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Stable light rings, which are associated with spacetime instabilities, are known to exist in four-dimensional
stationary axisymmetric spacetimes that solve the Einstein–Maxwell equations (so-called electrovacuum
solutions, with Faraday tensor Fµν , 0); however, they are not permitted in pure vacuum (Fµν = 0). In
this work, we extend this result to spacetimes with a non-zero cosmological constant Λ. In particular, we
demonstrate that stable light rings are permitted in Λ-electrovacuum (Fµν , 0, Λ , 0), but ruled out in
Λ-vacuum (Fµν = 0, Λ , 0).
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I. INTRODUCTION

In general relativity, black holes and other ultra-compact
objects can cause spacetime to distort in such a way that pho-
tons are forced to follow orbits. Around a rotating Kerr black
hole, for example, there are two circular photon orbits – or
light rings – that lie in the equatorial plane. Between the inner
(prograde) and outer (retrograde) light rings, the Kerr solution
admits a family of spherical, i.e., constant-radius, photon or-
bits that are not confined to the equatorial plane, exhibiting
rich latitudinal motion [1].

For the Kerr black hole, and in many other scenarios, the
photon orbits are unstable: small perturbations can cause the
photon to either cross the black hole’s event horizon or es-
cape to future null infinity. These unstable photon orbits play
an important physical role, particularly in strong-field gravi-
tational lensing [2]. Around black holes, for example, the un-
stable photon orbits determine the shape and size of the black
hole shadow [3].

Stable photon orbits are also known to exist in certain con-
texts, e.g. within the inner horizons of Kerr–Newman black
holes and around naked singularities [4–8], around pairs of
charged black holes in the Majumdar–Papapetrou spacetime
[9, 10], and in the spacetimes of horizonless ultra-compact
objects [11–14].

Stable photon orbits are associated with dynamical insta-
bilities in spacetime: it is possible for an arbitrary number of
photons to pile up at a stable light ring, which would lead to
a back-reaction on the spacetime [11, 15]. Indeed, in recent
work, Cunha et al. [16] performed fully non-linear evolutions
of ultra-compact boson stars, confirming that stable light rings
trigger spacetime instabilities. Moreover, stable photon orbits
are associated with slow (logarithmic) decay of perturbations
[17], a modified late-time gravitational-wave ringdown [18],
and distinctive signatures in gravitational lensing by black
holes and ultra-compact objects [10, 12, 19].
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In Ref. [9], it was demonstrated that generic stable light
rings are permitted in four-dimensional stationary axisymmet-
ric spacetimes that solve the Einstein–Maxwell equations of
gravity and electromagnetism (so-called electrovacuum solu-
tions, with Faraday two-form Fµν , 0); however, it was shown
that they are not permitted in pure vacuum (Fµν = 0).

It is natural to ask whether the presence of other (effec-
tive) stress–energy sources can be introduced to forbid stable
light rings. In this work, we consider whether the inclusion
of a non-zero cosmological constant in the Einstein–Maxwell
equations is enough to prevent the existence of stable light
rings, and therefore spacetime instabilities.

This paper is organised as follows. Section II contains a
brief review of the existence and stability of equatorial circu-
lar photon orbits in the Reissner–Nordström–(anti-)de Sitter
spacetime. In Sec. III, we review four-dimensional solutions
to the Einstein–Maxwell equations with a cosmological con-
stant Λ, under the general assumptions of stationarity and ax-
isymmetry. In Sec. IV, we analyse light rings and their stabil-
ity: first, we introduce a Hamiltonian formalism to describe
null geodesics and therefore light rings (Sec. IV A); we then
employ a subset of the Einstein–Maxwell field equations to
classify the stability of light rings (Sec. IV B). Our main re-
sult is a generalisation of the key conclusion of Ref. [9]: we
demonstrate that generic stable light rings are permitted in sit-
uations with Fµν , 0 and Λ , 0; however, they are ruled out
when Fµν = 0 and Λ , 0. We conclude with a discussion of
possible extensions to this work in Sec. V.

II. CIRCULAR PHOTON ORBITS IN
REISSNER–NORDSTRÖM–(ANTI-)DE SITTER

SPACETIMES

In this section, we review the existence and stability of
equatorial circular photon orbits (ECPOs) in the Reissner–
Nordström–(anti-)de Sitter [RN(a)dS] family of spacetimes.

The RN(a)dS geometry is a static, spherically symmetric
solution to the Einstein–Maxwell equations with a non-zero
cosmological constant Λ. It describes a Reissner–Nordström
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(RN) black hole or naked singularity of mass M and charge
Q, embedded in an asymptotically de Sitter (dS) spacetime
for Λ > 0, or an asymptotically anti-de Sitter (adS) spacetime
for Λ < 0.

In Schwarzschild coordinates {t, r, θ, ϕ}, the metric is given
by

ds2 = −W(r) dt2 +
dr2

W(r)
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2), (1)

with

W(r) = 1 − 2M
r
+

Q2

r2 −
Λ

3
r2, (2)

and the only non-zero component of the electromagnetic four-
potential Aµ in the standard gauge is At = Q/r.

The horizons of the RN(a)dS spacetime correspond to the
roots of W(r). These can be found by considering the discrim-
inant of the polynomial obtained by recasting W(r) in terms of
the coordinate u = M/r, and multiplying through by u2. This
discriminant turns out to be D(q2, ℓ) = −16ℓB(q2, ℓ), where
we have introduced the quantity

B(q2, ℓ) = 16ℓ2q6 + 8ℓq4 − 36ℓq2 + q2 + 27ℓ − 1. (3)

Here, we have defined the rescaled parameters q = Q/M and
ℓ = ΛM2/3.

In Fig. 1, the solid black contour in the (q2, ℓ)-plane has
equation B(q2, ℓ) = 0; this separates RN(a)dS black holes (re-
gion I) from naked singularities (regions II–IV). The curve
ℓ = 0, which corresponds to the asymptotically flat case, is
shown as a dotted horizontal line; this separates solutions that
are asymptotically dS (ℓ > 0) from those that are asymptoti-
cally adS (ℓ < 0).

The equations governing geodesic motion on the RN(a)dS
spacetime are separable. Consider an equatorial (θ = π/2) ray
with conserved non-zero energy E = −pt. (Here, pµ denotes
the four-momentum of the photon.) The radial null geodesic
equation can be written in the form ṙ2 = E2R(u), where an
overdot denotes differentiation with respect to the affine pa-
rameter, and

R(u) = 1 − b2(q2u4 − 2u3 + u2 − ℓ). (4)

Here, b = −pϕ/Mpt is the impact parameter of the ray.
ECPOs of the RN(a)dS spacetime satisfy ṙ = 0 = r̈, i.e.,

R(u) = 0 = R′(u). An orbit is stable if R′′(u) < 0. Thus, the
problem of classifying the ECPOs of the RN(a)dS spacetime
reduces to that of classifying the repeated roots of the quartic
(4).

We seek values of the impact parameter b that correspond
to repeated roots of the polynomial R(u); these can be found
by setting ∆u(R) = 0 and solving for b, where ∆u denotes the
discriminant with respect to u. Phase boundaries in the (q2, ℓ)-
plane can then be obtained by looking at the discriminant of
∆u(R) with respect to b. Remarkably, this factorises as

∆b

(
∆u(R)

16b6(b2ℓ + 1)

)
= 256q6(8q2 − 9)6B(q2, ℓ), (5)
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FIG. 1. Phase diagram for ECPOs of the RN(a)dS spacetime in
the (q2, ℓ)-plane, where q = Q/M is the rescaled charge parameter
and ℓ = ΛM2/3 is the rescaled cosmological constant. The dot-
ted horizontal line is ℓ = 0, corresponding to the asymptotically
flat RN spacetime; this separates the asymptotically dS (ℓ > 0) and
asymptotically adS (ℓ < 0) families. The solid contour has equation
B(q2, ℓ) = 16ℓ2q6 + 8ℓq4 − 36ℓq2 + q2 + 27ℓ − 1 = 0. Intriguingly,
this curve separates black holes (region I) from naked singularities
(regions II–IV), and is an ECPO phase boundary. The dashed verti-
cal lines are the phase boundaries q2 = 0 and q2 = 9/8. In region I,
there is one unstable ECPO. In region III, there are two ECPOs; the
innermost is stable. There are no ECPOs in region II or IV.

where, intriguingly, B(q2, ℓ) is the quantity introduced in
Eq. (3), whose sign determines whether the RN(a)dS solution
describes a black hole or a naked singularity.

Phase boundaries in the (q2, ℓ)-plane are given by setting
the right-hand side of Eq. (5) to zero, which occurs when q2 =

0, q2 = 9/8, or B(q2, ℓ) = 0. These phase boundaries intersect
at the points (q2, ℓ) = (0, 1/27) and (q2, ℓ) = (9/8, 2/27).

Figure 1 shows the phase diagram for ECPOs of the
RN(a)dS family of spacetimes in the (q2, ℓ)-plane. As de-
scribed above, region I corresponds to black holes, and re-
gions II–IV correspond to naked singularities. In region I,
there is one unstable ECPO; there are no ECPOs in region II
or IV; region III admits a pair of ECPOs, the innermost of
which is stable.

A more comprehensive study of null geodesic motion in
the RN(a)dS spacetime is presented by Stuchlı́k and Hledı́k in
Ref. [20]. ECPOs in the more general Kerr–Newman–(a)dS
[KN(a)dS] spacetimes, which include the RN(a)dS geometry
as a special case, are studied in more detail in Ref. [21]. For a
discussion of the extremal KNadS case, see Ref. [22].
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III. STATIONARY AXISYMMETRIC SPACETIMES AND
EINSTEIN–MAXWELL FIELD EQUATIONS

General relativity with a cosmological constant and an elec-
tromagnetic field is described by the action

S =
1

16π

∫
(R − 2Λ − FµνFµν)

√−g d4x. (6)

Here, g is the determinant of the spacetime metric gµν; R is
the Ricci curvature scalar, which is the trace of the Ricci ten-
sor Rµν; Λ is the cosmological constant; and Fµν is the Fara-
day tensor that describes the Maxwell electromagnetic field.
The Faraday tensor can be expressed in terms of an electro-
magnetic one-form potential Aµ as Fµν = ∇µAν − ∇νAµ =

∂µAν − ∂νAµ, where ∇µ is the covariant derivative and ∂µ the
standard partial derivative with respect to the spacetime coor-
dinates xµ.

Extremising the action (6) with respect to gµν yields the Ein-
stein field equations

Gµν + Λgµν = 8πTµν, (7)

where Gµν = Rµν − 1
2 R gµν is the Einstein tensor, and

Tµν =
1

4π

(
FµαF α

ν −
1
4

gµνFαβFαβ

)
(8)

is the electromagnetic stress–energy tensor. Similarly, extrem-
ising the action (6) with respect to Aµ yields the source-free
(Jµ = 0) Maxwell equations

∇µFµν = 0. (9)

Together, Eqs. (7) and (9) are referred to as the Einstein–
Maxwell equations.

We note that the cosmological term Λgµν that appears on
the left-hand side of Eq. (7) can be taken to the right-hand
side and absorbed into the definition of the stress–energy ten-
sor. The cosmological constant can therefore be viewed as
a stress–energy source, with effective stress–energy tensor
T̂Λµν = − Λ8πgµν.

Let us restrict our attention to four-dimensional station-
ary axisymmetric gravitational and electromagnetic fields. In
such contexts, the line element can be generically expressed
in Weyl–Lewis–Papapetrou coordinates {t, ρ, z, ϕ} as

ds2 = gµν dxµdxν

= −U (dt − ω dϕ)2 +
1
U

[
e2γ(dρ2 + dz2) + B2dϕ2

]
,

(10)

and the electromagnetic four-potential as

A = Aµ dxµ = At dt + Aϕ dϕ. (11)

Here, all of the metric components gµν and electromagnetic
potentials Aµ are functions of ρ and z only. The spacetime
(10) admits a pair of Killing vectors ∂t and ∂ϕ, which encode
the stationary and axial symmetries, respectively.

In this work, we introduce the following nomenclature (all
in the absence of electromagnetic sources, i.e., Jµ = 0): pure
vacuum (or, simply, vacuum) describes scenarios with Fµν = 0
and Λ = 0; electrovacuum is used for Fµν , 0 and Λ = 0; Λ-
vacuum describes spacetimes with Fµν = 0 and Λ , 0; and
Λ-electrovacuum spacetimes have Fµν , 0 and Λ , 0.

When Λ , 0, the metric component gϕϕ, which features
the function B, is more general than the familiar form it takes
in (electro)vacuum, where one can set B = ρ without loss
of generality. This is discussed in more detail below. In Λ-
electrovacuum, we take B to be non-negative by convention.
Furthermore, we note that the line element (10) is appropriate
for four-dimensional stationary axisymmetric solutions with a
cosmological constant and an electromagnetic field; however,
a more general form may be required when considering arbi-
trary matter sources [23].

Astorino [23] presents a formulation of the Einstein–
Maxwell equations (7) and (9) for stationary axisymmetric
potentials and spacetimes with a cosmological constant. For
our purposes, the relevant Einstein field equations, expressed
in terms of the functions {U, ω, γ, B, At, Aϕ}, are

0 = Ue−2γ
∇

2B + 2ΛB, (12)

0 = ∇ ·
(

U2

B
∇ω

)
+

4U
B

[
ω (∇At)2 − ∇At · ∇Aϕ

]
, (13)

0 =
U4

B
(∇ω)2 + U∇ · (B∇U) − U2

∇
2B − B (∇U)2

− 2U3

B

[
ω2 (∇At)2 + (∇Aϕ)2

]
+

4U3ω

B
∇At · ∇Aϕ − 2BU (∇At)2 .

(14)

Here, ∇ = (∂ρ, ∂z) is the standard two-gradient operator on
the embedded space with metric dσ2 = dρ2 + dz2, where ρ
and z are to be thought of as Cartesian coordinates. In partic-
ular, ∇ψ = (∂ρψ, ∂zψ) and ∇2ψ = ∂2

ρψ + ∂
2
zψ for an arbitrary

scalar function ψ = ψ(ρ, z), and ∇ · v = ∂ρ3ρ + ∂z3z for an
arbitrary vector field v = (3ρ(ρ, z), 3z(ρ, z)). We note that this
differs from the standard notation used by Ernst [24, 25] and
other authors (e.g. [9]), who use a cylindrical gradient oper-
ator. In the Appendix, we describe how to map between the
field equations presented here and those of Ernst [25].

In (electro)vacuum, whereΛ = 0, the field equation (12) re-
duces to ∇2B = 0, so B must be a harmonic function. One can
always choose a system of harmonic coordinates {ρ̄, z̄} such
that B = ρ̄. In harmonic coordinates, the line element (10)
reduces to the more familiar Weyl line element, and the field
equations (13) and (14) reduce to the (electro)vacuum Ernst
equations [24, 25].

However, whenΛ , 0, B satisfies the Helmholtz-type equa-
tion (12), and it is not possible to set B = ρ without loss
of generality. This demonstrates the importance of keeping
the function B in the line element (10) in situations with a
non-zero cosmological constant. The Λ-vacuum case is dis-
cussed in more detail by Suvorov and Melatos [26] as part of
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a more general treatment of stationary axisymmetric fields in
f (R) gravity. The field equations presented here with Aµ = 0
are equivalent to those of Ref. [26] with f (R) = R − 2Λ, i.e.,
general relativity with a cosmological constant but no stress–
energy sources; see the Appendix for details.

IV. LIGHT RINGS AND THEIR STABILITY

A. Hamiltonian formalism for null geodesics

The geodesics xµ(λ) of the spacetime (10) are the inte-
gral curves of Hamilton’s equations with Hamiltonian func-
tion H = 1

2 gµνpµpν, where pµ = gµν ẋν are the canonical mo-
menta, and an overdot denotes differentiation with respect to
the affine parameter λ.

The Hamiltonian H and the momenta pt and pϕ are con-
served along geodesics, with H = 0 for null rays. (These con-
stants of motion correspond, respectively, to the trivial rank-
two Killing tensor gµν, and the Killing vectors ∂t and ∂ϕ of the
spacetime.) Moreover, in the null case, one may set pt = −1
without loss of generality by availing the affine-rescaling free-
dom (λ 7→ aλ, a ∈ R).

Null geodesics are invariant under conformal transforma-
tions of the metric tensor. Applying the transformation gµν 7→
Ue−2γgµν, we may recast the Hamiltonian in canonical form
as

H =
1
2

(p2
ρ + p2

z ) + V, (15)

V = − e2γ

2B2

[(
B2

U2 − ω2
)
+ 2ωpϕ − p2

ϕ

]
. (16)

Following the approach laid out in Ref. [9], we introduce a
pair of effective potentials

h±(ρ, z) =
B
U
± ω, (17)

which are independent of the parameter pϕ. This permits us
to factorise the geodesic potential (16) as

V = − e2γ

2B2 (h+ − pϕ)(h− + pϕ). (18)

In the static case, ω = 0 and we write h = h±. In electrovac-
uum (Λ = 0), we have B = ρ, and the Hamiltonian (15) and
effective potentials (17) reduce to those presented in Ref. [9].

B. Classification of light rings

Light rings are circular null geodesics of constant ρ and z,
i.e., they satisfy V = 0 and ∇V = 0. These existence condi-
tions for light rings can be expressed in terms of the effective
potentials (17) as h± = ±pϕ and ∇h± = 0. In other words,
light rings are fixed points of h±.

The stability of light rings can be determined by consider-
ing the trace and determinant of H(h±), the Hessian matrix
of second-order partial derivatives. Stable light rings corre-
spond to minima of the geodesic potential (18), and therefore
maxima of h±: a light ring is stable if detH(h±) > 0 and
trH(h±) < 0.

Here, we demonstrate how the field equations (12)–(14)
may be used to classify light rings in stationary axisymmetric
spacetimes with an electromagnetic field and a cosmological
constant.

The first and second partial derivatives of the potentials (17)
with respect to ρ are given by

∂ρh± =
1
U
∂ρB − B

U2 ∂ρU ± ∂ρω, (19)

∂2
ρh
± =

1
U
∂2
ρB − 2

U2 (∂ρB)(∂ρU) +
2B
U3 (∂ρU)2

− B
U2 ∂

2
ρU ± ∂2

ρω.

(20)

The partial derivatives with respect to z can be found straight-
forwardly by symmetry. Using these expressions, we find

trH(h±) = ∂2
ρh
± + ∂2

z h±

=
1
U
∇

2B − 2
U2∇B · ∇U +

2B
U3 (∇U)2

− B
U2∇

2U ± ∇2ω.

(21)

Expanding and rearranging Eq. (14), we can express the
Laplacian of U as

∇
2U =

U
B
∇

2B +
1
U

(∇U)2 − 1
B
∇B · ∇U − U3

B
(∇ω)2

+
2U2

B2

[
ω2 (∇At)2 + (∇Aϕ)2

]
− 4U2ω

B2 ∇At · ∇Aϕ + 2 (∇At)2 .

(22)

Doing the same with Eq. (13) gives

∇
2ω =

1
B
∇B · ∇ω − 2

U
∇U · ∇ω

− 4
U

[
ω (∇At)2 − ∇At · ∇Aϕ

]
.

(23)

Now, we may use Eqs. (22) and (23) to replace terms in-
volving ∇2U and ∇2ω in Eq. (21). Upon simplification, we
find

trH(h±) =
B

U3 (∇U)2 − 1
U2∇B · ∇U +

U
B

(∇ω)2

±
(

1
B
∇B · ∇ω − 2

U
∇U · ∇ω

)
− 2

B
(h±∇At ∓ ∇Aϕ)2.

(24)

Intriguingly, terms involving ∇2B vanish from the right-hand
side of Eq. (24), so there is no need to avail the remaining field
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equation (12). As a result, we do not introduce the cosmolog-
ical constant Λ (or the function γ that appears in the metric)
into the expression for the trace of the Hessian. Moreover,
Eq. (24) now involves only first derivatives of the metric func-
tions U, ω and B, and the electromagnetic potentials At and
Aϕ.

As outlined above, light rings are stationary points of h±,
satisfying ∇h± = 0. Rearranging this equality, we see that

±∇ω = B
U2∇U − 1

U
∇B (25)

must hold at fixed points of h±. Squaring both sides of
Eq. (25), we see that the following must also hold:

(∇ω)2 =
B2

U4 (∇U)2 − 2B
U3∇B · ∇U +

1
U2 (∇B)2 . (26)

Using Eqs. (25) and (26) to replace terms involving ∇ω on
the right-hand side of Eq. (24), a remarkable cancellation oc-
curs and we are left with

trH(h±) = − 2
B

(h±∇At ∓ ∇Aϕ)2. (27)

When Λ = 0, i.e., in (electro)vacuum, one can set B = ρ,
and Eq. (27) reduces to the key result of Ref. [9]: in the ab-
sence of a cosmological constant, stable photon orbits cannot
be ruled out in electrovacuum scenarios where at least one of
∇At and ∇Aϕ is non-zero; however, they are forbidden in pure
vacuum.

In Λ-electrovacuum, if at least one of ∇At and ∇Aϕ is non-
zero, then trH(h±) < 0 by Eq. (27). Therefore, local min-
ima of h± are forbidden, but local maxima, which exist if
detH(h±) > 0, cannot be ruled out. Crucially, this shows
that a non-zero cosmological constant cannot be introduced to
forbid the existence of stable light rings in stationary axisym-
metric spacetimes with an electromagnetic field.

However, in Λ-vacuum, one can clearly see from the right-
hand side of Eq. (27) that trH(h±) vanishes at a light ring,
so detH(h±) = −

[
(∂2
ρh
±)2 + (∂ρ∂zh±)2

]
≤ 0. It follows that

extrema of h± and therefore stable light rings are forbidden,
as is the case in pure vacuum.

V. DISCUSSION

In this work, we have used a Hamiltonian formalism
(Sec. IV A) to describe light rings in four spacetime dimen-
sions under the general assumptions of stationarity and ax-
isymmetry. Using a subset of the Λ-electrovacuum field equa-
tions (Sec. III), we have classified the stability of light rings
by considering the fixed points of a pair of two-dimensional
effective potentials (Sec. IV B).

Our results show that generic stable light rings are forbid-
den in Λ-vacuum, but cannot be ruled out in Λ-electrovacuum
thanks to the form of Eq. (27). This extends the main con-
clusion of Ref. [9], in which it was demonstrated that stable

light rings are not permitted in pure vacuum but may arise in
electrovacuum.

Hence, we have demonstrated that the cosmological con-
stant cannot be introduced to the Einstein–Maxwell equations
to rescue us from the existence of stable light rings, and there-
fore spacetime instabilities, in four-dimensional stationary ax-
isymmetric contexts. Viewed from a different angle, our re-
sults show that the cosmological constant alone is not a mech-
anism for the existence of stable light rings, but the electro-
magnetic field can, in principle, give rise to such orbits.

A number of analyses have uncovered stable light rings
in a variety of other settings (e.g. around horizonless ultra-
compact objects [11–14]), which suggests that an electromag-
netic field is not a necessary requirement for the existence of
stable light rings. To generalise this work, it is natural to ask
which matter sources besides the electromagnetic field can,
in principle, give rise to stable light rings. This would involve
using the method presented in Secs. III and IV with more gen-
eral stress–energy terms in the action (6) and field equations
(7). We note that a more general line element than (10) may be
required when considering other matter fields. Changing the
form of the line element would consequently alter the Hamil-
tonian formalism presented in Sec. IV A.

Furthermore, one could use our approach to study the exis-
tence and stability of light rings in modified theories of grav-
ity. As a starting point, one might consider f (R) theories, in
which the term R − 2Λ in the integrand of the action (6) is
replaced by a general function of the Ricci scalar f (R). An
Ernst-like formulation of the field equations of f (R) grav-
ity is presented by Suvorov and Melatos [26] in the absence
of electromagnetic fields (Fµν = 0). Even in this relatively
simple case, the field equations are much less tractable than
Eqs. (12)–(14) of this work.

Recent analyses have been dedicated to the study of funda-
mental photon orbits [3, 27–29], which are generalisations of
the spherical photon orbits of Kerr spacetime [1] to stationary
axisymmetric spacetimes whose geodesic motion is not nec-
essarily integrable. Such orbits – both stable and unstable –
are studied in the context of Kerr–Newman–NUT–(a)dS black
holes in Ref. [30].

We caution that these more general fundamental photon or-
bits fall beyond the classification presented in Sec. IV, which
applies only to light rings. An alternative approach would
therefore be required to provide a more complete description
of null geodesic motion – covering both light rings and funda-
mental photon orbits – in four-dimensional stationary axisym-
metric spacetimes.
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APPENDIX: EINSTEIN–MAXWELL EQUATIONS

In Ref. [23], Astorino expresses the metric for a four-
dimensional stationary axisymmetricΛ-electrovacuum space-
time in the form ds2 = −αeΩ/2(dt − ω dϕ)2 + αe−Ω/2 dϕ2 +

α−1/2e2ν(dρ2+dz2); see also Ref. [31]. (We note that there is a
sign error in the coefficient of dt dϕ in Eq. (2.2) of Ref. [23].)
This can be mapped to our line element (10) via the following
transformation:

{
eΩ/2, ω, e2ν, α

}
7→

U
B
, ω,

e2γ
√

B
U

, B

 . (A.1)

Applying this transformation to Eqs. (2.5)–(2.10) of
Ref. [23] yields the Einstein–Maxwell equations for the space-
time (10) with electromagnetic potential (11). In particular,
Eqs. (12) and (13) of this work are equivalent to Eqs. (2.5)
and (2.6), respectively, of Ref. [23]. The third field equation
that we make use of – Eq. (14) – can be obtained by insert-
ing Eq. (2.6) into Eq. (2.7) of Ref. [23], and using the identity
∇Ω = e−Ω∇eΩ. The remaining Einstein–Maxwell equations
presented in Ref. [23] are not required in this work.

In the absence of a cosmological constant, the field equa-
tions (12)–(14) reduce to the electrovacuum equations of Ernst
[25], used in Ref. [9]. This can be shown by setting Λ = 0
and B = ρ, and by transforming the gradient operator ∇ used
in this work to the one used by Ernst, which we denote by
∇̃. These derivative operators are related via ∇ψ = ∇̃ψ,
∇2ψ = ∇̃

2
ψ − 1

ρ
∂ρψ, ∇ · v = ∇̃ · v − 1

ρ
3ρ, where ψ(ρ, z) is

an arbitrary scalar field, and v = (3ρ(ρ, z), 3z(ρ, z)) an arbitrary
vector field. (We note also that the function U that appears
throughout this work is denoted by f in Ernst’s work [24, 25].)

InΛ-vacuum, we may contrast the field equations (12)–(14)
with those of Suvorov and Melatos [26], who present an Ernst
formulation of the field equations in f (R) gravity with no mat-
ter fields. General relativity with a cosmological constant is
recovered when f (R) = R− 2Λ. With At = 0 = Aϕ, Eqs. (12)–
(14) are equivalent to Eq. (13) and the real and imaginary parts
of Eq. (18) with f (R) = R − 2Λ in Ref. [26]. As outlined
in Sec. V, extending this analysis to f (R) theories (or other
modified theories) of gravity would be a natural step towards
providing a more complete description of the existence and
stability of light rings in stationary axisymmetric gravitational
fields.
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