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This paper investigates the motion of a rotating test body in the Schwarzschild space-time. After
reduction, this problem reduces to an analysis of a three-degree-of-freedom Hamiltonian system
whose desired trajectories lie on the invariant manifold described by the Tulczyjew condition. An
analysis is made of the fixed points of this system which describe the motion of the test body in a
circle. New circular orbits are found for which the orbital angular momentum is not parallel to the
angular momentum of the test body. Using a Poincaré map, bifurcations of periodic solutions are
analyzed.
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VI. Conclusion 19

Acknowledgments 21

References 21

I. INTRODUCTION

In general relativity theory, the angular momentum of
a test body can have a considerable influence on its tra-
jectory. The method of multipole expansion allows one
to obtain a closed finite-dimensional system for the mo-
tion of this body. In the first order (pole) the trajectory
of the body is a geodesic. In the next order (pole-dipole)
the motion of the body is described by the Mathisson –
Papapetrou equations [1, 2]. These equations govern the
evolution of the linear momentum pα and the angular
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momentum Sαβ of the body, but not the evolution of ve-
locity uα. In order to eliminate this ambiguity, we will
use the Tulczyjew condition [3].

This paper examines in detail the Mathisson –
Papapetrou equations and presents a brief derivation of
these equations that is based on the approach suggested
in Refs. [4, 5]. Also, a discussion is given of pole-dipole
approximation in the Newtonian case in order to em-
phasize some analogy with the Mathisson –Papapetrou
equations. This paper does not discuss the linearization
of the Mathisson –Papapetrou equations (see, e.g., [6]) in
the components of the angular momentum Sαβ .

The Mathisson –Papapetrou equations reduce to in-
vestigating a Hamiltonian system with six degrees of
freedom. For the Schwarzschild space-time this sys-
tem admits an energy integral. In addition to it, the
Mathisson –Papapetrou equations admit three additional
integrals between which the Poisson bracket forms the al-
gebra so(3). On the zero level set of these integrals the
Mathisson –Papapetrou equations admit a reduction by
four degrees of freedom and are integrable by quadra-
tures. To show this, one also needs to take into account
the invariant manifold that follows from the Tulczyjew
condition. Previously, this simple integrable case was
apparently not found.

In the general case, reduction by three degrees of free-
dom is possible and the problem reduces to an analy-
sis of a two-dimensional Poincaré map. Previously, this
Poincaré map was investigated in Ref. [7, 8]. There
it was shown that in the general case the Mathisson –
Papapetrou equations are nonintegrable by quadratures
since in the Poincaré map one can clearly see chaotic tra-
jectories for which the leading Lyapunov exponent has
positive values. In Ref. [9] it is shown that resonances
and chaos can be found for astrophysical values of the
angular momentum of the test body.

This paper presents an explicit reduction after
which the Mathisson –Papapetrou equations in the
Schwarzschild space-time reduce to a system with three
degrees of freedom. The required trajectories of this sys-
tem lie on the invariant manifold given by the Tulczyjew
condition. The fixed points of the reduced system de-
scribe the motion of the test body in a circle. Previously,
circular orbits in which the orbital angular momentum
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is parallel to the angular momentum of the body were
analyzed in Refs. [10–12]. In this paper we also find
other fixed points of the reduced system in which the or-
bital angular momentum is not parallel to the angular
momentum of the body. For values of the total angular
momentum of the test body that corresponds to neutron
stars or black holes these circular orbits turn out to be
unstable.

In addition, we numerically construct a Poincaré map.
In the map, as the energy of the body increases, one can
observe two pitchfork bifurcations that follow one after
the other: supercritical and subcritical. This gives rise to
five fixed points or five periodic solutions of the reduced
system in the Poincaré map. In addition, we construct
separatrices for the unstable fixed points of the Poincaré
map which intersect each other transversely. To numer-
ically construct the separatrices, we use the algorithm
suggested in Ref. [13].

We also note that the Poisson bracket for the reduced
system obtained is degenerate since it has two Casimir
functions. To search for fixed points and numerically in-
tegrate this system, it is more convenient not to introduce
canonical coordinates on a symplectic leaf since in these
redundant coordinates the reduced equations of motion
admit an algebraic form (i.e., they do not contain differ-
ent trigonometric functions). Previously, the use of such
redundant variables turned out to be useful in search-
ing for various special cases of an additional integral or
an invariant manifold in the equations of classical rigid
body dynamics [14]. The search for such cases for the
reduced system obtained in this paper remains an inter-
esting topic.

In this paper we choose a geometric system of units in
which the gravitational constant and the velocity of light
are equal to unity and the following notation is used. The
Latin indices of tensors range from 1 to 3, and the Greek
indices of tensors range from 0 to 3. Summation over re-
peating indices is implied. The signature of the metric is
(−,+,+,+). We denote the antisymmetric Levi-Civita
symbol by εαβµν for which we set ε0123 = 1. The covari-
ant derivative is denoted by ∇α and the curvature tensor
is defined by [∇α,∇β ]A

µ = Rµ
ναβA

ν .

II. THE MATHISSON—PAPAPETROU
EQUATIONS

A. Newtonian gravitation

Suppose that a body moves in a gravitational field with
a given potential φ(x1, x2, x3). Since the model of an ab-
solutely rigid body encounters contradictions in relativ-
ity theory, the body will be assumed to be a continuous
medium. We will neglect the influence of the body on
the gravitational field, i.e., we will consider a test body.

Let ρ(x1, x2, x3) denote the density of the body, and
vi(x1, x2, x3), its velocity distribution relative to the fixed
coordinate system Ox1x2x3 (see Fig. 1). The linear mo-

FIG. 1. A test body.

mentum is defined by

pi =

∫
ρvid

3x.

Inside the test body we single out point P with coordi-
nates yi and translational velocity ui. As a rule, point P
is chosen as the center of mass of the body, but at the
moment we will assume it to be arbitrary.
The angular momentum of the body relative to point

P can be defined using a skew-symmetric matrix whose
elements have the form

Sij =

∫
ρ
(
(xi − yi)vj − (xj − yj)vi

)
d3x.

We represent the equations governing the evolution of
the linear momentum and the angular momentum in the
following form [15]:

dpi
dt

= Fi,
dSij

dt
= piuj − pjui +Mij ,

Fi = −
∫
ρ
∂φ

∂xi
d3x,

Mij = −
∫
ρ

[
(xi − yi)

∂φ

∂xj
− (xj − yj)

∂φ

∂xi

]
d3x.

(1)

We assume that the body is in relative equilibrium
[16, 17], i.e., the pressure on its boundary vanishes.
Therefore, equations (1) contain no terms that are due
to surface forces. Also, the mass of the body remains
unchanged:

m =

∫
ρd3x = const. (2)

The pole-dipole (pole-dipole) approximation will imply
the following assumption.

Suppose that the potential φ(x1, x2, x3) in the re-
gion occupied by the body changes weakly so that
we can restrict ourselves to the decomposition of
force Fi and angular momentum Mi to order two
in a neighborhood of point P .

This gives

Fi = −m ∂φ

∂xi

∣∣∣∣
x=y

− dj
∂2φ

∂xj∂xi

∣∣∣∣
x=y

,

Mij = −di
∂φ

∂xj

∣∣∣∣
x=y

+ dj
∂φ

∂xi

∣∣∣∣
x=y

,
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where di is the dipole moment defined by

di =

∫
(xi − yi)ρd

3x.

Differentiating this relation with respect to time and tak-
ing into account condition (2), we obtain the following
equation:

d

dt
di = pi −mui.

This leads to an unclosed system of equations that gov-
erns the evolution of pi, Sij and di. This system remains
unclosed until point P is chosen. If we choose it as the
body’s center of mass

yi =
1

m

∫
xiρd

3x,

then di = 0 and ui =
pi
m
. As a result, Sij = const, and

the equations for the evolution of the linear momentum
and the coordinates of point P take the form

dpi
dt

= −m ∂φ

∂xi

∣∣∣∣
x=y

,
dyi
dt

=
pi
m
. (3)

Thus, in the Newtonian gravitation the problem reduces
to an analysis of system (3), which does not explicitly de-
pend on the dipole moment and the angular momentum.
As a result, the pole-dipole approximation is equivalent
to the polar approximation.

We point out two important properties of the pole-
dipole approximation. First, the function of density
ρ(x1, x2, x3) for which the mass and the dipole moment
are nonzero and the moments of higher order vanish can
be given using the Dirac delta-function

ρ(x1, x2, x3) =

(
m− di

∂

∂xi

)
δ(3)(xi − yi),

δ(3)(xi − yi) = δ(x1 − y1)δ(x2 − y2)δ(x3 − y3).

(4)

Second, the resulting equations (3) do not depend on
details of the internal structure of the body. The two
properties described above admit a generalization to rel-
ativistic theory.

B. Relativistic theory

In general relativity theory, space-time is considered as
a four-dimensional manifold M4. On this manifold, we
denote the local coordinates as (xα) = (x0, . . . , x3) and
represent the interval as

ds2 = gαβdx
αdxβ ,

where g = ||gαβ || is a metric that satisfies the Einstein
equations.

Consider a gravitational field with a given metric in
which the test body moves. It is described by an energy-
momentum tensor Tαβ that satisfies the following condi-
tions:

(i) the symmetry Tαβ = T βα;

(ii) the conservation law ∇βT
αβ = 0.

The trajectory of the test body (see Fig. 2) on the man-
ifold M4 is a world tube W = supp(Tαβ) all spatial
sections of which are compact. Inside W we choose a
supporting time-like curve C = {xα = yα(τ)}, where τ is
an arbitrary (nonnatural) parameter. The tangent vector

to this curve uα =
dyα

dτ
satisfies the condition uαuα < 0.

FIG. 2. A schematic representation of the world tube.

Let H(τ∗) be a space-like surface formed by combining
all geodesics zα(s), which, first, pass through the fixed
pointO ∈ C with the parameter value τ = τ∗ and, second,
have a tangent line orthogonal to uα(τ∗). Next, moving
along the supporting curve and varying the parameter τ ,
we obtain a family of surfaces H(τ).
Assume that the spatial sections of the body are suffi-

ciently small so that the following condition is satisfied:

(iii) except at the points of the supporting curve C, the
geodesics zα(s) constructed both for the fixed τ =
τ∗ and for different values of τ do not intersect each
other inside the tube W.

For flat space, the linear momentum and the angular
momentum or the spin tensor are known to be given by

pα(τ) =

∫

H(τ)

Tαβdσβ ,

Sαβ(τ) =

∫

H(τ)

[
(xα − yα)T βγ − (xβ − yβ)Tαγ

]
dσγ ,

(5)

where dσα is the vector element of the volume of the sur-
face H(τ). These relations can be combined by defining
the generalized linear momentum

Pξ(τ) =

∫

H(τ)

Tαβξβdσα, (6)
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where ξβ is a given 1-form. The quantity Pξ has the
physical meaning of the “total” 4-momentum which in-
tersects the surface H(τ) along ξβ . Relations (5) follow
from the definition (6) if one chooses as ξβ the 1-forms
defined by Killing vector fields, which for the linear mo-
mentum pα correspond to four translations, and for the
angular momentum Sαβ , to six rotations.
The integral curves of the Killing field define the isom-

etry transformation and therefore they satisfy the equa-
tion

Lξ(g) = 0 or the equivalent equation ∇αξβ +∇βξα = 0,
(7)

where Lξ denotes the Lie derivative along the vector field
ξα.

In this approach, 10 solutions to (7) are required to
define the linear and angular momenta. This number of
solutions arises only in spaces of constant curvature (see,
e.g., [18]). Therefore, to define the linear and angular
momenta in an arbitrary space-time M4, we use gen-
eralized Killing fields [19, 20]. Before passing to them,
we recall that it follows from (7) that any Killing field
satisfies Eq. [18]

∇γ∇αξβ = Rδ
αβγξδ. (8)

However, the converse does not hold: not any solution of
(8) satisfies Eq. (7). If the coordinates xα in Eqs. (8) lie
entirely on some geodesic, then this equation defines the
Jacobi field along this geodesic.

Denote Aα = ξα and Bαβ = ∇αξβ along the support-
ing curve C. Then Eq. (8) is equivalent to the linear
system of ordinary differential equations

D

dτ
Aα = Bαβu

β ,
D

dτ
Bαβ = R ν

αβµ (y)uµAν , (9)

where
D

dτ
= uα∇α. Thus, for given initial values of

Aα and Bαβ , integrating system (9), we can continue ξα
along the curve C. System (9) has the invariant manifold

Bαβ +Bβα = 0. (10)

Below, we will assume that the initial conditions satisfy
(10) and, as a consequence, the following conditions [19]
are satisfied for ξα:

Lξ(g)|C = 0,
(
∇αLξ(g)

)∣∣
C = 0. (11)

For the geodesics zα(s) defining the surface H(τ∗), Eq.
(8) can be represented as

D2

ds2
ξα −R δ

αβγ (z)vβvγξδ = 0, vα =
dzα

ds
, (12)

with initial conditions at point O:

ξα = Aα(τ∗),
Dξα
ds

= Bαβ(τ∗)v
β . (13)

Thus, using the partial solution of system (9), from the
solution of Eq. (12) with conditions (13) we can de-
fine the generalized Killing field. By condition (iii), it
is uniquely defined in region W. System (9) has only
10 linearly independent partial solutions satisfying (10).
Hence, we can construct in the same way 10 linearly inde-
pendent generalized Killing fields. Detailed information
and other reasons for introduction of generalized Killing
fields can be found in Ref. [19].
On the surface H(τ∗), any 1-form of the generalized

Killing field can be represented as [18]

ξα = K β
α Aβ +H βγ

α Bβγ , (14)

where the functions K β
α and H βγ

α are the same for all
partial solutions of (9). An expression (explicit for them)
in terms of the Synge world function is presented in Ref.
[5].
An important property of the definition (6) is that Pξ

depends linearly on ξα. Therefore, substituting (14) into
(6), we obtain

Pξ = pα(τ)Aα +
1

2
Sαβ(τ)Bαβ ,

where the linear and angular momenta are defined:

pα(τ) =

∫

H(τ)

TµνK α
ν dσµ, Sαβ(τ) =

∫

H(τ)

TµνH αβ
ν dσµ.

(15)
Differentiating this relation along the curve C and taking
into account Eq. (8), we obtain

dPξ

dτ
= Aα

[
Dpα

dτ
+

1

2
Rα

λµνu
λSµν

]
+

1

2
Bαβ

[
DSαβ

dτ
− pαuβ + uαpβ

]
.

(16)

On the other hand, differentiating (6), we obtain (for
details, see [21]):

dPξ

dτ
=

∫

H(τ)

∇α(T
α
βξ

β)wγdσγ =
1

2

∫

H(τ)

TαβQαβw
γdσγ ,

Qαβ =
(
Lξ(g)

)
αβ
,

where wγ is the vector field of the normal to the surface
H(τ). The last equation is a consequence of conditions
(i) and (ii). Now, expanding the resulting relation as a
series in a neighborhood of the curve C, we find

dPξ

dτ
=

1

2

[
µαβ(τ) · Qαβ |C + µγαβ(τ) ·

(
∇γ Qαβ

)∣∣
C + . . .

]
,

(17)
where the multipole moments have been introduced:

µαβ(τ) =

∫

H(τ)

Tαβwγdσγ ,

µγαβ(τ) =

∫

H(τ)

(xγ − yγ)Tαβwµdσµ,

(18)
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which, due to property (i), are symmetric in the last two
indices.

The pole-dipole (pole-dipole) approximation will imply
the following assumption.

In the expansion (17) we restrict ourselves to two
multipole moments ταβ and τγαβ, and assume the
other moments to be zero.

Thus, for the pole-dipole approximation from (11) we

obtain
dPξ

dτ
= 0. According to (16), this leads to the

following statement.

Proposition 1. Let pα be the linear momentum of the
test body and let Sαβ be its tensor of angular momentum,
which are defined by relations (15). Their evolution in
the pole-dipole approximation is governed by the following
system of equations:

Dpα

dτ
= −1

2
Rα

λµνu
λSµν ,

DSαβ

dτ
= pαuβ − uαpβ ,

(19)

where Rα
µνλ is the curvature tensor and the following

covariant derivative has been introduced:

Dpα

dτ
=
dpα

dτ
+ Γα

µνp
µuν ,

DSαβ

dτ
=
dSαβ

dτ
+ Γα

µνS
µβuν + Γβ

µνS
αµuν ,

where Γα
µν is the Christoffel symbol.

System (19) is usually referred to as the Mathisson—
Papapetrou equations. But in fact, they obtained the
equations in a somewhat different form. We consider
their results in greater detail.

The problem of deriving the equations of motion for a
rotating test body in general relativity theory was first
addressed by Mathisson (1937) [1, 22]. In order to repro-
duce the reasoning of Mathisson, we let Φαβ denote the
symmetric tensor field with a compact support. For this
support we obtain

J =

∫
TαβΦαβ

√−gd4x =

∫

C

dτ

∫

Σ(τ)

TαβΦαβw
γdΣγ ,

g = det g.

Let us expand Φαβ in a series in a neighborhood of the
supporting curve and restrict ourselves, according to the
pole-dipole approximation, to two nonzero multipole mo-
ments:

J =

∫

C

dτ
[
µαβ · Φαβ |C + µγαβ · (∇γΦαβ)|C

]
.

Conditions (i) and (ii) lead to the following relation:

J = 0, if Φαβ = ∇αVβ +∇βVα.

Then, explicitly using the additional assumption

Sαβuβ = 0, (20)

Mathisson obtained equations of motion equivalent to
(19), but taking condition (20) into account. The work
of Mathisson and their further development are discussed
in detail in Ref. [23]. Of interest are Refs. [24, 25], which
present a Lagrangian function that models an elementary
particle with rotation and leads to equations similar to
those obtained by Mathisson. The Lagrangian of a point
particle explicitly depending on acceleration is consid-
ered in Ref. [24]. Ref. [25] discusses a two-point model
in which the distance between particles remains constant
in some reference system.

Remark 1. The multipole moments (18) have the form
[5]:

µαβ =
1

2
(pαuβ + pβuα), µγαβ =

1

2
(Sγαuβ + Sγβuα).

If the energy-momentum tensor Tαβ is explicitly given, to
calculate the multipole moments (18) it is convenient to
use Fermi’s coordinates. The metric in these coordinates
in a neighborhood of the curve C up to terms of order
two is presented in Ref. [26].

The equations of motion for a rotating body that
are equivalent to (19) were obtained by Papapetrou
(1951)[2]. He used a noncovariant definition of multi-
pole moments. Later, his approach was refined in Ref.
[27]. It should be noted that, in contrast to Mathisson,
Papapetrou imposed no additional condition, which al-
lowed the search for such a condition to be viewed as a
separate topic.
The approaches of Mathisson and Papapetrou were

simplified by Tulczyjew [3](1959). He noted that
the pole-dipole approximation reduces to an energy-
momentum tensor in the form

Tαβ =

∫

C

dτ
[
µαβδ(4)(x− y(τ))− µγαβ∇γδ

(4)(x− y(τ))
]
,

(21)
where δ(4)(x− y(τ)) is the four-dimensional Dirac delta-
function. Relations (21) can be regarded [28, 29] as a
relativistic generalization of the density (4) in which the
multipole moments µαβ and µγαβ are concentrated along
the curve C.
Next, using some properties of integrals in the form

(21), Tulczyjew showed that conditions (i) and (ii) lead
to equations of motion that are equivalent to (19). The
Tulczyjew method and the proof of the properties used
by him are discussed in detail in Ref. [30]. Further de-
velopment of the Tulczyjew method taking into account
multipole moments of higher order is described in Ref.
[31].
A generalization of these results for an extended body,

i.e., for a body with an energy-momentum tensor that
contains no Dirac delta-function, was made by Dixon
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[21](1964). He obtained equations of motion in the form
(19) and introduced a definition of linear momentum and
angular momentum using relations (15). Later, Dixon
obtained equations taking into account multipole mo-
ments of higher order (for details, see [23, 32]). An ex-
plicit introduction of generalized Killing fields and the
generalized linear momentum (6) by Harte [19] (2008)
simplified the derivation of the equations of motion (19).
In addition, Harte derived equations of motion in the
Newtonian gravitation using Killing fields in Ref. [4].

We note that under the pole-dipole approximation the
equations do not explicitly depend on the velocity distri-
bution in the test body. If one takes into account multi-
pole moments of higher order, this holds no longer [33].

C. The Tulczyjew condition

By assumption, pα is time-like and Sαβ is space-like.
Hence,

m2 = −pαpα, c2 =
SαβS

αβ

2
. (22)

Next, we let m denote the mass of the body, and c, its
total angular momentum or spin length. Also, we denote

k = −pαuα.

We point out a few important properties of the
Mathisson—Papapetrou equations (19).

— If Sαβ = 0, then this system reduces to an analysis
of geodesics. For them the linear momentum and
the velocity are parallel to each other:

pα = muα (23)

and k = m.

— If Sαβ ̸= 0, then in the general case relation (23) is
not satisfied and m ̸= k. Therefore, the linear mo-
mentum is not parallel to velocity pα ∦ uα, more-
over, for them it is possible that k = 0, i.e., they
can be orthogonal to each other (see Remark 2).
However, if condition (23) is fulfilled and Sαβ ̸= 0,
then it follows from the Mathisson—Papapetrou
equations [34] that the angular momentum is trans-
ported in parallel along the trajectory. For exam-
ple, this holds in de Sitter space [35], which has a
constant curvature.

As in the Newtonian gravitation, system (19) turns out to
be incomplete since velocity uα is not given as a function
of pα and Sαβ . To determine velocity uα, we define the
vector

fα = Sαβpβ .

As noted by Tulczyjew [3], the additional condition (20),
which is used by Mathisson, does not define a unique

point even in flat space (for details, see [36]). He sug-
gested another condition, which we will call the Tulczyjew
condition in what follows:

fα = 0. (24)

In Refs. [37, 38] it was proved that, if the linear and
angular momenta are defined by relations (15), then con-
dition (24) for a extended body is satisfied by a unique
point on the surface H(τ) under some additional, but
completely natural, conditions imposed on the energy-
momentum tensor.
Condition (24) defines only three independent relations

as

fαpα = Sαβpαpβ ≡ 0.

Note that Eqs. (24) have nontrivial solutions pα ̸= 0 if

det ||Sαβ || =
(
1

8

√−gεαβµνSαβSµν

)2

=

(S01S23 − S02S13 + S03S12)2 = 0,

(25)

whence it follows that Sαβ satisfies the condition

SαβSµν − SµβSαν + SµαSβν = 0. (26)

Another consequence of relation (25) is that the skew-
symmetric matrix ||Sαβ || has rank two. Accordingly, at
the fixed point O one can choose a reference system in
which the linear and angular momenta have the form [39]:

pα = (−m, 0, 0, 0), Sαβ =




0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 c

0 0 −c 0



,

and relations (24) are satisfied trivially. Therefore, the
Tulczyjew condition implies that a reference system of
the zero 3-momentum pi = 0 has been chosen. As a rule,
such a supporting curve C is called the line of the center
of mass [5].

Proposition 2. If the Tulczyjew condition (24) is sat-
isfied and k ̸= 0, then system (19) admits the additional
integral m = const.

Proof. Using system (19) and the asymmetry of the cur-
vature tensor in the first two indices, one can show that

dm

dτ
= − 1

2m
Rβαµνp

βuαSµν =
pβ
mk

DSαβ

dτ

Dpα
dτ

.

Next, we differentiate the vector fα by virtue of system
(19) and set the resulting relation equal to zero

dfα

dτ
= pβ

DSαβ

dτ
+ SαβDpβ

dτ
− Γα

µνf
µuν = 0, (27)

where the last term is zero by virtue of (24), whence we
find that

dm

dτ
=

1

mk
SαβDpα

dτ

Dpβ
dτ

= 0.
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Relation (27) is a linear system in the velocity compo-
nents uα, which, using (24), can be represented as

uα − 1

2m2
Dα

βu
β =

k

m2
pα, Dα

β = SαγRγβµνS
µν .

(28)
To solve this system, we use the following statement.

Proposition 3. For the matrix D = ||Dα
β ||, the follow-

ing [40] holds true:

D2 = dD, d =
1

2
tr(D) = −1

2
RαβµνS

αβSµν . (29)

Proof. We rewrite the elements of the matrix D as fol-
lows:

Dα
β = SαγQγβ , Qγβ = RγβµνS

µν .

For the elements of the matrix D2, using the property
(26) we obtain

Dα
µDµ

γ = SαβSµνQβµQνγ =

(SµβSαν − SµαSβν)QβµQνγ = Dµ
µDα

γ −Dα
βDβ

γ ,

where account is taken of the fact that Qβµ = −Qµβ . As
we see, it follows from this relation that

D2 = tr(D)D−D2,

which leads us to (29).

Using the Neumann series and the property (29), we
obtain

(
1− D

2m2

)−1

=

∞∑

n=0

Dn

(2m2)n
= 1− D

d− 2m2
.

Multiplying system (28) by this matrix, we find that for
d ̸= 2m2 the velocity is given by

uα =
k

m2

(
pα +

Dα
βp

β

2m2 − d

)
. (30)

In order to completely define the velocity, we need to de-
fine the parameter τ . We will stick to the parametrization
proposed in Ref. [41](see also [42]), according to which
this parameter is chosen in such a way that

k

m
= 1. (31)

Velocity uα is a time-like vector. Hence, it follows from
(30), (31) and (24) that

U =
Dα

βDαγp
βpγ

(d− 2m2)2
−m2 < 0. (32)

As is well known, this condition can generally be vio-
lated (for examples, see [43, 44]). If this condition is

not satisfied, then the pole-dipole approximation is vio-
lated [45, 46] and one needs to consider multipole mo-
ments of higher order.
The Mathisson—Papapetrou equations (19) for veloc-

ity (30) and (31) reduce to the following system:

DSαβ

dτ
=
pαpβ − pβpα

m
+
pαDβ

µ − pβDα
µ

m(d− 2m2)
pµ,

Dpα
dτ

= − 1

2m
Rαβµν

[
pβ +

Dβ
λp

λ

d− 2m2

]
Sµν ,

dyα

dτ
=
pα

m
+

Dα
βp

β

m(d− 2m2)
.

(33)

If the metric gαβ has a Killing field ξα satisfying (7) then
the equations of motion (33) have the additional integral
[5]:

F = pαξ
α +

1

2
Sαβ∇αξβ . (34)

Of special note is that the equations for velocity (28)
explicitly take the Tulczyjew condition into account. If
one finds velocity uα from the solution to the initial equa-
tion (27), then the Mathisson—Papapetrou equations
will have the additional integrals fα = const. This gen-
eral solution is rather cumbersome, but for fα = 0 it
reduces to the solution (30). Thus, the analysis of sys-
tem (33) should be carried out exclusively on its invariant
manifold given by (24). Specifically, the stability of the
partial solutions should be investigated only with respect
to perturbations lying on this manifold.

Remark 2. System (33) contains a singularity if d −
2m2 = 0. In this case, one should seek a different so-
lution of system (28). For this solution, it may turn out
that k = 0 and mass m will no longer remain unchanged.
We give the following example.
Suppose that the initial conditions lie on the surface

N = pαpα − 1

4
RαβµνS

αβSµν = 0. (35)

Then, taking k = 0 into account, Eq. (28) has the form

Aα
βu

β = 0, Aα
β = δαβ −

Dα
β

d
.

If one considers the Schwarzschild metric, then
rank||Aα

β || = 2 and hence the general solution can be
represented as

uα = juαo + luα∗ , (36)

where uαo and uα∗ are two linearly independent partial so-
lutions and j, l = const. To define one of these constants,
we require that the Mathisson—Papapetrou equations
(19) admit an additional integral K. To do so we dif-
ferentiate it by virtue of this system and set it equal to
zero

dN

dτ
= 2Rαβµνp

αuβSµν +
1

4
SαβSµνuλ∇λRαβµν = 0.



8

Substituting velocity (36) into this equation, we obtain
a linear equation from which we express one of the con-
stants. The other constant can be found from the normal-
ization condition, for example, uαu

α = −1. Then, substi-
tuting the velocity, we obtain Mathisson—Papapetrou
equations that are different from (33). By direct calcu-
lations one can show that, in the case of a Schwarzschild
metric, mass m does not remain unchanged for this sys-
tem.

D. Hamiltonian form

The resulting system (33) governs the evolution of Sαβ ,
pα and yα. We define the Poisson brackets between these
variables as follows:

{Sαβ , Sµν} = gαµSβν − gανSβµ + gβνSαµ − gβµSαν ,

{Sαβ , pµ} = −Γα
λµS

λβ − Γβ
λµS

αλ,

{yα, pβ} = δαβ , {pα, pβ} = −1

2
RαβµνS

µν ,

(37)
where only nonzero Poisson brackets are presented. This
Poisson bracket arose first in the work of Souriau [47]
(1970) (for a detailed discussion of his work, see also [48]).
Later, the bracket (37) was independently found in Refs.
[49–52].

The equations of motion (33) on the invariant manifold
(24) can be represented as

dSαβ

dτ
= {Sαβ , Sµν} ∂H

∂Sµν
+ {Sαβ , pµ}

∂H

∂pµ
,

dpα
dτ

= {pα, Sµν} ∂H

∂Sµν
+ {pα, pµ}

∂H

∂pµ
− ∂H

∂yα
,

dyα

dτ
=
∂H

∂pα
,

(38)

where the Hamiltonian H is given by

H =
pαpα
2m

− Dαβpαpβ
m(d+ 2pαpα)

. (39)

On the invariant relation (24) the Hamiltonian takes the

fixed value H = −m
2
.

An interesting interpretation of the Hamiltonian (39)
was presented in Ref. [53]. Consider a Hamiltonian cor-
responding to the geodesics

H∗ =
pαpα
2m

,

but with the Poisson bracket (37). Consider the relations
given by the Tulczyjew condition as Dirac constraints
[54]. For these conditions to define an invariant manifold,
we need to choose the Hamiltonian

H = H∗ + λαf
α,

where λα are the undefined multipliers. They are defined
from the system

{H, fα} = {H∗, fα}+ λβ{fβ , fα} = 0. (40)

With the Tulczyjew condition in mind, one can write the
Poisson brackets appearing in this relation as follows:

{fβ , fα} = NSβα, {H∗, fα} =
1

2m
Dα

βp
β ,

where N is defined by relation (35). Further, from (40)
one can find λα, which lead to the Hamiltonian (39) (for
details, see [53]).

Remark 3. A passage from the Hamiltonian system (38),
(39) with the Dirac constraints (24) to an equivalent (de-
generate) Lagrangian system was examined in detail in
Ref. [55]. The Lagrangian function found there contains
a quadratic root from the expression that also contains a
quadratic root. Previously, a similar Lagrangian function
for a spherical top in flat Minkowski space was found in
Ref. [56].

The Poisson tensor defined by the bracket (37) has
rank 12, thus giving rise to two Casimir functions:

C⋆ =
1

8

√−gεαβµνSαβSµν , C◦ =
1

2
SαβSαβ .

According to (25), one Casimir function has zero value,
and the other takes, according to (22), positive values, so
that the trajectories we are interested in lie on the family
of symplectic leaves

M12
c = {C⋆(S

αβ) = 0, C◦(S
αβ) = c2 > 0}.

The Poisson bracket (37) can be simplified if we trans-
form from the coordinate basis in the tangent plane TM4

to the orthonormal basis composed of the tetrad {e α
A },

four vector fields satisfying the relations

gαβe
α

A e β
B = ηAB ,

where ηAB = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1). Here and in the sequel
the indices labeled by capital Latin letters will take values
from 0 to 3 and denote the sequence number of the tetrad.
Let Pα denote the new linear momentum, which we

define as follows: (for details, see [49, 57]):

pα = Pα +
1

2
ωαABS

AB , Sαβ = SABe α
A e β

B ,

where the Ricci coefficients of rotation have been intro-
duced

ωαAB = gµνe
µ

A ∇αe
ν

B . (41)

Hence, the Poisson bracket between the new linear mo-
menta will be equal to zero: {Pα, Pβ} = 0. We
parametrize the components of the matrix SAB in the
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orthonormal basis by two three-dimensional vectors L⃗ =

(L1, L2, L3) and M⃗ = (M1,M2,M3):

SAB =

(
0 M⃗

−M⃗T L̂

)
,

where the symbol L̂ stands for the following matrix con-

structed of the components of the vector L⃗:

L̂ =




0 L3 −L2

−L3 0 L1

L2 −L1 0


 .

Here and in what follows, we will denote the three-

dimensional Euclidean vector L⃗, and the standard scalar

and vector products by (L⃗, M⃗) and L⃗× M⃗ , respectively.
In the new variables the nonzero Poisson brackets (37)

become

{Li, Lj} = L̂ij , {Li,Mj} = M̂ij , {Mi,Mj} = −L̂ij

{yα, Pβ} = δαβ ,
(42)

As we see, the commutation relations between L⃗ and M⃗
form the algebra so(3, 1), for which the preceding Casimir
functions take the form

C⋆ = (L⃗, M⃗), C◦ = (L⃗, L⃗)− (M⃗, M⃗). (43)

Finally, the equations of motion can be represented in
the following vector form:

dL⃗

dτ
=
∂H

∂L⃗
× L⃗+

∂H

∂M⃗
× M⃗,

dM⃗

dτ
= M⃗ × ∂H

∂L⃗
+
∂H

∂M⃗
× L⃗,

dPα

dτ
= − ∂H

∂yα
,

dyα

dτ
=

∂H

∂Pα
,

(44)

where H = H(L⃗, M⃗ , Pα, y
α) is the Hamiltonian in the

new variables. Explicit relations for the Hamiltonian H
and fα in the new variables are rather cumbersome, and
so they are not presented here.

Thus, in the general case system (44) is a Hamiltonian
system with six degrees of freedom. The main advantage
of the chosen variables is that the Poisson bracket in them
is the simplest and the equations for M⃗ and L⃗ are similar
to systems arising in rigid body dynamics [14, 58, 59]. All
this allows one to apply efficient reduction methods to
system (44) in the case of additional integrals of the form
(34). Below this will be illustrated by a Schwarzschild
metric. Previously, such reduction methods have proved
to be efficient in the problem of two bodies in spaces of
constant curvature [60, 61].

III. THE SCHWARZSCHILD SPACE-TIME

If we denote the coordinates by (xα) = (t, r, θ, φ), then
the interval for a Schwarzschild metric can be represented

as

ds2 = −a(r)dt2+ dr2

a(r)
+r2(dθ2+sin2 θdφ2), a(r) = 1−2µ

r
.

(45)
This interval describes a spherically symmetric black hole
with the event horizon Sh = {(xα) | r = 2µ}, where the
parameter µ has the physical meaning of the mass of a
black hole. Below we will consider the motion of the test
body only on the outside of the event horizon.

The nonzero components of the curvature tensor in the
basis attached to the coordinates have the form

Rtrtr = −2µ

r3
, Rtθtθ = a(r)

µ

r
,

Rtφtφ = a(r)
µ

r
sin2 θ, Rrθrθ = − µ

ra(r)
,

Rrφrφ = − µ

ra(r)
sin2 θ, Rθφθφ = 2µr sin2 θ,

and the other nonzero components can be obtained
from the antisymmetry properties Rαβµν = −Rαβνµ =
−Rβαµν = Rβανµ.

Since the metric is diagonal, orthonormalized vectors
can be obtained by normalizing the chosen basis

e0 =
1√
a(r)

∂

∂t
, e1 =

√
a(r)

∂

∂r
, e2 =

1

r

∂

∂θ
, e3 =

1

r sin θ

∂

∂φ
.

Next, we will need relations for the coefficients ωαAB .
Straightforward calculation from (41) shows that only
eight coefficients do not vanish:

ωt01 = − µ

r2
, ωθ12 = −

√
a(r)

ωφ13 = −
√
a(r) sin θ, ωφ23 = − cos θ,

and four other coefficients can be obtained from the an-
tisymmetry property ωαAB = −ωαBA.

In the case of a Schwarzschild metric, system (33) has
the discrete symmetry:

I : θ → π − θ, pθ → −pθ, Srθ → −Srθ,

Stθ → −Stθ, Sθφ → −Sθφ,
(46)

where the other variables remain unchanged. As is well
known, the fixed symmetry points form an invariant sub-
manifold which for I consists of trajectories lying in the
equatorial plane

Fix I : θ =
π

2
, pθ = 0, Srθ = Stθ = Sθφ = 0. (47)

Next, the explicit coordinates of the tensors in the co-
ordinate basis will be denoted by t, r, θ, φ, and the com-

ponents of the three-dimensional vectors L⃗ and M⃗ will
be labeled by 1, 2, 3 to emphasize their difference.



10

A. Additional integrals

The metric (45) has four Killing fields:

∂

∂t
, − sinφ

∂

∂θ
− cosφ

tan θ

∂

∂φ
, cosφ

∂

∂θ
− sinφ

tan θ

∂

∂φ
,
∂

∂φ
.

As a result, system (44) admits four additional integrals,
which, according to (34), can be represented as

E = −Pt, Q⃗ = (Q1, Q2, Pφ),

Q1 =
cosφ

sin θ
(L1 − Pφ cos θ)− Pθ sinφ,

Q2 =
sinφ

sin θ
(L1 − Pφ cos θ) + Pθ cosφ.

(48)

where E is the energy of the test body.

The Poisson bracket (42) of the integral E with the

components of the vector Q⃗ is zero. Between the compo-

nents of Q⃗ this bracket has the form

{Qi, Qj} = Q̂ij .

As we see, if Q⃗ ̸= 0, then the set of integrals (48) is non-
involutive and forms the algebra so(3). From the compo-

nents of Q⃗ one can combine two involutive integrals Pφ

and

F = (Q⃗, Q⃗) = P 2
θ + P 2

φ +
(L1 − Pφ cos θ)2

sin2 θ
=

P 2
θ + L2

1 +
(L1 cos θ − Pφ)

2

sin2 θ
⩾ 0.

(49)

This leads us to the following result.

Proposition 1. The Hamiltonian system (44) for a
Schwarzschild metric admits the reduction

— by three degrees of freedom if Q⃗ ̸= 0;

— by four degrees of freedom if Q⃗ = 0.

Next, we consider the reduction in these two cases sep-
arately.

B. Reduction in the case Q⃗ ̸= 0

The metric (45) does not explicitly depend on φ and
t. Therefore, reduction by two degrees of freedom has, in
fact, been performed in system (44) as the system gov-

erning the evolution of L⃗, M⃗ , Pr, r, Pθ, and θ decouples.
To perform further reduction of the order of the system,

we write the symmetry field generated by the integral F :

Pφ cos θ − L1

sin2 θ

[
L3

∂

∂L2
− L2

∂

∂L3
+M3

∂

∂M2
−M2

∂

∂M3
−

L1 cos θ − Pφ

sin θ

∂

∂Pθ

]
+ Pθ

∂

∂θ
.

(50)
As is well known (for details see, e.g., [54]), to perform
the reduction one needs to choose as new variables the in-
tegrals of this symmetry field, i.e., the variables in which
the Poisson bracket (42) with integral F is equal to zero.
However, arbitrariness in the choice of reduced variables
arises since an arbitrary function of these integrals is also
an integral.
In this case, the vector field (50) is fairly simple and it

is easy to find its additional integrals:

L1,
√
L2
2 + L2

3, M1, (M⃗, L⃗), M2L3 −M3L2,

L3Pθ −
L2

sin θ
(L1 cos θ − Pφ), L2Pθ +

L3

sin θ
(L1 cos θ − Pφ).

We make use of the arbitrariness described above to sim-
plify the Poisson bracket for the value of the Casimir
function, C⋆ = 0. By straightforward calculations one
can verify that it is convenient to choose Pr, r and

E⃗ =

(
L1,

L3Pθ√
L2
2 + L2

3

+ L2
L1 cos θ − Pφ

sin θ
√
L2
2 + L2

3

,

− L2Pθ√
L2
2 + L2

3

+ L3
L1 cos θ − Pφ

sin θ
√
L2
2 + L2

3

)
,

Z⃗ =


−

M1

√
(L⃗, L⃗)

√
L2
2 + L2

3

,

√
(L⃗, L⃗),

M2L3 −M3L2√
L2
2 + L2

3


 ,

(51)

as new variables since in these variables the nonzero Pois-
son brackets on the level set of the integral C⋆ = 0 have
a fairly simple form:

{E1, E2} = E3, {E1, E3} = −E2, {E2, E3} = E1,

{Z1, Z2} = Z3, {Z1, Z3} = Z2, {Z2, Z3} = Z1,
(52a)

{r, Pr} = 1. (52b)

Note that the Poisson bracket (52a) corresponds to ex-
pansion in the direct sum so(3)⊗ so(2, 1).
The rank of the matrix defined by the Poisson bracket

(52) is six. Hence, it has two Casimir functions. One of
them is C◦, which is defined by (43), and the other is
the additional integral (49). In the coordinates (51) they
have the form

C◦ = −Z2
1 + Z2

2 − Z2
3 , F = E2

1 + E2
2 + E2

3 . (53)

In the new variables, the Hamiltonian (39) becomes
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H =
a(r)

m

[
1

2
+

2Θ2 + Z2
2 − E2

1

V

]
P 2
r +

Γ + E2

mrV

[
E1E3

(
Z2
1

Z2
2

− 1

)
− Z3E2

Z1

Z2

]
Pr +

Z2
2 − E2

1

mr3V

[
rΓ2 + µZ2

1

]
−

(µΘ− r2E)2
mr3(r − 2µ)

[
1

2
− Z2

1 + Z2
3 − 3Θ2

V

]
+

√
Z2
2 − E2

1

mrV

[
Z3(Θ− 2rE)Pr − Z1Z2E

]
+
E2

3 + Γ2

mr2

[
1

2
− 2E2

1

V

]
−

µΘ− r2E
mr2V

√
r(r − 2µ)

[
E1E3Z3 + Z1Z2E2

]
− 1

mr2V

[
Z1

Z2
E1E3 + Z3Γ

]2
,

(54)

where the following notation has been introduced:

V =
m2

µ
r3 − 2Z2

1 − Z2
2 + Z2

3 + 3E2
1

(
1 +

Z2
1

Z2
2

)
,

Γ =
√
a(r)(Z2

2 − E2
1)− E2, Θ =

Z1

Z2

√
Z2
2 − E2

1 .

Thus, system (44) reduces to an analysis of the following
Hamiltonian system with three degrees of freedom:

dE⃗

dτ
= E⃗ × ∂H

∂E⃗
,

dZ⃗

dτ
= (JZ⃗)× ∂H

∂Z⃗
,

dPr

dτ
= −∂H

∂r
,

dr

dτ
=
∂H

∂Pr
,

(55)

where J = diag(1,−1, 1). Note that, in deriving the
equations of motion (55) and in the other relations in
this section in which the partial derivative of the Hamil-
tonian appears, we need to explicitly substitute the fol-
lowing equation into the function V :

m2 = −a(r)P 2
r +

(µΘ− Er2)2
r3(r − 2µ)

− E2
3 + Γ2

r2
. (56)

Since C◦ > 0, the trajectories of system (55) lie on the
family of symplectic leaves

S6
c = {(E⃗, Z⃗, r, Pr) | C◦(Z⃗) = c2, F (E⃗) = ℓ}.

Note that the Hamiltonian (54) contains the term
Z1

Z2
.

Therefore, it has a singularity if Z2 = 0, while on the

leaves S6
c the coordinates of the vector Z⃗ lie on a two-

sheet hyperboloid whose cavities are separated by the
plane Z2 = 0, so that in this case for the trajectories we

have Z2 ̸= 0. In addition, according to (51), if L⃗ ̸= 0
then Z2 > 0.

We identify the singularities of Eqs. (55) which can
be reached by the trajectories of this system. First, they
include the event horizon Sh, which corresponds to the
value of the radial coordinate r = 2µ. Second, they in-
clude the case d = 2m2 pointed out in Sec. (II C), which
for the reduced system is equivalent to V = 0. The
above-mentioned two singularities were present in the ini-
tial system (44). In addition to them, the equations of
motion have a singularity after reduction if E1 = ±Z2,
which in the initial system reduces to the case L2 = 0,
L3 = 0. This singularity requires a separate analysis.

System (55) has an invariant manifold defined by two
relations from the Tulczyjew condition:

fr = −ΘPr −
√
Z2
2 − E2

1

Z3

r
+
E2Z2Z3 − E1Z1E3

Z2

√
r(r − 2µ)

= 0,

fθ = EΘ+
µΘ2

r2
− (Γ + E2)

Γ

r
= 0.

(57)
On this invariant manifold, system (55) describes a four-
dimensional flow on which the desired trajectories lie.
This flow is given by a Hamiltonian system with two
degrees of freedom since one degree of freedom can be
eliminated using Eqs. (57). Hence, for it to be inte-
grable by quadratures, we need an additional integral. In
the general case, this integral is absent [8] and the prob-
lem reduces to an analysis of a two-dimensional Poincaré
map.

We now consider how one can retrieve the values of
the coordinates θ, φ and t from the known solution of
the reduced system (55). Since the Schwarzschild space-
time is spherically symmetric, for each trajectory there
exists a coordinate system [8] in which

Q1 = 0, Q2 = 0. (58)

This gives

Pθ = 0, cos θ =
E1

Pφ
. (59)

Since in this section we set Q⃗ ̸= 0, we obtain Pφ ̸= 0 from
(58). Taking (59) into account, the equations defining the
angle φ can be represented as

dφ

dτ
=

Pφ

E2
2 + E2

3

(
E2

∂H

∂E2
+ E3

∂H

∂E3

)
. (60)

The Poisson bracket of the coordinate t with all variables
of the reduced system is equal to zero. Hence,

dt

dτ
= −∂H

∂E . (61)

Thus, the problem reduces to an analysis of the reduced
system (55), and the evolution of the remaining coordi-
nates is governed by (59), (60) and (61).

In the variables of the reduced system, inequality (32)



12

can be represented as

U =
1

a(r)

(
∂H

∂Pr

)2

+ r2
(
∂H

∂E2

)2

+

r2
(
∂H

∂E3

)2

− a(r)

(
∂H

∂E

)2

< 0.

(62)

Remark 4. If one does not assume that relations (58)
are satisfied, then to define the remaining cordinates one
needs to find a cyclic coordinate corresponding to the
integral F . It satisfies the condition

{ψ, F} = const, (63)

where the Poisson bracket is defined by (42). If ℓ > Pφ

and ℓ > L1, one can define the angles

cosα =
Pφ

ℓ
, cosβ =

L1

ℓ
,

where α, β ∈ (0, π). Then condition (63) is satisfied by
ψ, which is defined by the equation

cos θ = cosα cosβ + sinα sinβ cosψ. (64)

This equation has the following geometric interpretation.
Define a spherical triangle with sides α, β, θ. Then re-

lation (64) is a theorem of cosines where ψ is the angle
between sides α and β.
The cyclic variable ψ has the following nonzero Poisson

brackets with reduced variables:

{ψ,E2} =
E2√
ℓ sin2 β

, {ψ,E3} =
E3√
ℓ sin2 β

.

As a result, the cyclic coordinate satisfies the analogous
equation (60). In this approach, the angle φ can be
defined, for example, from the solution of the equation
Q1 = const. However, throughout the remainder of this
paper we will assume for simplicity that relations (58)
hold.

C. Reduction in the case Q⃗ = 0

Consider separately the case Q⃗ = 0. It follows from
(48) that system (44) has the invariant manifold

Pθ = 0, L1 = 0, Pφ = 0. (65)

In this case, according to (51), we have E⃗ = 0, i.e., for
the reduced system (55) these trajectories correspond to

the zero value of the Casimir function F (E⃗) = 0.
Taking Z2 > 0 into account, the Hamiltonian (55) sim-

plifies to

H0 = H|E⃗=0 = a(r)

[
1

2
+

2Z2
1 + Z2

2

V0

]
P 2
r + Z2Z3

Z1 + 2rE
rV0

Pr +
Z2
2

r3V0

[
ra(r)Z2

2 + µZ2
1

]
− (rE + µZ1)

2

r3(r − 2µ)

[
1

2
+

2Z2
1 − Z2

3

V0

]
+

Z2
2

r

[
EZ1 +

a(r)

2r2
− a(r)Z2

3

rV0

]
, V0 =

m2

µ
r3 − 2Z2

1 − Z2
2 + Z2

3 .

Thus, the problem reduces to an analysis of a Hamilto-
nian system with two degrees of freedom

dZ⃗

dτ
= (JZ⃗)× ∂H

∂Z⃗
,

dPr

dτ
= −∂H

∂r
,

dr

dτ
=
∂H

∂Pr
. (66)

The trajectories of this system lie on the symplectic leaf

S4
c = {(Z⃗, r, Pr) | C◦(Z⃗) = c2}.

The Tulczyjew condition defines the invariant manifold

Z1Pr +
Z2Z3

r
= 0, EZ1 +

µZ2
1

r2
− a(r)

r
Z2
2 = 0.

On this invariant manifold, system (66), with the Hamil-
tonian taken into account, describes a two-dimensional
flow and is integrable by quadratures.

Now consider how one can retrieve the values of the
coordinates θ, φ and t from the known solution of (66).

The nonzero Poisson brackets (42) of these coordinates
with the variables of the reduced system have the form

{θ,E2} =
L3√

L2
2 + L2

3

, {θ, E3} = − L2√
L2
2 + L2

3

,

{φ,E2} = − L2

sin θ
√
L2
2 + L2

3

, {φ,E3} = − L3

sin θ
√
L2
2 + L2

3

.

It turns out that system (44) on the invariant mani-
fold described by relations (65) and by the value of the
Casimir function C⋆ = 0 has the additional integral

K =
L2 sin θ√
L2
2 + L2

3

.

Let us fix the value of this integral K(L⃗, θ) = κ < 1 and
express L2 and L3 in terms of κ and Z2 as follows:

L2 =
κZ2

sin θ
, L3 = ±Z2

√
1− κ2

sin2 θ
. (67)
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With this in mind, the equations can be written as

dθ

dτ
= ±

√
1− κ2

sin2 θ

∂H

∂E2

∣∣∣∣
E⃗=0

− κ

sin θ

∂H

∂E3

∣∣∣∣
E⃗=0

,

dφ

dτ
= − κ

sin2 θ

∂H

∂E2

∣∣∣∣
E⃗=0

∓ 1

sin θ

√
1− κ2

sin2 θ

∂H

∂E3

∣∣∣∣
E⃗=0

,

dt

dτ
= −∂H0

∂E ,

where the upper sign corresponds to the case L3 > 0,
and the lower sign, to the case L3 < 0. Each time the
radicand in (67) vanishes, the upper and lower signs in
these equations must be interchanged.

A qualitative analysis of the trajectories of system (66)
is a separate problem and is not considered in this paper.

In what follows, we will consider only the case Q⃗ ̸= 0.

IV. RELATIVE EQUILIBRIA

We describe the fixed points of the reduced system (55)
obtained above, which are relative equilibria. For them
r = const and E1 = const. Then it follows from (59)
that θ = const. Therefore, for relative equilibria the test
body moves generally in a circular orbit.

In the reduced system (55), one can assume without
loss of generality that

m = 1, µ = 1. (68)

Indeed, the mass of the test body and the black hole can
be excluded from system (55) after transforming from the
initial variables and energy to the dimensionless ones

Pr → mP r, r → µr, Ei → mµEi, Zi → mµZi, E → mE .

After this change of variables, the dimensionless total
angular momentum has the form

c =
c

mµ
.

The most realistic test body is one of the following com-
pact objects [7]:

— a black hole that is described by a Kerr metric and
has a total angular momentum that satisfies c <
m2;

— a neutron star for which, according to [62], various
state equations predict c ⩽ 0.6m2.

Taking into account the assumption about the small-
ness of the mass of the test body m ≪ µ, we obtain
c ≪ 1. However, we will consider the case c ∼ 1
to completely analyze the dynamics of the Mathisson –
Papapetrou equations and to supplement the results of
[10, 12].

In addition, formally one can obtain c ∼ 1 for naked
singularities, which arise for some solutions of the Ein-
stein equations. Naked singularities have not been ob-
served in nature, and their existence would violate the
Cosmic Censorship Hypothesis, but they continue to be
the subject of intense research (see, e.g., [63]).
Next, we will assume that conditions (68) are satisfied

since this will allow us to simplify the explicit relations
presented below.

A. Symmetric circular orbits

For the reduced system (55) the symmetry (46) is pre-
served and has the form

I(r) : E1 → −E1, E3 → −E3,

where the other variables remain unchanged.
We fix the coordinates on the line of the fixed points

of this symmetry

Fix I(r) : E1 = 0, E3 = 0.

Then from the invariant submanifold (57), the symplectic
leaf S6

c and the integral (56) we obtain two solutions:

N±
0 =

{
(E⃗, Z⃗, r, Pr) | E⃗ = (0,±

√
ℓ, 0), Z⃗ = Z⃗±, Pr = P±

r

}
.

Here and in what follows, the upper sign corresponds to

N+
0 , and the lower sign, to N−

0 . The vectors Z⃗+, Z⃗−

and the linear momentum P±
r are given by the following

relations:

Z±
1 = −r

2c(Ec∓
√
ℓ)

r3 − c2
, Z±

2 =
c
√
b(r)(r3E ∓ c

√
ℓ)

r3 − c2
,

Z±
3 = c

√
b(r)P±

r ,

(r3E ∓ c
√
ℓ)2

b(r)(r3 − c2)2
− r4(Ec∓

√
ℓ)2

(r3 − c2)2
− b(r)(P±

r )2 = 1,

where the following notation has been introduced:

b(r) = 1− 2

r
.

After substituting these values of the reduced variables
into the equation for the radial coordinate, we obtain

(
dr

dτ

)2

=
R±(r)
χ2
±(r)

,

R±(r) = (Er3 ∓ c
√
ℓ)2 − r4b(r)(Ec∓

√
ℓ)2 − b(r)(r3 − c2)2,

χ±(r) = r3 − c2 − 3

[
r2c(Ec∓

√
ℓ)

r3 − c2

]2
.

(69)
Previously, these relations were obtained, using differ-
ent notation, independently in Refs. [43, 64]. Moreover,
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these papers present derivations of equations on the in-
variant manifold (47) for a more general case of the Kerr
metric.

We represent Eqs. (60) and (61) on N±
0 as

dφ

dτ
=
r(r3 + 2c2)(cE ±

√
ℓ)

(r3 − c2)χ±(r)
,

dt

dτ
=
r(r3E ∓ c

√
ℓ)

(r − 2)χ±(r)
.

Inequality (62) reduces to

U =
(r3 + 2c2)(r3 − c2)− (2r3 + c2)χ±(r)

χ2
±(r)

< 0. (70)

The behavior of the radial coordinate in Eq. (69) is ex-
amined in detail in Ref. [12]. We consider only the case
of circular orbits r = const, in which N±

0 define the fixed
points of the reduced system (55). In this case, Pr = 0
and r is the critical point of the function R±(r):

R±(r) = 0,
dR±(r)
dr

= 0. (71)

For such circular orbits the angular momentum of the
body is parallel to the orbital angular momentum. Note
that for N+

0 they are aligned, and for N−
0 they have

opposite directions.
The system of Eqs. (71) has a rather complex depen-

dence on the radial coordinate r, whereas the terms E
and

√
ℓ appear in Eqs. (71) only in the first and the sec-

ond degree. Solving this system for the above values of
the first integrals, we obtain

Σ±
0 =

{
(ℓ, c, E) | ℓ = 2η2

r∆±
, E = E±(r, c)

}
,

η = r6 − 2c4(r − 2)2 − c2r4(r − 7)− 11c2r3

E± = ±
2
(
(2r − 3)c4 − 3c2r3 + r6(r − 3)

)
√

η2

∆±

r4c
√
2r(2r3 + c2 − 9r2)

∓ (r3 − c2)
√

∆±
r4c

√
2r(2r3 + c2 − 9r2)

,

(72)

where Σ+
0 corresponds to N+

0 , Σ−
0 corresponds to N−

0 ,
and the following function has been introduced:

∆± = 2r3(r − 3)(r3 − c2)2∓
r2c(r − 2)(2r3 + c2 − 9r2)

√
4r7 + 13c2r4 − 8c4r+

c2(r − 2)
[
(r − 2)c2

(
4(2r − 3)c2 + r3(8r − 39)

)
+

2r7(r − 8) + 33r6
]
.

To describe the surfaces Σ+
0 and Σ−

0 , it is convenient to
consider the section formed by their intersection with the
plane c = const on which they define two curves.

If c = 0, then we obtain the case of geodesics in which
relations (72) define one curve (see Fig. 3a) on which the
radial coordinate changes in the interval r ∈ (3,+∞).
The value r = 6 corresponds to a singular cusp point on

this curve (see, e.g., [65]), which separates stable circular
orbits with r ∈ (6,+∞) from unstable orbits.
Further, as the total angular momentum c increases,

the curves defined by (72) no longer coincide (see Fig.
3b), but the singular cusp point persists [11, 12]. Also,
on each curve the domain of definition of the radial co-
ordinate r is given by the condition ∆± > 0 for Σ±

0 , re-
spectively. The value of the radial coordinate r defining
the cusp satisfies the equation

d2R±(r)
dr2

∣∣∣∣
Σ±

0

= 0.

How the domain of definition of the radial coordinate
and the position of the cusp change depending on c is
illustrated in Fig. 4 separately for each of the curves,
Σ+

0 and Σ−
0 . The region in which inequality (70) is not

satisfied is hatched. As we see, in this domain the func-
tions χ±(r) = 2r−3 (d+ 2pαp

α)|Σ±
0

can vanish, but the

pole-dipole approximation cannot be applied any longer,
and so the corresponding trajectories should be analyzed
by taking higher multipole moments into account.
It is also seen from Fig. 4 that, due to the spin-orbit

interaction, for N+
0 the circular orbits can be nearer to

the event horizon. Conversely, forN−
0 they can be farther

from the event horizon (for details, see [8, 11]). We note
that such a spin-orbit interaction is, according to Sec.
IIA, a purely relativistic phenomenon.
In the general case, for rotating test bodies on the

curve Σ+
0 the singular cusp point separates trajectories

that are stable and unstable only with respect to pertur-
bations lying on the invariant manifold Fix I(r). It was
shown in Ref. [10] that the equilibrium points considered
can lose stability with respect to perturbations that do
not lie in Fix I(r). It turns out that this is closely related
to the birth of other asymmetric relative equilibria (i.e.,
those that do not lie in Fix I(r)). Previously, these equi-
librium points were not found, and so we consider them
separately.

B. Asymmetric circular orbits

On the invariant submanifold (57) and at a fixed value
of the integral (56), the reduced system (55) possesses
two one-parameter families of equilibrium points

N±
1 =

{
(E⃗, Z⃗, r, Pr) | E⃗ = (0, E

(1)
2 , E±

3 ),

Z⃗ = (z,
√
z2 + 27(1− zE), 0), r = 3, Pr = 0

}
,

E
(1)
2 =

12
√
3(3− 2zE))√

z2 + 27(1− zE)
,

E±
3 = ±3

√
(1− zE)(z − 9E)2
z2 + 27(1− zE) − 1,

(73)

where z is a parameter. As we see, these equilibrium
points are, according to (59), circular orbits lying in the
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FIG. 4. Domain of definition (gray) of the radial coordinate r depending on c for Σ±
0 .

equatorial plane θ =
π

2
for which

dφ

dτ
=
Pφ

9
,

dt

dτ
= 3E .

To describe the domain of definition of the parameter
z, we note that for N±

1 inequality (62) is equivalent to

U = −zE < 0.

The domain of definition of z is given by this inequal-
ity and by the condition for positivity of the expressions
under the square root in N±

1 . This region on the plane
(z, E) is shown in Fig. 5a.

We express z in terms of the value of the Casimir func-

tion C◦(Z⃗) = c2:

z =
27− c2

27E ,

the corresponding region is shown in Fig. 5b. Then,
taking this relation into account and substituting (73)

into F (E⃗) = ℓ, we obtain

Σ1 =

{
(ℓ, c, E) | c

2

3
+ 27E2 − ℓ = 9

}
,

where ℓ ∈ (ℓ∗,+∞) and

ℓ∗ =
2

9
c2 − 3

2
+

3

c

√
27 +

13

4
c2 − 2

27
c4.

The equilibrium points N±
1 have E1 = 0. Therefore,

they lie, according to (59), in the equatorial plane θ =
π

2
.

In addition to them, the reduced system (55) also pos-
sesses equilibrium points that have E3 = 0, but E1 ̸= 0.

For them θ ̸= π

2
and they are not given by explicit rela-

tions, and so we represent them in the following implicit
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form:

N±
2 =

{
(E⃗, Z⃗, r, Pr) | E⃗ = (±

√
z2 −W 2, E

(2)
2 , 0),

Z⃗ = (
√
z2 − c2, z, 0), Pr = 0

}
,

E
(2)
2 =W

(
√
b(r)− z2 − c2

rz2
√
b(r)

)
+
rE

√
z2 − c2

z
√
b(r)

,

W =
r2z

c
√
z2 − c2

(
cE − z

√
b(r)

)
,

(74)
where the parameters r and z satisfy the following sys-
tem:

6r
7
2 c3E −

√
3ζ(z2 − c2) + 3z

√
r − 2·

(
2c2r3 − (2r3 + c2)(z2 − c2)

)
= 0,

z
√
3ζ

2

[
z2(r − 2)

(
c4 − (2r3 + c2)z2

)
+

c2r3
(
(r − 3)z2 + c2

(
r − 5

3

))]
+

√
(r − 2)(z2 − c2)

(
z2ζ

2
+
c2r3z2

2
(2r3 + c2)·

(3(z2 − c2)(r − 1)− 2c2) + c4r6(c2 + 3z2)
)
= 0,

ζ = 3z2(r − 2)(2r3 + c2)2(z2 − c2) + 4c4r3(r3 + 2c2) > 0.
(75)

Remark 5. To obtain relations (75), one needs to restrict
system (55) to relations (74). This leaves us with the

following two equations:

(
E2

∂H

∂E1
− E1

∂H

∂E2

)∣∣∣∣
N±

2

= 0,
∂H

∂r

∣∣∣∣
N±

2

= 0. (76)

Next, by choosing a linear combination of these equations
one can obtain a quadratic equation in E . Choosing the
principal root of this equation, one obtains the first of
relations (75). The other root must be excluded since
inequality (62) is not satisfied for it. Next, substituting
the resulting solution for E into any of Eqs. (76), one
can show that it reduces to the second of Eqs. (75). The
computations themselves are rather cumbersome and so
they are not presented here explicitly.

Figure 6 shows how the dependences z(r) and E(r)
change for the equilibrium points N±

2 . In these figures,
the curves have an origin in which z = W . This cor-
responds to E1 = 0. Substituting these values of the

coordinates for (74) into F (E⃗) = ℓ and taking (75) into
account, we can write in implicit form

Σ2 =
{
(ℓ, c, E) | ℓ = ℓ̃(c, E)

}
.

According to Figs.5b and 6b, the circular orbits (73)
and (74) have energy E > 1 for small c. In the limit
c → 0 we have E → +∞, i.e., the asymmetric circu-
lar orbits found above arise only when the angular mo-
mentum of the test body is nonzero. We analyze how
the angular momentum is directed in this case using the
Pauli – Lubanski vector:

Sα =
εαβµν

2m
√−g pβSµν ,

which satisfies the condition pαS
α = 0. In the reduced

variables the components of this vector can be repre-
sented as
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St =
E3

√
Z2
2 − E2

1√
r(r − 2)

, Sr =

√
b(r)

rZ2
(E1E2Z1 + E3Z2Z3)− EE1 −

(r − 3)Z1E1

r2Z2

√
Z2
2 − E2

1 ,

Sθ =

√
Z2
2 − E2

1

PφZ2r
5
2 sin θ

√
r − 2

(
E2Z1(r − 3)

√
Z2
2 − E2

1 − Z1(E
2
2 + E2

3)
√
r(r − 2) + r2EE2Z2

)
,

Sφ =
E3Pφ

√
Z2
2 − E2

1

r
5
2

√
r − 2Z2(E2

2 + E2
3)

(
Er2Z2 + Z1(r − 3)

√
Z2
2 − E2

1

)
,

where in the last two components we have explicitly taken
relations (59) into account. As noted above, for the sym-
metric circular orbits (72) we have Sr = Sφ = 0, whereas
for the asymmetric circular orbits the angular momentum
is not parallel to the orbital angular momentum:

N±
1 : Sr = 0, Sθ ̸= 0, Sφ ̸= 0,

N±
2 : Sr ̸= 0, Sθ = 0, Sφ = 0.

C. Stability analysis

Let us analyze the stability of the asymmetric relative
equilibria together with Σ+

0 . Note that the pairs of rela-
tive equilibria are related to each other by the symmetry
transformation:

I(r)
(
N+

1

)
= N−

1 , I(r)
(
N+

2

)
= N−

2 ,

and hence the equilibrium points from each pair are of
the same type.

The characteristic polynomial of linearization of the
Hamiltonian system (55) in a neighborhood of the equi-
librium points on the invariant manifold (57) has the
form

p(λ) = λ2(λ4 +Aλ2 +B),

where two zero eigenvalues are related to the additional
integrals (53). Depending on the character of the eigen-
values, four types of singular points are possible:

— center-center (λ1,2 = ±iα, λ3,4 = ±iβ);

— saddle-center (λ1,2 = ±iα, λ3,4 = ±β);

— saddle-saddle (λ1,2 = ±α, λ3,4 = ±β);

— focus-focus (λ1,2,3,4 = ±α± iβ),

where α and β are real numbers. We note that it is only
the singular point of center-center type that is Lyapunov
stable.
To analyze the stability of the equilibrium points, we

will construct for the fixed c = const the curve Σ+
0 to-

gether with Σ1 and Σ2 on the plane (ℓ, E). In addition,
we will show the corresponding equilibrium points on the
plane of the coefficients of the characteristic polynomial
(A,B) as curves. This will allow us to define the type
of equilibrium points (for details, see [66]) since regions
with different types of singular points on the plane of the
coefficients are separated by the parabola A2 − 4B = 0
and the straight line B = 0 (see Figs. 7b and 8b). Both
figures provide a clear description of the types of equilib-
rium points and their bifurcations.
We will distinguish three cases:
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(i) c ∈ (0, c∗1), where c
∗
1 ≈ 0.98878;

(ii) c ∈ (c∗1, c
∗
2), where c

∗
2 ≈ 1.3234;

(iii) c > c∗2.

The typical form of the curves Σ+
0 , Σ1 and Σ2 for case

(i) is shown in Fig. 7a. As we see, asymmetric circular
orbits arise from Σ+

0 at points C1 and C2. The types of
singular points for this case are shown in Fig.7b, in which
the type of the singular point Σ+

0 , except for the cusp,
changes at points C1 and C2.
The value c = c∗1 corresponds to the case where point

C2 coincides with the cusp on the curve Σ+
0 , and then,

as c is increased, case (ii) arises, in which asymmetric
circular orbits are also unstable. Then, for c = c∗2 the
other point C1 coincides with the cusp on the curve Σ+

0 .
As c is increased further, we obtain case (iii). For this
case, the typical form of the curves Σ+

0 , Σ1 and Σ2 and
the types of singular points are shown in Fig. 8. As we
see, in this case circular orbitsN±

1 can be of center-center
type and hence be stable.

Remark 6. Throughout this section, for the above-
mentioned curves we have assumed c ⩽ 2. If c > 2, then

the curves Σ±
0 , Σ1 and Σ2 can bifurcate or disappear.

For example, the radicand in ℓ∗ can become negative.

V. POINCARÉ MAP

Consider the trajectories of the reduced system (55)
that are different from the equilibrium points found in
Sec. IV. For this we make use of a Poincaré map. Below
we describe the procedure for constructing it.

1. As the secant of the vector field of system (55) we
choose a plane that is given by the condition E1 =
0.

2. We will construct the Poincaré map in the variables
(r, Pr). As for the other five variables, we will de-
fine them from the conditions defining the invariant
manifold (57), from the Casimir functions (53) and
from the integral corresponding to the mass (56).
The values on the plane (r, Pr) for which there are
no real roots will be shown as gray points, which
will be spaced equally apart.
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3. For the initial conditions described above, we nu-
merically integrate system (55). At the same time,
using the Henon method [67], we will find inter-
sections of the trajectories with the chosen sec-

tion, on which the quantity
dE1

dτ
has the same sign.

Showing the values of the coordinates on the plane
(r, Pr), we obtain a two-dimensional Poincaré point
map.

r

Pr

4 6 8
−0.2

−0.1

0

0.1

0.2

FIG. 9. A Poincaré map for the fixed c = 1.4, ℓ = 16, E =
0.92292941, m = 1 and µ = 1, which qualitatively reproduces
the map from Ref. [8] (see Fig. 4f).

The procedure described above of constructing a
Poincaré map differs from that used in Ref. [8]. The
latter involves numerically solving part of the initial
Mathisson—Papapetrou equations (19) in constructing
a Poincaré map, whereas the former involves numerically
solving the reduced system (55), which has two variables
less. One variable has been eliminated using the Casimir
function C⋆ = 0, and the other, using the cyclic coordi-
nate of the symmetry field (50).

Nonetheless, in this case the Poincaré map for the pa-
rameter values from Ref. [8] is qualitatively reproduced
(see Fig. 9) with the difference that, in Ref. [8], the
velocity component of the supporting curve ur (and not
Pr) and a different secant were chosen in the ordinate
(vertical) axis.

We note that the trajectories corresponding to falling,
r → 2µ, or those going to infinity, r → +∞, can cease
to cross the chosen secant. Therefore, a Poincaré map
can be used only in the case where the recurrence of the
trajectories is observed. In Ref. [8], an analog of the
effective potential has been constructed and analyzed to
search for such trajectories.

In this case, we make use of the results of Sec. IV and
choose values of the integrals c, ℓ and E a little above the
part of the curve Σ+

0 in which the equilibrium point is of
center-center type. A typical Poincaré map for small val-
ues of c is shown in Fig. 10a. As we see, in this case the
map has a stable fixed point (shown in red), which is sur-
rounded by invariant curves. Next, as we increase energy
E , we cross the part of the curve Σ+

0 that contains equi-

librium points of saddle-center type. An unstable fixed
point arises in the map above this curve. This point is
shown in blue in Fig. 10b. In Fig. 10b, separatrices
to this unstable fixed point are numerically constructed
(they are shown in different colors). One pair of sepa-
ratrices splits, and the other pair of separatrices tends
to the event horizon in forward or backward time. Pre-
viously, such a situation arose for the geodesics of the
Schwarzschild –Melvin metric [68]. As energy E is in-
creased further, the invariant curves in the map break
down. After some value of energy is reached, the trajec-
tories begin to fall onto the event horizon. We note that
here and in what follows we assume E < 1, for if this
is not satisfied, trajectories going to infinity arise in the
reduced system.
For large values of c, a different scenario may take

place. At first, the fixed point in the map loses stabil-
ity due to a supercritical pitchfork bifurcation (see Fig.
11b), and then regains stability after a subcritical pitch-
fork bifurcation (see Fig. 11c). Thus, five fixed points
arise from one fixed point. The corresponding trajecto-
ries of the reduced system are shown in Fig. 13. Figure
12 shows a Poincaré map and separatrices constructed
for different values of energy E . As we see, separatrices
from different fixed points in the map begin to intersect
and heteroclinic trajectories arise. This confirms the as-
sumption made in Ref. [8] that the observed chaos is
due to a “heteroclinic tangle”. For these parameters, if
we increase the energy further after intersection with the
curve Σ2, the trajectories cease to cross the chosen secant
and begin to approach the event horizon.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper is concerned with the motion of a rotating
test body in the Schwarzschild metric, which is described
by the Mathisson –Papapetrou equations and the Tulczy-
jew condition. This system admits additional integrals,
making it possible to decrease the number of equations in
it, i.e., to perform a reduction. This paper presents an ex-
plicit reduction after which the Mathisson –Papapetrou
equations reduce to a Hamiltonian system with three de-
grees of freedom. This system has an invariant manifold
on which the required trajectories lie. On this manifold,
the problem reduces to a Hamiltonian system with two
degrees of freedom.
Among the fixed points of this system there are the

well-known [8, 43] symmetric circular orbits. The orbital
angular momentum of these trajectories is parallel to the
angular momentum of the test body. It has turned out
that the change of type of these fixed points leads to the
emergence of asymmetric circular orbits. The angular
momentum of these orbits is not parallel to the angular
momentum of the body. If the test body is a black hole
or a neutron star, these solutions turn out to be unstable.
We note that asymmetric circular orbits have no analogs
for geodesics since for them, as c→ 0, E → +∞.
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FIG. 10. A Poincaré map for the fixed c = 0.65, ℓ = 3.715, m = 1, µ = 1 and different values of energy E .
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FIG. 11. A Poincaré map for the fixed c = 1.0, ℓ = 3.807, m = 1, µ = 1 and different values of energy E .
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FIG. 12. A Poincaré map for the fixed c = 1.0, ℓ = 3.807, m = 1, µ = 1 and E = 0.9235.

From the viewpoint of qualitative dynamical systems theory, there is nothing special in the emergence of such
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FIG. 13. Projection of the trajectories of the reduced system onto the plane (Pr, E1) and the space (r, Pr, E1) for the parameters
and the initial conditions in a neighborhood of fixed points in the Poincaré map in Fig.11c.

equilibrium points. Indeed, the fixed point of the reduced
system is simultaneously a critical point of the Hamilto-
nian. As can be seen from Figs. 7b and 8b, the symmetric
circular orbits change their type if the coefficient of the
characteristic polynomial B changes its sign. This is ac-
companied by a change of the Morse index of the critical
point. As a rule, such a change of the index is accom-
panied by the emergence of new equilibrium points and
helps in finding them (for details, see, e.g., Ref. [66]).
To all appearances, according to the results of Ref. [8],
such a situation also arises for symmetric circular orbits
in a Kerr metric. However, the analysis of the Kerr met-
ric is made difficult by the fact that, for this metric, the
additional Carter integral [69] is not generalized and the
problem reduces to an analysis of a Hamiltonian system
with three degrees of freedom. Therefore, the search for
asymmetric circular orbits of a rotating test body for the
Kerr metric is an interesting problem in its own right.

In addition, this paper presents a Poincaré map con-
structed by numerically solving the reduced system. In-

terestingly, this map exhibits two types of pitchfork bi-
furcations: supercritical and subcritical. As a result, five
fixed points arise in the Poincaré map. Additionally, sep-
aratrices are constructed for unstable fixed points which
intersect each other transversally. This confirms the as-
sumption made in Ref. [8] that the observed chaos is due
to a “heteroclinic tangle”.
We note that, according to Fig. 8b, a change of the

type of singular point from center-center to focus-focus is
observed for the equilibrium points N±

1 . As a rule, such
a bifurcation is called the Hamiltonian Hopf bifurcation
[70], and this bifurcation may give rise to a periodic so-
lution. It would be interesting to address this question
for such a system, for example, using a Poincaré map.
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nales de l’institut Henri Poincaré. Section A, Physique
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