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Abstract

In this work, we consider a rotating charged black hole surrounded by perfect fluid dark matter. We
consider the system to be immersed in non-magnetised, pressureless plasma. First, we evaluate the null
geodesics in order to study the co-rotating and counter rotating photon orbits. Further, we analyse the
null geodesics to calculate the celestial coordinates («, 3). The celestial coordinates are used to determine
the black hole shadow radius (Rs). Thereafter, we observe and analyse the effects of black hole spacetime,
perfect fluid dark matter and plasma parameters (a, @, X, k) on the black hole shadow in detail. Finally,
we study the effect of plasma distribution on the effective potential (V.ss) of the black hole spacetime as
encountered by the photons. We also present bounds on the plasma parameter from the observational
data from M8T7* central supermassive black hole.

1 Introduction

Recent advancement in observational astrophysics paved the way for the release of the first image of super-
massive black hole [I]. Black holes are one of the most intriguing predictions of general theory of relativity.
It is predicted that supermassive black holes form the core of almost all the galaxies in the universe. The
recent image released by the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT') group depict the shadow of the supermassive
black hole residing at the center of Messier 87 galaxy [I]. Theoretical analysis of the formation of the image
of black holes (black hole shadow) started with the works of Synge [2] who demonstrated the shadow of a
spherically symmetric black hole. Later, Luminet [3] studied the shadow of a spherically symmetric black
hole surrounded by accretion disks. Shadows are dark disks formed by light coming from a background
source when a black hole lies between the source and observer with no source between the observer and
black hole. Due to gravitational lensing, light from the source bends around the black hole and makes its
way out to the observer, imaging the black hole boundary. The study for Kerr and Kerr-Newman black
holes were carried out in [4],[5] and [6]. With improvement in observational data from time to time, black
hole shadows were studied in GR [7]-[30], modified gravity theory [31]-[37] as well as higher dimensional
gravity theories [38]-]40]. Besides, black hole shadow analysis were carried out considering expansion of the
universe [41],[42].

General relativity has impressed us time and again by its impeccable predictions. But it still lacks to in-
corporate two of the major constituents of the universe- dark energy and dark matter. These two comprise
nearly 95-96 % of the total mass-energy content of the universe. Studies were conducted using dark en-
ergy models comprising of cosmological constant (A) [43],[44], quintessence [45],[46], etc. But here we are
interested in studying the effects of dark matter (DM). Dark matter are non-baryonic and non-luminous
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in nature comprising about 27 % of the mass-energy content of the universe. Many observations such as
galaxy rotation curves [47] and dynamical motion of galaxy clusters [48] predicted their existence. The
widely accepted model for dark matter is the cold dark matter model (C DM ) whose primary candidate are
WIMPs. But the CDM model breaks down at small scales as has been studied in detail in the review work
in [49]. In order to account for the drawbacks of the C DM model, warm and fuzzy dark matter models
have been proposed. These models fall into the category of perfect fluid dark matter (PFDM). The perfect
fluid model was first introduced in [50], [51] and then further works were carried out in [52]. Recently,
PF DM model has been studied using cosmological constant in [53]-[55]. Also shadow of rotating black hole
in PFDM has been worked out in [56]. In [57], circular geodesics were studied in detail in the black hole
spacetime with PF DM . Black holes surrounded by PFDM in Rastall gravity was studied in [58]. Evidence
on the presence of dark matter near black holes have been discussed in [59]. Besides there is a review work
on the analytical study of black hole shadow in [60].

We plan to study the shadow of charged rotating black hole in perfect fluid dark matter (PF DM ) surrounded
by plasma. In a general scenario black holes remain surrounded by material media. The recent observations
of M8T7* central black hole supports the presence of plasma [61]. Hence we take interest to investigate the
general case where black holes are surrounded by some medium. Study of black hole shadows considering
plasma has been conducted in [62]-[71]. We aim to study black hole shadow considering radial power law
distribution of plasma. Also we wish to consider cases of both homogeneous [72] and inhomogeneous plasma.
Besides, we wish to consider plasma whose frequency (w,) depends on both r and é coordinates.

The paper is organised as follows. In section [I, we give a brief overview of the literature in studies of black
hole shadow in general and in presence of plasma. In section 2] we discuss the system of rotating charged
black hole in PFDM. Then in section [B, we continue the subsequent discussion of the black hole system
in presence of plasma. Later in section [, we discuss the circular geodesics. Here we focus in studying the
co-rotating and counter rotating photon orbits moving in the equatorial plane. Then we study the black
hole shadow in both arbitrary and near equatorial plane. In section Bl we study the impact of the spacetime
parameters (a, Q, x k, Z—g) on the shadow of the black hole. Later in section [l we look into the effective
potential (V.s¢) as encountered by the photons in the black hole spacetime. Further we compute the shadow
radius Ry, angular shadow radius 64 in section [{] and constraint various parameters by using the observed
value of 4, obtained from M87* data. Finally in section [§, we conclude by discussing our observations in
detail. We work in geometric units, where we consider ¢ = G = 1. Apart from the discussion and analysis,
all our mathematical calculations and results are obtained using M = 1.

2 Black hole spacetime in perfect fluid dark matter

We consider a charged black hole surrounded by perfect fluid dark matter (PFDM). The corresponding
action in (3+1) dimensions is given as [57]

R 1
S = /d4x\/—g<— ——F"F, + [rDM) (1)

16w 4
with R being the Ricci scalar and F),, being the Maxwell field strength tensor. Lpaq gives the Lagrangian
density of the PFDM. Extremizing the action gives the Einstein field equations [54]
1 M DM
Ry = 59 R = 87 (T — T2M) . 2)
In the above equation, T, % and TﬁM are the energy-momentum tensor of ordinary matter and PF DM
respectively. The components of energy-momentum tensor in both cases can be expressed as [53], [58]
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where @ is the black hole charge, p is the energy density and p,, p and p are pressures of PFDM in the
three directions respectively. In order to solve the Einstein field equations, we assume a static, spherically
symmetric metric ansatz of the form

ds? = —e2dt? + e dr? + r?(d9? + sin? §dg?) (5)

where 7 is a function of r only. Replacing the metric ansatz in eq.(2]), the different components of Einstein
equations take the form
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where prime (') denotes derivative with respect to the radial coordinate (r). Subtracting eq.(7) from eq. (@)
gives

ptpr=0 = p=—p. )
Taking the equation of state for the PFDM as 1—; = (6 — 1), and taking the ratio of the above eq.(s) (@) and
@), we get
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To solve the above equation, we set 2y = In(1 — U), which yields
p U U Q?
U +26—+2(0—-1)— +2(2—-90)— =0. 11
T2 25— 1) 5 +2(2 - ) (11)

Eq.([T) can be solved for different values of 6 [52]. In this case, we are particularly interested in the solution
for § = 2 [50, 52]. For § = 2, eq.(II) reduces to the following form

2

r2U" +3rU + U+ =5 =0. (12)
r
The solution of the above equation is obtained to be
2
Uy =" -9 zln<L) (13)
P ey

where ry and y are integration constants. In order to evaluate rg, we set Q = 0 and o = 0. In this limit,
weak field approximation gives s = 2M. Thus, the lapse function takes the form

2M Q% r
N=1-U=1-"—+5+2In(—) . 14
¢ () (14)
The spacetime metric with €27 = f(r) takes the form
1
ds® = — f(r)dt* + mdrz + r%(df? + sin® d¢?) (15)
with f(r) given by
2 Q* X r
1o L X 16
f(r) () (16)
Replacing the above solution of eq. (I4]) in eq.(@), we get
p== (17)
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where p is the energy density of dark matter and for ¢ = 1 corresponds to the mass density. Since the energy
density must be positive due to the weak energy condition, that is, p > 0, this implies that x > 0. Hence
the dark matter parameter x in the black hole solution (eq.(I4))) is positive [55], 56]. It is important to
note that if we incorporate TﬁM in eq.(2) with a positive sign, then the weak energy condition would imply
X < 0. This would then result in a completely different black hole solution [73]. We shall not investigate
this solution here. We point out that the bound on y is 0 < x < 2M and —7.18 M < x < 0 in the latter
case [53]. It is also important to note from eq.(I7) that with increase in the dark matter density p, the
dark matter parameter x increases. The rotating version of the solution was obtained using Newman-Janis
algorithm in [57]. The solution has the form
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X

Figure 1: Plot for A(r) with respect to r for a=0.4, Q@=0.2 for x < x.(left panel) and x > x.(right panel),
Xe = 0.498.

The black hole event horizon is obtained from the condition A = 0. On analysing the spacetime, we find
that the black hole has two horizons. One of the horizons is close to » = 0 but not at » = 0 which can
be seen from the plots. The other horizon is close to r = 1.5, where we have set M = 1. The presence of
PFDM does not increase the number of horizons of the black hole. Yet it does modify the location of the
horizon surface which can be observed by analysing A.

a Q Xe a Q Xe
0.1 0.2 0.529 0.4 | 0.0 | 0.508
0.3 1021 0.513 0.4 ] 0.3 | 0.488
0510210477 0406|0414

Table 1: Table showing the variation of the critical value of PF DM parameter x. with black hole spin a and charge Q.

We observe from Figlll that for fixed values of M, a and @, as we increase the PF DM parameter x, the
outer event horizon (ryy) initially decreases upto a critical value (x.) and then starts increasing. The inner
event horizon (r,_) decreases all through. The reason for such an observation can be assigned to the fact



that PF DM contributes to the mass of the system [56]. We can explain this observation by asserting that
the system is a composition of two parts, original black hole of mass M and the black hole corresponding to
PFDM with mass My. When x < x., then the total system mass is given by M with an inhibition coming
from the PFDM mass My. As x increases, the inhibition increases which gets reflected in the black hole
event horizon (7,4 ). Just at the point when x > x., PFDM mass My becomes greater than the original
black hole mass M and hence the effective mass and the effective horizon is depicted by the mass of the
PFDM. The reason for this is that the dark matter density is related directly to the dark matter parameter
X (eq.([I)). Thus, for x > x., increase in Y, results in increase of the event horizon radius (rp4).

3 Rotating charged black hole with perfect fluid dark matter immersed
in plasma

Here we consider the rotating charged black hole surrounded by PF DM immersed in plasma. We assume
that there is no interaction between PF DM and plasma. The consideration of plasma is realistic, since
most black holes are surrounded by material media. Plasma is a dispersive medium where light rays deviate
depending on their frequency. The Hamiltonian for the light rays can be derived using Maxwell’s equations
considering the source to be made of two charged fluids (electrons and ions). For the study of plasma in
curved background, we can consider magnetised [74] as well as non-magnetised plasma [75]. In our study
we consider non-magnetised, pressureless (dustlike) plasma. The Hamiltonian for light rays in presence of
plasma in curved spacetime is provided in [76]. It is applicable even in our case, since dark matter doesn’t
interact with plasma by other means except gravity. The Hamiltonian has the form [62]

H(a",pu) = % [g“”pupy + wp(r)Q] (20)

where w,(r) is the plasma frequency considered to have radial dependence only. This is a simplified as-
sumption for a rotating black hole since the plasma frequency should then be a function of both r and 6.
The refractive index (n) of the material medium depends on both the plasma frequency (wy,) as well the
frequency of photons (w) measured by a static observer. The expression of n(r,w) has the form [77]

wp(r)\2
n?(r,w) =1— <L) . (21)
w
For an observer having 4-velocity u#, the effective energy of photon as measured by the observer is hw =
—puut. In our case, the observer is static, hence hw = —pou® = —por/—¢% [77]. Replacing the expressions
for the refractive index of plasma medium and photon energy in eq.(20]), the Hamiltonian becomes

Ha" ) = 5[0 s = (0% = 1) (pov/ =) ] 22)

In order to solve for the geodesics, we need to have an explicit form for the plasma frequency w,. Since w,,
depends only on r, plasma can have many forms of distribution. Here we assume an extensively studied
distribution in the literature, the radial power law distribution, with w, given as [77]

4me? N
W2 = =me (r)

» (23)
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where e is the electronic charge, m, is the mass of the electron and N(r) being the plasma number density.
Note that eq.(23)) is relevant when the spacetime is spherically symmetric.

The plasma density following [76], [77] has the form

N(r)=—3 . (24)

where Ny is a constant, h can take integer values with A > 0. The final form of the refractive index n(r)
along with % becomes

(2 -k -k s



Here k is a constant which gives the weightage of plasma around the black hole, also h = 1,2,3 [77]. In
this study we shall consider A = 0 which results in n(r) =constant corresponding to homogeneous plasma
media. Later we will consider the simplest dependence on r with h = 1. The second case will be regarded
as inhomogeneous plasma distribution.

Also we consider a case where the plasma frequency wy(r,6) is dependent on both r and € such that

_ Jr(r) + fo(0)

2
wp(r,0)” = r?2 +a?cos?26

(26)
We have carried out the shadow analysis considering this general case in the subsequent discussion. Note
that the above form of the plasma distribution (eq.(26])) is relevant when the spacetime is axially-symmetric.

4 Study of circular geodesics in plasma medium

4.1 Co-rotating and counter rotating photon orbits

The photons in the rotating black hole spacetime can move along the direction of black hole spin (co-rotating
photons) as well as opposite to that of black hole spin (counter rotating photons). In order to determine
the radius (r,) of those photon orbits, we need to determine the radial geodesic equation and impose the
condition for circular geodesics. For this, we need to use the Hamiltonian (#) to determine the trajectories
of the particles in the equatorial plane. The Hamiltonian given in eq.(22]) takes the form

1
H=3|9" pupv + (n® — 1)9001%] (27)

with H = 0 for photons. Since we are interested in the geodesics of the equatorial plane, we set § = § and

thus 6 = 0. The geodesics can be calculated using Hamilton’s equation of motion given by
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The Hamiltonian depends on the metric (g,,) as well as on the refractive index of plasma (n(r)). The
metric has no explicit dependence on zo(= t) and z3(= ¢). So the Hamilton’s second equation of motion
gives two constants of motion pg = —F and p3 = Ly. E and Ly respectively give the energy per unit mass
and angular momentum per unit mass of the photon as observed by a stationary observer at infinity. The
geodesics corresponding to ¢t and ¢ in the equatorial plane becomes

9: r? + a? 2/.2 2 2
Pt = A [n (r +a)E—aL¢]+a[L¢—an E] (29)
r2¢ = % [(’I“2 +a®)E — aL¢] + {L¢ — (IE] . (30)
Now p, = %—f = %—f = g7 with £ = %gw,j:“:b”. The dot in the above equations correspond to derivative

with respect to the affine parameter A. Since light rays cannot be parametrized in terms of proper time (7),
so we need to parametrize them with some other parameter. This parametrization is done using the affine
parameter (\). With the above equations in hand, we get from eq.(27)

1
i = —

(B 4+ a) - aLs)’ — Al — Ly)* + (n? 1) (B0 +a*) — AE%?) (31)

In order to obtain the two kinds of orbits discussed above, we define the impact parameter as % =D, in

terms of which the radial eq.(31]) looks as

2
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Rearranging eq.(32]), we have

22 1 2
TE—Z =5 ((r2 +a?) - aD) —A(a—D)* + (n? - 1)(@«2 +a?)? - AaQ) = F(r). (33)
Imposing the condition for circular geodesics, that is, F((r) =0 = F'(r), we get
2M 2 2M 2
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where, n' = dn Solving for (a — D) in eq.(BH), we have

T

2r5 + (n? - 1) [27“5 —a? (2Mr2 —2Q% — xr?In(7) + xr2)] + 2nn/ [r4(r2 +a?) + a? (2M7“3 — Q%r? — xr3 ln(@))]
_ D)= ‘
(a )= 2Mr? = 2Q%r — xr? In(77) + xr? (36

Thus the impact parameter becomes

2r5 + (n?2-1) [27’5 —a? (2M7’2 —2Q@Q%r — xr?In(%) + XTQ)] + 2nn’ [r4(r2 + a?) + a? (2Mr3 —Q%*r2 — xr3 ln(L))]
D=aF Ix| Ix|

2Mr2 — 2Q%r — xr2 ln(ﬁ) + xr?2 - (87)

The F sign corresponds to counter and co-rotating geodesics of photons moving in the black hole spacetime.
In case of background devoid of plasma, that is, n = 1,n’ = 0 we have
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D =
@+ \/2M’I“2 —2Q2r — xr? ln(‘—;‘) + xr2

(38)

which corresponds to the expression derived in [57]. Replacing D from eq.(37) in eq.(34) we get an equation
in r devoid of the constants £ and Ly which depends only on the spacetime parameters (M, @, x, n). The
solution of the equation gives the photon orbit radius (r,) both for co-rotating and counter rotating orbits.
The Table(s) below show the photon orbit radius (r;,) both for co and counter rotating orbits with variation
in plasma parameter (k). We obtain the Table(s) below with M = 1.

x =0.2 x =1.0 x =0.2 x =1.0

k T'pl k Tpl k T'pl k T'pl
0.0 | 1.645 0.0 | 1.742 0.0 | 1.645 0.0 | 1.742
0.2 | 1.480 0.2 | 1.632 0.2 | 1.507 0.2 | 1.632
0.27 | 1.381 0.38 | 1.418 0.31 | 1.385 0.4 | 1.492

Table 2: Radius (rp1) for co-rotating (prograde) photon orbits with variation in plasma parameter (k) with black hole spin
a=0.5 and charge ()=0.3. The first two are for homogeneous plasma (n =+v1- k‘) and the next two for inhomogeneous plasma

(i)

Table 2 show that with increase in the plasma parameter k, the radius of co-rotating photon orbits 1y,
decrease in case of both homogeneous and inhomogeneous plasma. Besides they exist closer to the event
horizon (rp4) of the black hole. The effect of plasma parameter k on the radius of the orbits remains same
for both x < x. and x > x.. The critical value of the PF DM parameter for black hole spin ¢ = 0.5 and
charge Q = 0.3 is 0.467. Also we find that the photon orbits do not exist for all possible values of the plasma
parameter k. After a certain critical value of plasma parameter k = k., the photon radius drops below the



x =0.2 x =1.0 x =0.2 x =1.0

k T'p2 k T'p2 k T'p2 k T'p2
0.0 | 2.782 0.0 | 2.608 0.0 | 2.782 0.0 | 2.608
0.2 | 2.825 0.2 | 2.640 0.2 | 2.761 0.2 | 2.587
0.4 | 2.886 0.4 | 2.685 0.4 | 2.737 0.4 | 2.564

Table 3: Radius (rp2) for counter rotating (retrograde) photon orbits with variation in plasma parameter (k) with black hole
spin a=0.5 and charge =0.3. The first two are for homogeneous plasma (n =v1- k‘) and the next two for inhomogeneous

plasma (n =4/1— é)

event horizon radius (7,4 ) and thus has no physical existence. Thus there is a bound to the value of k
depending on the combinations of the black hole parameters (M, @, x).

Table [3] show that with increase in plasma parameter k, the radius of counter rotating photon orbits 7,2
increase in case of homogenous plasma distribution whereas it decreases in case of inhomogenous distribution.
The effect of plasma parameter k£ on the radius of the orbits remains same for both xy < x. and x > xe.
Here too only for a certain combination of spacetime parameters and plasma parameter k does the photon
orbits exist which results in a bound on the plasma parameter k.

4.2 Black hole shadow

In this section, we wish to calculate the black hole shadow. Shadows are formed due to bending of light
rays near regions of strong gravity. In case of black holes, when light from a distant source comes near to
it, light rays get deflected. The deflected rays after encircling the black hole either plunges into the black
hole or escapes to infinity. These light rays from unstable circular orbits reaches the observer at infinity and
creates circular or deformed circular boundary curve. The dark disk inside the curve is called the black
hole shadow. The shadow is formed in the celestial plane characterised by the celestial coordinates « and
B. They are defined for an observer at infinity as

. . do
Observer a= T(}l_I)Iloo —rgsinfp (%) (39)
B ro,00
Celestial plane
______ do
. 2
8= lim r3(2) (40)
Y. o 70,00

Source

Figure 2: Celestial coordinates (a, /)
[27].

where the position of the observer is given by the coordinates rg and #y. As can be seen from Figl2 we
consider a black hole residing between the source and the observer. We have shown a tangent on the light
ray at the point where light reaches the observer. The light ray meets the celestial plane at the point
(a, B). Considering all light rays from all possible directions and drawing tangents that intersect the plane,
we get a circular or near circular or deformed circular boundary curve. The celestial coordinate « gives
the apparent perpendicular distance of the shadow boundary from the axis of black hole rotation and the
coordinate (8 gives the apparent perpendicular distance of the boundary of the shadow from its projection
in the equatorial plane. rg gives the radial distance of the observer from the black hole and 6y corresponds
to the inclination angle of the observer’s line of sight with the axis of rotation.



4.2.1 Casel

Here we consider the general case by considering the plasma frequency to be a function of both r and @,
that is, n(r,8) [60],]65],[71]. We start from the Hamiltonian

1
(@, py) = 5 [ Db + wp(r. 0)?] (41)

with the refractive index defined as

n(r,0) =1 — <M>2 . (42)

w

Here, wy(r,0) gives the plasma frequency and w gives the photon frequency as measured by any arbitrary
observer in the domain of outer communication, that is between outer event horizon (rp, ) to infinity. The
photon frequency as measured by a stationary observer at infinity is wg which is related to w by the relation

_ o wWo wol
V=900 /A —a2sin?0

w

(43)

We wish to calculate the geodesics by Hamilton’s equation of motion. We found that the Hamiltonian (#)
is independent of ¢ and ¢. Hence the corresponding constants of motion are pg = —F and p3 = Ly where, E
and Ly correspond to the energy and angular momentum of photons as measured by a stationary observer
at infinity. Also E¥ and wy are related as 2 = fuwg, which results into £ = wq for i = 1. By using Hamilton’s

equation of motion #* = gTIi’ we get the equations for ¢ and ¢ as

i’ ZGQ [(rz +a?)E - aL¢] ta [L¢ — aEsin? 9] (44)
o= % |:(7°2 +a®)E — aL¢] + [L¢ csc? 0 — aE] . (45)

For evaluating the geodesics of r and 6, we use the Hamilton-Jacobi equation given for photons as
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H (2 +up(r,0)] = 0. (46)

In order to solve the above eq.([d6]), we assume an ansatz of the form [78]
S=—-Ft+ L¢¢ + ST(T‘) + 59(9) (47)

and replace it in eq.(d0) to get

8Sr>2 n (859

1 (r* +a*)E — aL 2+(L cscH—aEsin9)2+A( —>2+w2C2:0 (48)
A ¢ ¢ or 00 P ’
To separate the above equation into two equations of r and 6, we need to assume a certain form of wg(r, 0)

which reads [65
[ ] o fr(r) +f€(0)

2
0) —
wp(r,0) r2 + a2 cos? 6

» (49)

where f,.(r) and fy(0) are functions of r and 6 only respectively. This form of wg(r, 0) leads to the following
form for the refractive index n(r,0)

fr(r)"i_f@(e) > ) (50)

r2 4+ a? cos? 0)w?

n(r,0)2 =1— ((

This gives us

<(959

oS,
% )

2 _ )2 I R S N 2
> + (Lgcsc —aEsinf) —i—fg(é?)—A[(r +a°)E aL¢] A(ar

— fr(r) = constant = k (51)
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with x being the generalised Carter constant used to separate the r and 6 geodesics. The equations take

the form
%0 = £/0(0) (52)

% = +/R(r) (53)

with ©(0) and R(r) taking the form

0(0) = k — (LgcscO — aEsin0)? — fo(6) (54)
2
R(r) = [ +a®)E —aLy| - A(n+ (1)) - (55)
The shadow is formed by the photons moving in the unstable circular geodesics. The conditions for these
geodesics are R(r) = ag:) = (. Utilizing these conditions, we get the following equations
2 -
[(’I“Q +a?) — a£] =A [77 + fr(r)] (56)
1r[(r% + a®) - ag] = Afur) = A [0+ Fu(r)] (57)
where £ = %, n = £z and frlr) = f}ﬂ—(g) Also we define another variable f5(0) = fg(f) which will be
necessary later . Eliminating n from eq.(s) (B6) and (51), we get an equation in £ as
A& +2BE+C =0 (58)
where
A=a’A" ; B=2arA—aA (r*+a?) ; (59)

C= A,(TQ +a?)? — 4rA(r? + a?) + Afo,(r)]
with f(r) giving the derivative of f,(r) with respect to r. Solving for &, we get

-5 @

The shadow can be obtained by considering the negative sign in the above expression. The expression for
takes the form

2
(r* +a%) — a§] — fir) . (61)

=&

From the expressions of the celestial coordinates o and 3, we observe that for determining the black hole
shadow, we need the geodesics for ¢, § and r as given in eq.(s) (@5), (B2) and (B3) respectively. The

expressions for % and % take the form

(%> _ % [(’I“Q +a?)E — aL¢] %2— [L¢ csc? 0 — aE] )
\/[(7“2 +a?)E — aL(b} — A(Ii + fr(r))

(d9> k— (Lycsch —aFEsin®)? — fp(0) (63)
Y = . )
dr [(T2 +a?)E — aL¢} - A(/{ + fr(r))
Using the above eq.(s) ([62), (63) in the expressions for a and 3, we have
a=—Ccscly ; f= :I:\/n — (Ecscby — asinby)? — fo(o) . (64)
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The shadow can be observed by plotting « and £ along X and Y axis respectively. We show the plots for two
different plasma distribution. One for f.(r) = w2V M3r and fy() = 0 [65] and the other one for f.(r) =0
and fp(0) = w2M?(1 + 2sin? ) [65]. For f.(r) = w2V M3r and fy(0) = 0 (with M = 1), the expressions in
eq.(s) ([©62), [@3) and ([©4) take the form

- 4 [(r2 +a®)E — aL¢] + [L¢ csc2h — aE]

(%) N 2 (65)
[(’I“Q +a?)E — aL¢] - A(/{ + w?ﬁ)
<@) _ k — (Lycscl — aF sin §)? (66)
dr [(’I“2 +a?)E —aL¢]2 - A(/@—l—wgﬁ)
which gives
a=—Ecscly ; B==4n— (Ecschy —asinby)? . (67)

Also for f.(r) = 0 and fp(0) = w?>M?(1 + 2sin? ) (with M = 1), the expressions in eq.(s) (62), (63) and
([64]) take the form

(%> _ A [(73 +a?)E — aL¢>] + {L¢2csc2 0 — aE] )
\/[(7“2 +a?)E — aLQJ — Ak

<d9) k — (Lycscd —aEsin0)? — w2(1 + 2sin 0) (69)
R .
dr [(7"2 +a?)E — aLQJ — Ak
which gives
wWe 2
a=—Ccscly ; B= i\/n — (Ecscby — asinby)? — (w_) (14 2sin?6p) . (70)
0

The plots are shown in section [l (Figures [ and [7)) and we have set M = 1.

4.2.2 Case I1

In this section, we plan to investigate the black hole shadow for the case of refractive index n(r) depending
only on r and having no 6 dependence. For this we like to evaluate the geodesics of light rays. The
Hamiltonian () in this case takes the form

1 v
H= [g" pupy + (n? — 1)900193] : (71)

Using Hamilton’s equation of motion, we can evaluate the expressions for ¢ and ¢ geodesics in an arbitrary
plane which reads

2, 2
=" Za (722 + a®)E — aLy| + a[ Ly — an® Esin? 6] (72)
2= % [(TQ +aA)E — aL¢] + [L¢ csc? 6 — aE] . (73)
In order to evaluate the geodesics for r and 6, we use the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, which reads
oS 1 a5\ /08 05 \2
- N PN it 2 00 ( ¥+~
o =~ M= 3l (5 (g) + = 05" (55) | (74)

In order to solve the above equation, we need to choose an ansatz for S. Following [7§], we use

S = —Et+ Lyp + Su(r) + Sy(0) . (75)

11



Replacing S in eq.(74]), we have

(n*=1) o 5, 22 L[ 5, 2 2 202 2 202 2
—TE (r“+a®) _Z[(T —i—a)E—aL¢] + (n* — 1)a”*E*sin” 6 — a“E* cos” 0 (76)

05\ 2 05y \2
LZcot?0 + (aF - Ly)* + A(Z0) + (SF) =0,
Thocot®0 (= Lol A7) + 5y
Now we wish to separate the above equation in  and @ variables. By inspecting the term n(r)2a?E? sin? 6,
we find that it is in general, not possible to separate n(r) from sin§. We now investigate two cases.

Case I1a
First, we consider n = n(r) = 4/1 — % Though it should be noted that for spinning black holes n = n(r,8)

[60L [65], but for simplicity we now consider the n = n(r) only. Now we find that due to such consideration,
eq.(f@) is not separable. However, we can separate it into r and 6 equations by considering near equatorial
plane as done in [10} 27]. The approximation is taken as 0 =~ % + €, where € is a very small angle. It must
be noted that the unstable photon orbits are not restricted to the near equatorial planes, they can travel
through any arbitrary plane. But for an observer at infinity, this approximation is valid and gives desirable
results for black hole shadow. Besides since we are considering near equatorial plane, the observer should
also be placed in the equatorial plane, i.e., g = 5. This assumption modifies the geodesics which we take
into account while evaluating the celestial coordinates (a, ).

Choosing a near equatorial plane and setting § = % + €, we have eq.(76) as

21 1 2
- ~ ) B2 1 a?)? — < [(rz +a?)E - aL¢} + (n? - 1)a2E? (77)
8S,\2  /0S.\2
— 2 r € =
+(aE L¢)+A<3T) +<ae> 0.

Introducing Carter constant x [78] as in the earlier case, we can split the equation into two parts as

(n* —1)

1 2
x E*(r? +a%)? + = [(’I“Q +a®)E — aL¢} — (n? = 1)a*E? (78)

A
—(aE — Ly)? — A(

) - () -

Finally, using gm—ﬁ = gm—i , where £ = %gw,:b“x'” , we get equation(s) for r and € as
2 = \/R(r) (79)
r2é = /O (e) (80)

where the expressions for R(r) and ©(e€) takes the form

R(r) = (n® = 1)E*(r* + a*)* + [(’I“Q +da®)E — CLL¢}2

A [(nQ — 1)a2E? + (aE — Ly)? + m] (81)
o) = & . (82)

Since, shadows are formed by light rays moving in unstable circular orbits, so we use the conditions R(r) =

ag—f,’") = 0. The conditions read

(0% = 1) + a2 + [+ a?) —at]

= Al - 1)a? + (a - )+ (83)
4r(n? —1)(r? + a®) + 4r | (1 + a®) — a§] —2nn' Aa® +2(r? + a®)nn’ = A’ [(n2 —1)a®+ (a— &)+ n} . (84)
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Eliminating 7 from the above equations, we get a quadratic equation £ as
AL +2BE+C =0 (85)
with the expressions for A, B and C taking the form
A=d’A ; B=2arA—aA (r* +d?) ; (86)
C= [nQA/(TQ +a®)? — 4rAn?(r? + a®) + 2nn A%6% — 2(r® + a2)2nn,A] .

Solving for £, we have

B BN\2 O
=4 i I (87)
with the negative sign yielding the appropriate results. The expression for n becomes
1 2
n=x (n? = 1)(r? + a®)* + [(7“2 +a?) — a§] —(n?*=1)a® - (a — €)%, (88)

The constants & and 7 are the quantities in terms of which shadow radius R is evaluated. In our case, we
consider the observer to be placed in the equatorial plane, that is, 6y = 7.
In order to determine « and 3, we need the geodesic equations and thereby calculate (%) and (%). The

geodesics for ¢, € and r have the form (considering near equatorial plane)

(@

dA) -2 [(ﬂ +a?)E - aL¢] + 712 [L¢ - aE} (89)

A2

() -5 50

(;l_:) :T%\/(nQ_l)EZ(TZ_i_aQ)Q_i_ |:(T2+a2)E—aL¢]2

Utilising the above geodesics, we get the relevant equations as

—A [(rﬂ — 1)a2E2 + (aE — Ly)? + 4 . (91)

& [(rz +a®)E — aL(b} + [L¢ csc2h — aE}

(d_¢) _
ar \/(n2 —1)E?2(r2 +a?)2 + [(7"2 +a?)E — aL(br - A [(n2 —1)a?E? 4+ (aE — Ly)? + n}

dey r
<%) - (n2 — )E2(r? + a?)? + [(TQ +a?)E — aL¢]2 - A [(nQ —1)a?E? 4 (aE — Lg)? + /@} . o

Now replacing the above relations in the expressions for a and 8 and then taking the limit r — oo, we get
the celestial coordinates as
o= ¢ ; B= i\/—ﬁ .
n

(94)
Plotting « along X-axis vs § along Y-axis, we get the silhouette of the black hole shadow.
Case ITb

Here, we consider n(r) =constant=+/1 — k. The t and ¢ geodesics are the same as the previous case. In this
case we find that the above eq.([T]) is separable. Using the Cartar constant  [78], we have

9592 2 272 i 2 252 .2 2 .29 98:\2 , (0P =1) o0 5 a0
<W> + (n® = 1)a”E"sin” 0 — a” < cos™ 0 + L cot 9__A(67’) —l—TE (r*+4a”) (95)
2
—i—% [(7“2 +a®)E + aL¢] —(aE - Ly =k .
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This leads to the r and 6 equation(s) using aaTLu = aam—‘s; , with £ = 2g,, 343" as

¢ =+/R(r) (96)
20 =/0() . (97)
The expressions for R(r) and ©(0) take the form
2
R(r) = (n®* = DE2(r* + a®)* + [(7"2 + a®)E — aLQJ - A [(aE — Lg)* + n] (98)
O(f) = k — (n* — 1)a®’E?*sin® 6 + a*E? cos? 0 — Li cot? 6 . (99)

The black hole shadow is formed by the unstable circular orbits of photons moving around black hole. The
condition satisfied by these rays are R(r) = % = 0. Imposing these conditions we get

(07 = 1)+ 0 + (7 + ) —ag] = Aln+ (a7 (100)

arn?(r? + a?) — drat = A’ [77 + (a — 5)2} (101)

where & = % and 1 = £z are the Chandrasekhar constants [78]. Eliminating 1 from the above equation(s),
we get an equation in & of the form

AL +2BE+C =0 (102)
where, A, B, C has the form

/

A=a’A" ; B=2arA—aA (r*+d?); (103)
C = [nQA/ (12 + a?)? — 4rAn?(r? + a2)] .

Solving the above equation, £ becomes

) " (104)

AR

The shadow can now be obtained by considering the negative sign in the above solution. Also n becomes

"= [<n2 ~ D02 +a?)? + [(0% + a?) - ag] ] ~(a-8? (105)

In order to calculate the celestial coordinates («, ) we need to make use of the geodesics equations(s) for
r, 6 and ¢ as given in eq.(s) (O6l), (O7)) and (73) respectively. Using them, we get the expressions for % and

do
ar as

4 [(r2 +a®)E — aL¢] + [L¢ csc2h — aE]

d
() = : (106
\/(TL2 —1)E%(r? +a?)? + [(’I“Q +a?)E — aL¢] - A [(aE — L)%+ /{]
Ao Kk —(n?2—1)a2E2?sin?0 + a2E? cos? 6 — L2 cot2 0
<d_) _ ( ) . ¢ . (107)
" (n?2 —1)E?(r2 + a?)? + [(’I“2 +a?)E — aL¢] - A [(aE —Ly)? + /@}
Replacing the above eq.(s) in the expressions for a and (3, we have
(12 — N2 ain2 2 o2 0 _ £2 ot2
a:—écscﬁo ; 5:i\/77 (n? — 1)a?sin® Oy + a? cos? 6y — &2 cot 90. (108)
n n

14



The shadow can be obtained by plotting « along X axis and 3 along Y axis. The observer is fixed at infinity
(ro = 00) and the position of the observer with respect to the direction of black hole spin (a) can be varied.
So we consider three positions as 6y = 7, g = § and 0y = 5. The corresponding plots with variation in
plasma parameter k is shown in the next section

Before ending this section, we want to mention that the general case (Case [L2ZT]) in which n is a function
of both r and 6 boils down to the case case n = v/1 — k. This can be seen as follows. Setting f.(r) = w2r?
and fp(0) = w?a? cos® 0, we get wy(r,0) = w. = constant. Now we write the Hamiltonian (#) in the form

1 ~
H(at, ) = 5|9 Pupo + (. 0)?] (109)

where w, is given by
~ w w

P C
Wy = = . 110
P V=90 V=900 (110)
Now the refractive index is defined as [77]
~9
w 2
n?(r,0) =1— —12) =1- (&) = 1— k = constant (111)
w wo
2
where we have defined <$—3> =k and used w = wy/v/—goo- Substituting w, in terms of n, we get
1
H"p) = 5 [g“”pupu — goow?}
1
= 3 [gwpupy +(n? - 1)g00w§] n=vVi—k. (112)

This is the same Hamiltonian as in Case [£.2.2] with pg = —F = —wy.

5 Impact of the spacetime, PFDM and plasma parameters on the black
hole shadow

The motion of any particle in the black hole spacetime is influenced by the parameters describing the
spacetime. The same is true for unstable photons (m = 0) that either plunge into the black hole singularity
or fly off to infinity. The photons that fly off to infinity reach the observer and form the boundary of the
black hole shadow. Thus the shadow formed by photons gets impacted by the spacetime parameters.

The parameters describing the spacetime are spin (a) and charge (@) of the black hole, PF DM parameter
(x) and the plasma parameters k and 22 . Now we show the plots and discuss how the parameters affect
the black hole shadow.

() Q=102,k =02, x =02 ) Q=02k=02 x=10

Figure 3: Variation of the black hole shadow with spin (a) of the black hole. The colored plots are for different spin values-blue
dotted (a = 0.1), black (a = 0.3), red dashed (a = 0.5). The plots are shown for inhomogeneous plasma with n(r) = /1 — £.
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In the Figl3l we have shown the impact of the black hole spin (a) on the shadow. In order to do so, we
have fixed the rest of the black hole parameters (Q = 0.2, x = 0.2, 1.0, £ = 0.2). The plots are shown for

inhomogeneous plasma with n(r) = 4/1 — é Previously, we have mentioned that PF DM parameter x has
two ranges of values separated by x.. The left plot is for x < x. and the right one is for y > x.. The value
of x. varies with variation in the values of black hole spin a with fixed charge (Q as can be seen in Table [1l
The shadow is larger in case of x < x., whereas, they are comparatively smaller in case of x > x.. Besides,
we find that with the increase in spin (a) of the black hole, the shadow gets rotated and slightly deformed.
This is due to the rotational drag force on the unstable photons moving in close vicinity of the black hole.

L L L L L
-4 2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4

(a) a=04,k=0.2, x=0.2 (b)a=04,k=02, x=1.0

Figure 4: Variation of the black hole shadow with charge Q. The colored plots are for different charge values-blue dotted
(Q = 0.0), black (Q = 0.3), red dashed (Q = 0.6). The plots are shown for inhomogeneous plasma with n(r) = /1 — £.

Figll depict the effect of charge (@) on the shadow of the black hole. Just like the previous case we have
shown two ranges of x (x < x. and x > x.). We set the rest of the black hole parameters to constant values

(a=0.4, x =0.2, 1.0, £ = 0.2). The plots are shown for inhomogeneous plasma with n(r) = /1 — % In this
case too, the value of x. varies with variation in the values of black hole charge () with fixed spin a as can be
seen in Table[Il Here too, we find that the shadow size in x < x. is greater than that in y > x.. Also with
the increase in charge (Q) of the black hole, the shadow size reduces in both cases (x < x. and x > x.). The
reason for the observation can be assigned to the fact that the event horizon radius (rp. = M ++/M? — Q?)
without dark matter (y=0) and plasma (k=0) decreases with increase in charge ). The same persists in
presence of y and k. The black hole shadow which is a manifestation of the event horizon, thereby decreases.
The decrement in shadow size with charge (@) is non-uniform.

2L

I I I I I I I I I I
-4 -2 0 2 4 -3 -2 1 0 1 2 3

(a) a=04, Q = 0.2, k = 0.2, x < Xc (b) a=0.4, Q = 0.2, k = 0.2, x > Xec

Figure 5: Variation of black hole shadow with perfect fluid dark matter (PFDM) parameter x. The colored plots are for
different values of x-blue dotted (x = 0.1), black (x = 0.2), red dashed (x = 0.3) for the left plot and blue dotted (x = 1.0),

black (x = 1.1), red dashed (x = 1.2) for the right plot. The plots are shown for inhomogeneous plasma with n(r) = 1/1 — £.
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In Figlhl we have shown the impact of PFDM parameter () on the black hole shadow. The plots are

shown for inhomogeneous plasma with n(r) = /1 — % From previous analysis, we find that the outer event
horizon radius (r,4) decreases with increase in x for y < x. and increases for x > x.. The analogical results
are observed in case of black hole shadow. We found that for x < x., the shadow decreases non-uniformly
and gets distorted with increase in x. On the other hand, for x > x., the shadow increases uniformly with

(a) a=04, Q = 0.2, x = 0.2 (b) a=0.4,Q = 0.2, x = 1.0

Figure 6: Variation of black hole shadow with f,(r) = w2V M3r and fo(0) = 0 for x = 0.2 (left) and x = 1.0 rlght) The
2
plots are shown for M = 1 and different values of ( ) with (£2) = 0.0 (blue), (:—;) = 1.0 (black), ("J—) = 3.0 (red

2
dotted) and (5—8) = 6.0 (orange).

increase in x, though the effect is less pronounced than for x < x.. Such kind of observation results from
the fact that PF DM effectively gives the mass of the total system as discussed previously.

In Figure 6l we have shown the variation of black hole shadow with a certain form of the function f,(r) =
w2y/r and fy(#) = 0, with M = 1. The plots are shown for black hole spin a = 0.4 and charge Q = 0.2.
Also the plots are shown with the observer in the equatorial plane, 6y = 5. The left one is for dark matter
parameter y = 0.2 and the right one for x = 1.0. We have taken these two values since y = 0.2 is less than
Xe whereas, y = 1.0 is greater than x. for the considered combination of spin a and charge ). The plots
show that shadow size decreases with increase in plasma parameter w.. Besides, we also observe that the
shadow size is smaller in case of y = 1.0 as compared to that in x = 0.2.

Q
°

2 2

4 4
(a) a=0.4, Q = 0.2, x = 0.2 (b) a=0.4, Q = 0.2, x = 1.0

Figure 7: Variation of black hole shadow with f,(r) = 0 and f(0) = w2M? (1 +2sin 9) for x = 0.2 (left) and x = 1.0 (right).
2
The plots are shown for M = 1 and different values of (:—S) with (5—;) = 0.0 (blue), (Z—S) =04 (black),(i—g) = 1.0 (red

2
dotted) and (i—;) = 1.5 (orange).
In Figure [7, we have shown the variation of black hole shadow with f.(r) = 0 and fy(f) = w? <1 + 2 sin? 6?),
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with M = 1. The plots are shown with spin and charge of the black hole set at a = 0.4 and Q = 0.2
respectively. Also, the plots are shown with the observer situated in the equatorial plane, fp = 5. The left
plot is for dark matter parameter y = 0.2 and the right one is for x = 1.0. The plots show that shadow size
once again decreases with increase in plasma parameter w. as in the earlier case.

B B

0 a 0 a
_1; \ 1

-2
oL J

-47 ‘3}

S S S e e
(a) a=0.4, Q = 0.2, x = 0.2 (b) a=0.4, Q = 0.2, x = 1.0
Figure 8: Variation of the black hole shadow with inhomogeneous plasma (n =n(r)=4/1- (é)) The colored plots are for

different values of plasma parameter-blue dotted (k = 0.0), black (k = 0.2), red dashed (k = 0.4).

We plot the effect of inhomogeneous plasma (n = n(r)) on the black hole shadow in Figl8l We show the
plots both for x < x. and x > x.. We observe that the co-rotating photon radius (rp;) which correspond
to the extreme left of o axis decreases with increase in plasma parameter k. The same happens in case
of counter rotating radius (rp2) which corresponds to the extreme right of the a axis. The effect is the
same as obtained previously following a numerical approach. The cumulative effect of the two extreme orbit
produces the unstable photon orbit which forms the black hole shadow. The effect remains identical for
both x < x. and x > x.. The shadow size is larger in case of xy < x. than that in y > xe.

B B

o

L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L -4 L L L L L L L L L L L L
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4

(a) a=0.4, Q = 0.2, x = 0.2 (b) a=0.4, Q = 0.2, x =1.0

Figure 9: Variation of the black hole shadow with homogeneous plasma (n = /1 — k =constant). The colored plots are for

different values of plasma parameter-blue dotted (k = 0.0), black (k = 0.2), red dashed (k = 0.4). The plots are for 6y = 7.
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-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4

(a) a=0.4, Q = 0.2, x = 0.2 (b) a=0.4, Q = 0.2, x =1.0

-2

Figure 10: Variation of the black hole shadow with homogeneous plasma (n = y/1 — k =constant). The colored plots are for

™

different values of plasma parameter-blue dotted (k = 0.0), black (k = 0.2), red dashed (k = 0.4). The plots are for 6o = %.

g
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-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4

(a) a=0.4, Q = 0.2, x = 0.2 (b) a=0.4, Q = 0.2, x =1.0
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B et
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Figure 11: Variation of the black hole shadow with homogeneous plasma (n = 1/1 — k =constant). The colored plots are for

us

different values of plasma parameter-blue dotted (k = 0.0), black (k = 0.2), red dashed (k = 0.4). The plots are for 6y = 3.

The effect of plasma is being observed for both homogeneous and inhomogeneous plasma distribution. In
Fig.(s) (@, [0, [I]), we have shown the effect of homogeneous plasma (n=constant) on the black hole shadow.
The observation is carried out for 6y = 7, 6p = § and 6y = 7 respectively. The extreme right point on the
« axis corresponds to the radius of counter rotating photon orbits [79]. On the other hand, the extreme left
point on the « axis corresponds to the radius of co-rotating orbit. The radius (rp;) of co-rotating photons
is found to decrease with increase in plasma parameter k, whereas that of counter rotating photons (r,2) is
observed to increase with increase in k. The same is observed both for PF DM parameter x = 0.2 and 1.0.
Also the shadow size is larger in case of y = 0.2 with respect to that in x = 1.0.

6 Effective potential (V)

In this section, we study the effective potential (V.rs) as faced by a photon moving in the black hole

spacetime. The potential can have maxima or minima which corresponds to the existence of unstable or

2 2
stable orbits. The condition for maxima or minima are given as 2 8‘;? L <0and 2 8‘;? L > 0 respectively. The
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effective potential can be obtained from the modified radial equation which gives

Pt Vepy = B2 (113)
with the effective potential given by
(@®E*— L) 2M 0?2 X
Verr = —Td) — 5 (aB - Lg)* + praClohe Lg)* + glak — Ly)? (114)
2 2 2
2 o  0FE 22 (2M Q X r
—m2-1)| B2+ T E(—g—rj—ﬁlnw) . (115)

The plots for the effective potential are shown below. Here we basically focus on the dependence of the
effective potential on the plasma parameter k.
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N i
0.5
0.0

(a) a=0.5, Q = 0.3, x = 0.2, Ly=3.0 (b) a=0.5, Q = 0.3, x = 1.0, Ly=3.0

Figure 12: Variation of the effective potential (Vefs) for co-rotating photons with homogeneous plasma (n =constant=

VI—k).

The above Fig[I2 shows the effective potential (V,s) encountered by the photons in co-rotating orbits with
variation in plasma parameter k. Here we consider the plasma distribution to be homogenous such that
n = +/1 — k. The left one is for x = 0.2 and the right one for x = 1.0. The plots are shown by considering
M=1 FE=1,a=05,Q=0.3, Ly=3.0. We find that with increase in plasma parameter the potential
increases uniformly in both cases. The potential shows a maxima which corresponds to unstable photon
orbits. The maxima in case of x = 1.0 are a little higher than the same for y = 0.2. Also we find that the
position of the maxima, which gives the unstable photon radius () slightly shifts towards left with increase
in plasma parameter k.

1.0 T T T 1.5~

1.0 1.0

B B
> : > :
r r
(a) a=0.5, Q = 0.3, x = 0.2, Ly=3.0 (b) a=0.5, Q = 0.3, x = 1.0, Ly=3.0
Figure 13: Variation of the effective potential (Ves) for co-rotating photons with inhomogeneous plasma (n = n(r) = /1 — £).
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FiglI3] shows the effective potential (Vs¢) faced by the co-rotating photons with variation in plasma pa-
rameter k. The left one is for x = 0.2 and the right one for y = 1.0. We consider the plasma distribution to
be inhomogeneous such that n(r) = /1 — % The plots are shown by considering M =1, E =1, a = 0.5,
Q = 0.3, Ly=3.0. We find that with increase in plasma parameter (k), the potential increases uniformly in
both cases. The potential shows a maxima which corresponds to unstable photon orbits. The maxima in
case of x = 1.0 are a little higher than the same for y = 0.2. Also we find that the position of the maxima
shifts towards left with increase in plasma parameter k. This implies that the radius (r,) of the unstable
photon orbits decreases with increase in plasma parameter k, i.e., the orbits move close to the black hole.
The increment of effective potential in both the above cases for homogeneous and inhomogeneous plasma
can be assigned to the fact that due to interaction of photons with plasma, the total energy and thereby the
potential of the system increases. This can be seen by looking at the Hamiltonian (#) which has an extra

term due to plasma (eq.(22l))

Vet
coococo -~
O DO PRROOOOOODMN

(a) a=0.5, Q@ = 0.3, x = 0.2, k=0.2 (b) a=0.5, @ = 0.3, x = 1.0, k=0.2

Figure 14: Variation of the effective potential (V.f) in inhomogeneous plasma (n =n(r)=4/1- é) for Ly > 0 and Ly < 0.

The solid line corresponds to corotating and the dashed line corresponds to the counter rotating orbit.

Thus, with increase in plasma parameter k, the interaction energy increases. So by radial equation (T3] for
fixed r, increase in energy increases the potential. Thus the potential of the system increases with increase
in plasma parameter k. The plots of V.¢; in Fig.(I4) displays both the co-rotating and counter rotating
orbits. The co-rotating (prograde) orbits are characterised by E > 0 and Ly > 0 with respect to black hole
spin a > 0. The reverse happens in case of counter rotating (retrograde) orbits with £ > 0 and Ly < 0
with respect to black hole spin a > 0. We observe that the unstable photon orbit radius of counter rotating
(rp2) are greater than that of co-rotating orbits (r,1) as can be seen from the maxima of the potential. This
implies that the corotating orbits are near to the black hole than the counter rotating ones.

7 Shadow radius R, and constraints from the M&7* observational data

In this section, we compute one of the major observables of black hole shadow, which is the black hole
shadow radius (Rs). We do this by following the approach given in [80] which considers a reference circle
to estimate the shadow radius. The definition of R, reads (in terms of the celestial coordinates)

(at - 057‘)2 + 5152
2|a — oy

R =

(117)
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where the silhouette of the shadow coincides with the reference circle at three different coordinates, the top
coordinate (ay, 3¢), the bottom coordinate (o, ) and the right coordinate (a;,0). It is to be noted that
the shadow radius R; is related to the angular diameter of the shadow as [81]
R
ba=2— (118)

where d represents the distance of M87* black hole from earth (d = 16.8 Mpc). From the EHT observations,
the parameter 6, is estimated to be 42 + 3 pas or in radian (0.20325 + 0.0146) x 107Y rad [I]. We now
try to constraint the PFDM parameter (77) and the plasma parameter (k) by confronting the theoretically
estimated value of 65 with the observational data. In the subsequent analysis, we set the charge parameter
% = 0 for the sake of simplicity.
We first consider the Kerr limit ({5 — 0,k — 0, % — 0) of our black hole solution. We observe that
for the variation of the spin parameter 7 € [0, 1], the value of the angular diameter 64 is obtained to be
g € [0.1925 x 1072,0.1929 x 10~?] (in radian). This in turn means that all the values of the spin parameter
17 produces angular diameter (6;) are allowed from the observational point of view.
Now incorporating the homogeneous plasma background (h = 0) with % =0, % =0, we try to constraint
the value of the plasma parameter k for various values of {7. We obtain the possible range of k from the
observational constraint 6 € (0.20325 £ 0.0146) x 10~? radian. The results are displayed in TableZl

From Table(@]) we note the range of allowed values of the plasma parameter k at different values of the

ﬁ klower kupper
0.1 0.0 0.976
0.2 0.0 0.909
03] 0.0 0.805
041 0.0 0.677
0.5 0.0 0.536
0.6 0.0 0.396
0.7 0.0 0.266
0.8 0.0 0.154
09] 0.0 0.067
1.0 0.0 0.020

Table 4: The results show the upper bound on the value of the plasma parameter k (0 < k < kypper) at fixed value of the spin
parameter which results in the allowed value of 64. (We set X =0, £ = 0).

spin parameter 17. It is to be noted that with increasing value of the spin parameter 17, the allowed range
for plasma parameter k decreases. Further, we observe that when we consider the inhomogeneous plasma
background (h = 1), the resulting value of 64 lies outside the estimated range of 6;. This is true for each
and every value of the spin parameter 7. Next we consider the PFDM black hole solution (with % — 0)

in the homogeneous plasma background. The following Table represents our observation

X

M klower kupper
0.010 | 0.000 | 0.904

0.015 | 0.000 | 0.903
0.020 | 0.770 | 0.901
0.025 | 0.875 | 0.899

Table 5: The results show the lower and upper value of the plasma parameter k at fixed value of the spin parameter, in
presence of the PFDM parameter. (We set £ =0 and % = 0.2).

From Table(H)), we note that the allowed range of values for the PFDM parameter is 17 € [0,0.025]. We

also observe the allowed range of values for k corresponding to a fixed value of the PFDM parameter.
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Next we consider the general case of plasma frequency wy(r,#). In this case, the plasma frequency is given

fr(r)+1o(6)

r24a? cos2 6"

by wa(r,0) =

wo

We wish to constraint the PFDM parameter (77) and the plasma parameter

2
<ﬂ) from the observed value of angular shadow (64). We consider the two cases studied in section A.2.1]

The first one is f,(r) = w?y/7 and fy(8) = 0 and the other one f,.(r) = 0 and f5(#) = w?(1 + 2sin? ). The

2
Tables below show the corresponding ranges of 4% compatible with the ranges of <Z_3> .

AOMIE)
M “0 /J lower “0 / upper
0.001 0.0 0.489
0.002 0.0 0.387
0.003 0.0 0.293
0.004 0.0 0.205
0.005 0.0 0.121
0.006 0.0 0.039

2
Table 6: Table showing the accessible range of (j—;) with f,(r) = w2y/r and fo(f) = 0 for various values of X. The results
2

show the upper bound on the value of the plasma parameter (j—;) at fixed value of the spin parameter (§; = 0.5) which results

in the allowed value of 64. (We set % =0).

| () e | (2),

M “0 /) jower “o upper
0.001 0.0 0.282
0.002 0.0 0.223
0.003 0.0 0.168
0.004 0.0 0.117
0.005 0.0 0.069
0.006 0.0 0.022

2
Table 7: Table showing the accessible range (:—;) with f,(r) =0 and f(0) = wZ(1 4 2sin® #) for various values of . The

2
results show the upper bound on the value of the plasma parameter (j—;) at fixed value of the spin parameter (47 = 0.5)

which results in the allowed value of f4. (We set £ = 0).

The above Tables [0 and [7 show that the allowed ranges of the PFDM parameter 15 is 15 € [0,0.006]
which implies the presence of a very small amount of dark matter in the vicinity of the black hole. Also the
Tables entail that dark matter and plasma can coexist as depicted from the observational range of black
hole shadow 6,;. Besides, we observe that with the increase of PF DM parameter % from 0 to 0.006 the

2
allowed range of plasma parameter <z—g) gradually decreases and vanishes from 5 = 0.007.

8 Summary and conclusion

After running through the analysis in details, we now summarise our results. We consider a charged rotating
black hole surrounded by perfect fluid dark matter (PFDM). We also immerse the system in plasma and
consider no interaction between plasma and dark matter.

We observe some unique characteristics of the black hole spacetime due to presence of PFDM. From the
analysis of the function A(r), we find that the outer event horizon (r,4) decreases with increase in PFDM
parameter (x). The decrement proceeds untill y < x.. At this point and beyond, we observe a reverse
nature where 7, increases with further increase in x. The same behaviour gets reflected in the observed
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black hole shadow. The reason for such a fascinating observation can be assigned to the contribution of
PFDM to the mass of the black hole system. Here, we have two masses, M for the original black hole and
M for the black hole corresponding to PFDM. Till x < x., the black hole mass is M and gets inhibited by
My. But just at the point when x = x., the total mass is given by Mgy beyond which system mass increases
with increase in . Since the mass has a major effect in determining the event horizon of the black hole and
thereby the shadow, hence we obtain such results.

Then we move on to analyse the motion of null particles around the black hole. These particles can be
rotating along the direction of black hole spin (co-rotating) or opposite (counter rotating) to it. We observed
that those co-rotating orbits lie close to the black hole whereas, the counter rotating ones remain away from
the black hole. We find their dependence on plasma parameter. The effect of plasma is independent of the

influence of dark matter. We find that in case of homogeneous plasma distribution <n =+1- k), the radius

of co-rotating orbits decrease whereas that for the counter rotating orbits increase with increase in plasma
parameter k. Also, we find that with increase in plasma parameter (k) in case of inhomogeneous plasma

distribution (n =4/1-— é), the increase in k results in decrease of photon radius for both co-rotating and

counter rotating orbits.

Then we obtain the null geodesics responsible for the formation of the black hole shadow. With the help of
the geodesic equation(s), we obtain the celestial coordinates (a, ). These two coordinates give the black
hole shadow radius (Rs) as R = o? + 2. The shadow gets formed in the celestial plane (o — 3 plane). We
plot the shadow and study the dependence of the black hole shadow on the black hole parameters (a, @, ¥,
k). From the plots, we find that the shadow gets rotated and deformed with increase in black hole spin (a).
The deformation of black hole shadow occurs due to the rotational drag of the unstable photons by the black
hole. We also observe that increment in charge (@) reduces the radius (Rs) and thereby the size of the black
hole shadow. The reason for this is quite obvious. The black hole shadow is the image of the outer event
horizon of the black hole. The radius of outer event horizon is given as rp, = M + /M2 — Q? in absence of
x and k. With increase in @, 7,4+ decreases and thereby Rs decreases. This ultimately reduces the size of

the black hole shadow. We analyse this in case of inhomogeneous plasma distribution with (n =+1- k:)

Next we analyse the effect of the plasma medium on the black hole shadow. The shadow is formed by the
light rays encircling the black hole in unstable photon orbits. If these light rays move through vacuum, they
have no deviation. But if they move through plasma media, they get deviated due to variation in frequency.
The black hole shadow is formed in the celestial plane with coordinates a and 8. We considered the general
case where the refractive index (n(r,)) and plasma frequency (w,(r,#)) both depends on r and §. We have
considered a different value for the spin, @ = 0.4 in contrast to that considered in [65] which is @ = 0.999
(extremal case). We found that with only radial variation f.(r) = w2V M3r and fg(f) = 0, the shadow
plots reduce in size with increase in plasma parameter w.. Similar nature is observed in case of 6 variation

with f,(r) = 0 and fp() = w?M? (1 + 2sin? 9) with the shadow size decreasing with increase of plasma
parameter we.

Next we consider cases with refractive index of the form (n =4/1-— é) (inhomogeneous) and (n =v1- k>

(homogeneous). Analysing the plots, we find that the extreme right of « axis corresponds to the radius of
counter rotating orbits (r,2) whereas that on the extreme left corresponds to the co-rotating orbits (7,1). The
variation of the radius of these orbits with plasma gets reflected in the black hole shadow. In particular, we
observe that r,; decreases with increase in the plasma parameter for fixed value of the PF DM parameter
for both inhomogeneous and homogeneous plasma. However, r,0 increases with decreases in the plasma
parameter (k) for a fixed PF DM parameter (x) for inhomogeneous plasma, and increases for homogeneous
plasma.

We have also analysed the effective potential (V.;) and have found that it significantly depends on the
plasma parameter (k). The maxima of the potential (V,s) corresponds to the radius of the unstable photon
orbits. These maxima’s shift towards left for both homogeneous and inhomogeneous plasma distribution.
Besides, we also find that the peak of the effective potential increases with increase in plasma parameter k.
The reason for such an increment can be related to the fact that due to presence of plasma, the interaction
energy of the total system increases and hence the potential (Vcss) of the system increases.

Finally, we compute the shadow radius R, and the angular shadow radius 64. From our theoretical results,
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2
we constraint the plasma parameter k as well as <z—3> with the PFDM parameter 15 by comparing the

obtained values of 4 with that observed from the M87* supermassive black hole data.
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