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Nonlinear interaction between the electromagnetic fields (EMF) are occurred when vacuum polarization in
quantum electrodynamics (QED) happens. The field of nonlinear electrodynamics which may be resulting from
this interaction could have important effects on black hole physics. In this paper, we consider the asymptotically
flat black hole solution in Einstein-nonlinear electrodynamics (NLE) fields. We study the effect of the NLE
parameters on the black hole deflection angle using Gauss-bonnet theorem in weak field limits, shadow cast
using null geodesics method, and thin accretion disk using the Novikov-Thorne model, in particular, the time
averaged energy flux, the disk temperature, the differential luminosity, the different emission profiles, and
infalling spherical accretion are studied. Then we show how the physical quantities dependence on β and C
parameters of NLE and provide some constraints on the NLE parameters using the observations of M87* and Sgr
A* from EHT.
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INTRODUCTION

Black holes are one of the solutions of the Einstein’s equation, known as cast-iron predictions of General Relativity(GR).
There are historic debate on the existence of the black hole
and several observatory has been made to detect such compact object. In the recent year 2015 [1], Laser Interferometer
Gravitational Wave Observatory (LIGO) detected the first gravitational waves (GWs), which was emitted form the black hole
merger. Along with that recently in 2019, Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) showed the shadow of the black hole in the center
of the M87* galaxy [2–7]. Later on EHT also came up with
the polarisation image of the M87∗ which gives a indication of
the presence of the magnetic field and a possibility to explain
the jets coming out of the black hole [8, 9]. Recently, EHT announce the observation of the shadow cast of SgrA∗ black hole
in the center of Milky Way galaxy [10]. We strongly believed
that the shadow image can give us valuable information about
the geometry around the black hole, especially in the vicinity
of the horizon which can essentially give us the information
about the black hole mass and spin [11]. All these observations
and theoretical predictions lead us to test the GR and modified
gravity theories in these regime [12].
GR has given very accurate results so far [13] but it also
has some limitations in the cosmological framework such as
explaining the accelerated expansion of the universe, initial
singularities, dark matter and dark energy. The testing of GR
in the strong gravity regime such as near black hole horizon
is still a big challenge [14]. Therefore, people try to modify
the theory of gravity to predict physics around the black hole
and large scale structures such as cosmology [15–17]. Along
with that the solution of the GR theory gives singularity which
has not been resolved so far. This is known as the singularity
problem in the GR. Since nonlinear electrodynamics (NLE)
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can remove the singularity at the classical level, it becomes
very important to explore the NLE corrections near the black
hole region. Some NLE models with cosmological models
can solve the initial Big Bang singularity and early inflation
[18, 19]. The gravity with nonlinear electrodynamics produces
the negative pressures that causes accelerate expansion [20–
22]. Therefore, some models of NLE has been considered to
explain the accelerated expansion of the universe. These NLE
models are usually comes with no divergence and take care of
the quantum corrections. Thus, studying the NLE with gravity
becomes very important.
After the release of the black hole shadow image from the
EHT, the community got interested to understand the features
(such as mass and spin) of the black hole by matching the
data from EHT with the with the theoretical models. People
have studies the shadow in the modified gravity and deformed
structure of the space-time near the black hole region [23–82].
In order to understand the black hole physics by coupling
the NLE with gravity, we choose to study the accretion disk
radiation and shadow of the black hole. In 1979, Luminet
explicitly derived the expression for the radiation coming form
thin accretion disk and also the accretion disk image around
the black hole [83]. Although the first visual appearance of
the black hole was studied by by Cunningham and Bardeen
(1973) [84] for the case when a star orbiting around a black
hole and also for other related scenarios. All these models
of the accretion disk are based on the prescription of the disk
described by Shakura and Sunyaev 1973 [85]; Novikov and
Thorne 1973 [86]; Page and Thorne 1974 [87]. The disk to
be assumed geometrically thin and optically thick. The disk
is considered to be optically thick when the mean free path
of the photon is much less than the height of the accretion
disk (H) and it considered to be geometrically thin when its
characteristic length is much greater than the height of the disk.
Gravitational lensing is also an important tool for the study
of gravity [88–93]. Gibbons and Werner have proposed an
alternative method for calculating the deflection angle in weak
field limits for the asymptotitacally flat black holes [94]. This
methods use the Gauss-Bonnet theorem (GBT) on the optical
metric. Afterwards, this method is extended for stationary
spacetimes by Werner, which the deflection angle of the Kerr
black hole is calculated in weak fields [95]. Since then, there
are many applications of the method in the literature [96–112].
In the framework of NLE one of the goals of this paper is
to study the weak deflection angle of both massive and null
particles by exploiting the Gauss-bonnet theorem.
It is well studied that the accretion process takes place
around the compact object such as black hole and neutron
star where the strong gravity effect is dominant [113, 114]. In
this process, the gas accrete around the compact object and
due to the gravitational potential, it releases the energy in the
form of radiation. The emission spectra obtained from such radiations depends upon the geodesic motion of the particles and
the structure of the compact object. Therefore, the disk properties can be studied to test the GR and deviation from the GR
such as modified gravity(f (R) gravity models, Horava-Lifshitz
gravity, and other possible modifications) [115–118]. There is
also some techniques such as continuum-fitting method and

analysis of relativistic iron line profiles which can be used
to distinguish the different astrophysical compact objects by
studying the accretion disk properties [119–121]. Therefore, in
this paper, we study the thin accretion disk properties when GR
is coupled with the NLE. We study the effect of the coupling
parameter on the weak deflection angle, radiation coming from
the accretion disk and shadow of the black hole using the thin
accretion disk model in the framework of NLE. In particular,
we will study the time averaged energy flux (F ), the disk temperature (T ), the differential luminosity(dL∞ ), the different
emission profiles to study the shadow of the black hole. We
also study the infalling spherical accretion. We will show how
the physical quantities changes with the incorporation of the
NLE with gravity. Later on, we also have shown that the valid
range of the coupling parameter by using the data released
by EHT for M87* and Sagittarius A*. The paper has been
written with the unit system G = M = c = 1, otherwise it is
mentioned.

II.

NONLINEAR ELECTRODYNAMICS BLACK HOLE

Let us consider the coupling of non-linear electromagnetic
field [122] through the GR action as
Z
√
1
S = d4 x −g[ 2 R + Lem ].
(1)
2κ
Here, R is the Ricci scalar, κ−1 = Mpl where Mpl is the
reduced Planck mass and the EM Lagrangian is
Lem =

−F
,
2βF + 1

(2)

where β is a dimensionless parameter, and F = (1/4)Fµν F µν .
Varying the action with respect to the metric and electromagnetic field will give the following field equations:
1
Rµν − gµν R = κ2 Tµν ,
2
 √
∂µ

−gF µν
(2βF + 1)2

(3)


= 0.

(4)

By considering non-vanishing component of the vectorpotential A0 = h(r), we can define
F = −(h0 (r))2 /2,

(5)

where prime denotes the derivative with respect r. Hence, from
Eq. (4), we can write


r2 h0 (r)
= 0,
(6)
∂r
(1 − β(h0 (r))2 )2
and
r2 h0 (r) = C[1 − β(h0 (r))2 ]2 .

(7)
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Here, C is a dimensionless constant of integration. We can
introduce a new dimensionless variables to simplify the calculations further:
p
r h0 (r)
r
,
(8)
y= √
,x = √
C
Cβ 1/4

where Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor given by
Tµν = −

 α

1
Fµ Fνα − gµν F(2βF + 1) . (18)
2
(2βF + 1)

The trace of the energy-momentum tensor is

As it enables the simplification of Eq. (5) in the following
algebraic equation:
y 4 + (y − 1)x4 = 0.

(9)

We now use Cardano’s formula to write the solution of Eq.
(9) analytically. The only solution that gives physical meaning
is
√ √
12 3 βr2 − βCλ3/4
√
y=
,
(10)
12βC 4 λ

6 6r2

√

λ=
γ=

3

√
2/3 3

T =

√ p
3 256βC 2 + 27r4 + 9r2 .

Therefore, Ricci scalar can be written using the Eq. (6) as
R=−

(11)

√
4 − 3y
C
dy
=
(3y − 8)(1 − y)1/4 ,
4β 1/4
(1 − y)3/4
5β 1/4
(13)
where, y is the solution of the Eq. (8). In the region where
r → 0 and
√
1
−8 C
,
h0 (r) → √ .
(14)
h(r) →
1/4
5β
β
C

Z

We know that in electrostatics E = h0 (r) and the maximum
electric field which we can acquire here is Emax = 1/β. Thus,
the theory has no singularity at r = 0 as the electric field has a
finite value.
Let us consider the general static and spherically symmetric
spacetime in the 4D:
ds2 = −f (r)dt2 +

2Cκ2 β(h0 (r))3
.
r2

(21)

2M Q2 C 2 κ2 C 2 κ2
+ 2 −
+
(5y 3 − 22y 2 + 32y),
r
r
2r2
30r2
(22)
where y is given by Eq. (10). With the complexity of Eq. (10),
it is useful to find the simplified form of the metric function in
Eq. (22) in the strong and weak field limit. An implementation
of series expansion for r → 0 gives
f (r) = 1 −

f (r) = 1 −

which is
√

(20)

is



One can find out the component of the vector potential by
integrating Eq. (7) as
Z 2
y
h(r) = C
dr,
(12)
r2

h(r) =

2β(h0 (r))4
.
(1 − β(h0 (r))2 )2

Thus, the final and complete form of the metric component
√
3

Cγ 2/3 − 8 3βC
√
β 4/3 C 5/3 3 γ

2β

(19)

which simplifies to

where
√
3

8βF 2
,
(1 + 2βF)2

T =

1
dr2 + r2 (dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2 ), (15)
f (r)

where the component of the metric can be found by the relation
[122]
Z

Z
k1
k2
1
2
f (r) = 1 +
+ 2 + 2
dr
r R(r)dr . (16)
r
r
r

Q2
16C 3/2 κ2
C 2 κ2
2M
+ 2 +
−
,
r
r
2r2
15β 1/4 r

and for r → ∞ we have
f (r) = 1 −

2M
Q2
βC 4 κ2
+ 2 −
.
r
r
10r6

(24)

We can see in Eq. (24) that the last term is proportional to
r−6 , which is consistent to the plot of Eq. (22) (See Fig. 1) as
r tends to get larger. Indeed, as r → ∞, the metric function
reduces to the Reissner-Nordstrom solution, and closer to the
black hole, the effects of the non-linear EM becomes evident.
For simplicity, in all the plots, we have taken M = Q =
C = κ = 1. Fig. 1 shows the plot of the metric function as β
varies.
III.

DEFLECTION ANGLE USING GAUSS-BONNET
THEOREM IN WEAK FIELD LIMITS

In this section we present the calculation of the deflection
angle of a massive particle around a charged black hole with
dynamical torsion. For a static, spherically symmetric (SSS)
spacetime,
ds2 = gµν dxµ dxν
= −A(r)dt2 + B(r)dr2 + C(r)dΩ2

Here, k1 and k2 are the integration constants. We use the
following equation to calculate the Ricci scalar

the Jacobi metric reads

R = −κ2 T, T = g µν Tµν ,

dl2 = gij dxi dxj

(17)

(23)

(25)

4
2.0

angle, which χ(D) is the Euler characteristic where in our case
is equal to 1 since D is in a non-singular region.
It was shown by [106] that in a SSS spacetime admitting
asymptotic flatness, Eq. (30) can be written as
ZZ
α̂ = −
KdS.
(31)

RN
Schw
=1
= 10
= 50
= 100

1.5
1.0

∞ ∞
R
S

f(r) 0.5

With K being related to the 2D Riemann tensor given by
0.0

K=
0.5

Rrφrφ
,
g

(32)

and by construction
1.0

0

2

4

r/M
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FIG. 1. Plot of the lapse function f (r) for different values of β. Here,
Q = C = κ = 1.

dS =

then we can write Eq. (31) as
Z πZ
α̂ =
0

2



2

= (E − m A(r))


B(r) 2 C(r) 2
dr +
dΩ .
A(r)
A(r)

(26)

Here, E is the energy per unit mass m of the particle, and
dΩ2 = dθ2 + r2 sin2 θ is the line element of the unit twospheres. It is easy to see how the Jacobi metric dl2 reduces to
the optical metric dt2 for null particles as m = 0 and E = 1.
The energy E is one of the constants of motion and asymptotic
observers perceives the energy of a particle far from the black
hole as
m
E=√
,
(27)
1 − v2
where v is the velocity of the particle as a fraction of the speed
of light c. In the equatorial plane then where θ = π/2, the
Jacobi metric is


B(r) 2 C(r) 2
2
2
2 −1
dr +
dφ
(28)
dl = m [(1−v ) −A(r)]
A(r)
A(r)
without loss of generality. The determinant of the Jacobi metric
above can also be easily calculated as
g = m4 B(r)C(r)

[A(r)(v 2 − 1) + 1]2
.
A(r)2 (v 2 − 1)2

(29)

Next, we will use these equations to find the weak deflection
angle using the Gauss-Bonnet theorem (GBT), originally stated
as [123, 124]
ZZ
KdS +
D

N Z
X
a=1

∂Da

κg d` +

N
X

θa = 2πχ(D).

(30)

a=1

Here, the Gaussian curvature K describing the domain D is
a freely orientable 2D curved surface S with infinitesimal
area element is dS. The boundary of D are given by ∂Da
(a=1, 2, .., N ), and the geodesic curvature κg is integrated over
the path d` along a positive convention. Also, θa is the jump

√

gdrdφ,

(33)

∞

Kdrdφ,

(34)

ro

where
∂
K=−
∂r

" s

#
1
A(r)2 ∂ D(r)
.
2 B(r)C(r) ∂r C(r)

(35)

Here, ro is the distance of closest approach, which can be found
by solving the orbit equation (u = 1/r)
2




C(u)2 u4
1
1 − v2
1
−
A(u)
+
.
A(u)B(u) b2 v 2
b2 v 2
C(u)
(36)
One can verify that the leading order is uo = sin φ/b, which is
sufficient. With u = 1/r, we can finally write Eq. (34) as
Z π Z uo
K
dudφ.
(37)
α̂ = −
u2
0
0


du
dφ

=

In leading orders, we found K as



M −v 2 − 1
Q2 v 2 + 2
3βκ2 C 4 v 2 + 6
K=
+
−
r2 v2
r3 v2
10r7 v 2


4
2
4
2
2
2 4
3M Q v + 9v − 6
Q βκ C v + 24v 2 − 16
+
+
2r4 v 4
5r9 v 4

2 4
4
2
7M βκ C v + 21v − 14
−
20r8 v 4

2
2 4
27M Q βκ C v 6 + 45v 4 − 60v 2 + 24
+
.
(38)
40r10 v 6
Hereafter, evaluating Eq. (38), the weak deflection angle of a
massive particle is now



2M v 2 + 1
πQ2 v 2 + 2
πβκ2 C 4 v 2 + 6
α̂ =
−
+
bv 2
4b2 v 2
64b6 v 2


2
4
2
2 4 2
2M Q v + 9v − 6
7πβκ C Q v 4 + 24v 2 − 16
−
−
3b3 v 4
1024b8 v 4

2
4
4
2
8βκ M C v + 21v − 14
+
175b7 v 4

5
−


32βκ2 M C 4 Q2 v 6 + 45v 4 − 60v 2 + 24
.
525b9 v 6

(39)

1.2 1e6

=0
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= 100

1.0

For null particles where v = 1, we find
7πβκ2 C 4
8M Q2
4M
3πQ2
+
−
−
2
6
b
4b
64b
3b3
2 4 2
2
4
64βκ M C
64βκ2 M C 4 Q2
63πβκ C Q
−
+
−
. (40)
1024b8
175b7
105b9

α̂ =

It is clear that without the influence of the non-linear electromagnetic field, Eq. (40) agrees with the known expression for
α̂ in Reissner-Nordstrom black hole. The dominating contribution of the non-linear electromagnetic field can be seen in the
third term and the effect is to increase the value of the weak
deflection angle. Furthermore, we can already discern that as
the impact parameter b/M increases, the value of α̂ indeed
approaches immediately to that of a Reissner-Nordstrom black
hole.
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FIG. 3. Plot of the weak deflection angle in µas. Here, Q = k =
M = 1 are chosen to see how α̂ varies with β. We also set v = 1,
which represents null particles.

Here, ẋ = dx/dλ and ṗ represents the conjugate momenta. Eq.
(42) gives
ṫ = −

4

4

pt
,
f (r)

φ̇ =

pφ
,
r2

ṙ = −

pr
,
f (r)−1

(43)

3

ṗt = 0,

2
1

1

2p2φ
p2 f 0 (r) p2 f 0 (r)−1
− t 2 + r
+
f (r)
f (r)−2
r3

1
ṗr =
2

0
0

2

4

6

b/M

8

10

12

14

ṗφ = 0,
!
.

(44)

Setting H = 0, we have
−

FIG. 2. Plot of the weak deflection angle in µas. Here, Q = k =
M = 1 and v = 0.80 are chosen to see how α̂ varies with β.

p2φ
p2t
p2r
+
+
= 0,
f (r) f (r)−1
r2

(45)

and it now follows that
IV.

dr
ṙ
r 2 pr
= =
.
dφ
f (r)−1 pφ
φ̇

NULL GEODESICS AND THE SHADOW

We compute for the radius of the photon sphere following
the method presented in Perlick et al. [65]. Without loss of
generality, we analyze the null geodesic in the equatorial plane
only such that θ = π/2. For a spherically static and symmetric
(SSS) spacetime, the Hamiltonian for light rays is in general
given by
!
p2φ
1
p2t
p2r
1 ik
−
+
+
, (41)
H = g pi pk =
2
2
A(r) B(r) D(r)
where A(r) = f (r), B(r) = f (r)−1 , and D(r) = r2 wherein
the metric function f (r) can be represented by either Eq. (23)
or (24). The equations of motion for null particles are then
ẋi =

∂H
,
∂pi

ṗi = −

∂H
.
∂xi

(42)

(46)

Setting pt = −ωo , and using pr , we can get the relation how r
changes with φ:
s
r
dr
ωo2
=±
h(r)2 − 1,
(47)
−1/2
dφ
p2φ
f (r)
where
h(r)2 =

r2
f (r)

(48)

is defined. For a circular light orbit, the radial velocity and
acceleration should be ṙ = 0 and r̈ = 0 respectively, and
hence, pr = 0. Eq. (44) then becomes
0=−

p2φ
ωo2
+ 2.
f (r)
r

(49)

6
7

Since ṗr = 0, Eq. (43) can be rewritten as
ṗr = 0 =

ω 2 f 0 (r)
− o 2
f (r)

2p2φ
+ 3 .
r

Schw
RN
Q=M
Q = 0.75M
Q = 0.50M
Q = 0.25M

6

(50)

5

Using Eqs. (48) and (49), we find
(51)

rph/M

4

ω2
p2φ = r2 o ,
f (r)

3
2

ω 2 f 0 (r)
p2φ = r3 o 2 .
f (r)

(52)

1

The implication of subtracting Eqs. (50) and (51) gives the
information how to find the radius of the photon sphere:

0

0=

d
h(r)2 .
dr

(53)

Let us start first with the photonsphere perceived by someone
near the black hole. To simplify the calculation, define
m=M+

16C 3/2 κ2
,
15β 1/4

q 2 = Q2 −

C 2 κ2
.
2

(54)

0

100
50

2κ2 βC 4
= 0,
5

80

100

Schw
RN
Q=M
Q = 0.75M
Q = 0.50M
Q = 0.25M

0
50
100

(56)

where we take the positive root since it is the one that gives
physical results. Also note that β 6= 0 in this case. We plot
the above equation numerically (See Fig. 4), where it shows
the values of β for the photonsphere to exists. We see that as
the parameter β increases, the photonsphere radius essentially
decreases. An asymptotic increase in rph is seen when β →
0. Then, for a given value of β, we observe an increase in
photonsphere radius as the black hole charge Q decreases.
For a remote observer, using Eq. (24) in finding the photonsphere gives
3M r5 − 2Q2 r4 − r6 +

60

(55)

Following Eq. (53), the analytical form of the photonsphere
radius rph is
3M
8κ2 C 3/2
rph =
+
2
5β 1/4
s

2
16κ2 C 3/2
1
9
+
M
+ 4κ2 C 2 − 8Q2 ,
±
2
15β 1/4

40

FIG. 4. The photonsphere radius under the effect of the non-linear
electromagnetic parameter β perceived by an observer near the black
hole. The dashed black and blue lines represents the Schwarzschild
and Reissner-Nordstrom cases respectively.

These definition will enable us to write Eq. (23) as
2m q 2
+ 2.
f (r) = 1 −
r
r

20

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

FIG. 5. The photonsphere radius under the effect of the non-linear
electromagnetic parameter β perceived by a remote observer. The
dashed black and blue lines represents the Schwarzschild and ReissnerNordstrom cases respectively.

Let us now determine the behavior of the shadow radius. It
depends on the initial direction of light rays that spiral towards
the outermost photon sphere. The angular radius of the shadow
αsh is defined by

(57)

where the plot is shown in Fig. 5. For an observer in asymptotically flat region of spacetime, negative values of β is permitted
as it influence the photonsphere radius. The turning point
where β stops in becoming more negative is influenced by the
value of Q. As β further increases, we see that the rate at which
the photonsphere changes decreases and the deviation from the
Schwarzschild case becomes smaller.

2.0

rph/M

cot(αsh ) =

f (r)−1/2 dr
r
dφ

.

(58)

r=ro

If the light ray goes out again after reaching rph , the orbit
equation in Eq. (47) can be rewritten as
dr
r
=±
dφ
f (r)−1/2

s

h(r)2
− 1.
h(rph )2

(59)
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Thus, the angular radius of the shadow becomes
h(ro )2
− 1,
h(rph )2

(60)

and by using a trigonometric identity, 1+cot2 (αsh ) =
it can be rewritten as
h(rph )2
,
sin2 (αsh ) =
h(ro )2

8.0

1
,
sin2 (αsh )

Schw
RN
Q=M
Q = 0.75M
Q = 0.50M
Q = 0.25M

7.5
7.0

(61)

where h(rph ) must be evaluated using the value (or expression)
photonsphere radius, and ro specifies the location of the observer. Keeping in mind of Eqs. (54) and (56), the expression
of the shadow radius as measured by an observer near the black
hole is
p
2 p
9m2 − 8q 2 + 3m
ro2 − 2ro m + q 2
q
Rsh =
. (62)
p
√
2 2ro m 9m2 − 8q 2 + 3m2 − 2q 2
In Fig. 6, we plot how the shadow radius behaves for different
values of β where maximal black hole charge is assumed (Q =
1). We observe that there are points where the solid lines
17.5

6.5
Rsh/M

cot2 (αsh ) =

where rph is the solution to Eq. (57) for a certain value for
β and Q. In Fig. 7, we plot the behavior of Rsh at large distance from the black hole. In this case, the deviation relative
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FIG. 7. The shadow radius under the effect of the non-linear electromagnetic parameter β perceived by a remote observer. The dashed
black and blue lines represents the Schwarzschild and ReissnerNordstrom cases respectively.
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to the Reissner-Nordstrom increases with β. In this approximation, we can say that these deviation are closer to known
shadow radius of Reissner-Nordstrom black hole and can be
detectable. As a final remark, let us compare the behavior of
the photonsphere and shadow radii. When the observer is close
the the black hole, β both increases rph and Rsh (See Figs. 4
and 6). When the observer is so far from the black hole, β
still both increasesrph and Rsh , but Rsh deviates weakly to the
Reissner-Nordstrom case (See Figs. 5 and 7).

0.0
2.5

5.0

7.5

10.0
ro/M

12.5

15.0

17.5

20.0

FIG. 6. The shadow radius under the effect of the non-linear electromagnetic parameter β perceived by an observer near the black hole.
The dashed black and blue lines represents the Schwarzschild and
Reissner-Nordstrom cases respectively.

intersects the Schwarzschild and Reissner-Nordstrom shadow
radius. It means that even if there is an influence of β, there
are radial points where the shadow radius becomes identical
to the Schwarzschild and Reissner-Nordstrom cases. In these
points, the effect of β increases the radial position where this
similarity occurs. Another observation is that as the observer
gets a little far from the black hole, drastic increase in the
shadow radius can be seen relative to the known cases.
For the remote observer, and using Eq. (24), the shadow
radius is approximated as
4
rph
(ro − M )

Rsh ∼
ro

q

2

4

5 + Q2 r 4 + r 6
− βκ10C − 2M rph
ph
ph

,

(63)

V.

THIN ACCRETION DISK MODEL

In this section we will study the particle trajectory in the
equatorial plane of the thin accretion disk around the black
hole using different models.

A.

Novikov-Thorne accretion model

First, we use the standard framework in the explanation of
thin accretion disk processes known as Novikov-Thorne model
[86] which is a generalization of that of the Shakura-Sunyaev
[85]. For that let us consider the Lagrangian for the test particle
which is moving around a compact object [44]
L=

1
gµν ẋµ ẋν ,
2

(64)

where gµν is known as the metric of the space-time and a dot
here in the equation denotes differentiation with respect to the
affine parameter. Now let us consider a general form of static,
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stationary and spherically symmetric space-time metric
ds2 = gtt dt2 + grr dr2 + gθθ dθ2 + gφφ dφ2 ,

(65)

where we considered that the metric components gtt , grr , gθθ
and gφφ only depend on the radial coordinate r. Using the well
known, Euler-Lagrange equations, in the equatorial plane of
the disk θ = π/2
E
,
gtt

(66)

L
,
gφφ

(67)

ṫ = −

φ̇ =

dφ
Ω=
=
dt

s

−gtt,r
gφφ,r

(72)

The plots for the angular velocity, specific energy and specific
angular momentum has been shown in Fig. 9, 10 and 11
for the different values of coupling parameter β. As we increase the β, all the quantities increases respectively which is
governed by the change in the effective potential with β.
Ω
0.6

0.5

β
0.01

0.4

where E and L are known as the specic energy and the specic
angular momentum of the particle moving in the equatorial
plane. Now, by considering 2L = −1 for a test particles and
using eqs (22) and (23) to get the following equations

3
0.3

50

0.2

− gtt grr ṙ2 + Veff = E 2 ,

(68)

where the Veff , effective potential is dened as


L2
Veff = −gtt 1 +
.
gφφ

0.5

(69)

The effective potential for the different values of the parameter
β = 0.01, 3, 50 is shown in the Fig. 8. It has been observed
that as we increase the coupling constant β, the dip in the
effective potential increases which effects the accretion disk
properties.
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r

FIG. 9. Angular velocity for different values of β = 0.01(blue),
3(yellow) and 50(green).
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FIG. 10. Specific Energy for different values of β = 0.01(blue),
3(yellow) and 50(green).

-4

-6

FIG. 8. The effective potential for different values of β = 0.01(blue),
3(yellow) and 50(green).

Now for the stable circular orbits we use the required conditions Veff = 0 and Veff,r = 0, and obtained the specic energy
(E), specic angular momentum (L) and angular velocity (Ω)
of particles moving in the equatorial plane and in the presence
of the gravitational potential of the black hole as follows:
gtt
E = −p
−gtt − gφφ Ω2

(70)

gφφ Ω
−gtt − gφφ Ω2

(71)

L = −p

Now, to obtain the innermost stable circular orbit rISCO of
the NLE black hole we use the following required condition
Veff,rr = 0,
E 2 gφφ,rr + L2 gtt,rr + (gtt gφφ )rr = 0

(73)

We showed the position of the horizon, marginally bound
orbit and ISCO position for different values of β = 0.01, 3, 50
in I. It has been observed that as the coupling parameter increase, the horizon position, marginally stable orbit and ISCO
position also increases. The change is much larger than the
Schwarzchild case hence one can distinguish the NLE from the
Schwarzchild by using the shadow image and other accretion
disk properties.
Now, for a thin accretion disk, we consider that the vertical
disk height (H) is much smaller than the characteristic radius
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Parameter
Horizon (rh )

β = 0.01
1.02961

β=3
1.23722

β = 50
1.39125

marginally bound orbit (rmb )

2.81661

2.84512

2.98107

Inner most stable circular orbit 4.00008
(rISCO )

4.02260

4.19824

TABLE I. The position of the horizon, marginally bound orbit and ISCO for different values of the coupling parameter β.

L
6

5

β
0.01
4

Here, z is in the cylindrical coordinate system. Now using
the conservation laws for the energy, Oµ E µ = 0, and angular momentum (L), Oµ J µ = 0, we obtained the following
equations,
√
(77)
[Ṁ E − 2π −gΩWφr ],r = 4πrF (r)E,

3
50

3

and
√
[Ṁ L − 2π −gΩWφr ],r = 4πrF (r)L,

(78)

where Wφr is called the averaged torque and given by
2

3

4

5

6

7

8

r

FIG. 11. Specific angular momentum for different values of β =
0.01(blue), 3(yellow) and 50(green).

(r) of the disk. The whole disk can be considered as in the
hydrodynamical equilibrium locally at each point and the pressure gradient and vertical entropy gradient are negligible in
the disk. It is assumed that, the cooling in the disk is efficient
enough to prevent the disk to cumulate the heat generated by
the stresses and dynamical friction with in the disk hence this
cooling makes disk to be in hydrodynamic equilibrium. We
also consider disk to be in steady state which means that the
mass accretion rate (Ṁ ), is constant with time. The inner
edge of the disk is at Inner stable circular orbit (ISCO) and
the matter which is accreting very far from the black hole
are considered to be following Keplerian motion. The stress
energy-momentum tensor for the matter which is accreting
around the compact object can be written in the form [86, 87]
T µν = ρ0 uµ uν + 2u(µ q ν) + tµν ,

(74)

where uµ q µ = 0 and uµ tµν = 0. uµ here, is the four-velocity
of the orbiting particles and ρ0 , q µ and tµν are respectively
the rest mass density, energy flow vector and stress tensor of
the accreting matter. Now using the rest-mass conservation,
Oµ (ρ0 uµ ) = 0 , we calculated the time averaged mass accretion rate, Ṁ which comes out to be independent of the
accretion disk radius
√
Ṁ = −2π −gΣur = const,

(75)

where Σ is the time averaged surface density and is dened as
Z

+h

Σ=

< ρ0 > dz.
−h

(76)

Wφr

Z

h

=

< trφ > dz,

(79)

−h

and < trφ > is the (φ, r) component of the stress-energy tensor
which is calculated averaged over the time scale δt and angle
δφ = 2φ . The Eq. (77) shows energy balanced equation such
that the rest mass energy of the
√ disk (Ṁ E) and the energy due
to the torques in the disk (2π −gΩWφr ) are well balanced by
the radiated energy (4πrF (r)E) from the surface of the disk.
Similarly, Eq. (78) shows angular momentum balanced
equation such that the angular momentum transferred by the
disk’s rest mass (Ṁ L) and
√ the angular momentum due to the
torques in the disk (2π −gΩWφr ) are well balanced by the
angular momentum transferred by the surface of the disk by
the outgoing radiation (4πrF (r)E).
Now, by using the energy-angular momentum relation E,r =
ΩL,r and removing Wφr from equations (33) and (34), the
time averaged energy flux F (r) emitted from the surface of an
accretion disk around the compact object is given by
Z r
Ω,r Ṁ
F (r) = − √
(E − ΩL)L,r dr. (80)
4π −g(E − ΩL)2 rISCO
The disk temperature is related to the energy flux by the
equation,
F (r) = σT 4 (r),

(81)

where σ is known as the Stefan-Boltzmann constant. Now, by
combining the of the conservation laws of energy and angular
momentum provides us the differential of the luminosity L∞
at the infinity as [87, 125]
√
dL∞
= 4πr −gEF(r).
d ln r

(82)

The plots for the energy flux, temperature and differential luminosity has been shown in the Figs. 12, 13 and 14 respectively.
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It can be observed from the figures that as we turn on the NLE
effect, and increase the coupling parameter β, the radiative flux,
temperature and differential luminosity decreases which means
that for the larger value of the coupling constant, the radiation
form the disk is less and the corresponding temperature of the
disk is lesser compare to the lower value of the β.
F
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FIG. 12. Energy flux for different values of β = 0.01(green), 3(blue)
and 50(red).
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FIG. 13. Temperature for different values of β = 0.01(green),
3(blue) and 50(red).
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0.030

β
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B.

Direct Emission, Lensing Ring And Photon Ring

In this section, we classify the incoming rays coming from
the observer sky as in Wald et al. [126] by defining the number of orbits n(γ) = φ/2π, where, φ is known as the final
azimuthal coordinate of the ray once it is completely free from
the gravitational lensing. The number of orbits essentially
giving the number of times the geodesic γ has crossed the
equatorial plane of the accretion disk. We define it as following, (1) n < 3/4 is direct emission,crossed the equatorial
plane only once. (2) 3/4 < n < 5/4 is lensing ring,crossed
the equatorial plane twice. (3) n > 5/4 is photon ring, crossed
the equatorial plane more than twice.
Here, we have shown the number of orbits n vs impact
parameter b (See Fig. 15). The black color denotes the direct
emission rays, yellow represents the lensing ray while red
represents the photon ring rays. The dashed green circle in
the ray tracing figure shows the photon orbit. Note that for
calculating thin-accretion disk, null geodesics and shadow cast,
we use the Okyay-Övgün Mathematica notebook package [23],
(used in [127]).
We can see the variation of the black hole shadow with
increasing the β in Table II.We find out that as the horizon
shifts, the shadow also increases its angular area. Therefore,
the behavior of the photons also changes once it crosses the
equatorial plane. Also, from the table and figures, we noticed
that the range of the lensing and photon rings decreases with
the increasing of coupling constant β, if we fix C = 1. It shows
that as we increase the coupling parameter β , the contribution
in the brightness of the lensing and photon rings will decrease.
It can also be seen that when the impact parameter is very close
to the critical impact parameter b ± bc , the photon orbit shows
the narrow peak in (b, φ) plane, and after that as b increases,
the photon trajectories are always direct emission in all the
cases. In the next section we will study the observed emission
intensity of the accretion disk within the framework of the NLE
model.
C.

Transfer functions and observed specific intensities

In this section, we will investigate the emitted intensity
from the black hole. We assume that the disk will emit the
radiation isotropically in the rest frame of the static worldlines
of the observer. Now, from the Liouville’s theorem, Iνem /νe3
is conserved along the path of the light ray, we can write the
observed intensity as,

0.020

3 em
Iνobs
0 = g Iν ,

3
0.015

50

0.010
0.005

5

10

15

20

r

FIG. 14. Differential luminosity for different values of β =
0.01(green), 3(blue) and 50(red).

(83)

p

where g = f (r) and Iνobs
is the observed intensity at the
0
frequency ν 0 . WeR can integrate over all the frequencies, as ν 0 =
gdν and Iem = Iνem dν. Therefore, the observed frequency
will be given by
I obs = g 4 Iem .

(84)

Iem here is the total emitted specific intensity from the accretion
disk. Therefore, the total intensity received by the observer
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Parameter
Direct Emission
n < 3/4

β = 0.01
b < 3.46012
b > 5.27012

β=3
b < 3.67745
b > 5.27745

β = 50
b < 3.88071
b > 5.30071

Lensing Ring
3/4 < n < 5/4

3.46012 < b < 3.93012
4.09012 < b < 5.27012

3.67745 < b < 3.99745
4.10745 < b < 5.27745

3.88071 < b < 4.12071
4.20071 < b < 5.30071

Photon Ring
n > 5/4

3.93012 < b < 4.09012

3.99745 < b < 4.10745

4.12071 < b < 4.20071

TABLE II. The region of direct emission, lensing ring and photon ring for the different parameter β.

FIG. 15. Behavior of the photons for different values of β = 0.01, 3, 50. Here, red, orange and black line represent photon ring, lensing ring and
direct emission respectively. The green dotted line represents the photon orbit and the black disk represents the event horizon of the black hole.

will be,
I(r) =

X

I obs (r)|r=rm (b) ,

(85)

n

where rm (b) is the mth intersection outside the horizon in the
equatorial plane which we call the transfer function. Transfer
function gives the relationship between the radial coordinates
and the impact parameter of the photon. Therefore, the slope
of the transfer function tells us about the demagnified scale of
the transfer function [126, 128]. Hence, it is called demagnification factor. We have shown the transfer functions for the
different values of the coupling constant β.
In the Fig. 16, it is clear that the black dots (m = 1), which
indicates the transfer function for the direct emission has

almost constant slope. Since the slope of the direct emission
profile is one, it indicates the redshifted source profile. The
yellow dots (m = 2) represents the transfer function for the
lensing ring. We can see in the Fig. that for m = 2, when
b approaches to bc , the slope is small but as b increases, the
slope increases very rapidly. In the other word, the image of
the back side of the accretion disk will be demagnified in this
case as the slope is much greater than one. Now, the red dots
(m = 3), corresponds to the photon ring. It can be seen that
for the photon ring the slope is very close to infinity which
indicates that the front side image of the accretion disk will
be extremely demagnified. Hence, the contribution in the
total observed flux mainly coming from the direct emission.
Since, the higher m > 4 will have much less contribution to
the observed flux, we are only interested till m = 3 transfer
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FIG. 16. The first three transfer function of a NLE black hole for different values of β = 0.01, 3, 50. Here, y axis is the transfer function
(rm (b)) and x axis is impact parameter (b).

function.

D.

Observational features of direct emission,photon and
lensing rings

As we discussed in the previous section that the specific
brightness only depends on r for the observer at the infinity,
we have considered three toy models for intensity profile Iem ,
• Model 1:
1
Iem
(r)

=




1
r−(rISCO −1)

2

,

r ≥ rISCO
r ≤ rISCO

0,

• Model 2:
2
Iem
(r)

=




1
r−(rph −1)

0,

3

,

r ≥ rph
r ≤ rph

• Model 3:
(
3
Iem
(r)

=

1−arctan(r−(rISCO −1))
,
1−arctan(rph )

r ≥ rh

0,

r ≤ rh

where rISCO ,rph and rh is the inner most stable orbit, photon
sphere and event horizon respectively. These three models have
there own properties such as the decay rate is very large in the
second model and very slow in the third model. In the third
model we have considered the emission starts directly from the
horizon while in the second model it starts from photon sphere
and in the first model it starts from the ISCO.
In the Figs. 17,18 and 19, we have shown the observation appearance of the thin accretion disk with the observed intensity
and the impact factor corresponding to the three models for
different coupling constant parameter β = 0.01, 3, 50 respectively. In all the figures , we see that for the first model (top
row), the emission intensity (first row, first column) has peak
near the critical impact parameter r ∼ bc and then it decreases
as radial distance increases and becomes zero. In this case, the
photon sphere lies in the interior region of the emission part
of the disk. Also, we observed that due to the gravitational

lensing, we have two independently separated peaks within the
region of lensing and photon rings of the emission intensity
(first row, second column). However, we noticed that the peak
of the photon and lensing rings are not only smaller than the
direct emission but also has narrow observational area. Hence,
we observed that the observed intensity has a huge contribution
coming from the direct emission and a small contribution from
the lensing rings and very less contribution from the photon
rings. It is also clear form the 2D shadow image (first row,
third colomn) that the optical appearance is mostly dominated
by the direct emission and photon ring is not clearly visible.
For the second model (second row), the intensity of the emission has a peak at photon sphere r ∼ rph and then decreases
as radial distance increases (second row, first column). In this
case the observed intensity profile (second row, second column) has a peak due to the direct emission and then it shows a
attenuation with increasing r. We observed that the photon and
lensing rings are coinciding which improves the total intensity
of this particular area and therefore, we get a new peak due
to the photon ring, lensing ring and direct emission. However,
the photon and lensing rings are highly demagnetised as discussed in the last section and also has a very narrow area in
the observed intensity. Therefore, we still have a dominant
contribution coming from the direct emission in the observed
intensity which can be seen in the 2D shadow image (second
row, third column).
For the third model (third row), the peak in the intensity
starts from the horizon (rh ) and then decreases with increasing
r (third row, first column). In this case the region of photon
ring, lensing ring and direct emission coincide for a large range
of r which can be seen in the observed intensity (third row,
second column). We observed here that first the intensity gently
increases from a slightly larger than the horizon of the black
hole and then suddenly increases sharply to a peak value in
the photon ring region. After that due to the contribution form
the lensing ring, the observed intensity shows a higher peak
followed by a sudden decrease and then it decreases and goes
to zero. As a result, we observed multiple rings in the 2D
shadow image coming from the contribution of the photon ring,
lensing ring and direct emission (third row, third column).
We can compare all the emission profile with the observed
intensity and optical appearance of the disk for the different
values of the coupling constant β = 0.01, 3, 50 when taking C = 1. It can be seen that for all the three models,
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FIG. 17. Observational appearance of the thin disk with different emission profile for β = 0.01, viewed from a face-on orientation. The upper
row is for the emission profile intensity given by model 1, second row for model 2 and third row is for model 3 described in section C.

as we increase the coupling constant β , the observed intensity increases but it is much less than what we get for the
Schwarzschild space-time [126]. Therefore, we observed that
there are significant changes in the observed intensities when
we include the NLE effect in the theory and we can easily
distinguish the NLE black hole from the Scwarzchild black
hole.

E.

Shadow With Infalling Spherical Accretion

In this section, we will study the image of the NLE black
hole with an infalling spherical accretion by considering the
optically thin disk [129]. Here we consider a infalling spherical
accretion model which is known as the dynamical model and
can be used to describe the radiative gas moving around the
black hole forming the accretion disk. We will investigate here
the parameter β to understand the observational characteristics.
For the observer sitting at infinity, the specific intensity is given

by
Z
Iobs =

g 3 j(νe )dlprop ,

(86)

Γ

where νe , g and νobs are known as the photon frequency,
redshift factor and observed photon frequency, respectively.
Now, let us consider the rest frame of the emitter, where,
δ(νe −νf )
j(νe ) ∝
is known as the emissivity per unit volr2
ume, which is having 1/r2 radial profile. Here, δ is the well
known delta function, νf is called the frequency of the light
radiation which is considered to be monochromatic and dlprop
is the infinitesimal proper length. Now, the redshift factor for
the black hole space-time is given by
g=

Kρ uρo
,
Kσ uσe

(87)

where Kµ = x˙µ is known as the four velocity of the photon
and uµo = (1, 0, 0, 0) is known as the four velocity of the static
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FIG. 18. Observational appearance of the thin disk with different emission profile for β = 3, viewed from a face-on orientation. The upper row
is for the emission profile intensity given by model 1, second row for model 2 and third row is for model 3 described in section C.

observer at the infinity. Now, the four velocity (uµe ) of the
infalling accretion is given by
p
ute = f (r)−1 , ure = − 1 − f (r), uθe = uφe = 0.
(88)
Hence, we can write the four velocity of the photon by using
the null geodesic
r
b2
1 Kr
1
Kt = ,
(89)
1 − f (r) 2 ,
=±
b Kt
f (r)
r
where the sign ± shows that the photon goes or away from the
black hole. Therefore, we can write the redshift factor for the
infalling accretion

  −1
Kr
g = ute +
ure
,
(90)
Ke
and the proper distance will b modified as
dlprop = Kµ uµe dλ =

Kt
dr.
g|Kr |

(91)

Hence, now we can integrate equation (38) over all the frequencies and get the expression observed intensity with infalling
spherical accretion
Z 3
g Kt dr
Iobs ∝
.
(92)
2
Γ r |Kr |
Based on the above equation, we explore the influence of the
NLE in the near horizon of the black hole shadow and its
brightness distribution.
We can see from the Fig.20 that the specific intensity Iobs
increases sharply as the impact parameter b increases and it
shows a peak at b ∼ bph . The region where b > bc , the specific
intensity Iobs , decreases and in the limit of b → ∞, it goes
to zero. It can be observed that for Schwarzschild (red), the
intensity is less in comparison to the NLE black hole and as
we increase the coupling parameter β, the peak value increases
but then both decreases with the same rate. For comparison we
have shown β = 0.01(green) and β = 50(blue). The similar
effect can be seen in the 2D shadow image (see Fig. 21).
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FIG. 19. Observational appearance of the thin disk with different emission profile for β = 50, viewed from a face-on orientation. The upper row
is for the emission profile intensity given by model 1, second row for model 2 and third row is for model 3 described in section C.

F.

Constraints on NED parameters of black hole with the EHT
observations of M87* and Sgr A*

using the following expression [131],
dsh =

In this section, we try to constrain the coupling parameter
β using the observation data provided by the EHT for M87*
and Sagittarius A* from their shadow images. As reported in
Ref. [2], for the M87*, the angular diameter of the shadow is
θM87* = 42 ± 3 µas, the distance of the M87* from the Earth
is D = 16.8 Mpc, and the mass of the M87* is MM87* =
6.5 ± 0.90x109 M .
Similarly, for Sagittarius A* the data is provided in recent EHT paper [10]. The angular diameter of the shadow
is θSgr.A* = 48.7 ± 7 µas (EHT), the distance of the Sgr. A*
from the Earth is D = 8277 ± 33 pc and mass of the black hole
is MSgr. A* = 4.3 ± 0.013x106 M (VLTI) [10, 130]. Now,
once we have the above data about the black hole, we can
calculate the diameter of the shadow size in units of mass by

Dθ
M

(93)

Hence, the theoretical shadow diameter, however, can be obtained via dtheo
sh = 2Rsh .
Therefore, by using the above expression we get the diameter
of the shadow image of M87* dM87*
= (11 ± 1.5)M and for
sh
Sgr.A*
Sgr. A* dsh
= (9.5 ± 1.4)M .
The variation of the diameter of the shadow image with
coupling parameter β for M87* and for Sgr. A* in Figures 22.
We have plotted both the plots within 1σ and 2σ uncertainties
and we found that for maximally charged (Q = M ) NLE black
hole, data for M87* black hole gives bound on β, 74.825 ≤
β ≤ 272.006 within 1σ uncertainty and 0 ≤ β ≤ 374.125
within 2σ uncertainty. Similarly, data for Sgr A* gives bound
on beta, 4.220 ≤ β ≤ 162.830 within 1σ uncertainty and
0 ≤ β ≤ 258.222 within 2σ uncertainty.
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FIG. 20. Observed intensity of the infalling spherical accreting
matter for Schwarzschild (red) and for different values of β =
0.01(green), 50(blue) respectively.
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FIG. 22. Top Figure shows the variation of the shadow diameter with
coupling parameter β for different values of charge Q = M (black),
Q = 0.75M (blue), Q = 0.50M (red) and Q = 0.25M (green) with
1σ(dotted black) and 2σ(dot dashed red). Here, M is the mass of
the M87* black hole. Bottom Figure shows the variation of the
shadow diameter with coupling parameter β for different values of
charge Q = M (black), Q = 0.75M (blue), Q = 0.50M (red) and
Q = 0.25M (green) with 1σ(dotted black) adn 2σ(dot dashed red).
Here, M is the mass of the Sgr. A* black hole.

VI.

FIG. 21. Image of the black hole shadow with infalling spherical
accretion for Schwarzschild (top) and for different values of β =
0.01, 50 respectively.

CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we studied the observational characteristic of
the thin accretion disk around the black hole by coupling the
gravity with non-linear electrodynamics. We have found that in
our theory we have two free parameter β and C, whose effects
approaches the Reisnner-Nordstrom case in the asymptotically
flat regions. Nonetheless, we examined the effect of these
parameters through the deviations in weak deflection angle,
black hole shadows, radiation flux.
For the case of weak deflection angle, the deviation to the
known case is noticeable when the impact parameter is comparable to the value of the photonsphere radius. The effect
of β is seen to increase the value of α̂ (in µas) for the time-
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like particles, and much higher value is seen for null particles
(v = 1). It is observed that the deviation becomes so small as
b/M further increases. Thus, in order to detect the effects of
β, one must only consider those particles that are grazing near
the photonsphere.
In our analysis for the effect of β to the photonsphere and
shadow radius reveals, we consider observers near the black
hole and the remote one (at r → ∞). We find that both radius
increases due to the effect of β for both observers. However,
while the increase in shadow radius is abnormally large for
observers close to the black hole, observers at r → ∞ sees
deviations close to the Reissner-Nordstrom case. These deviations can possibly be detected with future sophisticated
astronomical tools since we represent the observer at r → ∞.
Furthermore, we studied the properties of the thin accretion
disk such as time averaged energy flux (F ), the disk temperature (T ), the differential luminosity(dL∞ ) with in the
framework of NLE space-time. We have observed that as you
increase one parameter, keeping the other one fixed, the dip in
the potential increases and that decreases the radiative flux and
differential luminosity’s peak value.
Similar kind of effect has been seen using the Okyay-Övgün
Mathematica notebook package [23], (used in also [127]),
when we investigated the black hole shadow and rings with
three toy models of thin accretion disk. We find that by increasing the parameter, the first peak in the intensity decreases while
the last peak increases and the corresponding critical impact
parameter increases. Also we found that in each case the direct

emission played the dominant role in the shadow image but for
the third model of the emission profile, lensing ring played a
significant role because of NLE coupling.
In the case of the spherical accretion flow, we noticed that the
peak value of the observed intensity increases with increasing
the coupling parameter β. For the case when we turn on the
NLE effect, the shadow size increases in comparison with the
Schwarzschild. We have showed two cases (β = 0.01, 50) and
it has been observed that the 2D depiction of the intensity plot
looks very much similar except the higher beta will have higher
brightness near the horizon. All these observations suggest that
the size of the black hole shadow image is completely the spacetime characteristic whether the luminosity and radiative flux,
temperature and other flow variables depends on the coupling
parameter.
We also have shown an upper and lower bound for coupling
parameter β by using the data provided by EHT for M87* and
Sgr. A*. We have observed that within 2σ uncertainty, the
β has the bound 0 ≤ β ≤ 374.125 for M87* and 0 ≤ β ≤
258.222 for Sgr. A*.
With regards to future work, it would be interesting to see
whether this approach could also be extended to the other
stationary/static compact objects in plasma medium and also
see whether there is an effect of magnetic plasma medium on
the shadow. In the near future, we are very hopeful that the
EHT will give some hints about the features of the black hole’s
shadow. If this observation occurs, we expect to see some of
the experimental results of this theoretical work.
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[51] A. Övgün and I. Sakallı, Class. Quant. Grav. 37, 225003 (2020),
2005.00982.
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