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Recently, the Event Horizon Telescope collaboration has reported the first image of the supermassive black hole Sagittarius in the Galactic Center. We attempt to test the validity of the no-hair
theorem of black holes using this new shadow observation. Considering the Einstein-Maxwell-kleinGordon theory with a minimally-coupled scalar field, we find that our numerical result is consistent
with the prediction of the no-hair theorem. However, we can not rule out the possibility that black
holes with scalar hair may exist in some special cases.

I.

INTRODUCTION

As the most important compact objects predicted by general relativity [1], black holes, play a basic role in fundamental physics. Since firstly studied by Schwarzschild, black holes always lie in the cores of various theoretical
researches when one attempts to unify quantum mechanics with general relativity. The typical property of a black
hole is that it has an event horizon, within which a light ray can not escape from the tight binding of extremely
strong gravity [2]. In astrophysical observations, although black holes have been found in a wide range of masses
including stellar-mass ones [3, 4] and supermassive ones [5–7], we lack the phenomenological knowledge of their event
horizons in observations over a long period of time. Until recent several years, two new observational approaches
permit us to explore the physical processes and spacetime geometry around the event horizon of a black hole. The
former is more and more mature gravitational wave observations from the LIGO and VIRGO collaboration [8], while
the latter is the imaging of black hole shadow from the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) [9], which is a global very long
baseline interferometry working at a wavelength of 1.3 mm (230 GHz). Especially, the EHT imaging survey provides
an excellent opportunity for us to study the dark shadow induced by gravitational light bending and photon capture
at the event horizon.
In 2019, it is very exciting that the EHT collaboration firstly reported the shadow of the supermassive black
hole M87? residing in the giant elliptical galaxy Messier 87 [9]. In light of this ground-breaking progress, various
fundamental physics have been extensively investigated [10–36]. In particular, the no-hair theorem (NHT) of black
holes, which states that all black hole spacetime configurations of the Einstein-Maxwell equations of gravitation and
electromagnetism in general relativity can be completely described by only three classical parameters: mass, angular
momentum, and electric charge, can be effectively tested by using the shadow size of M87? [37]. At present, it is
interesting to study the validity of NHT based on three reasons: (i) the community wonders urgently if black holes
have other external information except for above three parameters; (ii) the coming of EHT imaging observations
has improved to a large extent our understanding of near-horizon properties of black holes; (iii) the AdS/CFT
correspondence [38] requires a deep study on the behaviors of matter fields near the charged black holes [39]. In this
theoretical direction, Ref.[37] has explored the possible violations of NHT for black holes with scalar hair by using
the shadow of M87? . Most recently, the EHT collaboration [40] has released the latest image of Sagittarius A? in the
center of our Milk Way galaxy, and we are motivated by testing the validity of NHT by using this new observation.
We find that our result agrees well with the standard NHT statement, but it is still possible to violate the NHT in
some special cases.
This work is outlined in the following manner. In the next section, we review briefly the theory, black hole solutions
and their shadows. In Section III, we describe the data from EHT and show the analysis results. Discussions and
conclusions are presented in the final section. The units c = G = ~ = 1 are taken in this work.
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II.

THEORY

In this study, we consider the Einstein-Maxwell-klein-Gordon theory with a minimally-coupled scalar field φ and
its action reads as [41–48]
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where κ ≡ 8π, R is Ricci scalar, gµν the metric tensor, V (φ) the potential, and the electromagnetic field tensor
Fµν = ∂µ Aν − ∂ν Aµ , where the four-potential Aµ ≡ (At (r), 0, 0, 0). Varying the action with respect to the metric,
one can express the extended gravitational field equation as
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where Tµν and Tµν are the energy-momentum tensors of electromagnetic and scalar fields, respectively. Subsequently,
minimizing the action with respect to the scalar field and four-potential, one can obtain, respectively, the so-called
Klein-Gordon equation and Maxwell equation as
φ =

dV
,
dφ

(3)

∆νF µν = 0.

(4)

In order to study the shadow of a black hole in this theory, we will consider a static spherical symmetric solution. In
Ref.[37], this approximation has been verified to be valid based on the present EHT imaging precision, when applying
such a solution to a realistic astrophysical black hole with rotation. We shall take the following metric
ds2 = −f (r)dt2 +

1
dr2 + c2 (r)dΩ2 ,
f (r)

(5)

where f (r) is the metric function and the origin factor r2 in general relativity is replaced by c2 (r) in the extended
theory. To obtain the final expression of f (r), we should insert four functions φ(r), c(r), At (r) and V (φ) by hand
according to some physically well-behaved properties. Specifically, we choose them as
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where ν denotes the hair parameter, Q is the electronic charge of a black hole, and g(φ) is given by Eq.(2.16) in
Ref.[37]. By substituting Eq.(5) into Eq.(2) and using Eqs.(3-8), one can get f (r) for the minimally-coupled charged
black holes:
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FIG. 1: The 2-dimensional (Q, ν) parameter space constrained by the EHT imaging observations. Here we assume ν ≥ 0.

To calculate the shadow cast by the above black hole solution, we shall consider the photon geodesics parameterized
by xµ (τ ) (τ is the affine parameter), and the Lagrangian of photon geodesics reads as
L = −f (r)ṫ2 +

1 2
ṙ + c2 (θ̇2 + φ̇2 ),
f (r)

(11)

where the dot is the derivative with respect to τ . Furthermore, the equations of motion in the equatorial plane
(θ = π/2) are shown as

f (r)ṫ2 −

E = f (r)ṫ,

(12)

L = c2 φ̇,

(13)
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where E and L denote the energy and angular momentum of photons. Substituting Eqs.(12) and (13) into Eq.(14),
one can have the equation of radial motion of photons
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By studying the photon sphere of the considered black hole and implementing the standard analysis procedure in
computing the shadow size of a black hole, one can obtain the cosine value of the angle ψ between the four-vector k µ
tangent to the photon’s path and the position vector Dµ of a distant observer located at r = r0 ,


F (r)
cos ψ =
F (r) + c2 (r)f (r)

 21
.

(16)

The angle ψ is actually a function of the parameters Q, ν and radial coordinate r, i.e., ψ = ψ(r, Q, ν). Furthermore,
the shadow radius can be easily expressed as rsh = r0 tan ψ. One can compare this theoretical prediction with the
EHT observations.
III.

DATA AND RESULTS

In 2019, the EHT collaboration resolved the compact radio source M87? as an asymmetric bright emission ring
with a diameter of 42 ± 3 µas, and did not give the estimated angular shadow diameter. Most recently, for Sagittarius

4
A? , they not only release the bright, thick emission ring with a diameter of 51.8 ± 2.3 µas but also give the estimated
angular shadow diameter 48.7 ± 7.0 µas (see Table.1 in Ref.[40]). It is easy to find that the shadow size has a
larger uncertainty than the ring size. As a consequence, we will conservatively adopt the angular shadow diameter
θ = 48.7 ± 7.0 µas to test the NHT for Sagittarius A? in this study. This can ensure the validity of our analysis.
Combining the data from EHT with the distance 8150 ± 150 pc measured from VLBI [40], we obtain the angular
diameter 9.92 ± 3.01 at 1 σ level for Sagittarius A? by redefining the measured angular diameter as dSgrA? ≡ Dθ/M ,
where D denotes the distance from Sagittarius A? to us. Note that we have shown the angular size in units of mass.
One can easily
the Schwarzschild solution,
√find that, in light of current EHT precision, the data is well compatible with
6
whose d = 6 3. However, the error is large, since the black hole mass 4.0+1.1
×
10
M
has a large uncertainty.
−0.6
To improve the constraining power, we combine the VLTI mass and distance [49] (see Table.1 in Ref.[40]) with EHT
shadow size (hereafter EHT+VLTI) to implement the analysis. We obtain 9.38 ± 1.34 at 1 σ level and, as expected,
the uncertainty is improved from 30.3% to 14.3%.
As stated in the above section, to test the NHT, we compare the analysis result with theory by mapping the
constrained shadow angular diameter with errors into the 2-dimensional space (Q, ν), and the corresponding result
is presented in Fig.1. We find that the EHT-only data can just give upper bounds on the scalar hair parameter
ν over any electronic charge, but if combined with VLTI, the constraining power will be obviously enhanced. We
observe that EHT+VLTI can reduce the original (Q, ν) parameter space from EHT by at least 50%, and that the
constraining power of EHT and EHT+VLTI both decrease with increasing Q. The growth of constraining power
between EHT+VLTI and EHT is the strongest when Q = 0, namely, EHT+VLTI gives ν < 0.19. Interestingly,
EHT+VLTI starts to give the lower bound on ν when Q ≥ 1. For example, ν > 0.21 when Q = 1.5.
It is clear that our result is consistent with NHT at 1 σ level, since the constrained parameter space permits the
existence of ν = 0. However, it is interesting that the violation of NHT is possible based on the fact that the lower
bound on ν will be larger than 0 when Q ≥ 1.

IV.

DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

Recently, the imaging survey of the Event Horizon Telescope collaboration has inspired the community to exploring
the black hole physics by using the near-horizon scale observations. In light of the latest image data of Sagittarius
A? , we attempt to investigate the validity of NHT.
Using the EHT-only data, we find that the constraint on the 2-dimensional parameter space (Q, ν) is relatively
loose. However, if combing EHT with VLTI data, the constraining power can be improved by at least a factor of 2
over the whole Q range. This implies that currently observational precision of EHT is limited. The best result we
obtain is the 1 σ bound ν < 0.19 when there is no electronic charge.
Overall, our constraining result is consistent with NHT, since the constrained parameter space allow the existence
of ν = 0. Nonetheless, very interestingly, we do not rule out the possibility that NHT may be violated, because the
lower bound of the hair parameter ν starts to be larger than 0 when Q ≥ 1.
It is worth noting that our constraint on NHT is affected to a large extent by the value of electronic charge. In order
to obtain more information about the test of NHT, one should perform the constraint by considering a 2-dimensional
parameter space (Q, ν) instead of the traditional one-parameter method. We believe that future EHT imaging data
with high precision will help test the NHT and probing the fundamental physics better.
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