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Abstract
With the recent release of the black hole image of Sgr A* alongside the earlier image of M87*,
one can now really hope to acquire a better understanding of the gravitational physics at the horizon
scale. In this paper, we investigate the prospect of the regular black hole scenario with a Minkowski
core in explaining the observed shadow of M87* and Sgr A*. Regular black holes generally appear in
Einstein gravity coupled to non-linear electrodynamics and are interesting as they can evade the r = 0
curvature singularity arising in general relativity. Using the previously determined mass and distance
we compute the observables associated with the black hole shadow. These when compared with the
observed angular diameter reveals that the shadow of M87* and Sgr A* favor the regular black hole
scenario with a small but non-zero charge. The implications are discussed.
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Introduction

Discovery of gravitational waves [1,2] and successful imaging of black holes by the Event Horizon Telescope
collaboration [3–9] has opened up new avenues for testing general relativity (GR) in the strong field
regime. This is important, since general relativity despite being the most successful theory in explaining
gravitational interaction in all length scales has several shortcomings. In the observational side GR fails
to adequately address the dark sector [10–13] while in the theoretical end, the theory is marred with
unresolved issues like singularities [14–16]. Therefore, the need to understand the nature of strong gravity
continues to be a subject of considerable importance.
Singularities are regions of spacetime where a theory loses its predictability and therefore it is believed
that singularities should not exist in nature. However, the theorems proposed by Hawking and Penrose [17]
state that singularities are inevitable in GR. It is often believed that a suitable theory of quantum gravity
can resolve this issue and hence a number of quantum gravity models have been put forward [18–23].
An alternate route to address the singularity issue classically, is by studying black holes with a regular
core [24–34]. For such black holes the curvature invariants are finite for all points in space time. These
black holes have a horizon and the core at r = 0 is often of de Sitter or Minkowski type [35–40].
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Regular black holes with a de Sitter core are more extensively studied [38–40]. This motivates us
study the less explored regular black holes with a Minkowski core. Such black holes arise in gravity
theories coupled to non-linear electrodynamics where the source of Einstein’s equations correspond to an
anisotropic fliud resembling Maxwell’s stress tensor far from the black hole [41]. As a result the metric
resembles the Reissner Nörsdrom spacetime and the electric field assumes the form of the Coulomb field
far from the source. Investigating the properties of such a black hole solution is important as the mass
function is associated with an exponential convergence factor which makes the corresponding quantum
gravity model finite to all orders [42]. A finite quantum gravity model is desirable as it can evade the
cosmological constant problem [43] and avoid the divergences appearing in flat space quantum field theories.
Astrophysical black holes are generally rotating and since we wish to investigate the observational signatures of the aforesaid regular black hole, studying its rotating counterpart is important. Such a rotating
solution is obtained by applying the Newman-Janis algorithm [44–47] to the static, spherically symmetric
seed metric which has an exponential mass function. Just as the spherically symmetric solution resembles
the Reissner Nörsdrom metric, the axisymmetric solution resembles the Kerr-Newman background far
from the source [48].
The observational signatures of regular black holes have been studied quite extensively [49–61]. In this
work we investigate the nature of the black hole shadow cast by the regular black holes discussed above.
We derive the outline of the black hole shadow corresponding to the rotating solution which enables us to
compute the observables like the angular diameter of the shadow, the deviation from circularity and the
axis ratio. These are then compared with the observed image of M87* [3–9] and Sgr A* [62–67] which in
turn enables us to establish novel constrains on the non-linear electrodynamics (NED) charge parameter of
the two sources. Estimate of the NED charge parameter for some stellar mass black holes and Sgr A* has
been done from observations related to quasi-periodic oscillations. The present analysis therefore opens
up the opportunity to verify their mutual consistency.
The paper is organized in the following way: In Section 2 we briefly discuss the characteristics of the
regular black hole solution with a Minkowski core arising in gravity coupled to non-linear electrodynamics.
Section 3 is dedicated in deriving the outline of the black hole shadow for the regular spacetime studied in
Section 2. In Section 4 we compare our theoretical results with the observed shadow of M87* and Sgr A*
respectively, in particular, we compute observables like the shadow angular diameter, the deviation from
circularity and the axis ratio which in turn enables us to conclude whether the regular black hole scenario
is more favored compared to the Kerr scenario in GR. Finally we conclude with a summary of our results
with some scope for future work in Section 5.
Here we work with mostly positive metric convention and assume G = c = 1 for our analysis.

2

Black hole in non-linear electrodynamics

The present work deals with regular black holes in non-linear electrodynamics with an asymptotically
Minkowski core. The Lagrangian density associated with non-linear electrodynamics coupled to Einstein
gravity is given by [24, 40, 49, 68–70],


Z
√
R
L(F )
−
(1)
S = d4 x −g
16π
4π
where R denotes the Ricci scalar and L(F ) is the non-linear electrodynamics Lagrangian density. In Eq. (1)
F = F ab Fab /4 corresponds to the Faraday invariant while Fab = ∂a Ab − ∂b Aa is the electromagnetic field
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strength tensor with Ai the gauge field. In the weak field limit L(F ) = F and the Maxwell theory is
retrieved. By varying the action with respect to Ai we obtain its corresponding equation of motion,
(∗ F ij );i = 0

{LF F ij };i = 0

(2)

∂L
where LF = ∂F
and ∗ F ij = ijkl Fkl is the Hodge-dual of F ab . On the other hand, variation of the action
with respect to the metric leads to the Einstein’s equations with L(F ) as the source,

Gab = 2(LF Fas Fbs − gab L(F ))

(3)

The first regular black hole solution was proposed by Bardeen [71] which eventually led to extensive work in
this direction [25,27,30,72–79]. Later Ayon-Beato and Garcia confirmed that the physical source associated
with the Bardeen solution corresponds to the gravitational field of a nonlinear magnetic monopole of a
self-gravitating magnetic field [24]. In general, the static and spherically symmetric solution of Eq. (3)
assumes the form [49],

2m̂(r) −1 2
2m̂(r)  2 
dt + 1 −
dr + r2 dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2
ds2 = − 1 −
r
r

(4)

where the form of the mass function m̂(r) is determined by the properties of the non-linear electrodynamics
source L(F ). For a spherically symmetric spacetime the non-zero components of the field strength tensor
Fab correspond to Ftr and Fθφ . In the event the black hole carries a pure magnetic charge g the gauge field
potential corresponds to A = −gcosθdφ such that the only non-vanishing component of the field strength
tensor is Fθφ = gsinθ.
The Lagrangian density associated with non-linear electrodynamics leading to regular black holes with
a monopole charge has the general form [49],
ν+3

L(F ) =

µM
(2g 2 F ) 4
µ
ν
3
g {1 + (2g 2 F ) 4 }1+ ν

(5)

Using the above Lagrangian density in Eq. (3), we obtain the following form of the mass function,
m̂(r) =

Mrµ
(rν + g ν )µ/ν

(6)

where M is the black hole mass while µ and ν are positive, dimensionless constants appropriately chosen
to ensure asymptotic flatness. It is important to note that the Schwarzschild solution is regained when µ
vanishes. The mass function in Eq. (6) gives rise to a repulsive de Sitter central core for µ ≥ 3 and these
two constants (µ and ν) can be suitably chosen to give rise to exact spherically symmetric regular black
hole solutions. For example, µ = 3 and ν = 2 gives rise to the well-known Bardeen black hole solution
while µ = ν = 3 leads to the Hayward black hole solution.
The black holes discussed so far are endowed with an asymptotically de Sitter core whereas in this
work we are interested in regular black holes with an asymptotically Minkowski core. Such black holes
have been proposed by Ayon-Beato and Garcia with mass function [25],
m̂(r) =

Mr3
(r2 + q 2 )

3

3
2

−

q2 r3
2(r2 + q 2 )2

(7)

and Lagrangian density,
L(F ) = P

p
p
5
−2q 2 P − 6q 2 P )
3 (−2q 2 P ) 4 (3 − 2 −2q 2 P )
p
p
− 2
7
4q s
(1 + −2q 2 P )4
(1 + −2q 2 P ) 2

(1 − 8

(8)

|q|
where q is the electric charge of the black hole, s = 2M
and P = L2F F . The same authors also proposed
another class of regular black hole with an asymptotically Minkowski core [80]. Such black holes are
associated with the mass function,

 2 
q
m̂(r) = M 1 − tanh
(9)
2Mr

which is obtained by solving Eq. (3) with the Lagrangian density,
L = 2P HP − H

(10)

p
H = P {1 − tanh2 (s 4 −2q 2 P )}

(11)

where,

and HP = ∂H
∂P .
In the present work the Lagrangian density corresponding to non-linear electrodynamics is given by [49],
L(F ) = F e−α(2g

2

F )1/4

(12)

such that α = g/(2M) with g being the magnetic charge and M the mass of the black hole.
With the Lagrangian density in Eq. (12), the static, spherically symmetric and asymptotically flat
solution of Eq. (3) assumes the form,
!
−κ/r
2Me
dr2
! + r2 (dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2 )
ds2 = − 1 −
c2 dt2 +
(13)
r
−κ/r
2Me
1−
r
where κ = g 2 /2M.
Such a black hole solution arises as a result of solving Einstein’s equations with the source [81],
−Mk −k/r
e
;
4πr4
−Mk −k/r
T11 = −ρ(r) =
e
;
4πr4
!
Mk
k
T22 = T33 =
1−
e−k/r
4
4πr
2r
T00 = −ρ(r) =

(14)

where k = κ/rg is the dimensionless magnetic monopole charge parameter with rg = GM/c2 the gravitational radius. It is interesting to note that the above energy momentum tensor is regular at r = 0 and
vanishes as r → ∞. Moreover, Eq. (14) is in accordance with the weak energy condition and reduces to
the Maxwell stress tensor far from the horizon.
4

Since astrophysical black holes are in general rotating, studying the axisymmetric counterpart of
Eq. (13) is observationally more relevant. The stationary, axisymmetric and asymptotically flat black
hole solution of Einstein’s equations with source given by Eq. (14) is obtained by applying the NewmanJanis algorithm [44–47] to the seed metric Eq. (13) [48]. The corresponding line element has been studied
in [48, 49] and assumes the form,


4am̂(r)r
Σ
2m̂(r)r
dt2 −
sin2 θdtdφ + dr2
ds2 = − 1 −
Σ
Σ
∆


2
2
m̂(r)ra
+ Σdθ2 + r2 + a2 +
sin2 θ sin2 θdφ2
(15)
Σ
where,
Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ , ∆ = r2 + a2 − 2m̂(r)r

(16)

and a is the Kerr parameter. The mass function m̂(r) is given by,
m̂(r) = Me−κ/r

(17)

2

g
such that limr→∞ m̂(r) = M. In Eq. (17) κ = 2M
has dimensions of length. Since it is computationally
easier to handle dimensionless quantities we scale κ and r in Eq. (17) by the gravitational radius rg =
GM/c2 . Thus the dimensionless metric parameters correspond to the squared charge to mass ratio k =
2 4
κ/rg = 2Gg 2 cM2 and the spin parameter a ≡ a/rg .
It is important to note that when r >> k the above metric reduces to the Kerr-Newman spacetime. In
the absence of nonlinear electrodynamics k = 0 and Eq. (15) reduces to the Kerr metric. We further note
that Eq. (15) has no curvature singularity at r = 0 but assumes an asymptotically Minkowski core, i.e.
the energy density ρ(r) → 0 as r → 0 unlike a de-Sitter core where the energy density becomes constant at
the core. Interestingly, the curvature invariants in the above spacetime can be described by the Lambert
W function and exhibits several physically intriguing features [81–88].
In order to derive the horizon radii one solves for the roots of g rr = ∆ = 0 which yields,

r2 + a2 − 2re−k/r = 0

(18)

For the metric in Eq. (15) to represent a black hole the horizons must be real and positive. This requirement
sets the physically allowed range of k to 0 . k . 0.7. In the next section we discuss the procedure to
derive the outline of the shadow for the regular spacetime given in Eq. (15).

3

Shadow of regular black holes with Minkowski core

The boundary of the shadow bears the signatures of strong gravitational lensing of nearby radiation and
therefore the nature of the shadow can potentially unravel valuable information regarding the characteristics of strong gravity near the black hole [89–93]. In this section we derive the nature of the black
hole shadow for black holes discussed in Section 2 [94, 95]. Given a stationary, axisymmetric metric, the
Lagrangian L̃ for test particle motion is given by,
gµν ẋµ ẋν = gtt ṫ2 + 2gtφ ṫφ̇ + gφφ φ̇2 + grr ṙ2 + gθθ θ̇2 = 2L̃
5

(19)

The Lagrangian is equal to unity for massive particles and zero for massless particles. The corresponding
Hamiltonian is given by,
H = pµ x˙µ − L̃ =

1 µν
k
g pµ pν =
2
2

(20)

with k the rest mass of the test particle which in the present context is zero. We use the Hamilton-Jacobi
approach such that the Hamiltonian is related to the action S by,
H(xµ , pµ ) +

∂S
=0
∂λ

where

pµ =

∂S
∂xµ

(21)

Since the metric in Eq. (19) is independent of t and φ, the specific energy E and specific angular momentum
L are conserved quantities. These are given by,
E = −pt = gtt ṫ + gtφ φ̇ = constant
L = pφ = gφt ṫ + gφφ φ̇ = constant

(22)

From the above condition the action can be written as,
S = −Et + Lφ + S(r, θ)

(23)

It turns out that for the metric in Eq. (15), Eq. (23) is separable such that, S(r, θ) = S r (r) + S θ (θ).
Substituting Eq. (23) in equation Eq. (20) we get,
g rr



dS
dr

2

+ g θθ



dS
dθ

2

+ g tt E 2 − 2tφ EL + g φφ L2 = 0

(24)

For the metric in Eq. (15) the above equation assumes the form,
dS r
∆
dr

!2
+

dS θ
dθ

!2

(
−

)
!
1 2
4arm̂(r)
1
a2
2 2
2
2
2
2
(r + a ) − a sin θ E +
EL + L
−
=0
∆
∆
sin2 θ
∆

(25)

Interestingly, the r and θ parts of the above equation can be separated such that,
dS r
∆
dr

!2

4arm̂(r)
a2
dS θ
1
− (r2 + a2 )2 E 2 +
EL − L2 = −
∆
∆
∆
dθ

!2
− a2 E 2 sin2 θ −

L2
=C
sin2 θ

(26)

where C corresponds to the Carter constant. The left hand of Eq. (26) depends only on r while the right
hand side is a function of θ alone. The radial part of Eq. (26) can be written as,
dS r
dr

!2
=

R(r)
∆2

(27)

where
R(r) = ∆[−C − (L − aE)2 ] − {(r2 + a2 )E − aL}2
6

(28)

while the angular part can be written as,
dS θ
dθ

!2
= Θ(θ)

(29)

where,
L2
Θ(θ) = C + cos θ a E −
sin2 θ
2

!

2 2

(30)

The action therefore assumes the form,
Z p
S = −Et + Lφ +

R(r)
dr +
∆

Z p

Θ(θ)dθ

From Eq. (21), Eq. (27) and Eq. (29) we obtain the equations of motion for r and θ,
p
p
R(r)
Θ(θ)
ṙ =
and
θ̇ =
Σ
Σ

(31)

(32)

Estimates of the shape and size of the shadow are associated with the geodesic motion of photons in
the black hole background. Since photons are charge neutral we have considered accretion of neutral test
particles in the preceding discussion. It is however important to note that accretion of charged particles
will have an impact on observables associated with black holes. In particular, when we are studying models
to describe the continuum spectrum or quasiperiodic oscillations we are dealing with accretion of ions and
electrons which are charged massive particles. In the event the black hole is also charged (as in the present
case) the equations of motion get substantially modified due to the interaction of the charged particles with
the electromagnetic field of the black hole [96,97]. This leads to a modification in the theoretical spectrum
from the accretion disk and the epicyclic frequencies associated with the quasi-periodic oscillations [96,97].
Since photons are uncharged they do not directly interact with the electromagnetic field of the black hole.
However, the charge of the black hole modifies the background metric compared to the Kerr scenario which
in turn affects the motion of the photons. In other words the electromagnetic field of the black hole affects
the motion of the photons through a change in the background spacetime only.
In order to proceed further we define two impact parameters,
χ=

C
E2

and

η=

L
E

(33)

From Eq. (32) one can show that the physically allowed region for the photon can never reach upto θ = 0.
The maximum allowed value of θ denoted by θmax is given by,
p
−(χ + η 2 − a2 ) ± (χ + η 2 − a2 )2 + 4a2 χ)
2
cos θmax =
(34)
2a2
where χ can be positive, negative or zero.

7

3.1

Solving the radial equation

The differential equation associated with the radial part is given by,
!2
"
!2 #
Σ
L
2
ṙ = ∆ − χ −
−a
+ (r2 + a2 − aη)2 = V (r)
E
E

(35)

For spherical photon orbits one needs to satisfy the condition: V (r) = V 0 (r) = 0. The first condition gives:
∆(χ + η 2 + a2 − 2aη) = (r2 + a2 − aη)2

(36)

while the second condition leads to,
χ + η 2 + a2 − 2aη =

2
1−

m̂(r)
r

− m̂0 (r)

(r2 + a2 − aη)

(37)

Solving Eq. (36) and Eq. (37) we get two sets of solutions for η and χ parametrized in terms of r [94,95,98],
1.
r4
a2
2
a + r2
η=
a

χ=−

(38)
(39)

2.
χ=−

r3 4a2 rm̂0 (r) − 4a2 m̂(r) + r3 m̂0 (r)2 + 2r3 m̂0 (r) − 6r2 m̂(r)m̂0 (r) − 6r2 m̂(r) + 9rm̂(r)2 + r3
a2 (rm̂0 (r) + m̂(r) − r)



2

(40)
2

η=

0

2

2

3

0

2

a rm̂ (r) + a m̂(r) + a r + r m̂ (r) − 3r m̂(r) + r
a (rm̂0 (r) + m̂(r) − r)

3

(41)

The first solution is not allowed physically [94,95,98] since this leads to Θ(θ) < 0 which is forbidden (see
Eq. (32)). For the second solution χ may take either sign depending upon the value of r and accordingly
the appropriate conditions need to be satisfied.

3.2

Deriving the shape of the black hole shadow

Deriving the impact parameters is important as they can be used to calculate the celestial coordinates
x = α and y = β of the black hole shadow as seen a distant observer at position (r0 , θ0 ). The apparent
perpendicular distance of the image from the axis of symmetry is associated with the x coordinate while the
apparent perpendicular distance of the image from the equatorial plane is associated with the y coordinate
of the shadow.
To derive this we need to consider the Bardeen tetrads [99–102] which are associated with observers to
whom the black hole appears non-rotating. These tetrads are given by,
e(t) =

p

g tφ
g tt ∂t + p ∂φ
g tt
8

(42)

k=0.0
k=0.3
k=0.6

6

θ=π/3; a=0.2

4

4

2

2
β

β

6

0

-2

-4

-4

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

-6
-6

8

θ=π/4; a=0.5

0

-2

-6
-6

k=0.1
k=0.2
k=0.3
k=0.4

-4

-2

0

α
(a) Variation of BH shadow with metric parameter k. Here
the inclination angle is taken to be θ = 60◦ and the spin is
assumed to be a = 0.2.
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(b) Variation of BH shadow with metric parameter k. Here
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(c) Variation of BH shadow with spin-parameter a. Here
the inclination angle is taken to be θ = 45◦ and k = 0.1

(d) Variation of BH shadow with inclination angle θ. Here
the spin is taken to be a = 0.5 and k = 0.1

Figure 1: Variation of the shape and size of the BH shadow with charge parameter k, spin parameter a
and inclination angle θ. We note that with increase in θ and a the shadow becomes increasingly more
dented.
e(r) =

p
|g rr |∂r
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(43)

e(θ) =

q

|g θθ |∂θ

s
e(φ) =

|g φφ | +

(44)
(g tφ )2
∂φ
g tt

(45)

The components of four momentum p(a) of a locally inertial observer are p(a) = ej(a) pj while p(a) =
η (a)(b) p(b) such that,
(t)

p

p(r)
p(θ)
p(φ)

E p tt
g tφ
=
c g − ηp
c
g tt
r
R
=±
Σ∆
r
Θ
=±
Σ
s
(g tφ )2
= |g φφ | +
η
g tt

!
(46)
(47)
(48)
(49)

Let v(θ) = p(θ) /p(r) and v(φ) = p(φ) /p(r) be the local apparent velocities of a given photon and r0 and
θ0 the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates of the observer. In that event the apparant perpendicular distance
from the axis of rotation and the equatorial plane are respectively given by dφ = r0 v(φ) and dθ = r0 v(θ) .
Since θ̇ → 0 and φ̇ → 0 for r → ∞ the x and y coordinates of the shadow are respectively given by,
r0 p(φ) (r0 , θ0 )
η
=−
r0 →∞ p(r) (r0 , θ0 )
sinθ0
p
r0 p(θ) (r0 , θ0 )
β = lim
Θ(θ0 )
=
±c
r0 →∞ p(r) (r0 , θ0 )

α = lim

(50)

In Fig. 1 we plot the variation of the shape and size of the black hole shadow with change in the inclination
angle θ, spin a and for various choices of the non-linear electrodynamics charge parameter k. Similar study
has been done in [77, 103–105]. From the figure it is evident that an increase in a and θ makes the shadow
more deviated from the circular shape. Further, an increase in k decreases the size of the shadow.

4

Contact with observations

To find the effects beyond general relativity, we need to define observables associated with black hole
shadow. The curve β(α) defines the boundary of the shadow. It is customary, for non-circular shadow
structure, to define two axes (one major axis and one minor axis) corresponding to two diameters as shown
in the Fig. 2. The major axis is given by ∆β = βt − βb , where βt and βb are respectively the topmost and
the bottommost points of the shadow in the α − β plane. In a similar way, the minor axis is defined by
∆α = αr − αl , where αr and αl are respectively the rightmost and the leftmost points of the shadow. One
can note that the shadow structure is symmetric upon reflection about the minor axis. Further the two
axes i.e ∆β and ∆α can also be expressed as a function of metric parameters and the inclination angle.
Therefore, observables used to distinguish the shadow of a black hole in modified gravity to that of the
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Figure 2: Major axis and minor axis of shadow structure
Kerr scenario in general relativity are:
(i) Angular diameter which is given by:
Φ=

GM ∆β
c2 D

(51)

where M is the mass and D is the distance from the observer.
(ii) The axis ratio which is denoted by:
∆β
∆α

∆A =

(52)

(iii) Deviation from circularity ∆C: Unlike shadow of spherically symmetric metric, the shadow structure
for Kerr-like solution looks like a deformed circle and hence it is important to define the observable,
deviation from circularity.
R
R For this we first define the geometric centre of the shadow which can be
evaluated as αc = αdS/ dS and βc = 0 (due to reflection symmetry around minor axis), where dS is
the area element. The distance between the geometrical
centre and any point (α, β) on the shadow curve
q
2

with azimuthal angle φ can be given by `(φ) = {α(φ) − αc } + β 2 (φ). Now one can define the deviation
from circularity as follows
s
Z 2π
1
1
∆C =
dφ {`(φ) − Ravg }
(53)
Ravg 2π 0
where, the average radius Ravg is defined as,
s
Ravg =

1
2π

Z

11

0

2π

dφ `2 (φ)

(54)

4.1

Constrains on the non-linear electrodynamics charge from the shadow of
M87*

In this section we compare our theoretical findings with the observed shadow of M87*. As reported by
the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) collaboration, the supermassive black hole M87* at the centre of the
galaxy M87 has the following observational parameters [4, 8, 9]:
1. Angular Diameter: 42 ± 3µas [4, 8, 9].
2. Deviation from circularity: ∆C . 10% [4, 8, 9].
3. Axis ratio: . 4/3 [4, 8, 9].
The mass of the source has been measured previously by investigating the motion of stars and gas clouds
moving very close to the black hole. From stellar dynamics measurement the mass of the source is M '
+0.9
9
9
6.2+1.1
−0.5 × 10 M [106], while study of gas dynamics reveals that the mass of M87* is M ' 3.5−0.3 × 10 M
[107]. The distance of the source has been estimated from stellar population measurements which turns
out to be D = (16.8 ± 0.8) Mpc [108–110]. Based on the angle the jet axis makes to the line of sight
and assuming that the axis of rotation coincides with the jet axis, the inclination angle is estimated to be
17◦ [4,8,9]. Further, from the measurement of the angular diameter of the shadow, the EHT collaboration
reports the mass of the source to be M = (6.5 ± 0.7) × 109 M .
It is important to note that in order to evaluate the angular diameter theoretically one needs to provide
the mass and the distance (Eq. (51)) while the dependence on the background metric is encapsulated in
∆β. In Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 we plot contours of angular diameter of M87* as a function of a and k. In both
the figures the angular diameter is evaluated based on the previously measured distance D = 16.8 Mpc.
In Fig. 3a the angular diameter is calculated assuming M ∼ 6.2 × 109 M while the angular diameter in
Fig. 3b assumes M ∼ 3.5 × 109 M . For completeness we report the angular diameter as function of a and
k assuming M = 6.5 × 109 M in Fig. 4 (which is the mass derived from the shadow itself).
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(a) Contours illustrating the dependence of the angular diameter of the shadow of M87* on k and a assuming M ' 6.2 × 109 M and distance D ' 16.8 Mpc

(b) Contours illustrating the dependence of the angular diameter of the shadow of M87* on k and a assuming M ' 3.5 × 109 M and distance D ' 16.8Mpc

Figure 3: The above figure depicts the angular diameter of the shadow of M87* in the (k, a) plane assuming
the previously determined mass and distance.
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Figure 4: In the figure above we plot the angular diameter of the shadow of M87* in the (k, a) plane
assuming distance D ' 16.8Mpc and mass M ' 6.5 × 109 M (which is the mass estimated from the
shadow itself).

At this point it is important to recall that the measured angular diameter of the shadow is 42 ± 3µas.
However, there is a 10% offset between the image diameter and the shadow diameter, i.e the true shadow
can be at most as small as 37.8 ± 2.7µas. Therefore, it is clear from Fig. 3b that M ' 3.5 × 109 M cannot
reproduce the observed angular diameter of the shadow. It is clear from Eq. (51) that angular diameter
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(a) The above figure shows the variation of ∆C with
k and a assuming an inclination angle of 17◦ corresponding to M87*.
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(b) The above figure shows the variation of ∆C with k
and a assuming an inclination angle of 17◦ corresponding to M87*.

Figure 5: In the figure above we plot the variation of ∆C and ∆A as function of k and a. The inclination
angle is taken to be 17◦ to obtain the plots.

is directly proportional to the black hole mass. Thus one might expect that a higher value of mass should
reproduce the observed angular diameter. However, it is clear from Fig. 3a that when M ∼ 6.2 × 109 M is
taken, even the central value corresponding to the maximum 10% offset (37.8µas) cannot be reproduced.
This might probably be the reason why the mass of M87* reported by the EHT Collaboration is greater
than the previous estimates. We will discuss more on this towards the end of this section. From the
rejection table of [8] the spin values that can best explain the observations correspond to |a| = 0.5 and
|a| = 0.94. Thus when M ∼ 6.2 × 109 M is used, a small value of k (0.05 . k . 0.15) barely reproduces
the angular diameter of the shadow within 1 − σ confidence interval, if we assume the maximum 10% offset
(37.8 − 2.7)µas = 35.1µas. This is depicted by the red dashed line in Fig. 3a. From Fig. 1 it is evident
that an increase in k shrinks the shadow diameter and therefore the above discussion elucidates that the
Kerr scenario or a small value of k can better explain the observed angular diameter of M87*.
Since an increase in mass increases the theoretical angular diameter of the shadow (Eq. (51)), when
M ' 6.5 × 109 M is assumed and |a| > 0.5 is taken, 0 . k . 0.1 can reproduce the centroid value of the
shadow angular diameter with 10% offset. This is marked with red solid line in Fig. 4. With this mass
even a very small k can reproduce the image diameter within 1-σ (39µas, marked with blue dashed line
in Fig. 4). However, M ' 6.5 × 109 M should not be used to deduce the prefered value of k from shadow
related observations as this mass is itself derived from the shadow diameter.
It is important to note that the data related to deviation from circularity ∆C can establish independent
constrains on the magnitude of k (Fig. 5a). Since ∆C . 0.1, for low spin values, nearly all allowed values
of k seem to be favored by observations. However, the spin values that can best explain the observed jet
power correspond to |a| = 0.5 and |a| = 0.94 (from the rejection table of [8]). For |a| & 0.5 the values of
k that satisfy ∆C . 0.1 constrain correspond to 0 . k . 0.1 which is consistent with our conclusion from
the observation related to angular diameter. Finally from Fig. 5b we note that the third observable, i.e.
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axis ratio ∆β/∆α . 4/3 cannot provide any further constrain on the magnitude of k [4] as the maximum
axis ratio realized in our case is 1.02.

4.2

Constrains on the non-linear electrodynamics charge from the shadow of
Sgr A*

The recently observed shadow of Sgr A* can be used to establish constrains on the non-linear electrodynamics charge parameter, in the event the galactic centre black hole is considered to be a regular black
hole with a Minkowski core. The mass and distance of the black hole is well constrained by several groups.
Estimates on distance and mass measurements by the Keck team reports D = 7959 ± 59 ± 32 pc and
M = (3.975 ± 0.058 ± 0.026) × 106 M (for fits that leave the redshift parameter free). Assuming the redshift parameter to be unity, the distance and mass measurements by the Keck team yield D = 7935 ± 50
pc and M = (3.951 ± 0.047) × 106 M respectively. The Gravity Collaboration estimates the distance and
mass of Sgr A* to be D = 8246.7 ± 9.3 pc and M = (4.261 ± 0.012) × 106 M respectively. By taking into
account the systematics due to optical aberrations the GRAVITY collaboration constrains the mass and
distance of Sgr A* to M = 4.297 ± 0.012 ± 0.040 × 106 M and D = 8277 ± 9 ± 33 pc respectively.
The Event Horizon Telescope reports that the angular diameter of the emission ring of Sgr A* is
51.8 ± 2.3µas while the shadow angular diameter is 48.7 ± 7µas. By comparing the observed image of Sgr
A* with models based on extensive numerical simulations, one concludes that the inclination angle of the
source is i < 50◦ . In order to obtain the theoretical angular diameter of Sgr A* we need to use a specific
value of the inclination angle. In this work we consider i ' 134◦ (or equivalently 46◦ ) [111]. We keep k
and a variable and derive the angular diameter as a function of k and a using the aforesaid inclination
angle and the various combinations of mass and distance discussed above. This is illustrated in Fig. 6.
We note from Fig. 6 that in order to reproduce the central value of the angular diameter of the shadow
(48.7µas), k as high as 0.1 is allowed (red solid line in Fig. 6a and Fig. 6b) if we consider the following
combinations of mass and distance: (a) M = (3.975 ± 0.058 ± 0.026) × 106 M and D = 7959 ± 59 ± 32 pc,
(b) M = (3.951 ± 0.047) × 106 M and D = 7935 ± 50 pc. When the mass and distance reported by the
Gravity collaboration is used, k as high as 0.2 is allowed (from the red solid line in Fig. 6c and Fig. 6d).
If we wish to reproduce the angular diameter of the shadow upto 1-σ (red dashed line Fig. 6) then all the
four combinations of mass and distance allow k as high as 0.5 (Fig. 6). However, we do not emphasize
much on this result as the error bar of ±7 associated with the shadow diameter is quite high. Therefore,
when shadow diameter is considered a small but non-trivial value of k explains the observation better than
the Kerr scenario.
However, when the image diameter is considered k as high as 0.05 is allowed within 1-σ (blue dashed
line in Fig. 6a and Fig. 6b) if we assume mass and distance measurements by the Keck collaboration.
Therefore, the Kerr scenario can reproduce the image diameter better in this case. When the mass and
distance reported by the Gravity collaboration is used to calculate the angular diameter, then a small but
non-trivial k ' 0.05 can reproduce the central value of 51.8µas (blue solid line in Fig. 6c and Fig. 6d)
while k ' 0.15 is allowed within 1-σ (blue dashed line in Fig. 6c and Fig. 6d). Hence, in this case the
regular black hole scenario is more favored compared to the Kerr scenario.
From the above discussion we note that the present observation related to the shadow of Sgr A*
generally favors a small value of the non-linear electrodynamics charge prameter k. We also plot the
variation of the axis ratio ∆A and the deviation from circularity ∆C for the shadow of Sgr A* as function
of k and a. This is illustrated in Fig. 7. At present we do not have constraints on ∆A and ∆C from the
shadow of Sgr A*. In future when these are reported we can establish independent constraints on k and
a, just as we did for M87*.
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(b) The above figure depicts the angular diameter in
the k − a plane assuming M = 3.975 × 106 M and
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D = 8.277 kpc.

Figure 6: The above figure shows the variation of the angular diameter of Sgr A* as function of k and
a using masses and distances reported by the Keck team and the Gravity collaboration. In all cases the
inclination angle is taken to be i = 134◦ .
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Figure 7: In the figure above we plot the variation of ∆C and ∆A as function of k and a, for the source
Sgr A*. The inclination angle is taken to be 134◦ to obtain the plots.

5

Concluding Remarks

The present work investigates the role of the non-linear electrodynamics charge in explaining the recently
observed shadow of M87* and Sgr A*. Such a charge arises in Einstein gravity coupled to non-linear
electrodynamics and can potentially evade the r = 0 curvature singularity, which inevitably arises in GR.
Such regular black holes are endowed with a de Sitter or a Minkowski core. The theoretical implications
and observational consequences of regular black holes with a de Sitter core have been extensively studied in
the past. This motivates us to explore the observational signatures of regular black holes with a Minkowski
core. Such black holes have an exponential mass function which makes the corresponding quantum gravity
theory finite to all orders.
We work out the nature of the black hole shadow for a general stationary and axisymmetric metric
and subsequently specialize to the regular black hole scenario with a Minkowski core. Presence of an event
horizon demands that the non-linear electrodynamics charge parameter k varies in the range 0 . k . 0.7.
Our study reveals that with increase in k the shadow becomes smaller in size. Non-rotating black holes
and black holes viewed at 0◦ inclination angle cast a circular shadow. Deviation from circular shape occurs
with increase in black hole spin or the inclination angle. This enables us to define a major axis (∆β) and
a minor axis (∆α) for the shadow which depends on the metric parameters k and a.
Derivation of the theoretical outline of the shadow enables us to compute the shadow related observables, namely, the angular diameter, the deviation from circularity and the axis ratio which are subsequently compared with the observed shadow of M87* and Sgr A*. Computation of the angular diameter
requires one to provide information regarding the mass and the distance, e.g. an increase in mass enhances
the shadow angular diameter. Thus, it turns out that for M87* when M = 3.5 × 109 M (obtained from
gas dynamics measurements) is used to calculate the theoretical angular diameter, it cannot reproduce the
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observed angular diameter of 42 ± 3µas. Even when the mass of M87* based on stellar dynamics observation is used (i.e. M = 6.2 × 109 M , which is considerably larger than the previous one) the observed
angular diameter of the shadow cannot be reproduced. However, if one considers the maximum offset of
10% in the shadow diameter then 0.05 . k . 0.15 can reproduce the observed angular diameter within
1-σ. Therefore, the shadow of M87* can be explained by the regular black hole scenario with a small but
non-zero value of k. It is interesting to note that the shadow angular diameter scales with the mass of
the black hole. This might be the plausible reason the mass of M87* derived from the observed angular
diameter (of 42 ± 3µas) is 6.5 × 109 M which is greater than both the previous estimates.
Mass and distance of Sgr A* have been well constrained by the Keck team and the Gravity collaboration.
When mass and distance reported by the Keck team is used to compute the theoretical angular diameter,
we note that 0.05 . k . 0.1 best explains the central value of the observed shadow angular diameter.
Again when mass and distance reported by the Gravity collaboration is used to evaluate the theoretical
angular diameter, 0.15 . k . 0.2 is required to address the observation of 48.7µas. Therefore, for the case
of Sgr A* the regular black hole scenario is more favored compared to the Kerr scenario. In particular, a
small but non-trivial value of k is required to reproduce the observed angular diameter of Sgr A*.
It is interesting to note that the present results are consistent with our previous works where we
established constrains on k from observations associated with QPOs [61] and the continuum spectrum [112].
From the QPO related observations we found that some QPO models favor the Kerr scenario while most of
them indicate that a small value of k explains the observations better. The optical observations of quasars
on the other hand exhibit preference towards the Kerr scenario. It is important to note that none of the
observations (shadow, QPO or continuum spectrum) favor a high value of k. This is interesting as these
works are based on completely different observational samples and they collectively indicate towards the
same finding. This outcome can be subjected to further test with the availability of more and more images
of black holes with increasingly better resolution.
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