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The flatness of galaxy rotation curves at large radii is generally considered to be a significant
piece of evidence in support of the existence of dark matter. Several studies have claimed that post-
Newtonian corrections to the Newtonian equations of galaxy dynamics may remove (at least to some
degree) the need for dark matter. A few recent studies have examined these claims, and identified
errors in their reasoning. We add to this critique by giving what we consider to be particularly
simple and transparent description of the errors made in these post-Newtonian calculations, some
of which were of a rather technical nature, others more fundamental, e.g. the loss of the correct
relativistic scaling, promoting small corrections to order unity changes. Our work reinforces the
orthodoxy that post-Newtonian effects are indeed too small to significantly alter galactic rotation
curves, and will hopefully serve as a useful guide for others, pointing out subtle errors that one
might inadvertently make in such calculations.

I. INTRODUCTION

An important piece of observational evidence supporting the notion that there exists a large quantity of dark
matter in the Universe comes from galaxy rotation curves [1]. The argument is simple: if one takes the observed (i.e.
baryonic) mass content of a typical galaxy and attempts to explain its velocity profile as a function of galactocentric
radius, one finds that the associated Newtonian gravity is too weak to provide the required centripetal force. A dark
matter component is then normally introduced, to produce the necessary gravitational forces to give an equilibrium
solution. Alternatively, changes to the gravitational interaction itself can be invoked, most notably the theory of
Modified Newtonian Dynamics (MOND) (a recent overview of the subject can be found in Ref. [2]).
Irrespective of whether one assumes the addition of unseen mass, or the modification of Newtonian dynamics, it is

generally accepted that post-Newtonian corrections to Newtonian dynamics, i.e. corrections coming from Einstein’s
theory of General Relativity (GR), are too small to be of importance in galactic modelling. Indeed, the relevant
dimensionless parameter controlling the size of post-Newtonian corrections is (v/c)2 ∼ 10−6, for a typical galactic
rotational velocity v [1].
Recently, however, a number of studies have suggested that GR effects could reduce or eliminate the need for unseen

matter components (or modifications of Newtonian dynamics) in the dynamics of galaxy rotation curves. This includes
the analysis of Crosta et al. [3], who took Gaia data on the motion of Galactic stars and attempted to fit the results
using both a Newtonian model with dark matter, and a GR model without dark matter. They found that the Milky
Way’s rotation curve was equally well fit by both. The model was generalised by Astesiano et al. [4] and Astesiano
et al. [5], who again found that a purely GR analysis, without dark matter, could account for the observations. In the
studies of Astesiano and Ruggiero [6] (hereafter AR22) and [7], the specific role of the post-Newtonian gravitomagnetic

effect was made clear in these “GR without Dark Matter” models. Closely related to this, Ruggiero et al. [8] argued
that the gravitomagnetic field can act as an effective Newtonian density, and affect the galactic dynamics accordingly.
Some aspects of this body of work have already received critical appraisal. Ciotti [9] made a careful study of

the effects of including the post-Newtonian gravitomagnetic terms on the analysis, for both infinitely thin and finite
thickness discs. Ciotti found that the inclusion of the gravitomagnetic term produced only a small correction to the
Newtonian result. Lasenby et al. [10] also re-examined the gravitomagnetic problem in detail, but for finite thickness
discs, again confirming the high accuracy of the purely Newtonian results, and pointed out some errors in previous
analyses. Costa et al. [11] pointed out the importance of using physically meaningful reference frames when working
in fully non-linear GR.
We add to this area of research by returning to the analytically tractable problem of gravitomagnetism in infinitely

thin discs (i.e. the model considered in AR22). Our analysis is particularly simple and transparent, and re-enforces
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the conclusion that post-Newtonian effects really do seem to be negligible in galactic dynamics. The main source of
novelty in our work is the clear identification of several issues in previous studies, adding to the critical appraisals of
Ciotti [9] and Lasenby et al. [10]. Some of these issues were rather technical in nature, some rather more fundamental.
We hope our work will help future researchers avoid such pitfalls.

II. THE GALACTIC GRAVITOMAGNETIC MODEL

The gravitomagnetic approximation of GR for a stationary system comprises the two field equations

∇2Φ = 4πGρ, (1)

∇2
A =

8πG

c2
J. (2)

The first is the Newtonian Poisson equation for the potential Φ sourced by a density ρ. The second is the post-
Newtonian equation that relates the vector potential A to the mass current J = ρv. With the introduction of the
gravitoelectromagnetic fields E = −∇Φ and B = ∇×A, it is easy to show that

∇ · E = −4πGρ, ∇×B = −
8πG

c2
J, (3)

together with ∇ ·B = 0 and ∇×E = 0. The associated spacetime line element takes the form,

ds2 = −

(

1 +
2Φ

c2

)

c2dt2 +

(

1−
2Φ

c2

)

dx · dx+
4

c
(A · dx)cdt. (4)

A disc galaxy is typically modelled as a pressureless fluid; in such a case the equations of motion in the gravitomagnetic
approximation comprise a mass continuity equation ∂tρ+∇ ·J = 0 and an equation of motion resembling the ‘Lorentz
force’ law (essentially the geodesic equation)

dv

dt
= ∂tv + (v ·∇)v = E+ 2v ×B. (5)

In addition to stationarity, we will assume axisymmetry, with a purely azimuthal fluid flow, in which case the mass
continuity equation becomes trivial. It is then most convenient to work with standard cylindrical coordinates {r, ϕ, z}.
The above equations for Φ(r, z) and A(r, z) can be written as

∂2rΦ+
1

r
∂rΦ+ ∂2zΦ = 4πGρ, (6)

∂2zAϕ +
1

r
∂r (r∂rAϕ)−

1

r2
Aϕ =

8πG

c2
ρV, (7)

∇2Ar −
1

r2
Ar = 0, ∇2Az = 0, (8)

with ρ = ρ(r, z) and v = (vr, vϕ, vz) = (0, V (r, z), 0). At the same time, Eq. (5) with ∂tv = 0 leads to

V 2 = r∂rΦ− 2V ∂r(rAϕ), ∂zΦ = 2V ∂zAϕ. (9)

A somewhat simpler system of equations can be obtained in terms of the rescaled potential ψ ≡ rAϕ,

∂2zψ + ∂2rψ −
1

r
∂rψ =

8πG

c2
rρV, (10)

V 2 = r∂rΦ− 2V ∂rψ, (11)

∂zΦ =
2V

r
∂zψ. (12)

These are the same equations used in AR22 [6] (modulo a factor 2/c in the definition of ψ).
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III. SOLVING THE GRAVITOMAGNETIC EQUATIONS: GENERAL COMMENTS

According to the above system of equations, the {Ar, Az} sector is completely decoupled from the {Φ, ρ, ψ, V } sector.
We will therefore not consider the {Ar, Az} sector any further. This leaves use with a set of four equations in the
four unknowns {Φ, ρ, ψ, V }. The four equations are the field equations for Φ and ψ (Eqs. (6) and (10), respectively),
and the radial and z-components of the equation of motion (Eqs. (11) and (12), respectively). Note that the field
equations apply everywhere, while the equations of motion are only to be applied within the region containing matter
(i.e. where ρ in non-zero).
The problem is clearly well-posed, in the sense of having the same number of equations as unknown functions.

However, there are infinitely many possible solutions, corresponding to different density profiles ρ(r, z), or to different
velocity profiles V (r, z). One could attempt to find a particular solution by specifying one or other of these quantities.
This then leaves one with four equations in three unknowns, i.e. the problem is then overdetermined. One could then
solve three of the equations, and use the fourth as a consistency test, to verify if the prescribed density or velocity
profile was allowed.
One could even attempt to specify both ρ(r, z) and V (r, z). In this case, one would then solve equations (6) and

(10) via a standard Green’s function approach, to obtain the two potentials Φ(r, z) and ψ(r, z). The two equations of
motion (Eqs. (11) and (12)) would then act as consistency tests. Note, however, we do not know a priori the “correct”
velocity field V (r, z) for a given density field ρ(r, z), and in general the solution generated would not solve the equations
of motion (Eqs. (11) and (12)). Some sort of iterative process may be required to produce a self-consistent solution.
In practice, one can exploit the post-Newtonian expansion, so that one need only specify the density σ(r, z), and use

an integral expression to compute the small difference between the actual velocity profile and the purely Newtonian
profile. We will describe this in Section VI, once we have made further simplifications; specifically, see Eq. (54).

IV. A FLAT DISC MODEL

In order to simplify our search for a solution to the above equations, we will consider the case of a flat ‘razor-thin’
disc, with density profile

ρ(r, z) = σ(r)δ(z), (13)

where σ(r) is the disc’s surface density. In this Section we derive expressions for the two potentials Φ(r, z) and ψ(r, z)
as integrals over their respective source terms σ(r) and σ(r)V (r).
A method for solving for Φ(r, z) is described in detail in Section 2.6.2 of Ref. [1], whose methodology we follow

closely here. Above and below the disc, where ρ = 0, Eq. (6) can be solved with standard separation of variables,
leading to the “spectral component”

Φk(r, z) = e−k|z|J0(kr), (14)

where k > 0 is the associated (continuously varying) separation constant, and Jm(x) is a Bessel function of the first
kind. This solution incorporates the physical boundary condition of a decaying potential at spatial infinity.
This potential is continuous, but its first derivative with respect to z has a discontinuity at z = 0:

lim
z0→0

∂zΦk(r, z)
∣

∣

∣

z=z0

z=−z0
= −2kJ0(kr). (15)

The discontinuity in the full potential can be found via vertical integration of (6), leading to

lim
z0→0

∂zΦ(r, z)
∣

∣

∣

z=z0

z=−z0
= 4πGσ(r). (16)

Taking the k-th spectral component of this and combining with Eq. (15) then gives

σk(r) = −
kJ0(kr)

2πG
, (17)

where σk(r) has the interpretation of the spectral component of the full surface density σ(r) that sources Φk(r, z).
This agrees with Eq. (2-179b) of Ref. [1].
This spectral solution can be integrated to provide the full solution:

Φ(r, z) =

∫ ∞

0

dk s(k)Φk(r, z) =

∫ ∞

0

dk s(k)e−k|z|J0(kr), (18)
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written in terms of some (to be determined) function s(k) that depends upon the actual surface density distribution
σ(r). Given the linear relation (Eq. (6)) between Φ(r, z) and σ(r), it follows that an equation identical in form to the
first equality above must relate σ(r) and σk(r), containing exactly the same s(k):

σ(r) =

∫ ∞

0

dk s(k)σk(r). (19)

Substituting for σk using Eq. (17) gives

σ(r) = −
1

2πG

∫ ∞

0

dk s(k)kJ0(kr). (20)

This is a Hankel transform between s(k) and −2πGσ(r), and so can be inverted:

s(k) = −2πG

∫ ∞

0

drrJ0(kr)σ(r). (21)

Inserting this in the last equality of (18) we finally obtain

Φ(r, z) = −2πG

∫ ∞

0

dk

{

e−k|z|J0(kr)

∫ ∞

0

dr′r′J0(kr
′)σ(r′)

}

. (22)

This formula allows the direct calculation of Φ(r, z) anywhere off the equatorial plane for a given surface density σ(r).
An analogous procedure can be applied to the gravitomagnetic field equation (10), to give the potential ψ(r, z) in

terms of the current density σ(r)V (r). Separation of variables outside the disc leads to the solution,

ψλ(r, z) = re−λ|z|J1(λr), (23)

where λ > 0 is the separation constant. This solution is obviously decaying at |z| → ∞ but diverges at r → ∞;
nevertheless Aϕ = ψ/r → 0 in the same limit. There is a discontinuity in the z-derivative at z = 0:

lim
z0→0

∂zψλ(r, z)
∣

∣

∣

z=z0

z=−z0
= −2rλJ1(λr). (24)

The discontinuity in the full potential can be found via vertical integration of (10), leading to

lim
z0→0

∂zψ(r, z)
∣

∣

∣

z=z0

z=−z0
=

8πG

c2
rσ(r)V (r). (25)

Taking the λ-th spectral component of this and combining with Eq. (24) then gives

[rσ(r)V (r)]λ = −
c2

4πG
rλJ1(λr), (26)

where [rσ(r)V (r)]λ has the interpretation of the spectral component of the full rσ(r)V (r) term that sources ψλ(r, z).
This spectral solution can be integrated to provide the full solution:

ψ(r, z) =

∫ ∞

0

dλ q(λ)ψλ(r, z) = r

∫ ∞

0

dλ q(λ)e−λ|z|J1(λr), (27)

written in terms of some (to be determined) function q(λ) that depends upon the actual surface current distribution
σ(r)V (r). Given the linear relation (Eq. (10)) between ψ(r, z) and the term rσ(r)V (r), it follows that an equation
identical in form to the first equality above must relate rσ(r)V (r) and ψλ(r), containing exactly the same q(λ):

rσ(r)V (r) =

∫ ∞

0

dλ q(λ)[rσ(r)V (r)]λ. (28)

Substituting for [rσ(r)V (r)]λ using Eq. (26) gives

rσ(r)V (r) = −
c2

4πG

∫ ∞

0

dλ q(λ)rλJ1(λr). (29)
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The factors of r on each side cancel, leaving a Hankel transform between q(λ) and (−4πG/c2)σ(r)V (r) which can be
inverted:

q(λ) = −
4πG

c2

∫ ∞

0

dr rJ1(λr)σ(r)V (r). (30)

The general solution for ψ is then obtained by substituting Eq. (30) into the last equality of Eq. (27) to give

ψ(r, z) = −
4πG

c2
r

∫ ∞

0

dλ

{

e−λ|z|J1(λr)

∫ ∞

0

dr′ r′J1(λr
′)σ(r′)V (r′)

}

. (31)

This formula allows the direct calculation of ψ(r, z) anywhere off the equatorial plane for prescribed {σ(r), V (r)}
functions.
Eqns. (22) and (31) allow one to compute the fields Φ(r, z) and ψ(r, z) in terms of their respective source terms

σ(r) and σ(r)V (r). As noted in Section III, it is then necessary to ensure that the chosen source terms and the
corresponding fields solve both the radial and z-components of the equations of motion, i.e. Eqs. (11) and (12).
However, in the case of our razor-thin discs, the z-component of the equation of motion no longer applies, as the
z-derivatives of both Φ(r, z) and ψ(r, z) are not defined in the disc (i.e. at z = 0). It follows that our razor-thin disc
solutions need only satisfy the radial equation of motion, Eq. (11). To make this explicit, we can insert our solution
for ψ(r, z = 0) into (11) and make use of the Bessel identity xJ ′

1(x) = xJ0(x) − J1(x), to obtain:

V 2 − V 2
N =

8πG

c2
V r

∫ ∞

0

dλ

{

λJ0(λr)

∫ ∞

0

dr′ r′J1(λr
′)σ(r′)V (r′)

}

, (32)

where we have also introduced the Newtonian velocity

V 2
N(r) ≡ r∂rΦ

∣

∣

∣

z=0
. (33)

Only when this equation is satisfied do we have a self-consistent solution to our full set of equations.
In the Appendix we provide a simplified, single Hankel mode version of this calculation that also allows a comparison

with the source-free approach of AR22 (described in Section V) and at the same time demonstrates the overdetermined
character of the gravitomagnetic system of equations (see our earlier comment in Section III).

V. THE SOURCE-FREE GRAVITOMAGNETIC CALCULATION

Before considering Eq. (32) any further and providing an estimate for the velocity profile, we pause and describe
in some detail the calculation of AR22. Their flat disc model consists of the same equations found in Section II.
Unsurprisingly, they find the same solution (22) for Φ(r, z). The point of deviation from the orthodox analysis of the
preceding sections first appears in the calculation of ψ(r, z). In AR22’s analysis the field equation (10) is replaced by
its amputated form without a source term. From that equation they initially obtain the Hankel mode solution (23)
and subsequently the general homogeneous solution,

ψ(r, z) = r

∫ ∞

0

dλ q(λ)e−λ|z|J1(λr). (34)

As a consequence of working with the source-free field equation (10), AR22’s calculation does not include the vertically
integrated Eq. (30). Their solutions for Φ and ψ are subsequently inserted in Eq. (12). After taking the limit z → 0,

∫ ∞

0

dλλq(λ)J1(λr) = −
1

V (r)
∂zΦ

∣

∣

∣

z=0
. (35)

The inversion of this Hankel transform gives

q(λ) = −

∫ ∞

0

dr′r′
J1(λr

′)

V (r′)
∂zΦ

∣

∣

∣

z=0
. (36)

The next step of the AR22 analysis is to rewrite Eq. (16) as

lim
z0→0

∂zΦ
∣

∣

∣

z=z0

z=0
= 2πGσ(r), (37)
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and use it in (36). The result is,

q(λ) = −2πG

∫ ∞

0

dr′r′J1(λr
′)
σ(r′)

V (r′)
. (38)

Combining this with Eq. (34),

ψ(r, z) = −2πGr

∫ ∞

0

dλ

{

e−λ|z|J1(λr)

∫ ∞

0

dr′r′J1(λr
′)
σ(r′)

V (r′)

}

. (39)

This formula of AR22 represents the general solution for ψ(r, z) for prescribed {σ(r), V (r)} functions. For the
remaining equation of motion (11) we have,

V 2(r) − V 2
N(r) = −2rV (r)

∫ ∞

0

dλλq(λ)J0(λr) = 4πGrV (r)

∫ ∞

0

dλ

{

λJ0(λr)

∫ ∞

0

dr′r′J1(λr
′)
σ(r′)

V (r′)

}

. (40)

One gets an eerie feeling that something is amiss when retracing the steps of the AR22 analysis: the above equations
are supposed to represent the gravitomagnetic physics of the flat disc galactic model but the relativistic scale 1/c2 has
disappeared altogether. This anomaly, of course, has sneaked in through the omission of the gravitomagnetic source
term 8πGrJ/c2. As a result, if one wishes to obtain V from Eq. (40), the ‘Newtonian’ structure of that equation
guarantees that the solution will represent a leading-order modification to the Newtonian velocity VN. AR22 purport
to have done exactly this, according to the following manipulation of (40):

V −
V 2
N

V
= −2r

∫ ∞

0

dλλq(λ)J0(λr) ⇒ (41)

∫ ∞

0

drJ0(kr)

(

V −
V 2
N

V

)

= −2

∫ ∞

0

dλλq(λ)
δ(λ − k)

k
= −2q(k) = 4πG

∫ ∞

0

drrJ1(kr)
σ

V
, (42)

where we have used the Bessel function orthogonality property

∫ ∞

0

dr rJν(kr)Jν(k
′r) =

δ(k − k′)

k
. (43)

This is really an integral equation for V (r), however, AR22 bypass this problem by simply equating the integrands of
the second line, thus finding

V 2(r)− V 2
N(r) = 4πGrσ(r)

J1(kr)

J0(kr)
. (44)

With the help of (37) and some rearrangement this leads to the formula

V (r, k) =

√

V 2
N(r) + 2r

J1(kr)

J0(kr)
∂zΦ

∣

∣

∣

z=0
, (45)

which represents the main result of AR22. As expected from our earlier comment, the removal of the 1/c2 relativistic
scale has led to a Newtonian-order modification to the Newtonian velocity VN. But this is just one of the problems
associated with the AR22 analysis. The step of equating the integrands in the above manipulation has transformed V
(a physical space quantity) into a function that lives in the Hankel k-space. This is clearly unphysical and therefore
the solution (45) should be dismissed (this point is discussed in detail in the recent paper by Lasenby et al. [10]).
There is a third problem with the analysis of AR22, in addition to the removal of 1/c2 and the unphysical manipu-

lation behind the result (45), and it has to do with the use of Eq. (12) between the vertical field derivatives evaluated
at z = 0. As pointed out earlier in this paper, the cusp-like character of the razor-thin disc potentials at z = 0 implies
that these derivatives are not well-defined there. Even if we were to consider the flat model as the limiting case of
a finite-thickness system, it is easy to show that both derivatives should vanish at z = 0 (thus making (12) a trivial
identity) as a consequence of the system’s equatorial reflection symmetry. Either way, this means that Eq. (36) should
not be part of the AR22 analysis. However, the removal of that equation unhinges the Hankel amplitude q(λ) from
the rest of the calculation unless the velocity profile V (r) is a priori specified.
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VI. ESTIMATING THE GRAVITOMAGNETIC CONTRIBUTION TO THE VELOCITY

As we have seen, the orthodox analysis of the gravitomagnetic model has led to the following integral expression
for the rotational velocity (Eq. (32)):

V 2 − V 2
N =

8πG

c2
V r

∫ ∞

0

dλ

{

λJ0(λr)

∫ ∞

0

dr′ r′J1(λr
′)σ(r′)V (r′)

}

. (46)

We can reverse the order of the right-hand-side integrals to write,

V 2 − V 2
N =

8πG

c2
V r

∫ ∞

0

dr′ r′σ(r′)V (r′)I01(r, r
′), (47)

where

I01(r, r
′) =

∫ ∞

0

dλλJ0(λr)J1(λr
′). (48)

These expressions are clearly unwieldy when one attempts to solve them exactly. Fortunately, for the purpose of this
paper it is sufficient to obtain an order of magnitude estimation for V . To this end we assume,

V 2 ∼ V 2
N ∼

GM

r
, σ ∼

M

r2
, (49)

where M is the typical mass of the system within a radius r. Then,

8πG

c2
V r

∫ ∞

0

dr′ r′σ(r′)V (r′)I(r, r′) ∼ GMrI01

(

GM

c2r

)

, (50)

with [I01] = [L]−2, where [L] denotes dimensions of length. The post-Newtonian parameter GM/c2r ∼ V 2
N/c

2 is
obviously ≪ 1. Therefore, the necessary condition for an appreciable deviation between V and VN would be,

rI01

(

GM

c2

)

∼ 1. (51)

Some numerical experimentation reveals

I01 ∼
1

r2

∫ ∞

0

dxxJ0(x)J1(x) ∼
1

r2
. (52)

Therefore, the above condition is not satisfied and Eq. (47) can be seen to lead to the approximate solution

V = VN

[

1 +O

(

GM

c2r

)]

. (53)

This result displays a negligible gravitomagnetic contribution to the rotational velocity; this unsurprising result has
appeared repeatedly in the literature, for recent examples see Refs. [9, 10].
Indeed, exploiting the fact that the difference between V and VN is small, one can simply substitute Eq. (53) into

Eq. (47) to obtain a completely closed-form result for V :

V = VN +
4πG

c2
r

∫ ∞

0

dr′ r′σ(r′)VN(r
′)I01(r, r

′). (54)

In this way, one can obtain a complete solution having only prescribed the surface density distribution σ(r).

VII. ON THE ‘STRONG GRAVITOMAGNETIC LIMIT’ OF GR

The so-called ‘strong gravitomagnetic limit’ of GR was introduced in Ref. [7] as part of a study of galaxy rotation
curves within GR, and has been claimed to be distinct to the standard, linear-gravity, gravitomagnetic approximation
used so far in this paper. Based on that difference, Ref. [7] concludes that GR gravity could replace (at least partially)



8

the role of dark matter in the rotational dynamics of galaxies. In this short section we rebuke the notion of strong
gravitomagnetism (and any conclusions stemming from it) by showing that it is based on the use of a homogeneous
field equation, therefore, suffering from the scale-free pitfall discussed in the previous sections.
The stationary-axisymmetric spacetime line element associated with the strong gravitomagnetic limit is found to

be (this is Eq. (B1) in Ref. [7])

ds2 = −

(

1 +
2Φ

c2
−

a2

c2r2

)

c2dt2 − 2
a

cr
cdtrdϕ +

(

1−
2Φ

c2

)

r2dϕ2 + eΨ
(

dr2 + dz2
)

, (55)

where the potentials a,Ψ represent the post-Newtonian degrees of freedom. According to Ref. [7], the gtϕ term is a
factor c bigger than the corresponding gravitomagnetic term in (4) and comparable to the Newtonian terms; as shown
in [7], the same term leads to a mass density comparable to the Newtonian mass density.
The gtϕ term of (4) (designated as ‘GM’) scales as

gGM
tϕ cdtdϕ ∼

A

c
cdtrdϕ ∼

(

GM

c2r

)3/2

cdtrdϕ. (56)

Taking the claim of [7] at face value, the gtϕ term of (55) (designated as ‘SGM’) should scale as

gSGM
tϕ cdtdϕ ∼

a

cr
cdtrdϕ ∼

GM

c2r
cdtrdϕ, (57)

which is indeed of the same order as the Newtonian term ∼ Φ/c2 (this implies that the O(a2) term in (55) is of higher
post-Newtonian order and can be safely omitted). This surprising result becomes less surprising if one looks at the
field equation for a(r, z) (this is Eq. (85) in [7])

∂2ra−
1

r
∂ra+ ∂2za = 0. (58)

As in the case of the AR22 formalism of Section V, the use of a source-free field equation effectively removes the
correct relativistic scale of a, thereby promoting it to a Newtonian-order parameter through the use of other equations.

VIII. ON THE ‘EFFECTIVE GRAVITOMAGNETIC DENSITY’

In Ref. [8] it is argued that gravitomagnetic field can manifest itself as an effective Newtonian density, and it is
suggested that this energy density may perhaps have a significant impact on galactic dynamics. In this section we
repeat the key steps of the calculation of [8] and provide an estimate of the size of this effective density.
The first step is to take the divergence of the Lorentz force law (5) (after setting ∂tv = 0),

∇ · [(v ·∇)v] = −4πGρ+ 2∇ · (v ×B). (59)

The last term can be rewritten as,

∇ · (v ×B) = B · (∇× v) +
8πG

c2
J · v, (60)

and Eq. (59) becomes,

∇ · [(v ·∇)v] = −4πGρ

(

1−
4v2

c2

)

+ 2B · (∇× v). (61)

After dropping the v2/c2 term, the equation can be rearranged in a Newtonian form,

4πG(ρ+ ρB) = −∇ · [(v ·∇)v], (62)

where, in accordance with Ref. [8], we have defined the effective gravitomagnetic density,

ρB ≡ −
B · (∇× v)

2πG
. (63)
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Evaluating this density for the flat disc model,

ρB = −
∂rψ

2πGr2
(V + r∂rV ) . (64)

Ref. [8] offers no quantitative estimate for this density; repeating the order-of-magnitude analysis of Section VI it is
straightforward to see that

ρB ∼
M

r3
GM

c2r
I ≪ ρ, (65)

where I stands for the O(1) Bessel function integrals. According to this estimate, the contribution of the effective
gravitomagnetic density is negligible (as expected).

IX. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we have pointed out specific errors in recent studies of the role of gravitomagnetism in galactic
dynamics. These errors were of several different types.
At the highest and most fundamental level, the correct ordering of terms with respect to the relativistic scale 1/c2

was lost. This error in identifying the relativistic scaling in the problem can lead to one (incorrectly) predicting order
unity corrections to the Newtonian solutions. We have demonstrated the occurrence of this type of error both in the
context of the standard gravitomagnetic approximation to GR as well as in the so-called strong gravitomagnetic limit.
Errors were also made in using equations that made sense for finite thickness discs, but which lose their meaning

for infinitely thin ones. Specifically, both the Newtonian gravitational potential sourced by the mass distribution, and
the post-Newtonian potential sourced by the mass current distribution, become cusp-like in the thin disc limit, such
that their z-derivatives are simply not defined in the disc itself. This means that the z-component of the equation of
motion of the matter can no longer be applied to the system.
Finally, we (along with Lasenby et al. [10]) noted an illegal mathematical operation in which the integrands of two

integrals were equated. This is not mathematically valid: the equality of two definite integrals does not imply the
equality of their integrands on a point-by-point basis.
Being careful to avoid such pitfalls, we have demonstrated that, for infinitely thin discs, the gravitomagnetic

corrections to the purely Newtonian solutions are, as one would have expected, small, having size (v/c)2 relative to
the Newtonian terms. This agrees with the analyses of Ciotti [9] and Lasenby et al. [10], and confirms that one can not

use post-Newtonian gravitomagnetic corrections to explain galactic rotation curves. Some other explanation, whether
it be dark matter or a modification of Newtonian dynamics, is required.
We hope our analysis clarifies the (small) role of gravitomagnetism in galactic dynamics, and helps future researchers

avoid the above pitfalls.
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Appendix A: Single mode solution

This appendix provides a single ‘Hankel-mode’ solution to the gravitomagnetic system of equations (6)-(12). Al-
though this is not a realistic solution in any sense, it does help to clarify some of the points highlighted in the main
text. Our set of equations includes the solutions to the vacuum field equations,

Φk(r, z) = s(k)e−k|z|J0(kr), ψk(r, z) = q(k)re−k|z|J1(kr), (A1)

as well as the vertically-integrated inhomogeneous field equations,

s(k)kJ0(kr) = −2πGσk(r), q(k)kJ1(kr) = −
4πG

c2
σk(r)V (r). (A2)
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Inserting (A1) into the radial component of the Lorentz force law, Eq. (11),

V 2(r) + s(k)krJ1(kr) = −2q(k)V (r)krJ0(kr). (A3)

The Hankel amplitudes s(k), q(k) can be eliminated with the help of (A2) to obtain,

V 2

[

1−
8πG

c2
σk(r)r

J0(kr)

J1(kr)

]

= 2πGσk(r)r
J1(kr)

J0(kr)
. (A4)

This equation leads to the velocity profile,

V 2 ≈ 2πGσkr
J1(x)

J0(x)
+

(

4πG

c

)2

σ2
kr

2. (A5)

According to this orthodox single-mode analysis, the gravitomagnetic correction to the Newtonian rotational profile
(i.e. the first term in the preceding equation) is negligibly small.
In the AR22 version of the present single-mode model the second (A2) equation is supposed to be replaced by

s(k)J0(kr) = 2V (r)q(k)J1(kr), (A6)

which originates from the z-component of the Lorentz force law, Eq. (12) (recall that this equation is not used in the
orthodox analysis because of the ill-behaved derivatives at z = 0). The corresponding solution for V now takes the
form

V 2(r) = −s(k)krJ1(kr) + 2πGrσk(r)
J0(kr)

J1(kr)
. (A7)

This expression bears a clear resemblance to Eq. (44) of the AR22 analysis but displays an inverted Bessel function
ratio in the last term. In contrast to the AR22 formula, the present result does not rely on the illegal step of equating
integrands.
The simultaneous use of (A6) and (A2) for q(k) leads to an overdetermined system of equations; this was to be

expected, see our earlier discussion in Section III. Indeed, the combination of these equations leads to

rσkV
2 = −

c2

8πG
s(k)krJ0(kr). (A8)

After eliminating σk with the help of the first equation (A2) we arrive at the nonsensical result V = c/2.
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