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Hawking’s black hole area theorem can be tested by monitoring the evolution of a single black
hole over time. Using current imaging observations of two supermassive black holes M87* and Sgr
A* from the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT), we find their horizon area variation fractions are
consistent with the prediction of the black hole area law at the 1σ confidence level. We point out
that whether the black hole area law is valid or not could be determined by future high precision
EHT observations of Sgr A*.

I. INTRODUCTION

General relativity (GR) has been tested by using a
large number of observations ranging from large scales to
very small scales [1], since Einstein proposed it in 1915
[2]. For example, cosmological observations leading to
the discovery of the late-time cosmic acceleration give
strong constraints on the possible deviations from GR
at both the background and perturbation levels [3]. In
our solar system, astrophysical observations such as the
precession of Mercury’s orbit [4], the deflection of a light
ray when solar eclipses occur [5] and the gravitational
time delays when photons pass the solar surface [6], have
verified the success of GR to a high precision.

A black hole as the most important compact object
predicted by GR, plays a basic role in fundamental
physics. Since investigated by Schwarzschild for the first
time [7], black holes always lie in the core of theoretical
physics when one tries to unify GR with quantum me-
chanics. The characteristic of a black hole is that it has
an event horizon where a light ray can not escape from
the tight binding of strong gravity. One of the most in-
triguing aspects of black holes is the second law of black
hole mechanics, i.e., the so-called Hawking’s area the-
orem [8], which states that the total horizon area of a
black hole never decreases over time. This is a basic re-
sult from GR and the cosmic censorship conjecture [9].
It is natural that one can check the validity of GR by
testing the black hole area law. In general, there are two
approaches to achieve this goal. The former is measur-
ing the area variation between two progenitor black holes
and the remnant black hole for a gravitational wave burst
from a binary black hole merger [10], while the latter
is monitoring a specific black hole for a long time and
measuring its area variation. For the former case, cur-
rent gravitational wave observations from the LIGO and
VIRGO collaboration [11–14] can help carry out the test.
In [10], the authors have confirmed the Hawking’s area
theorem by calculating the area variation between inspi-
ralling and ringdown phases for the first LIGO’s detec-
tion, GW150914. However, the second approach is still
unexplored until today. Fortunately, in 2019, the EHT
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collaboration firstly released four shadow images of the
supermassive black hole M87∗ residing in the giant ellipti-
cal galaxy Messier 87 [15–18] based on observations from
April 5 to April 11 in 2017. Subsequently, in 2022, they
released two shadow images of the supermassive black
hole Sgr A* [19–21] in the Galactic center based on data
from April 6 to April 7 in 2017. These imaging obser-
vations can provide two independent black hole systems
to help implement the test. In this study, we attempt to
test the black hole area law in light of the EHT imaging
data. We find that Hawking’s black hole area theorem
is compatible with the EHT imaging observations at the
1σ confidence level.

This study is organized as follows. In the next section,
we describe the analysis methodology. In Section III,
we display the data used. In Section IV, we exhibit the
numerical results. The discussions and conclusions are
presented in the final section.

II. METHODOLOGY

In general, an astrophysical black hole should be a Kerr
one. To test the black hole area law, one should take the
Kerr solution. However, the contribution to the event
horizon radius from angular momentum decays rapidly
to zero, since the EHT collaboration reconstructs the
shadow images using the observations on our earth, which
is far away from the observed supermassive black holes.
Therefore, in the framework of GR, the shadow image
should be consistent with the Schwarzschild black hole.
In [21], the EHT collaboration has tested the deviation
from the Schwarzschild spacetime in light of their obser-
vations. It is safe to analyze the area variation of the
supermassive black hole by using the Schwarzschild ge-
ometry. The horizon area of a Schwarzschild black hole
with mass M reads as

A(M) = 16π

(
GM

c2

)2

, (1)

where G and c are the Newtonian gravitational constant
and speed of light, respectively. Subsequently, the area
variation fraction of a black hole is defined as

ε ≡ ∆A

A0
≡ Af −A0

A0
, (2)
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FIG. 1: The EHT images of M87* from the eht-imaging parameter survey for April 5, April 6, April 10 and April 11 in 2017.
The dotted (white) and blue circles are the mean values and 1σ limits of angular ring diameters, respectively. In principle, one
can test the black hole area law through measuring the angular ring diameters at different times with a high precision.

TABLE I: The 1σ confidence ranges of the relative area variation ∆A/A0 in different time intervals for M87* and Sgr A*. Here
we also display the forecasted constraint on ∆A/A0 for Sgr A* by increasing the measurement precision of the angular ring
diameter by 1 order of magnitude.

Black holes M87* Sgr A*

Time intervals April 5 to 6 April 6 to 10 April 10 to 11 April 6 to 7 Forecast

∆A/A0 0.015±0.224 0.060±0.230 0.015±0.215 0.118±0.232 0.118±0.029

where ∆A denotes the horizon area variation between
the initial area A0 and final area Af . It is clear that
the Hawking’s area theorem requires ∆A/A0 ≥ 0 during
the evolution of a black hole. Furthermore, the angular
ring diameter d of a Schwarzschild black hole shadow is
written as [21]

d = 6
√

3 θg αc (1 + δ), (3)

where θg ≡ GM/c2 characterizes the gravity radius, αc is
the calibration factor and δ describes the deviation from
the Schwarzschild black hole. By defining a correction
factor α = αc (1 + δ) and combining Eq.(1) with Eq.(3),
we obtain

A =
4π

27

(
Dd

α

)2

, (4)

where D is the distance from the source to our earth. One
can easily see that the angular shadow radius determines
the horizon area of a black hole when D and α is given.

To confront the above model with observations, we im-
plement the Bayesian statistics. To derive the likelihood
function, we define χ2 as

χ2 =

(
ε− εobs
σobs

)2

, (5)

where εobs and σobs are the area variation and corre-
sponding uncertainty derived from EHT data. We take
a flat prior ∆A/A0 ∈ [−1, 1] and carry out the Markov
Chain Monte Carlo [22] analysis to obtain the posterior
distributions of ∆A/A0. When implementing the numer-
ical calculations, we use the SI units. To analyze the
chains, we adopt the public code Getdist [23].

III. DATA

To perform the test of black hole area law, the angular
ring diameters of supermassive black holes are needed.
For M87*, we use the angular diameters 39.3 ± 1.6,
39.6 ± 1.8, 40.7 ± 1.6 and 41.0 ± 1.4 µas from the eht-
imaging parameter survey for April 5, April 6, April 10
and April 11 in 2017 (see Fig.1), respectively [16]. The
distance from the earth to M87* is 16.8 ± 0.8 Mpc [15].
We also take the correction factor α = 11+0.5

−0.3 from the
EHT analysis [15]. For Sgr A*, similarly, we adopt the
angular diameters 49±3.9 µas and 50.0±2.5 µas for April
6 and April 7 in 2017, respectively [20]. The distance
to Sgr A* is 8277 ± 9 ± 33 pc measured by astrometric
stellar dynamics [24] and the correction factor α can be
easily calculated by Eq.(3) by using the data in Tab.I of
Ref.[19].

IV. RESULTS

By confronting the model with current EHT imaging
observations, our results are presented in Figs.2-4 and
Tab.I. For M87* with mass 6.5 ± 0.7 × 109 M� [15],
we obtain the 1σ constraints 0.015±0.224, 0.060±0.230
and 0.015±0.215 on the horizon area variation fractions
∆A/A0 for three time intervals April 5 to 6, April 6 to 10
and April 10 to 11, respectively (see Fig.2). Across three
mass orders, for Sgr A* with mass 4.297±0.013×106 M�
[24], we have the 1σ constraint ∆A/A0 = 0.118 ± 0.232
for the time duration April 6 to 7 in 2017 (see Fig.3).
These constraints are consistent with Hawking’s area the-
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FIG. 2: The 1-dimensional normalized posterior distributions of the area variation fraction ∆A/A0 of M87*. The vertical red
line and cyan bands are the mean and 1σ and 2σ confidence ranges of ∆A/A0, respectively.
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FIG. 3: The 1-dimensional normalized posterior distributions
of the area variation fraction ∆A/A0 of Sgr A*. The verti-
cal red line and cyan bands are the mean and 1σ and 2σ
confidence ranges of ∆A/A0, respectively.

orem ∆A/A0 ≥ 0 at the 1σ confidence level, since their
error bars are large. Based on the fact that the measure-
ment of gravity radius of Sgr A* from astrometric stel-
lar orbit observations has a much better precision than
that of M87* from the EHT-only data, we expect that
whether the black hole area law is correct or not can be
pinned down by future EHT observations of Sgr A*. As
a consequently, we implement the forecast on the validity
of the area law by roughly increasing the measurement
precision of the angular ring diameter by 1 order of mag-
nitude. This means that we shall adopt the angular ring
diameters 49±0.39 µas and 50.0±0.25 µas for April 6 and
April 7, respectively. We obtain ∆A/A0 = 0.118± 0.029
(see Fig.4), which confirms the Hawking’s black hole area
theorem.

Interestingly, it is easy to find that the mean values
of ∆A/A0 for M87* and Sgr A* are all slightly larger
than zero. This may indicates the correctness of the
area law. Moreover, we are also interested in calcu-

0.5 0.0 0.5
A

A0
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FIG. 4: The 1-dimensional normalized posterior distributions
of the forecasted area variation fraction ∆A/A0 of Sgr A*
by improving the measurement precision of the angular ring
diameter by 1 order of magnitude. The vertical red line and
cyan bands are the mean and 1σ and 2σ confidence ranges
of ∆A/A0, respectively.

lating the possibly realistic area variation rate ∆A/∆t
and the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy variation fraction
∆SBH/SBH,0. According to the best fitting values of
∆A/A0 in Tab.I, for M87*, we obtain ∆A/∆t = 0.81 ×
1021, 0.75 × 1021 and 0.83 × 1021, m2 s−1, SBH/SBH,0 =
1.77 × 10−7, 1.63 × 10−7 and 1.71 × 10−7 s−1 for three
time intervals April 5 to 6, April 6 to 10 and April 10
to 11, respectively. For Sgr A*, we have ∆A/∆t =
0.82 × 1021 m2 s−1 and SBH/SBH,0 = 4.77 × 10−7 s−1

for the time duration April 6 to 7. One can find that the
values of these two quantities for two supermassive black
holes are of the same order, i.e., ∆A/∆t ∼ O(21) m2 s−1

and SBH/SBH,0 ∼ O(−7) s−1. This is because these two
quantities are completely determined by the angular ring
diameters, which for M87* and Sgr A* are of the same
order.
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V. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

It has been a half century since Hawking’s black
hole area theorem was proposed. In light of the long-
term monitoring observations of supermassive black holes
M87* and Sgr A* from the EHT, we attempt to test the
black hole area law.

Using four and two black hole shadow images for M87*
and Sgr A*, we obtain, respectively, the constraints on
the horizon area variation fraction (see Tab.I). Our re-
sults are consistent with the prediction of Hawking’s area
theorem ∆A/A0 ≥ 0 at the 1σ confidence level. How-
ever, due to large uncertainties of ∆A/A0 from current
observations, we can not rule out the possibility that
Hawking’s area theorem may break down. Subsequently,
by simply increasing the observational precision of the
angular ring diameter by 1 order of magnitude, we find
that future EHT observations of Sgr A* may confirm

whether the black hole area law is valid or not. Further-
more, using the best fitting values of ∆A/A0, we also
calculate the possibly realistic area variation rate ∆A/∆t
and the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy variation fraction.

It is worth noting that the results are consistent but
have a smaller uncertainty by a factor of ∼ 2, if not con-
sidering the effect of the correction factor α in Eq.(3).
This means that when roughly regarding the ring diam-
eter as the shadow diameter, the constraint is stable and
the corresponding uncertainty is suppressed.
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