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Abstract

Vortex light, characterized by an intrinsic orbital angular momentum aligned with its propagation
direction, is described through vortex electromagnetic waves. Similar to the gravitational spin Hall
effect (SHE), vortex light is expected to exhibit intrinsic orbital angular momentum dependent tra-
jectories and deviations from the null geodesic plane when propagating through a gravitational field,
a phenomenon termed the gravitational orbital Hall effect (OHE). In this work, we model the vortex
light as vortex Laguerre-Gaussian electromagnetic wave packets and analyze its motion by solving
covariant Maxwell equations within the Lense-Thirring metric. Our findings reveal that the trajectory
of vortex light with an intrinsic orbital angular momentum deviates from the null geodesic in two
ways. It deviates both perpendicular to, and within, the null geodesic plane. This behavior contrasts
with the gravitational SHE, where spin-polarized light primarily deviates perpendicular to the null
geodesic plane. Moreover, the relationship between the deviation and intrinsic orbital angular momen-
tum differs significantly from that between the deviation and spin. These results suggest a unique
interaction between intrinsic orbital angular momentum and gravity, distinct from the spin-gravity
coupling, indicating that the gravitational OHE of light might not be precisely predicted by merely
substituting spin with intrinsic orbital angular momentum in the gravitational SHE of light.

1 Introduction

The spin Hall effect (SHE), characterized by spin-

dependent trajectory deviations of particles due

to spin-orbit coupling in specific media or exter-

nal fields, is a well-documented phenomenon in

light propagation through gradient-index media

and various optical materials. This effect has

been thoroughly discussed, revealing both its

detectability and foundational mechanisms [1–8].

Recent advancements have investigated the ability

to control the SHE through crystal birefringence,

highlighting its utility in the precise manipu-

lation of micro-particles [9] and the behaviors

in optical fibers with curved step-index profiles
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[10]. Authoritative reviews have effectively sum-

marized the core concepts and varied applications

of the optical SHE, significantly enhancing our

comprehension of this field [7, 11–13].

In gravitational fields, particles also exhibit

trajectories and deviations that depend on their

spin, due to gravitational spin-orbit coupling, an

effect known as the gravitational SHE. This phe-

nomenon was initially identified by Papapetrou

and Corinaldesi using the Mathisson-Papapetrou-

Dixon (MPD) equations [14–19]. Subsequent stud-

ies have extensively investigated the gravita-

tional SHE across various metrics employing these

equations [20–25]. However, deriving unique tra-

jectories from the MPD equations requires the

application of supplementary conditions to the

angular momentum Sµν . Different supplementary

conditions result in differing trajectories [26].

Besides the MPD equations, researchers have

employed other methods to study the gravi-

tational SHE. These methods include applying

the Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin approximation to

Maxwell’s equations [27–32], utilizing the energy-

momentum tensor [33, 34], and using Foldy-

Wouthuysen transformation to derive Hamiltoni-

ans [35–40]. These studies not only deepen our

understanding of the interactions between matter

and gravity but also provide numerous predictions

that can be used to test gravitational theories.

Beyond possessing spin, a single particle can

also exist in a vortex state, carrying an intrin-

sic orbital angular momentum aligned with its

average momentum. The vortex state, can be

described by the wave function ψ ∝ eiℓϕ, with ℓℏ

as its intrinsic orbital angular momentum [41, 42].

Here, ϕ is the azimuthal angle. These particles,

when in such vortex states, are referred to as ”vor-

tex” particles, highlighting their intrinsic orbital

angular momentum. In 1992, vortex states, char-

acterized by Laguerre-Gaussian modes, were first

discoveried by Allen et al. [43]. Subsequently,

in 1996, these modes were experimentally gener-

ated at millimeter-wave frequencies using a spiral

phase plate [44]. In the same year, the intrin-

sic orbital angular momentum of the Laguerre-

Gaussian modes was experimentally quantified

through the trapping of absorbent particles [45].

Since then, vortex light has been generated in a

variety of optical experiments and used in indus-

trial laser production [7, 46–53], demonstrating

their applicability in numerous areas of funda-

mental physics. These applications include optical

trapping of particles [54, 55], quantum informa-

tion and communications [56, 57], astronomy and

astrophysics [58, 59], and optical solitons [60, 61].

Similar to the SHE, the dynamics of parti-

cles are also affected by intrinsic orbital angular

momentum when passing through materials, a

phenomenon termed the orbital Hall effect (OHE).

The OHE has been explored in light moving along
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spatial curves [62] and observed in electrons in

titanium metals [63]. These findings lead to the

expectation that vortex light, possessing intrinsic

orbital angular momentum, will similarly exhibit

altered dynamics in gravitational fields, an effect

we term the gravitational OHE. However, the

MPD equations and WKB approximation, typi-

cally used for the gravitational SHE analysis, are

less effective for the gravitational OHE due to

their inadequate description of vortex states and

inability to distinguish between spin and intrinsic

orbital angular momentum.

In this study, we aim to explore the grav-

itational OHE for vortex light and its poten-

tial distinctions from the gravitational SHE. Our

investigation adopts a comprehensive methodol-

ogy consisting of three primary steps:

1. We model the vortex light as Laguerre-

Gaussian electromagnetic wave packets to cap-

ture their intrinsic orbital angular momentum.

2. We investigate the dynamics of vortex wave

packets by solving the covariant Maxwell

equations within the Lense-Thirring metric,

enabling us to understand the influence of

gravity on vortex light motion.

3. We assess the motion of the vortex light by

analyzing the center of its energy-momentum

tensor, which provides insights into the tra-

jectory alterations induced by varying intrinsic

orbital angular momentum.

This methodology has been effectively utilized in

previous studies to analyze the gravitational SHE

of light within the Schwarzschild metric [33] and

the gravitational OHE of scalar vortex particles in

a stellar gravitational field [34].

The structure of the paper is organized as fol-

lows: Section 2 introduces the vortex light as a

Laguerre-Gaussian electromagnetic wave packet

and explores its evolution by numerically solving

the Maxwell equations within the Lense-Thirring

metric. In Section 3, we examine the gravita-

tional OHE for vortex light in this metric, using

the center of the energy-momentum tensor. This

section also compares the gravitational OHE with

the gravitational SHE and seek out the differ-

ences between these two phenomena. Section 4

offers further discussion on our findings. Through-

out this paper, we adopt the metric signature

(−,+,+,+) and normalize units such that c =

ℏ = 1.

2 Dynamics of vortex light in

the Lense-Thirring metric

The dynamics of vortex light in vacuum, repre-

sented as electromagnetic wave packets, are gov-

erned by source-free Maxwell equations. Within a

curved spacetime, these equations are expressed as

∇µF
µν = 0, (1)
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where Fµν = ∇µAν(x⃗, t) − ∇νAµ(x⃗, t) denotes

the electromagnetic tensor. When considering

the motion of light outside a gravitational

source, where the Ricci tensor Rαβ vanishes,

employing the covariant Lorenz gauge condition,

∇µA
µ(x⃗, t) = 0, simplifies Eq. (1) to

∇µ∇µA
ν(x⃗, t) = 0. (2)

In the weak field approximation, the curved

spacetime around a slowly rotating star is well-

described by the Lense-Thirring metric [64, 65].

In Cartesian coordinates, the line element ds is

defined as:

ds2 = −
(
1− 2GM

r

)
dt2 +

(
1 +

2GM

r

)
dx2

+

(
1 +

2GM

r

)
(dy2 + dz2)

− 4GMa

r3
(xdydt− ydxdt), (3)

where M represents the mass of the gravitational

source, r =
√
x2 + y2 + z2 the distance from

the source’s center, and a = |J⃗ |/M the angular

momentum per unit mass, with the source’s angu-

lar momentum J⃗ aligned along the z-axis. The

Lense-Thirring metric is thus approximated by:

gµν ≃ ηµν + hµν , (4)

with ηµν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) and the perturbation

hµν as

hµν =



2GM
r

2GMay
r3 − 2GMax

r3 0

2GMay
r3

2GM
r 0 0

− 2GMax
r3 0 2GM

r 0

0 0 0 2GM
r


(5)

Within the framework of the weak field

approximation, where GM/r ≪ 1, it is practi-

cal to consider the gravitational impact on the

electromagnetic field Aν(x⃗, t) as a perturbative

effect:

Aν(x⃗, t) = Āν(x⃗, t) + Ãν(x⃗, t), (6)

with Āν(x⃗, t) representing the zeroth-order term in

GM/r, satisfying the equation ηρµ∂ρ∂µĀ
ν(x⃗, t) =

0. According to Eq. (2), the perturbation Ãν(x⃗, t),

being first order in GM/r, is approximately

described by

∂λ∂
λÃν(x⃗, t) ≃ hλα∂λ∂αĀ

ν(x⃗, t)

+ ηλαΓ̃β
λα∂βĀ

ν(x⃗, t)

− ∂αΓ̃ν
αβĀ

β(x⃗, t)

− 2Γ̃ν
αβ∂

αĀβ(x⃗, t), (7)

where Γ̃β
λα = 1

2η
βγ(∂αhλγ + ∂λhαγ − ∂γhλα)

denotes the first-order terms in GM/r of the affine

connection.
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2.1 Physical system and initial

states

The physical system under investigation, as

depicted in Fig. 1, consists of a gravitational

source located at (−b, 0, 0), rotating around the

z-axis. A vortex electromagnetic wave packet,

initially positioned at the coordinate origin, com-

mences its free fall with momentum p⃗ directed

along the z-axis. Both its spin S⃗ and intrinsic

orbital angular momentum L⃗ are aligned with the

z-axis.

Our calculations reveal that when the wave

packet’s momentum is perpendicular to the gravi-

tational source’s rotational axis (the z-axis in Fig.

1), the trajectory of the wave packet is negligibly

affected by the source’s rotation. This observation

leads us to primarily focus on the case where the

momentum is initially aligned parallel to the rota-

tional axis, allowing for a targeted investigation

into the dynamics of the wave packet under these

specific conditions.

In the absence of gravity within Minkowski

spacetime, a vortex photon can be characterized

by a vortex Laguerre-Gaussian electromagnetic

wave packet [66]. The expression for this wave

packet in momentum space is given by

Āi
f (k⃗, t) =

√
2N(σ⊥k⊥)

ℓ

ω3/2
ϵi exp (iℓϕk − iωt)

× exp

(
− (kz − pz)

2σ2
z

2
− k2⊥σ

2
⊥

2

)
, (8)

Fig. 1 Configurations of the physical system. The yellow
sphere depicts the rotating gravitational source situated
at (−b, 0, 0). A vortex photon, symbolized by the orange
sphere, initially positioned at the coordinate origin, starts
its free fall along the z-axis. The dashed line x(τ) symbol-
izes the vortex photon’s trajectory.

where ϵ⃗ = {ϵi} = (k2z + k
2
y − iσkxky, iσk2z + iσk2x−

kxky,−iσkykz −kxkz)T with σ = 0,±1 represents

the polarization vector, satisfying k⃗ · ε⃗ = 0. The

wave vector’s transverse component is denoted as

k⊥ =
√
k2x + k2y. The angular frequency is defined

as ω = |⃗k| =
√
k2x + k2y + k2z , and the azimuthal

angle is given by ϕk = arctan(ky/kx). The param-

eter pz refers to the average initial momentum of

the wave packet along the z-axis, and N is the nor-

malization factor. This wave function represents a

particular Laguerre-Gaussian mode in momentum

space. As outlined in Section 1, it is feasible to

generate this wave packet experimentally, allowing

for the potential observation of its gravitational

OHE in principle.

In coordinate space, the wave packet can be

represented through the inverse Fourier Transform
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as:

Āi(x⃗, t) =

∫
Āi

f (k⃗, t) exp(ik⃗ · x⃗)d
3k. (9)

This wave packet adheres to the Coulomb gauge,

∂iĀ
i(x⃗, t) = 0 with Ā0(x⃗, t) = 0, due to the

orthogonal relation between the momentum and

polarization vector k⃗ · ε⃗ = 0. Under these con-

ditions, the source-free Maxwell equations in

Minkowski spacetime simplify to ∂µ∂
µĀν(x⃗, t) =

0. Given that the wave packet’s angular frequency

in momentum space, is given by ω = |⃗k|, it

confirms that Āi(x⃗, t) satisfies these source-free

Maxwell equations in Minkowski spacetime.

For an electromagnetic wave packet, its spin

and orbital angular momentum can be represented

as

S⃗ =

∫
E⃗ × A⃗(x⃗, t)d3x (10)

and

L⃗ =

∫
x⃗× Ei∇⃗Ai(x⃗, t)d3x, (11)

where E⃗ = {Ei} = {−∂tAi(x⃗, t) − ∇iA
0(x⃗, t)}

denotes the electric field of light in coordinate

space. Through straightforward calculations, we

confirm that the wave packet Āi(x⃗, t) carries a spin

of σ and an intrinsic orbital angular momentum

of ℓ along its average momentum. Furthermore,

we establish that the wave packet’s initial momen-

tum is directed along the z-axis, with its initial

position at the coordinate origin. Therefore, this

wave packet conforms to the configurations of the

physical system under consideration in this study.

The radius of a realistic electromagnetic wave

packet is expected to be significantly smaller than

its distance, b, from the center of the gravitational

source. For the wave packet described in Eq. (8),

its radius, R, can be approximated by R ∼ σ⊥ ∼

σz. Hence, we establish the following relationship:

σ⊥ ∼ σz ≪ b. (12)

This indicates that the wave packet is confined to

a significantly small volume in three-dimensional

space, with its radius being much smaller than the

distance to the gravitational source. Consequently,

the gravitational field within the wave packet can

be approximated as follows:

h00 ≃ 2GM

b

(
1− x

b

)
, (13)

h01 ≃ 2GMay

b3
, h03 = 0, (14)

h02 ≃ −2GMa

b2

(
1− 2x

b

)
, (15)

hij ≃
2GM

b

(
1− x

b

)
δij , (16)

where only terms of the first order in xi/b have

been considered. Under these approximations, Eq.

(7) can be significantly simplified, as detailed in

Appendix.

6



However, as shown in Appendix, the equation

of motion for Ãν(x⃗, t) remains a set of

second-order inhomogeneous partial differential

equations, posing significant challenges for direct

solution. Additionally, the wave packet of the

vortex light is articulated in momentum space,

necessitating the transformation of Eq. (7) into

momentum space through the following Fourier

Transform:

F (f(x⃗, t)) =
1

(2π)3

∫
f(x⃗, t) exp(−ik⃗ · x)d3x.

(17)

By applying this Fourier transform to Eq. (7),

with the wave packet Āi
f (k⃗, t) described in Eq. (8),

we reformulate these equations as:

(
∂2t + ω2

)
Ãρ

f (k⃗, t) = aρ1(k⃗)e
−iωt + aρ2(k⃗)e

−iωtt,

(18)

where Ãρ
f (k⃗, t) = F (Ãρ(x⃗, t)) represents the per-

turbation term in momentum space. The coef-

ficient aρ1(k⃗) encompasses all factors associated

with terms that include the time-dependent factor

exp(−iωt). Similarly, the coefficient aρ2(k⃗) encap-

sulates all factors related to terms that incorpo-

rate the time-dependent expression t exp(−iωt).

Detailed expressions of these equations are avail-

able in Appendix 4.

Given the initial conditions:

Ãρ
f (k⃗, t)

∣∣∣
t=0

= 0 and ∂tÃ
ρ
f (k⃗, t)

∣∣∣
t=0

= 0,

(19)

Eq. (18) can be analytically solved. The perturba-

tion term Ãρ
f (k⃗, t) is expressed as:

Ãρ
f (k⃗, t) =

aρ1(k⃗)(1− e2iωt + 2iωt)e−iωt

4ω2

+
aρ2(k⃗)(2ωt− i+ 2iω2t2 + ie2iωt)e−iωt

8ω3
.

(20)

Accordingly, the wave packet of the free-falling

vortex light in coordinate space is determined

through the inverse Fourier Transform:

Aρ(x⃗, t) =

∫
Aρ

f (k⃗, t) exp(ik⃗ · x⃗) d
3k, (21)

where Aρ
f (k⃗, t) = Āρ

f (k⃗, t) + Ãρ
f (k⃗, t).

Due to the complexity of the wave packet

Aρ
f (k⃗, t), analytically calculating the integration

in the aforementioned equation is nearly infea-

sible. This integration is essentially an inverse

Fourier Transform, which lends itself to numer-

ical methods. Therefore, we first discretize the

wave packet Aρ
f (k⃗, t) in momentum space. Subse-

quently, we employ the ”InverseFourier” function,

a numerical tool for inverse Fourier Transform

provided by Wolfram Mathematica (developed by

Wolfram Research), to carry out this integration.

This approach allows us to numerically derive the
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wave packet’s distribution, Aρ(x⃗, t), in coordinate

space. Following these numerical computations,

the energy-momentum tensor and the center of the

vortex light can be straightforwardly calculated.

3 Gravitational orbital Hall

effect for vortex light

The dynamics of vortex light are described

through electromagnetic wave packets, which pre-

clude their simplification to point-like particles.

Consequently, traditional trajectories applicable

to point-like particles might not be suitable for

vortex light. In this study, we characterize the

motion of vortex light by employing energy-

momentum tensor, thereby defining their trajec-

tories via the energy-momentum tensor:

⟨xi⟩µν =

∫ √
−gxiTµνd3x∫ √
−gTµνd3x

, (22)

where the superscripts µ and ν denote the com-

ponents of the energy-momentum tensor used to

define the vortex light’ center. Here, g = det(gµν)

represents the determinant of the metric tensor

gµν .

Under the weak field approximation, where

hµν ≪ 1, the gravitational influence on the evolu-

tion of vortex light is captured by the perturbation

term Ãρ, which is first-order in hµν . Consequently,

the energy-momentum tensor for vortex light can

be approximated as Tµν ≃ T̄µν + T̃µν . Here, T̄µν ,

the zeroth-order term in hµν , represents the free

motion of vortex light in the absence of gravita-

tional effects. In contrast, T̃µν , the first-order term

in hµν , accounts for the gravitational influence on

the motion of the vortex light. In this case, the

leading term in Eq. (22),
∫
xiT̄µνd3x/

∫
T̄µνd3x,

is independent of gravity and solely represents the

free motion of vortex light in the absence of grav-

itational fields. Our study primarily examines the

gravitational effects on the motion of vortex light,

leading to a simplified expression for the center of

vortex light as:

⟨xi⟩µν ≃
∫
xiT̃µνd3x∫
T̄µνd3x

, (23)

where the center ⟨xi⟩µν , defined by T̃µν , represents

the trajectory deviations in the gravitational field

compared to the absence of gravity.

Previous studies have indicated that the choice

of components and formulations of the energy-

momentum tensor significantly influences the

position of the electromagnetic wave packet’s cen-

ter in gravitational fields, affecting the gravita-

tional SHE for light as well [33]. These findings

suggest that the gravitational OHE might be

similarly affected by the choice of the energy-

momentum tensor components and formulations.

To compare with the gravitational SHE, this

study investigates the gravitational OHE by ana-

lyzing the energy density and energy flux using
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both symmetric and canonical expressions of the

energy-momentum tensor. The respective expres-

sions are defined as follows:

⟨xi⟩se ≃
∫
xiT̃ 00

s d3x∫
T̄ 00
s d3x

, ⟨xi⟩sk ≃
∫
xiT̃ 30

s d3x∫
T̄ 30
s d3x

,

⟨xi⟩ce ≃
∫
xiT̃ 00

c d3x∫
T̄ 00
s d3x

, ⟨xi⟩ck ≃
∫
xiT̃ 30

c d3x∫
T̄ 30
c d3x

,

(24)

where ⟨xi⟩se and ⟨xi⟩sk respectively denote the

centers of energy density and energy flux along

the z-axis for the symmetric energy-momentum

tensor. Similarly, ⟨xi⟩ce and ⟨xi⟩ck represent these

centers for the canonical energy-momentum ten-

sor.

3.1 Motion of vortex light with

different intrinsic orbital angular

momentum in the regime t ≪ b

Figure 2 shows that the gravitational source’s

rotation affects the transverse light trajectories

without depending on the vortex light’s intrin-

sic orbital angular momentum. Thus, the rotation

does not significantly alter the trajectory devi-

ations from the null geodesic for vortex light,

indicating a limited sensitivity of the gravitational

OHE to the source’s rotation. Given this insen-

sitivity, the discussion will not extensively cover

the impact of rotation but will instead concen-

trate on investigating the differences between the

gravitational SHE and gravitational OHE.

Unlike the gravitational SHE, where elec-

tromagnetic wave packets with different spins

primarily diverge along the transverse direction

perpendicular to the null geodesic plane, vortex

electromagnetic wave packets demonstrate sep-

arations both transversely and within the null

geodesic plane itself. This distinction highlights a

fundamental difference between the gravitational

OHE and the gravitational SHE, with the former

affecting motion in a broader context.

To compare these two gravitational Hall effects

in detail, we examine the transverse motion of

vortex electromagnetic wave packets. Specifically,

for the vortex electromagnetic wave packet with a

travel time t significantly shorter than its initial

distance b from the gravitational source (t ≪ b),

the numerical results of its transverse trajectory

⟨y⟩, as shown in Fig. 2, can be fitted numerically

by:

⟨y⟩ℓ ≃ −GMλℓ

2πb2
t, (25)

where λ = 2π/pz represents the wavelength of the

electromagnetic wave packet.

As shown in Fig. 3, the gravitational OHE

is markedly affected by the choice of energy-

momentum tensor components, yet it does not

depend on the specific form of the energy-

momentum tensor. Therefore, Eq. (25) can be

generalized as:

⟨y⟩ℓ ≃
βGMλℓ

2πb2
t, (26)
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Fig. 2 Trajectories of vortex electromagnetic wave packets with intrinsic orbital angular momentum ℓ given by using energy
density of the symmetric energy-momentum tensor. The upper panels illustrate the separations of the vortex electromagnetic
wave packets within the null geodesic plane, defined as ∆xℓ = ⟨x⟩ℓ − ⟨x⟩ℓ=0 and ∆zℓ = ⟨z⟩ℓ − ⟨z⟩ℓ=0. The lower left panel
presents the trajectories of the vortex electromagnetic wave packets in the transverse direction, perpendicular to the null
geodesic plane. The lower right panel shows the transverse trajectory deviations between rotating (a ̸= 0) and non-rotating
(a = 0) scenarios, denoted by ∆ya = ⟨y⟩a − ⟨y⟩a=0. In these illustrations, parameters are nondimensionalized using b and
specified as: GM/b = 10−4, pzb = 107, and σxb = σyb = σzb = 5× 103.

where β reflects the influence of the chosen

energy-momentum tensor components on the

wave packet’s center, with its values provided in

Table 1.

In contrast, the gravitational SHE influences

the transverse trajectory as described by Lian et

al. [33]:

⟨y⟩σ ≃ αGMλσ

2πb2
t. (27)

where α depends on both the selected components

and the form of the energy-momentum tensor

used to define the wave packet’s center, with spe-

cific values listed in Table 1. Consequently, the

transverse trajectory of an electromagnetic wave

packet, carrying a total angular momentum σ+ ℓ,

can be generalized as follows:

⟨y⟩σ,ℓ ≃
(ασ + βℓ)GMλ

2πb2
t. (28)

Eq. (28) underlines the difference between

the gravitational OHE and gravitational SHE.

Specifically, when the center of wave packets is

determined using the energy density of symmetric

energy-momentum tensor, the coefficients are fit-

ted as β = −1.0 for gravitational OHE and α =

10



Definitions of the center α β
Energy density of symmetric energy-momentum tensor 2.0 -1.0

Energy flux density of symmetric energy-momentum tensor 1.0 -2.0
Energy density of canonical energy-momentum tensor 1.5 -1.0

Energy flux density of canonical energy-momentum tensor 0.5 -2.0
Table 1 Values of α and β for the vortex Laguerre-Gaussian electromagnetic wave packet. The values of α have been
reported in our previous work [33].

〈y〉se

〈y〉sk

〈y〉ce

〈y〉ck

0.0000 0.0002 0.0004 0.0006 0.0008 0.0010

-2.×10-14

-1.5×10-14

-1.×10-14

-5.×10-15

0

t/b

〈y
〉 𝑙
/b

Fig. 3 Trajectories of vortex electromagnetic wave pack-
ets with intrinsic orbital angular momentum ℓ given by
using different definitions. Parameters are nondimension-
alized using b and specified as: GM/b = 10−4, pzb = 107,
and σxb = σyb = σzb = 5 × 103. Notations ⟨xi⟩se and
⟨xi⟩sk denote the centers of energy density and energy flux
along the z-axis for the symmetric energy-momentum ten-
sor, while ⟨xi⟩ce and ⟨xi⟩ck represent these centers for the
canonical energy-momentum tensor.

2.0 for gravitational SHE. The difference between

coefficients α and β indicates that the gravita-

tional OHE results in a transverse movement given

by −GMℓλt/b2, whereas the gravitational SHE

leads to a movement of 2GMσλt/b2. Therefore,

an electromagnetic wave packet with a spin of σ

can be expected to separate from one carrying an

intrinsic orbital angular momentum of ℓ.

Furthermore, the results presented in Table

1 demonstrate that both the gravitational SHE

and OHE are influenced by the choice of

energy-momentum tensor components, suggest-

ing a dependence of these phenomena on the

detection method. While the gravitational SHE is

sensitive to the specific expressions of the energy-

momentum tensor, the gravitational OHE does

not exhibit such sensitivity. These observations

imply that when coupled to gravity, the intrinsic

orbital angular momentum of light may not be

directly equivalent to their spin, highlighting the

complexity of matter-gravity coupling.

3.2 The deviation angle of vortex

light from the null geodesic

plane

The transverse velocity of the vortex electromag-

netic wave packet, which carries a total angular

momentum of σ+ ℓ, can be derived from Eq. (28)

as:

d⟨y⟩σ,ℓ
dt

≃ (ασ + βℓ)GMλ

2πb2
. (29)

This expression indicates that the wave packet’s

transverse velocity can be modulated by both its

spin σ and intrinsic orbital angular momentum ℓ.

Importantly, near the gravitational source, with

t ≪ b, the transverse velocity of the electromag-

netic wave packet does not significantly depend on

the time t. This observation implies that the wave

packet’s transverse velocity is primarily governed

by its distance from the gravitational source.

11



Consider a vortex electromagnetic wave packet

with a total angular momentum of σ + ℓ, emitted

from the coordinate origin. At t = 0, it has an ini-

tial transverse velocity of d⟨y⟩σ,ℓ/dt = 0. As this

wave packet moves away from the gravitational

source, predominantly along the z-axis within

the weak gravitational field, its distance from

the gravitational source can be approximately

described by r =
√
b2 + t2. In this case, the wave

packet’s transverse velocity can be approximated

as:

d⟨y⟩σ,ℓ
dt

∼ (ασ + βℓ)GMλ

2π(b2 + t2)
− (ασ + βℓ)GMλ

2πb2
,

(30)

with higher-order terms than GM/b omitted for

simplicity.

Accordingly, as this wave packet moves away

from the gravitational source towards infinity, its

transverse velocity might not vanish and can be

approximated by:

d⟨y⟩σ,ℓ
dt

∼ − (ασ + βℓ)GMλ

2πb2
. (31)

This persistent transverse velocity suggests a

potential angle between the wave packet’s tra-

jectory and the null-geodesic plane. This angle,

θσ,ℓ ∼ d⟨y⟩σ,ℓ/dt, as t → +∞, can be approxi-

mated by:

θσ,ℓ ∼ − (ασ + βℓ)GMλ

2πb2
. (32)

This equation indicates that light carrying

an equal total angular momentum, σ + ℓ, might

also follow differing trajectories. Consider three

electromagnetic wave packets, each with a total

angular momentum of σ + ℓ = 1. The first wave

packet has a spin σ = 1 and an intrinsic orbital

angular momentum ℓ = 0; the second one has

σ = 0 and ℓ = 1; and the third has σ = −1 and

ℓ = 2. The angles θσ,ℓ corresponding to these three

wave packets are given by:

θ1,0 ≃ −GMλ

πb2
, θ0,1 ≃ GMλ

2πb2
, θ−1,2 ≃ 2GMλ

πb2
,

(33)

where the centers of the three wave packets are

defined by using the energy density of the symmet-

ric energy-momentum tensor. Hence, the propaga-

tion of light in curved spacetimes is affected not

only by its total angular momentum but also by

the specific contributions of its spin and intrinsic

orbital angular momentum.

3.3 Spin vs. intrinsic orbital angular

momentum

The dynamics of light are governed by Maxwell’s

equations and can be described through elec-

tromagnetic wave packets. For a spin-polarized

electromagnetic wave packet, its spin is charac-

terized by the polarization of the electromagnetic

field Aµ, specifically represented by a polariza-

tion vector ϵ⃗. Importantly, ϵ⃗ could be independent
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of the wave packet’s spatial distribution, as sug-

gested by left-handed and right-handed circularly

polarized light beams. This independence suggests

that its spin remains physically meaningful when

the wave packet is approximated as a point-like

particle.

However, for vortex light, its intrinsic orbital

angular momentum is captured by a phase factor

ψ(x⃗, t) ∝ exp(iℓϕ) within its electromagnetic wave

packet, where ϕ is the azimuthal angle. This angle,

and consequently the phase factor, are depen-

dent on the wave packet’s spatial distribution.

Thus, when the wave packet’s size is theoretically

reduced to zero, the phase factor becomes unde-

fined, suggesting that the intrinsic orbital angular

momentum might lose its physical meaning in the

approximation of light as point-like particles.

The MPD equations are widely employed to

analyze the dynamics of particles with angular

momentum, particularly for describing the motion

of spin-polarized light. In these equations, the

characteristics of light are simplified to angular

momentum, employing a geodesic-like equation for

motion description. However, by reducing dynam-

ics of electromagnetic wave packets to geodesic-

like equations, this method simplifies the spatial

distribution of these wave packets into a mere rep-

resentation of angular momentum. Consequently,

it fails to adequately capture the intrinsic orbital

angular momentum of vortex light, which is sig-

nificantly influenced by the spatial distribution

of its wave packets. This discussion suggests

that the MPD equations may have limitations in

accurately describing the motion of vortex light,

possessing intrinsic orbital angular momentum.

Our investigation into the gravitational OHE for

vortex light highlights these limitations.

4 Discussion

In this study, we explore the dynamics of vor-

tex light, modeled as vortex Laguerre-Gaussian

electromagnetic wave packets, within the Lense-

Thirring metric by solving Maxwell’s equations.

We determine the trajectory of these wave packets

by analyzing the center of their energy-momentum

tensor. Unlike the gravitational SHE, where light

with opposite spins tends to diverge perpendicular

to the null geodesic plane, vortex light exhibiting

different intrinsic orbital angular momentum also

demonstrates separation within this plane. This

separation, driven by the intrinsic orbital angu-

lar momentum, is identified as the gravitational

OHE. This distinction between the gravitational

spin and orbital Hall effects suggests that, in

gravitational fields, the intrinsic orbital angular

momentum of light may not align with their spin,

highlighting a complex coupling between angular

momentum of light and gravity.

For spin-polarized vortex light originating a

finite distance r0 away from a gravitational source

and propagating to infinity, its deviation angle

13



θσ,ℓ from the null geodesic plane can be effectively

approximated by the expression θσ,ℓ ∼ −(ασ +

βℓ)GMλ/2πr20. The symbols σ and ℓ represent the

spin and intrinsic orbital angular momentum of

the vortex light, respectively. The coefficients α

and β depend on the chosen expression and com-

ponent of the energy-momentum tensor that are

used to define the center of the light’s wave packet.

Specifically, when the energy density of the sym-

metric energy-momentum tensor is applied, these

coefficients are established as α = 2.0 and β =

−1.0. This leads to a specific expression for the

deviation angle: θσ,ℓ ∼ −(2.0σ− 1.0ℓ)GMλ/2πr20.

The findings reveal that light, even when char-

acterized by an equivalent total angular momen-

tum σ + ℓ = 0, can exhibit diverse trajectories

upon propagating through a gravitational field.

In detail, an electromagnetic wave packet with a

spin σ = 0 and and an intrinsic orbital angu-

lar momentum ℓ = 0 is anticipated to adhere to

the null geodesic, yielding a zero deviation angle

θ0,0 = 0. In contrast, a wave packet with spin

σ = 1 and intrinsic orbital angular momentum

ℓ = −1 is predicted to diverge from this path, dis-

playing a deviation angle θ1,−1 ∼ −3GMλ/2πr20.

Hence, despite sharing the same total angular

momentum, the propagation paths of light can

vary, indicating a non-zero separation angle.

The intrinsic orbital angular momentum of

vortex light is characterized as a phase factor

ψ ∝ exp(iℓϕ) in its electromagnetic wave packet,

with ℓϕ indicating the dependence on the spa-

tial distribution of its wave packet. Our findings

indicate that, when coupled to gravity, the intrin-

sic orbital angular momentum of light might not

align with its spin. This discrepancy suggests that

the spatial distribution of the vortex light extends

beyond a simple angular momentum representa-

tion, necessitating a more detailed examination of

its wave packet characteristics.

Tamburini et al. have demonstrated that light

can manifest in vortex states with intrinsic orbital

angular momentum when emitted from the vicin-

ity of a rotating black hole [67]. Further inves-

tigations have shown that the trajectory of such

vortex light can be influenced by the rotation of

the black hole, as reported in subsequent studies

[68–70]. Consequently, in the strong gravitational

fields surrounding compact stars and black holes,

the gravitational OHE is expected to be modu-

lated by the rotation of the gravitational source.

This phenomenon could potentially offer a novel

approach for observing the rotation of compact

stars and black holes.
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Appendix: Equations of

motion for vortex light

Within the weak field approximation, char-

acterized by GM/r ≪ 1, the dynamics of

the perturbation term Ãν(x⃗, t) for vortex

light are governed by Eq. (7). By adher-

ing to the first order of xi/b as stipulated

by Eqs. (13)-(16), Eq. (7) simplifies to

(
−∂2x +∇2

)
Ã0 =

2GM

b3
(
z∂tĀ

3 + (b− 2x)∂tĀ
1 + y∂tĀ

2
)
+

2GMa

b5
(−6by(∂xĀ

1 − ∂yĀ
2))

+
2GMa

b5
(3(b2 − 3bx)(∂yĀ

1 + ∂xĀ
2) + 3bz(∂zĀ

2 + ∂yĀ
3)), (34)(

−∂2t +∇2
)
Ã1 =

2GM

b

(
∂2t Ā

1 + ∂i∂
iĀ1
)
+

2GM

b3
(2(b− 2x)∂xĀ

1 + y
(
∂yĀ

1 + ∂xĀ
2
)
)

+
2GMz

b3
(
∂zĀ

1 + ∂xĀ
3
)
+

4aGM

b3
(
−y∂t,xĀ1 + (b− 2x)∂t,yĀ

1
)

+
2aGM

b3

(
1− 3ax

b

)
∂tĀ

2, (35)

(
−∂2t +∇2

)
Ã2 =

2GM

b

(
∂2t Ā

2 + ∂i∂
iĀ2
)
+

2GM

b3
(2y∂yĀ

2 + (b− 2x)(∂xĀ
2 + ∂yĀ

1))

+
2GMz

b3
(∂zĀ

2 + ∂yĀ
3) +

2GMa

b3
((1− 3x

b
)∂tĀ

1 +
3z

b
∂tĀ

3)

+
4GMa

b3
(
−y∂t,xĀ2 + (b− 2x)∂t,yĀ

2
)
, (36)

(−∂2t +∇2)Ã3 =
2GM

b
(∂2t Ā

3 + ∂i∂
iĀ3) +

2GM

b3
(2z∂zĀ

3 + (b− 2x)(∂yĀ
1 + ∂xĀ

2))

+
2GMy

b3
(∂zĀ

2 + ∂yĀ
3) +

6GMa

b5
(y∂tĀ

1 − (b− 4x)∂tĀ
2)

+
4GMa

b3
(−y∂t,xĀ3 + (b− 2x)∂t,yĀ

3), (37)

7

(
∂2t + ω2

)
Ã0

f =
2GM

b2

((
1− 2i

b

∂

∂kx

)(
iωĀ1

f

)
+
i

b

∂

∂ky

(
iωĀ2

f

)
+
i

b

∂

∂kz

(
iωĀ3

f

))
+

6GMa

b3

(
i

b

∂

∂ky
(ikxĀ

1
f − ikyĀ

2
f )−

(
1− 3i

b

∂

∂kx

)
(ikxĀ

2
f + ikyĀ

1
f )

)
− 6GMa

b3

(
i

b

∂

∂kz

(
ikzĀ

2
f + ikyĀ

3
f

))
(38)
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(
∂2t + ω2

)
Ã1

f =
4GM

b

(
1− i

b

∂

∂kx

)
(ω2Ā1

f ) +
2GM

b2

(
∂(kzĀ

1
f + kxĀ

3
f )

b∂kz

)
− 4iGM

b2

×

((
1− 2i

b

∂

∂kx

)
(kxĀ

1
f ) +

i∂(kxĀ
2
f + kyĀ

1
f )

2b∂ky

)
− 2iGMa

b3

(
1− 3i

b

∂

∂kx

)
× (ωĀ2

f ) +
4GMa

b3

(
i∂

∂ky
(ωkxĀ

1
f )

)
− 4GMa

b2

(
1− 2i∂

b∂kx
(ωkyĀ

1
f )

)
(39)

(
∂2t + ω2

)
Ã2

f =
4GM

b

(
1− i

b

∂

∂kx

)(
ω2Ā2

f

)
− 2GM

b2

((
1− 2

i

b

∂

∂kx

)
(ikyĀ

1
f + ikxĀ

2
f )

)
− 2GM

b2

(
2∂(ikyĀ

2
f )

b∂ky
−
∂(kzĀ

2
f + kyĀ

3
f )

b∂kz

)
+

2iGMa

b3

(
1− 3i

b

∂

∂kx

)
(ωĀ1

f )

− 2GMa

b4
∂(ωĀ3

f )

∂kz
− 4GMa

b2

(
−
i∂(ωkxĀ

2
f )

∂ky
+

(
1− 2i

b

∂

∂kx

)
(ωkyĀ

2
f )

)
(40)

(
∂2t + ω2

)
Ã3

f =
4GM

b

(
1− i

b

∂

∂kx

)
(ω2Ā3

f )−
2iGM

b2

(
1− 2i

b

∂

∂kx

)
(kzĀ

1
f + kxĀ

3
f )

+
2GM

b3

(
∂(kyĀ

3
f + kzĀ

2
f )

∂ky
+

2∂(kzĀ
3
f )

∂kz

)
+

6GMa

b4

(
∂(ωĀ2

f )

∂kz

)

− 4GMa

b2

((
1− 2i

b

∂

∂kx

)
(ωkyĀ

3
f )−

i

b

∂

∂ky
(ωkxĀ

3
f )

)
, (41)

where Ãρ
f is defined as

Ãρ
f =

1

(2π)3

∫
Ãρ(x⃗, t) exp(−ik⃗ · x⃗)d3x. (42)
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tional birefringence of light in schwarzschild

spacetime. Phys. Rev. D 99(12), 124037

(2019). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.

99.124037

[25] Y.P. Zhang, S.W. Wei, Y.X. Liu, Spin-

ning Test Particle in Four-Dimensional Ein-

stein–Gauss–Bonnet Black Holes. Universe

6(8), 103 (2020). https://doi.org/10.3390/

universe6080103

[26] L.F.O. Costa, J. Natário, Center of mass, spin

supplementary conditions, and the momen-

tum of spinning particles. Fund. Theor.

Phys. 179, 215–258 (2015). https://doi.org/

10.1007/978-3-319-18335-0 6

[27] V.P. Frolov, A.A. Shoom, Scattering of cir-

cularly polarized light by a rotating black

hole. Phys. Rev. D 86, 024010 (2012). https:

//doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.024010

[28] M.A. Oancea, J. Joudioux, I. Dodin, D. Ruiz,

C.F. Paganini, L. Andersson, Gravitational

spin hall effect of light. Phys. Rev. D

102(2), 024075 (2020). https://doi.org/10.

1103/PhysRevD.102.024075

18

https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1970.0191
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.1974.0046
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.1974.0046
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-18335-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-18335-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.15.1501
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/28/19/195025
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/28/19/195025
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.064035
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.064035
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab0fc1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.124037
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.124037
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe6080103
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe6080103
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-18335-0_6
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-18335-0_6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.024010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.024010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.024075
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.024075


[29] A.A. Deriglazov, Massless polarized parti-

cle and faraday rotation of light in the

schwarzschild spacetime. Phys. Rev. D

104, 025006 (2021). https://doi.org/10.

1103/PhysRevD.104.025006

[30] A.I. Harte, M.A. Oancea, Spin hall effects and

the localization of massless spinning particles.

Phys. Rev. D 105, 104061 (2022). https://

doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.104061

[31] L. Andersson, M.A. Oancea, Spin hall effects

in the sky. Class. Quantum Grav. 40(15),

154002 (2023). https://doi.org/10.1088/

1361-6382/ace021

[32] M.A. Oancea, T. Harko, Weyl geometric

effects on the propagation of light in gravi-

tational fields. Phys. Rev. D 109(6), 064020

(2024). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.

109.064020

[33] D.D. Lian, X.S. Chen, Birefringence of wave

packets in gravity. Phys. Rev. D 105(10),

104008 (2022). https://doi.org/10.1103/

PhysRevD.105.104008

[34] D.D. Lian, P.M. Zhang, The motion of

twisted particles in a stellar gravitational

field. Class. Quant. Grav. 41(19), 195007

(2024). https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/

ad721d

[35] Y.N. Obukhov, Spin, gravity, and inertia.

Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 192–195 (2001). https:

//doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.192

[36] A.J. Silenko, O.V. Teryaev, Semiclassical

limit for Dirac particles interaction with a

gravitational field. Phys. Rev. D 71, 064016

(2005). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.

71.064016

[37] P. Gosselin, A. Bérard, H. Mohrbach, Spin

hall effect of photons in a static gravitational

field. Phys. Rev. D 75, 084035 (2007). https:

//doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.084035

[38] Y.N. Obukhov, A.J. Silenko, O.V. Teryaev,

Spin dynamics in gravitational fields of rotat-

ing bodies and the equivalence principle.

Phys. Rev. D 80, 064044 (2009). https://doi.

org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.064044

[39] Y.N. Obukhov, A.J. Silenko, O.V. Teryaev,

Spin in an arbitrary gravitational field. Phys.

Rev. D 88, 084014 (2013). https://doi.org/

10.1103/PhysRevD.88.084014

[40] Z.L. Wang, Gravitational spin hall effect

of dirac particle and the weak equiva-

lence principle. Phys. Rev. D 109, 044060

(2024). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.

109.044060

19

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.025006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.025006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.104061
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.104061
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ace021
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ace021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.064020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.064020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.104008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.104008
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ad721d
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ad721d
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.192
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.192
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.064016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.064016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.084035
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.084035
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.064044
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.064044
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.084014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.084014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.044060
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.044060


[41] L.D. Landau, E.M. Lif-

shits, Quantum Mechanics:

Non-Relativistic Theory, Course

of Theoretical Physics, vol. v.3

(Butterworth-Heinemann, Oxford, 1991)

[42] C. Cohen-Tannoudji, B. Diu, F. Laloë,
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