurface metric reads
hag = gap — Nalg, (7)
defining the projector operator hf and the symmetric second fundamental form Xz
5 =05 —n"ng, Xag = hghgv)\np. (8)
The corresponding tensor projections onto the tangent space of the hypersurface read
TPo=hb . hL..Tf, DT =h)hS . k. NV\TP, (9)
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where D, is a Levi-Civita connection in S.

For what follows, it is useful to project the Killing vector onto the hypersurface
k* =k + kyn®, KNy = 0. (10)

and to distinguish cases x? # 0 and x* = 0 (k* = k,k®). For the latter case the surface S will
represent the Killing horizon if the Killing vector is tangent to it (i.e., k; = 0). Considering of
this case will be postponed to App. [A] In the first case we can decompose vector v*, subject

to the constraints @:
v = (=& /KDY +u®,  Kou® =nou® =0, u'=-m*—EL/K, (11)

where u® is some vector tangent to S and orthogonal to x®. In most of the spacetime % < 0

and absolute value |k?| must satisfy an additional inequality
0 < |s%| < & /m?. (12)

Indeed, in a Lorentzian manifold the orthogonal complement of a timelike vector k* can contain
only spacelike vectors, i.e., u> > 0 (or u® = 0). In particular, we find &, # 0. This general
limitation on the kinetic energy is also preserved in the case k% = 0 (see App. . Restriction
has a simple physical meaning in terms of the particle motion. The strict equality corre-
sponds to the classical turning points of worldlines in S while the inequality specifies the areas
in hypersurface allowed for motion [I3], [14]. In the case of massless particles, as expected, there
are no constraints on nonzero &, since the right hand side of Eq. tends to infinity for any

finite &,. This corresponds to conformal invariance of null geodesic equations.

III. MASSIVE PARTICLE SURFACES

As it is mentioned in Ref. [19], the photon sphere Sy, in Schwarzschild spacetime has two
main properties: (i) any null geodesic initially tangent to Sp, will remain tangent to it; (i)
Spn does not evolve with time. The general definition of a photon surface is based on only the
first of these properties and leads to the fact that such surfaces are totally umbilic [23]. Now
we would like to give the generalization of the photon surfaces for massive charged particles of

fixed total energy: the massive particle surfaces.

Definition 3.1: A massive particle surface in M is an immersed, timelike, nowhere orthogonal

to Killing vector k® hypersurface Sg of M such that, for every point p € Sg and every vector



v, € T,Se such that vk, |, = —E|p, and v*v,|, = —m?, there exists a worldline v of M for a

particle with mass m, electric charge q and total energy € such that ¥*(0) = v*|, and v C Sg?.

In other words, any worldline of a particle with mass m, electric charge ¢ and total energy £
initially tangent to massive particle surface S¢ will remain tangent to Sg. This definition reduces
to the definition of photon surfaces [19] if we restrict it to the massless m = 0, chargeless ¢ = 0
case and require arbitrariness of the total energy. However, as we will see later the arbitrariness
of the worldline energy (or, more precisely, photon frequency) will arise automatically in this
particular case. The independence of null geodesics on the photon frequency is a consequence
of conformal invariance of the Maxwell theory. The theories of massive particles do not possess
conformal invariance, so it is crucial that we define the characteristic surfaces for massive
particles only for fixed energy.

The non-orthogonality condition for Killing vector makes it possible to have the non-zero
kinetic energy & for a worldline tangent to the surface S¢ and is in fact a natural condition
for timelike surfaces. In the case when the Killing vector is tangent to the Sg, massive parti-
cle surfaces automatically inherits the corresponding symmetry of the original spacetime. In
particular, for timelike Killing vectors, such surface do not evolve with time, i.e., also satisfy
the second condition for photon spheres in the Schwarzschild spacetime. The key geometric

properties of the massive particle surfaces are given by the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1: Let S¢ is an immersed, timelike hypersurface in M and k% is a Killing vector
nowhere orthogonal to Se. If k* > —&E2/m? and &, # 0 everywhere on Sg, the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) Sg¢ is a massive particle surface for given q,m and &;

(i) the second fundamental form satisfies
Xag0™v® = —qnP Fg\v?, (13)
for all p € Sg and Vv € TS¢ so that v¥v, = —m? and Vke = —E;

(111) the second fundamental form satisfies

Xr
Xap = ——5Hap + (q/Ek)Fap, (14)

2 The worldline is considered to lie on the surface Sg in some open neighborhood of any interior point, but in

general it can leave the surface through the boundary if the latter exists.
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where H,g is related to the induced metric hopg as

1
Hog = hog + (m*[E])Rakis,  Fap = 50" Fyatip), (15)
H= Haau X = Xaom F = faa = onp/\’iAy
n—2
Xr =~ (X — aF /&)
(iv) every worldline in Sg with YKy, = —Ekl, and Y|, = —m? at some point p € S¢ is

a worldline in M.

Proof: We will prove consequently that (i) = (i7), (i) = (ii7), (éi7) = (iv) and (iv) = (i), so
any statement implies the other one. In the proof of (i7) = (iii) we will use the decomposition

suitable for any surface except the case k? = 0. For the sake of clarity, the proof for this case
is given in App. [Al

(i) = (7). Suppose Sg is a massive particle surface. Let p € Sg and let v*|, € T,S¢
such that v®k,|, = —&l,- Then there exists a worldline v (5, = —m?) of M such that
4*(0) = v*|,, v C S. Consider the Gauss decomposition [23] of the covariant derivative in the

particle equation of motion
aF7 37 = 4°Vad” = 3" Dad” = Xaod 970", (16)

Projecting this equation onto the normal and tangent subspaces, one obtains the following two

conditions:
gh” Fpi? = 4°D,AP, (17a)
g’ Fony = —Xap¥"3”. (17b)

The Eq. (17a]) is an equation of motion of the charged particle in the hypersurface Sg, while

the constraint ((17b]) can be treated as a condition for the hypersurface itself. So, the following

condition must hold for any p € S¢
Xapv®v? = —qn’ . (18)

(ii) = (4ii). We can always decompose the tensors v® and y,s as follows (for x? # 0)

V¥ = (=& /KDY +u”, kou® =0, u?=-m?—E&/K? (19a)

Xag = Qlakg + KB + Aag + (/) Fap, K Xap =0, K*Ba=0, (19Db)



where the symmetrical form F,5 = %nPF p(akg) I Xag Was introduced to compensate the right

hand side in Eq. , giving the following general condition
ag,f — 2&Pau® + )\aguo‘uﬁ = 0. (20)

Since the condition holds for any u®, and mapping u* — —u® preserves the norm of the

vector u®, this condition must hold for any sign of u®

048,3 + 2E,Bau® + Aagu“uﬁ = 0. (21)
Adding and subtracting these equations, we find

Aapu®u’ = —a?,  Bau® = 0. (22)

From the arbitrariness of u® we get 8, = 0.

Introducing an orthonormal basis {€,*} (ea€pa = Nap, With indices a,b = 0,1,...,n — 3),
the equation \gputu® = —a€? must hold for all vectors satisfying nputu® = —m? — £ /K2,
where the matrix 7n,, = diag(£1,1,...,1) is a flat metric with the first element reflecting the
signature of the tangent subspace (with the symmetry G = SO(n — 2) or SO(n — 3,1)). One
can expect, that A\, has the same symmetry, since it should not depend on the choice of the
basis. This is possible if Ay, is a unity element of G up to an arbitrary multiplier A\, = Aup

for some A. Let us prove this more strictly. From the full set of possible vectors u®, choose a

subset parameterized by a,b and

u® = aep” + b(e;” cos + €, sin ), (23)
with the constraint v* = —ngoa? — m? — 2 /k? and indices 7,7 = 1,...,n — 3. Then the left
hand side of Eq. is

b b?
Aapti®u’ = a®xo0 + 5 (X + Xj5) (24)

+ 2ab(x0; cos P + Xo; sin ) + b <Xz'j sin(2¢) + w cos(21/z)) .

Since angle ¢ and a # 0 are arbitrary as long as a does not violate the condition b* > 0 (such

a always exist due to the condition k? > —&Z/m?) we get

Xoo = MooXii, (M® +EFJR )i = &, Xii = Xij»  Xij =0, Xoi = 0. (25)



Note that for n = 4 there are only two vectors in the tangent subspace, so one can choose ¢ = 0
or m to stay with only two basis vectors. Taking back the holonomic basis, the final form of

the tensor Ayp is
Mg = Mhag — Kakg/K?), A= &t/ (m?® + EK?). (26)

Collecting all together, the second fundamental form can be presented as

Xr
-2

Xap = Qkakp + A hag — RQKB/HQ) + (¢/&k)Fup = - Hup + (q/&k)Fups (27)

where the function A is changed to x, = (n — 2)\.
(7ii) = (iv). If the condition (i7i) holds, then Eq. (17b) holds as well

Xao 237 = 27 (=
oo n o 2

m? + (m/&)?EL) — qn’ Fa i = —qnP Fani. (28)
On the other hand, Eq. (17al) is an equation of motion for the charged particle in Sg, so 7 is a
trajectory of the charged particle both in M and Sg¢.

(iv) = (i) Let p € Sg and let v°*|, € T,Se such that v*v,|, = —m? and v%k,|, = —E|p. Let
v be a worldline of Sg such that 4*(0) = v*|,. Then, by (iv), v is a worldline of M such that

v, |, = —m? and vk, |, = —&|, and v C Se.

O

The obtained result is a complete analogue of theorem 2.2 obtained in Ref. [19] for photon
surfaces. In particular, statement (iii) of the theorem describes the pure geometry of a massive
particle surface without references to the worldline equations and it represents an analog of the
totally umbilic condition for photon surfaces [19, 23]. This equivalent definition is an effective
way to analyze surface geometry in non-integrable dynamical systems [13] [14], 50] and to study
general theoretical problems such as Penrose inequalities [34H36], uniqueness theorems [24H33]
and hidden symmetries [48-52].

The theorem works for the timelike and spacelike Killing vectors and their projections k*. In
the latter case, the quantity £ may not always be associated with the energy of the particle, but
is related to some other conserved quantity. This freedom allows us to analyze both surfaces that
fall inside ergoregions where energy-related Killing vector is spacelike and surfaces in general
geometries such as Kaluza-Klein’s models [53]. As an example, if one chooses k%0, = 0y (here,
¢ is an azimuth angle), then the massive particle surface would correspond to particles with

fixed mass m, charge ¢ and angular momentum projection L,.



Let us analyze some properties of the massive particle surfaces and caught worldlines fol-
lowing from theorem.

Killing basis. For the clearer interpretation of the geometric definition (i), we introduce
a basis associated with spacetime symmetries. Namely, a set of the basis vectors is composed
by the vector k* and a set of linearly independent n — 2 vectors us in Sg orthogonal to k“ (i.e.,

TG Fa = 0). The projections of the second fundamental form y,s onto vectors k* and e read

HQHBXQ,B = 52 (X - X‘r) 5 (29&)
1
KT Xas = 5 (0/E)KD" Fppty, (29b)
(6% B . X’T le% B
) T(HXaB = 570 T(jhas: (29¢)

and the traceless part of the second fundamental form is
m X7 q
w8 = XaB — — Dhog = =g | —F—— —nfF,\ |, 30
OaB = XaB x/(n ) 8 5kﬁa6<(n—2)5km+mn p)\) (30)

Koy = Kol + kghly — K hag/(n — 1).

Using the definition of Ref. [13| [14] for the partially umbilic surfaces, we can claim that the
second fundamental form of the massive particle surface is partially umbilic with respect to di-
rections 7, orthogonal to tangential projection of the Killing vector k*. The quantity x,/(n—2)
has a meaning of the mean curvature of the orthogonal complement to k*. Partially umbilicity
of the surfaces is exactly the same property that defines fundamental photon surfaces [13], [51].
However, now the mixed components are not arbitrary but influenced by the Maxwell form.
This geometric similarity of massive and massless surfaces is quite expected, since the construc-
tion of fundamental photon surfaces is based on the condition of capturing null geodesics with
a fixed impact parameter, the role of which in the current considerations is played by energy.
In particular, one can expect that massive particle surfaces form some foliations of spacetime
(or its parts) parameterized by energy values, similarly to fundamental photon surfaces forming
photon regions [46], [47] with a continuous change of the impact parameter [13].

Principal curvatures. In the geometric definition of massive particle surface (iii) we
introduced a new symmetric quadratic forms H,s and F,s associated with gravitational and
electromagnetic fields respectively. The quadratic form H,s is the induced metric with an
addition of one distinguished component along the projections of the Killing vector field. For
neutral particles, this additional component leads to the fact that the direction of the Killing

vector k* defines a unique principal direction along which the principal curvature differs from
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all others. Indeed, from (29a)) and 1) the principal curvatures along directions s and k®

for neutral particles reads

Xz 2/02y,.2
)\T(i) = m, )\,{ = /\T(z’) (]. + (m /5 )Iﬂ? ) . (31)
Thus, the surface is generally not totally umbilic (i.e., it has not equal principal curvatures)
unlike the photon surface. Furthermore, under conformal transformations of the metric, the

ratio of principal curvatures A, /A, changes. The requirement of the conformal invariance of

(@)
this ratio leads to the condition m = 0, i.e., to the coincidence of all principal curvatures and
their independence from the energy scale, which was expected for the photon surfaces. The
quadratic form F,s determines the electromagnetic force acting on the charged particles lying
on the surface in the direction normal to the surface. It consists of the normal electric field
F and tangential magnetic field n?F; p)\T();-) (defined with respect to the observer moving along
k%). In the case of a non-zero tangential magnetic field n?F p,\T(’;), the surface may not have
a well defined principal curvatures as far as the induced metric and the second fundamental
form may not be simultaneously diagonalizable [23]. In order to diagonalize the metric and the
second fundamental form simultaneously, one should find an orthogonal basis such that any
two different basis vectors contracted with x,s gives zero. For the sake of clarity we will assume
that k% < 0. First of all, we extract n — 3 orthogonal unit vectors from the set TGy which are
also orthogonal to §°, where §° = n?F,,\(h* — k*+7/k?). The remaining subspace is a linear

span of the vectors x%//|x2| and §°//|§2|. Using Eq. , the second fundamental form in

this basis has the form

272
~ g4/ |K*§
Xab On—3 ~ Xr—X = g‘gk |
Xab = ) Xab = 32 y
0. ., Xr1 . AvALS Xr
n=3 p_g-n-3 28, n—2

(32)

where the matrix Y, is a projection onto the subspace </<a I\ |K2], &P/ |32|> . Eigenvectors of
the matrix y® are always orthogonal and they give the basis, where the matrix ¥, is diagonal.
They exist as long as the eigenvalues A+ of the matrix ¥° are not complex
1 (2+ (m/&)*K? (m/&)?k? LR
Ay == s —qF)E £V, A=|—""xr—qF/&| ————.
i2( X —aF /& P G VL e
(33)

Thus, ) should be larger or equal to zero. In the limit ¢*F? = 0 we already have a diagonalized

matrix with eigenvalues x — x, and x,/(n — 2). If ¢*F* = 0, there are only one direction with

a distinguished principal curvature, otherwise there are two such directions.

11



Master equation. In order to prove that a given surface is a massive particle surface, one
should show that the surface is umbilic with respect to the directions s normal to k¢, i.e.,
show that Eq. holds. However, in a number of certain calculations, it is convenient to
rewrite remaining Eqs. and through some other known functions [51], 52]. First,

Eq. (29a) can be rewritten as
—K 2R NPV kg = X — Xor- (34)

After an explicit substitution of the relationship between y and y, from Eq. , we find the
master equation for the massive particle surfaces

1+ (m/Sk)QKP

—/<a_2/<f"nﬁva/<ag =

Resolving Eq. with respect to £, one can find the total energy of the massive particle

surface Sg explicitly

KXr | FPn—2)’¢*  F(n—2)q
S
Eo =Fm\| ==+ — 5 oK

— gk, A%, (36)

where

K= —x; — (n—2)k2k"n" Vs (37)
The only physical branch with future-directed particles is £,. The right-hand side of Eq.
(36) must be constant on the surface, otherwise the surface under consideration is not

a massive particle surface. FExpression manifests the charge-time-reversal symmetry:

& — —&4,q¢ — —q. The last condition for the massive particle surface to exist follows

form Eq. (29b)) in the form
o, B -2 1
n T(i) K V5/€a + E(Q/gk)FaB =0. (38)

If the Killing vector is tangent to the surface, k* = k%, the quantity V,kg is antisymmetric,

and Eq. can be simplified as follows

9
K=y, + 2 2poV, In w2, (39)

Special cases. In the case of neutral particles, the second fundamental form is block-
diagonal and surface always has well-defined principal curvatures. However, the charged particle
surfaces may also inherit this property, if the additional constraints on the Maxwell form is

imposed, namely, n“Fang) = 0. As we will see in examples from Sec. this case is very
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common among physically interesting solutions. Since 7'();) is any vector from the corresponding

subspace, the quantity n®F,s should be parallel to xs:
n“Fos = frg = Fop= fhaks, F = fr2 (40)
The condition from Eq. reduces to the simpler one:
naT(f.)nga = 0. (41)

In this case, the electromagnetic Lorenz force manifests only through the definition of the
kinetic energy & = £ + ¢k A, and the relation between y and x, in Eq. . If condition
holds, the traceless part 0,4 is identically zero if

&, X

1T (42)

Such surfaces are totally umbilic, which are known to be photon surfaces. The coincidence
of a massive particle surface with a photon surface for some parameters has a simple physical
explanation. Imagine a photon surface and throw massive neutral particles from this surface
(with the speed smaller than the speed of light). As they are neutral, the electromagnetic field
does not manifest in their dynamic and they will fall inside. However, for charged particles, one
can try to find such a charge or energy that the electromagnetic field repels them as strongly
as gravity attracts.

Gauge transformations. Under a gauge transformation of the potential A, — A, + Vap,

the potential energy is transformed in the following way
E = E+ 068, 05, = —qk“V. (43)
Imposing the requirement of the symmetry of the electromagnetic field
0 = E*VaVap 4+ Vo' Vap = Vo k' Vg 4+ E*VaVap = Vo (B2 V), (44)

total and potential energies of the worldline can only shift by a constant under symmetry-
preserving gauge transformations. Accordingly, the complete massive particle surfaces foliations
are invariant up to a constant shift of the defining parameter.

Worldline stability. As mentioned above, sets of fundamental photon surfaces form man-
ifold foliation parametrized by values of the impact parameter. Similarly, in the massive case,

a set of massive particle surfaces with different energies also forms some spacetime foliation.
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This foliation can be used, in particular, to obtain a very simple and physically intuitive con-
dition for the stability of worldlines on a surface based on equivalent definition (4i)%. Consider
a particle with a fixed mass m, charge ¢, total energy &, = &, + &,, and some four-velocity v,
which is weakly perturbed from the worldline on the massive particle surface Sg. The equation

of motion projected onto the normal direction is
0= n5vavavﬁ — qngFﬁAv)‘ = vV, — v%ﬁvang — qngFﬂ,\v’\ = (45)
= —0, 0PNV ang + v°Vav, — 20 x0s — qnaF’ v} + O(v?),
where v* = v +n“v, is a decomposition of the vector onto the normal direction and tangent to
the hypersurface. Since the worldline represents a small deviation from the worldlines from the

surface Sg, we consider v,, is small. The quantity v*V v, represents the normal acceleration

along the worldline
0V oy = V20 X ap + qnsFP \v) + 0,00V ong + O(02) = ay, (46)
where we have introduced the quantity a,,
Un = Xapv2v? 4+ qnP Fg\v} 4+ 0,00V ong. (47)

In the limit of the worldlines lying on the surface Sg (i.e., & = &, v, = 0), the normal
acceleration is zero a, = 0. Substituting the second fundamental form of a massive particle
surface with energy £ and an arbitrary vector v*, we get

_ Xz
n—2

an, (—m2 — (nav‘)‘)2 + (mSTUk/Ek)Q) - (qSﬂk/Sk)n”Fp,\v’\ + anF/B,\v’\ —l—vnvfnavanﬁ, (48)

where Sﬂk = Euk + k1 (nyv®) is the kinetic energy of the tangential motion. The change of the

normal acceleration along the worldline is described by v*V ,a,:

Vot = T (i — () 4+ (D69 (19
X o)V, (100%) + T (L 6

n —

+ (1 - Silk/é’k)qvv (n?F0*) — qVU(Sﬂk/Ek)onp)\v)‘ + Vo (0,02 n*V ong),

3 The stability of worldlines can also be investigated by the method proposed in [31}, [54] without using the
foliation of massive particle surfaces with different energies, but the hypersurfaces flow of the same energy
and the equivalent definition (iii). However, in this case the stability condition will explicitly depend on the

choice of the worldline tangent vector.
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where V, = v*V,. Here, we consider £ (and &) is a function of the coordinates, since each
hypersurface in the foliation has own value, while &, is a constant energy of the particle with
four-velocity v®, so

V(€L JE) = =7V ,E = 0,67 V,E, (50)

where we used the constancy of € on the surface and omit higher corrections in v,, and 1—5& /Ek.

Keeping terms which are only linear in v,, and 1 — Sﬂk /Ek, we get

2m2y,
vvan — (Vuan)lsg = _Ungk_l ( :l_XQ — qnp ) V £ (51)
H m’ A
(1 - & k/&) (_n X + gn’F, v ) + vaa(vnvfnavang).

Eq. allows to analyze the stability of the worldline. In practice, one can often find that
n*Vang = 0 [31], and quantities y, and n”F,\v* are constant on the hypersurface. The term
nfF p)\T describes a non-central magnetic field, which is not plausible in the spacetimes with
massive particle surfaces, and we consider this term equal to zero. Using these facts and

decomposition ((19al), in practice we will use the following expression

2m2x,
Votn = aWol Vol Wy = ——o x2
/,’L p—

— qF&L/K2. (52)

For convex hypersurfaces (x, > 0), in the chargeless case, the constant W), is always negative.

This result has a number of advantages over the stability formulas from [31, 54]. First,
Eq. does not contain an arbitrary vector tangent the worldlines, i.e., it characterizes the
stability of all worldlines and consequently the massive particle surface by itself. In particular,
we can define analogs of antiphoton and photon surfaces [20]. Secondly, the use of this equation
does not require the calculation of any new quantities such as the Riemann tensor and so on,
except for the derivative of the previously determined surface energy. Furthermore, this result
has a demonstrative physical explanation. Let the foliation is parameterized by some parameter
r. According to Eq. , the total energy £ is a function of the foliation parameter: £ = £(r).
Consider that we analyze a metric, where one can separate the radial equation as 7* = R(r, L, ),
where L is a set of other integrals of motion (e.g., total angular momentum), which are also
fixed at each Sg. Then, £(r) corresponds to the maximum or minimum of R for some L placed
at r. Maximums corresponds to unstable orbits and minimums corresponds to stable orbits. If
the maximum merges with another minimum at some r, such worldlines represent marginally
stable orbits (such as innermost stable circular orbit — ISCO). In a physically meaningful

case, the maximum and the minimum meet each other at their highest or lowest values (see an
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example for Schwarzschild solution in Fig. . Otherwise, two curves R(E, Ly, r) and R(E, La, )
representing effective radial potentials for different L’s would intersect each other, which is not
a typical physical case. So, d€/dr = 0 distinguishes the marginally stable orbits, separating

stable and unstable orbits.

IV. STATIC EXAMPLES
Let the static four-dimensional spacetime has the following form of the metric tensor
ds® = —adt® + vd¢* + \dr® + Bd6?, (53)

where «, 8, A,y are functions of r, 6 and we choose a surface r = const. Then the second

fundamental form is

O, In(af37)
o oraudt® + 0,ydg* + 0,db? =Xo0=———F", 54
Xas = f (- vdd® +0,6d0%),  x=x 2 (54)
and we choose the Killing vector along the asymptotic time coordinate k%9, = 0; (i.e., kK = —«
and & represents the total energy of the particle). The Maxwell-related form F,s reads
A
Fopde®da® = —-= (9, Adt + 0, Aydd) dt,  F = F° O Ay (55)

NGy SV

A. Schwarzschild

The simplest example is the Schwarzschild black hole with mass M defined by the following

vacuum metric

—2M
& = —fdf* + fdr? (A6 + sin 0dg?),  f= (56)

r

with surfaces r = const and the Killing vector k40, = 0;. Indeed, spheres are umbilic with the

mean curvature

2f1/2
;= ) 57
X . (57)
The second fundamental form is diagonal. Substituting other necessary quantities
2 3M — 3M
=R e g K= R Foo, kA =0 (59)
r
in Eq. we find the following expression for the energy of massive particle surfaces
—2M)?

g2z = T =2 5
/m r(r—3M) (59)
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Innermost stable circular orbits (ISCO) defined from the condition d€/dr = 0 has the radius
risco = 6M with £2/m? = 8/9. Expression diverges at 7pn = 3M which corresponds to
the photon surface (see Ref. [19]).

Let us compare this result with the dynamical approach. The conserving total energy and

total angular momentum read

E=—4"ha=f4,  I2=r'[(3)7+ (sin0)’]. (60)
Substituting these into the equation 42 = —m?, we get the radial equation
—2M
i = R(E,Lyr) = € — —— (L +m™?). (61)

The conditions 7# = 0 and # = 0 (i.e., R = 0 and 0,R = 0) leads to the following integrals of
motion as a function of the sphere radius

(r —2M)? Mr?

2/ 2 _ 12 /m2 — '
£/m r(r—3M)’ /m r—3M

(62)

The condition that distinguishes ISCO, §?R = 0, approves the previous result rigco = 6M.
The angular momentum of ISCO orbits is L = 2/3mM =~ 3.46mM.

The squared total energy function (59)) and R(0, L,7) from Eq. for different L are given
in Fig. [I] Function —&£2/m? goes through maxima and minima of R(0, L, ) for certain values
of L. It is defined for r» > 3M, increasing in the region of unstable orbits 3M < r < 6M and
decreasing in the region of the stable orbits » > 6M. At r = 6M it has a maximum —8/9
corresponding to marginally stable orbits (namely, ISCO).

B. Newman-Unti-Tambourino

The solutions of vacuum general relativity with mass M and gravitomagnetic Newman-
Unti-Tambourino charge N (NUT) possess Killing vectors forming an algebra of a spherical
symmetry and time translations, though it is not evident from the form of the metric

r—2M)— N?

ds* = —f(dt + 2N cos 0d)? + f~tdr® 4 (r* + N?)(d6* + sin? 0d¢?), f= r( 1 N2

(63)
The algebra of the spherical symmetry can be exponentiated up to the group, if one endows
surfaces r = const with the topology of three-spheres $* [55], forcing the time to be compact.

This metric is not diagonal and does not fit ansatz (53)). However, one can check that the
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FIG. 1: The squared total energy and R(0, L, r) from Eq. as a function of r for different L

in Schwarzschild spacetime.

surface r = const is umbilic in the sector orthogonal to the Killing vector 0, i.e., 7'(01‘)(% = 0y,
T(az)@a = 0y — 2N cos 00,. The mixed components /faxang.) are not presented. Thus, one can
apply the master equation from Eq. . Performing the same steps as for the Schwarzschild

metric, we get

2r 1/2
Xr = r2 —f-NQf / ) (64&)
2r3 — M (N? + 3r?%)
_ 12

x=r (N1 2) (64b)

3 2 2 2

1+ 3Mr® + 3N r — MN
K =2f (VE 12 , (64c)

r(r(2M —r) + N?)?
(N2 +172) (r3 —3Mr? — 3N2r + MN?)’

The equation on the marginally stable orbits is a polynomial equation of degree six and cannot

E%/m? =

(64d)

be resolved explicitly. Function (64d)) is depicted in Fig. [2| for different values of N. Also, there

is a curve (risco, E1sco) parameterized by N found numerically.

C. Fisher-Janis-Newman-Winicour

The Fisher-Janis-Newman-Winicour solution (FJNW) is a Schwarzschild generalization with

a scalar charge ¥ [56]. The FINW metric reads

2M M
ds® = —f7dt* + f77dr* + f170r?(d6 +sin® 0d?),  f=1-"—r, 0= (65)
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FIG. 2: The squared total energy (64d)) as a function of r and squared energy corresponding to ISCO
for different N in NUT spacetime.

One can restore Schwarzschild solution with ¢ = 1. For 0 < ¢ < 1 the solution is singular at
r = 2M/o. Similarly, we consider surfaces r = const with a Killing vector 0;. The total energy

function of the massive particle surfaces is defined by

2MN\° ro— M(oc+1)
E/m*=(1- : 66
/m ( ra) ro— M(20 +1) (66)
Differentiating the expression for £2/m?, one will find two extrema at
3 1++b502—1
re =M EVT T (67)

g

where the sign + (—) stands for a minimum (maximum). At o = 1/4/5 the minimum and the
maximum merge and disappear (Fig. [3). The photon surface, defined by the divergence of the
expression in Eq. (66]), is placed at rp, = M (20 +1)/0 for 1/2 < ¢ < 1 [19]. Thus, we have

four cases:

1. 1/2 <o < 1. There is a photon surface at r,, = M (20 + 1)/0 and ISCO at rigco = 7+.

Surfaces rpn < 7 < rigeo are unstable and rgco < r are stable.

2. 1/4/5 < o < 1/2. There are no photon surfaces and two marginally stable orbits .. exist.
Stable orbits are placed at 2M /o < r < r_ and r; < r and unstable orbits are placed at

ro<r<ry.

3. 0 < ¢ = 1/4/5. There are no photon surfaces, and a degenerate marginally stable orbit
at 7 = M(3 4 /5), and for other 2Mv/5 < r orbits are stable.
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FIG. 3: The total energy as a function of r for different ¢ in FJINW spacetime.

4. 0<o0 <1/ V5. There are no photon surfaces and marginally stable orbits. All orbits
2M /o < r are stable.

D. EMD dyons with stable photon spheres

Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton (EMD) dyons with mass M, NUT N, scalar charge D and electric
and magnetic charges ) and P where revisited in Ref. [57], where one can find the full definition
of the solution. The scalar charge D is constrained by a cubic equation for regular solutions.
Let us consider neutral massive particles placed at the surface r = const with a total energy
defined with respect to the Killing vector d;. In Ref. [57] stable photon surfaces are found for
some special classes of the naked singularities of the theory. Stable photon surfaces indicates
that the solution is unstable. We will analyze these solution in order to trace the behavior of
the massive particle surfaces in spacetimes with stable photon surfaces. For example, we will

consider solutions with the following charges
N/M =0, Q/M = —1.5cose ~ —1.5, P/M = 1.5sine ~ 1.5¢ (68)

with some small € = 0.0998, 0.11, 0.125 (Fig. |4)). For the first two values e = 0.0998, 0.11 we

have a similar structure (orange and blue curves). Namely, we have 2 unstable photon surfaces

(let us denote them as 7“:}? with 7' < /i) and one stable in-between (let it be r5,). Also,

1,2

min

1

there are two marginally stable obits r 11 such that ;" < r,;, <1}, and r;“ﬁl < r2. . In the

min*

region 7y, <1 < r;ﬁl there are no massive particle surfaces at all. In the third case e = 0.125
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FIG. 4: The total energy as a function of r in EMD dyon without NUT N = 0 for different values
of e: (orange) 0.0998, (blue) 0.11, and (yellow) 0.125.

(yellow curve), two photon orbits (o rljhu disappear, and one more marginally stable orbit 7.y
appears, corresponding to the maximum of the yellow curve. It is notable that near the stable
photon surface 77, the energy of the surface runs from its minimal value to +oo in a very
narrow interval of r, populating this region with stable surfaces with all possible energies. For
the smaller values of ¢, the solution provides itself with an event horizon, covering the stable

S
photon surface 7).

E. Reissner-Nordstrom dyon

The dyonic Reissner-Nordstrom solution with mass m, electric charge () and magnetic charge

P reads

A 2
ds* = —Sdi* + %er Fr2(d? +sin?0dg?), A =r(r—2M)+Q*+ P, (69)
T
Ay dat = %dt + Pcosfde. (70)

Applying Eq. , the solution for &£ reads
qQ N (qQ/m) (Mr — P? — Q%) £2A\/A — Mr + P2+ Q2 + (¢Q/2m)?

E = — 71
i/m o 27‘(T2—3MT+2P2+2Q2) ( )
The photon sphere is placed at the root of the denominator [19]
1
o= (3M +OMZ — 8(Q2 + P2)) . (72)
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FIG. 5: The position of the marginally stable orbits as a function of ¢@Q/mM for different values of

V(Q? 4+ P?)/M? in Reissner-Nordstrom spacetime.

The marginally stable orbits determined from the condition d€, /dr = 0 are depicted in Fig. .
The structure of the corresponding curves differs for subextremal and superextremal cases. In
the degenerate case, the curve is tangent to the vertical line, and d*€ /dr? = 0. The region in the
upper left corner is the region of the stable coordinates. The left upper corner is characterized
by the absence of the stability. Thus, the charges corresponding to these values cannot be
stable at any distance from the center of the solution. The straight line at ¢@Q/mM = 1 with
M? = P? + )* corresponds to the Bogomol'nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield (BPS) solutions [58, 59],
which are known to satisfy the no-force condition. In this case, the test particle and the central

object do not interact with each other, and the energy of the surfaces are the same for any radius

r. The curve /(P2 + Q2)/M? = 0 is not a straight horizontal line, because it is understood as

a limit () — 0 with a finite value of ¢q@Q.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

We proposed a generalization of the photon surfaces introduced by Claudel, Virbhadra, and
Ellis to the case of massive charged particles. An important new feature of the massive case is
that the conformal non-invariance of the corresponding worldlines makes it necessary to restrict
particles with fixed energy, assuming the existence of the corresponding Killing symmetry. With
this in mind, we define new surfaces of massive particles as timelike hypersurfaces such that
any worldline of a particle with mass m, electric charge ¢, and total energy &£, initially touching
the surface, will remain tangent to it forever.

We have established the key theorem [3.1], which is a complete analog of theorem 2.2 obtained
in Ref. [19] for photon surfaces. The most important point of the theorem is the statement
(74i) which describes the pure geometry of a massive particle surface without references to the
worldline dynamic equations and it represents a modification of the totally umbilic condition
for photon surfaces. Such equivalent definition of massive particle surfaces is an effective way to
analyze their geometry for non-integrable dynamical systems and to study general theoretical
problems such as the possibility of constructing Penrose inequalities for massive particle sur-
faces spatial sections and uniqueness theorems for asymptotically flat spacetimes with massive
particle surfaces.

Furthermore, we have established that statement (7i7) is nothing else than the condition of
hypersurface partial umbilicity, i.e., exactly the same property that defines the fundamental
photon surfaces in stationary spacetimes. The only difference between these cases is that
instead of an impact parameter, the geometry of massive particle surfaces is determined by
energy, and the presence of an electromagnetic field imposes additional conditions on the mixed
components of the second fundamental form. In addition, massive particle surfaces usually have
no boundaries. The similarity between fundamental photon and massive particle surfaces also
lies in the fact that, just as the former form photon regions, the latter also form foliations of a
spacetime locally parameterized by energy values.

We have derived a master equation governing the energy of the surface. In the case of
neutral particles, the energy of the surface depends on the Killing vector projection and the
mean curvature of the surface in directions orthogonal to the Killing vector. For charged
particles, the energy of the surface also includes the force of the electric field acting on the
particle and the potential energy of the particle. We have found that photon surfaces can be

also massive particle surfaces for repelling charges.
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The condition of the stability of worldlines lying on the massive particle surface was derived.
In practice, it appeals to differentiation of the surface energy along the flow of the massive
particle surfaces and does not depend on the velocities of individual particles lying in them in
practice. In particular, an extremum of the energy corresponds to marginally stable orbits.

We have considered a number of examples of well-known electrovacuum and FEinstein-
Maxwell-dilaton solutions, demonstrating the application of the the developed instrument. It
was shown to be helpful for finding marginally stable orbits, regions of stable or unstable spher-
ical orbits, stable and unstable photon surfaces, and solutions satisfying the no-force condition.

We hope that massive particle surfaces, their geometric definition, and possible generaliza-
tions to the case of spacetimes with Kerr-type rotation will be useful in a variety of theoretical
applications. In particular, we expect that it will be possible to obtain Penrose inequalities,
uniqueness theorems, as well as to establish connections with explicit and hidden symmetries
of spacetimes, integrability, and mechanisms for the formation of shadows created by scattering

of massive charged particles.
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Appendix A: Case k2 =0

In case k? = 0 (but % # 0), we can introduce the following decomposition
V= ELk® + ERY + U, Fou® = Rou® =0, KkoR® = —1, RoR* =0, (A1)

Ern = (m* 4+ u?)/(2&). (A2)

u? — 25~k€k = —m?, —Raq V%
The orthogonal complement can again contain only spacelike vectors 2€,E, > m? and in par-
ticular again &, & # 0.
The second fundamental form can be decomposed into
Xop = Qi yKakp + QO Kakp) + a__Fafs + KaBs) + Fabs) + Nas + (0/E) Fap, (A3)

/ia)\aﬂ = /%a)\oz,@’ = 0; Kaﬂoc = ~O[/Boz = O,
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where the last term in y,s was introduced to compensate the right hand side in Eq. ,

giving the following condition
a++5,§ + 2a+_5k5~k + oz__g,g — 2& Bau® — 2&1.Bou® + )\aﬁuo‘uﬂ =0. (A4)

It should hold for any &, and u® satisfying the norm. From the u®parity analysis, it splits into

two parts

Exfati® + EpPou® =0, (A5)

oy EF + 20 _E&r + a__g,f + /\aﬂuauﬂ =0
Let us substitute & explicitly and perform a scaling transformation u® — ku®:

262 Bau” + (m? + E*u?)Bou® = 0, (A6a)
(m2 + ]{32U2)2

a &+ (m? + EPuP)ay 4+ a 182
k

+ E Agpuu’ = 0. (A6b)

Definitely, we can just take certain values of £k and then add and subtract equations with
different k. Instead, we will differentiate the equation with respect to k2. Differentiating Eq.
(A6al), we come to the conclusion that two terms are equal to zero separately Sou® = Bou® = 0,
and since u® is arbitrary, each co-vector is zero: (8, = Ba = 0. Twice differentiating Eq.
leads to a—_ = 0. And differentiation of Eq. once gives

oy + Aggu®u® = 0. (AT)

Similarly to the analysis for k* # 0, we find the tensor Aoy = —ay—(hag + K(afig)). Substituting
this back into Eq. (A6a]) we get oy, = —a;_m?/EE. Collecting all terms together gives the
final expression for the second fundamental form

m2

XaB = —Qi4_ (haﬂ + ?’fa/ﬂ?) + (q/é’k)faﬂ. (A8>
k

After the redefinition of oy _, one will arrive to the same expression as for x? # 0.
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