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The main goal of this paper is to investigate one of the important astrophysical systems, namely
Thick accretion disks, in the background of the spherically symmetric solution in Born-Infeld telepar-
allel gravity to examine observable predictions of the theory in the vicinity of black holes. Thus, the
properties of the non-self-gravitating equilibrium surfaces characterising the Thick accretion disks
model are studied. In addition, we find an observational bound on the parameter of the model as
λ & 140. We show this analytical accretion disk model for different values of λ and compare the
result with the corresponding Schwarzschild solution in the general theory of relativity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Accretion disks are assumed to be responsible for high-
energy astronomical observations since they can reach
deep into the strong gravity regime of black holes and
compact objects. Therefore, their properties offer the op-
portunity to test predictions from our understanding of
the gravitational interaction based on the general relativ-
ity (GR) or its numerous modifications and extensions in
an environment which is otherwise hard to access. Hence,
the theory of accretion disks of black holes belongs to the
area of fundamental physics.

In this area, the Thick accretion disk is an analytical
model that analyse the shape of equipotential surfaces
in a given background. This geometrically thick config-
uration originated in the seminal papers [1–7]. In fact,
the Thick disk model is believed to exist in the vicinity
of X-ray binaries, active galactic nuclei, and in the cen-
tral engine of gamma-ray bursts. In general, such a disk
has a toroidal shape, large optical depth, optically thick,
super-Eddington accretion, radiation pressure support,
and is highly radiatively inefficient. Of course, there are
various studies on the accretion disks in the scope of GR
(for a review see e.g. [8]) and a few in generalized theories
[9–12].

Changing the underlying geometry describing gravity
is one possible route to modify GR. Instead of a met-
ric and its Levi-Civita connection, one could employ a
metric and an arbitrary connection, as is the case in the
metric affine theories of gravity or more specific connec-
tions with specific properties. Such theories are then of-
ten tested within cosmology [13] or investigated as low
energy-limit of quantum gravity [14]. Among the most
famous models suggested in the literature are teleparal-
lel gravity theories [15–17]. In this case, one use a flat
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and metric compatible connection with torsion. When
the metric is replaced by its tetrads as fundamental vari-
able, teleparallel gravity can also be understood as an
approach to formulate gravity as a gauge theory [18, 19].

It is possible to formulate GR in terms of the telepar-
allel geometry variables, which is known for long as the
"teleparallel equivalent of GR" (TEGR) [20–22]. This
theory is constructed from a specific sum of contractions
of the torsion tensor, known as the torsion scalar T . It
turns out that TEGR has the exact predictions as GR,
while all the gravitational effects can be understood as
originating from torsion. Starting from TEGR, exten-
sions and modifications have been formulated which do
not have an equivalent in modifications of GR based
on semi-Riemannian geometry. A particular advantage
of constructing modified theories of gravity based on
teleparallel gravity is the absence of a Lovelock theorem
due to the structure of the torsion tensor as a fundamen-
tal building block for the theories instead of the curva-
ture. One of the most popular modifications of TEGR
is f(T )-gravity which is constructed using a function f
of the torsion scalar T in the action defining the the-
ory [23–27], in analogy to f(R)-theories of gravity. For
the interested reader on the formulation of this theory
and its application, see the review [17].

For general f(T )-theories, it is not easy to obtain so-
lutions to the gravitational field equations, even with
further symmetry assumptions. However, the recent
detailed studies about spherical symmetry in f(T )-
gravity [28–32] led successfully to a non-perturbative an-
alytic spherically symmetric black hole solution in Born-
Infeld f(T )-gravity [33]; the latter being a teleparal-
lel gravity theory with a specific choice of the function
f which resembles Born-Infeld electrodynamics. Born-
Infeld f(T )-gravity is a particularly interesting model
since it is capable to initiate inflation without the need of
introducing an inflation [23, 24] and contains (at least on
the perturbative level) regularized (Bañados, Teitelboim,
Zanelli) BTZ black hole solutions [34].

It is worth mentioning that on the phenomenological
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side f(T )-gravity offers promising modifications of gen-
eral relativity, for example to explain the dark energy, to
build viable cosmological models and to avoid singulari-
ties, e.g. [35, 36]. However, on the mathematical founda-
tional side, there are still open questions. For instance,
f(T )-gravity predicts strongly coupled gravitational de-
grees of freedom around linear Minkowski and cosmolog-
ical perturbations, e.g. [37–41]. Their physical impacts
are under debate. Also, the role of different realizations
of (local) Lorentz invariance, with and without taking the
spin connection into account [16, 27, 42], and the number
of propagating degrees of freedom [43–47], are still under
study.

In this work, we explore the properties of the equilib-
rium configuration of an accretion disk in the background
of the Born-Infeld teleparallel gravity generalization of
Schwarzschild geometry. This study is the next step in
investigating the viability of this solution.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec-
tion II we briefly recall necessary notions about telepar-
allel gravity in general, f(T )-gravity as well as particu-
larly Born-Infeld gravity and the spherically symmetric
solution which is the background geometry for the anal-
ysis of the accretion disk. Afterwards, in Section III we
study point particle motion in this metric. The Thick
disk model is briefly described in Section IV. The struc-
ture of the disk in this background is presented in Section
V. We summarize our results and conclude in Section VI.

The notational conventions in this article are
(−,+,+,+) for the signature of the metric and geometri-
cal units with c = G = 1; in addition in the result section
we also assumeM = 1. In addition the "over-dot" is used
for the derivation with respect to the affine parameter,
and the "prime" for the derivative with respect to coor-
dinate r.

II. BORN-INFELD TELEPARALLEL GRAVITY

We briefly summarize the path to the analytic spher-
ically symmetric black hole solution presented in [33] of
Born-Infeld teleparallel gravity [23]. The basic notions of
teleparallel gravity and f(T )-gravity are recalled in this
section. We follow the standard references for teleparallel
gravity [15–17, 48], where more details can be found.

A. Theory and field equations

The fundamental fields in teleleparallel gravity are a
tetrad θa = θaµdx

µ, which determines the spacetime
metric via

gµν = ηabθ
a
µθ
b
ν , (1)

where ηab ∼ diag(−,+,+,+) is the Minkowski metric,
and a flat metric compatible spin connection ωabµ with
torsion. The flatness and metric compatibility condition

imply that the spin connection coefficients are generated
by local Lorentz matrices Λab

ωabµ = Λac∂µ(Λ−1)cb , (2)

while the torsion tensor components are given by

T ρµν = ea
ρ
(
∂µe

a
ν − ∂νeaµ + ωabµe

b
ν − ωabνebµ

)
. (3)

Due to the expression of the spin connection coefficients
in terms of the Lorentz matrices one can always fix a
Lorentz frame, the so-called Weitzenböck gauge, such
that the spin connection coefficients are zero, and per-
form all derivations in this frame, which is what is usually
done in teleparallel gravity.

Teleparallel theories of gravity are derived from an ac-
tion which is built from the scalars constructed from the
torsion tensor. One of these, called the torsion scalar, is
of particular interest since it defines TEGR, namely,

T =
1

4
TµνρTµνρ +

1

2
TµνρTρνµ − TρT ρ . (4)

Employing the action

S =
1

2κ2

∫
M

d4x|θ|T , (5)

where κ2 = 8πG/c4 is the gravitational constant, and
|θ| is the norm of the determinant of the tetrad, yields
field equations for the tetrad, whose solutions are tetrads
whose metric is a solution of the Einstein vacuum equa-
tions. Matter coupling can be added, but since we con-
sider vacuum solutions in this paper we do not discuss
the details of matter coupling here 1.

To address questions like: dark matter, dark energy
and further shortcomings between the predictions of gen-
eral relativity and observations, extension of TEGR have
been suggest. In analogy to f(R)-gravity, one of the most
studied is f(T )-gravity. It is defined by the action

S =
1

2κ2

∫
M

d4x|θ|f(T ) , (6)

where f is an, in principle, arbitrary function of T . The
vacuum field equations of this theory can be expressed
as

fTGµν +
1

2
(f − fTT ) gµν + Sµνα∂

αfT = 0 , (7)

where fT = df/dT and Gµν is the Einstein tensor derived
from the Levi-Civita connection of the metric (1). This
form of the field equation is very convenient and it also
clearly shows that for f(T ) = T , they reduce to Gµν = 0.

1 A detailed discussion on the matter coupling in teleparallel grav-
ity can be found in [49], references therein, and in the reviews
and overview articles mentioned in the beginning of this section.
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A particularly interesting choice of f , which goes under
the name of teleparallel Born-Infeld gravity, is

f(T ) = λ̂
(√

1 +
2T

λ̂
− 1
)
. (8)

It has been shown that this theory explains inflation
purely geometrically [23], and contains non-singular
black holes [34]. For λ̂ →∞ the theory becomes TEGR
(and thus GR).

B. Analytic spherically symmetric solution

The teleparallel description is generally given in terms
of tetrads instead of the metric itself. In f(T )-gravity
in spherical symmetry, after assuming that not only the
tetrad respects spherical symmetry but also the telepar-
allel connection, two branches of solutions exist for the
anti-symmetric part of the field equations (7), one based
on real tetrads, and another on complex tetrads, see [33]
for all details.

The solution we discuss here has been obtained in the
complex tetrads branch. Such a complex tetrad cannot
immediately be interpreted as an observer frame, but
only be used as description of the gravitational degrees
of freedom. It does not cause any problem, as long as
it is ensured that all physical observables, and in par-
ticular the metric, are real. For gravitational perturba-
tion theory this latter condition poses a constraint on the
allowed complex perturbations. Since we do not study
perturbations in the following, but properties of a non-
perturbative solution of the field equations, we do not
analyse these conditions here, and leave them for future
research. Also, so far no non-perturbative solution could
be found in f(T )-gravity on the basis of the real tetrad.

Born-Infeld teleparallel gravity, defined by (8), has the
advantage that an analytical solution of the field equa-
tions (7) in spherical symmetry could be found based on
a complex tetrads [33], which can be interpreted as gener-
alization of Schwarzschild solution. The resulting metric
is

ds2 = −a
2
1

r
Sdt2 +

λ̂5/2r5

(4 + r2λ̂)2
S−1dr2 + r2dΩ2 , (9)

where dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2 and

S :=
√
λ̂(a0λ̂+ r)− 2 tan−1

(√
λ̂r

2

)
. (10)

It contains two constants of integration a0 and a1 as well
as the theory parameter λ̂. In order to have asymptoti-
cally flat and the proper Schwarzschild limit for λ̂ → ∞
we need to specify a0 and a1. Further, for simplicity
reason, we introduce the dimensionless quantity

λ = M
√
λ̂. (11)

Therefore, we have

a0 = −2M3

λ2
, a1 =

√
M

λ
. (12)

Finally, the metric becomes

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +
B(r)

A(r)
dr2 + r2dΩ2 , (13)

where

A(r) := 1− 2M

r
− 2M

rλ
T , (14)

B(r) :=
r4λ4

16M4
(
1 + λ2r2

4M2

)2 , (15)

and

T = tan−1

(
λr

2M

)
. (16)

To gain a better insight into the physical interpretation
of the parameter λ, we derive the Komar massM for the
metric. It is a measure of the force needed by an observer
at infinity to keep a spherical uniform mass distribution
in place and relies on the existence of a timelike killing
vector field, and that matter follows the autoparallels of
the Levi-Civita connection of the metric [50]. We find

M =
1

2
lim
r→∞

(
r2 g
′
tt

gtt

)
=
( π

2λ
+ 1
)
M . (17)

In teleparallel gravity, the expression and interpretation
of the Komar mass stay the same for stationary asymp-
totically flat spacetimes, as long as matter follows the
geodesics of the Levi-Civita connection of the metric and
is not influenced by torsion, which is what we assume, as
already discussed below (5).

Expanding the metric for large r
M to study the weak

field limit gives

−gtt = 1− 2M

r

(
1 +

π

2λ

)
+

4M2

r2λ2
+O(r−4) , (18)

grr = 1 +
2M

r

(
1 +

π

2λ

)
+O(r−2). (19)

Comparing this expression to the standard PPN expan-
sion

−gtt = 1− 2M̂

r
+ (β − γ)

2M̂2

r2
(20)

grr = 1 + γ
2M̂

r
, (21)
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where M̂ = Gm/c2 and m is the Newtonian mass, we
find consistently that M̂ =M. Thus, γ = 1 agrees with
its GR value; however

(β − 1) =
8

π2

(
1− M

M̂

)2

=
8

(2λ+ π)2
, (22)

attains a correction. Using the observational bound that
|β − 1| < 10−4 [51], we find λ & 140.

Nevertheless, this finding deserves an additional com-
ment. In the f(T )-gravity literature, it has been shown
that the PPN parameters of the theory coincide with
the ones from GR [52]. The source for this mismatch
is related to the assumptions. In fact, in the mentioned
literature, the computation is based on the Minkowski
background to have tetrad in Cartesian coordinates as
eaµ = (1, 1, 1, 1). However, the tetrad we employed in
the Minkowski limit has a different form in Cartesian
coordinates. This means that the PPN analysis in the
previous works does not contain the complex tetrad in
the Minkowski limit and does not apply here.

In the following, we will switch to dimensionless values
by using r̃ = r/M but dropping the twidle for notational
convenience. This is equivalent to choosing M = 1.

III. PARTICLE MOTION

Before we study the accretion disk in the next section,
we first derive the radius of the marginally stable orbit
rms and the marginally bound orbit rmb obtain from the
metric (13), as two essential quantities for determining
the Thick disk model in a given spacetime. The La-
grangian is given by

L =
1

2
gµν(x)ẋµẋν = −σ

2
, (23)

Of course, by this convention σ = 1 for massive and σ = 0
for massless particles. Using the conserved quantities
E = ∂ṫL and L = ∂φ̇L we find

ṙ2 =
1

B

(
E2 − Veff(r)

)
, (24)

where

Veff =
(σr2 + L2)A

r2
. (25)

A power series expansion around λ → ∞ gives consis-
tently to lowest order the effective potential which deter-
mines particle motion in Schwarzschild geometry.

In what follows, we calculate the radii of the marginally
stable orbit rms (also known as Innermost Stable Circu-
lar Orbit "ISCO") and the marginally bound orbit rmb.
They imply restrictions on the chosen angular momen-
tum distribution in constructing the Thick disk model
(see Section IV).

FIG. 1. The marginally stable orbit rms is plotted in red and
the marginally bound orbit rmb in green, as functions of the
spacetime parameter λ.

To study the rms for massive particles we use the stan-
dard procedure (see e.g. [53, 54]). For circular orbits, of
course we have that r = const., i.e. ṙ = 0, r̈ = 0. These
conditions are to

1. Veff(r) = E2,

2. V ′eff(r) = 0.

In addition, to have a stable circular orbit V ′′eff(r) > 0
must hold. This states that the circular orbit should lie
in a minimum of the potential.

Therefore, the marginally stable radius rms is charac-
terized by V ′′eff(rms) = 0 in addition to the circularity
conditions above. Considering the first derivative of the
potential as a function of r and L this is equivalent to
L′(rms) = 0.

From the two circularity conditions above, one can
generally solve for the energy and angular momentum
parameters

E2 =
2A2

2A−A′r
, (26)

L2 =
A′r3

2A−A′r
. (27)

Inserting the metric function A specified in (14) (remem-
bering we chose M = 1) we find from this

E2 =
(4 + r2λ2)(λ(r − 2)− 2T )2

rλ
[
r2(r − 3)λ3 + 6(r − 2)λ− 3(4 + r2λ2)T

] ,
(28)

L2 =
r2
[
r2λ3 − 2(r − 2)λ+ (4 + r2λ2)T

]
r2(r − 3)λ3 + 6(r − 2)λ− 3(4 + r2λ2)T

. (29)
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Note that both E2 and L2 diverge at the common root
of their denominators, that is approximately given as

r = 3 +
3π

2λ
, (30)

to first order in λ−1, and corresponds to the photon
sphere.

Finally, using the expressions for E2 and L2 above,
V ′′eff(rms) = 0 is equivalent to

4r2λ2(12− r2λ2)− 2rλ(12 + r2λ2)(8 + r2λ2)(T + λ) + 12(4 + r2λ2)2(T + λ)2

r3λ(4 + r2λ2)
[
r2(r − 3)λ3 + 6(r − 2)λ− 3(4 + r2λ2)T

] ∣∣∣
rms

= 0 . (31)

λ 0.01 1 10 50 100 500
rmb 159.387 8.55449 4.5936 4.12411 4.06244 4.01255
rms 253.513 12.8391 6.8904 6.18617 6.09366 6.00942

TABLE I. Explicit numerical values for the marginally bound
rmb and marginally stable rms orbit in dependence of λ.

To the first order in λ−1, this equation is solved by

rms = 6 +
3π

λ
. (32)

We solve equation (31) numerically for different values
of λ in Table I. A plot of rms as a function of λ is shown
in Fig. 1.

In addition, the marginally bound orbit rmb is the in-
nermost unstable circular orbit, from where infinity can
just be reached. It is determined by solving Veff(rmb) = σ
and V ′eff(rmb) = 0 with σ = 1 . This corresponds to set-
ting E2 = 1 in equation (28)

(
4 + λ2r2

)
T (8λ+ 4T − λr)

+ λ4r2(4− r) + 2λ2(2− r)(4 + r)
∣∣
rmb

= 0 . (33)

To first order in λ−1 this equation is solved by

rmb = 4 +
2π

λ
. (34)

As for the rms, we solve (33) numerically and display the
solutions for different values of λ in Table I.

To summarize the results of this section, we display
the rms and the rmb as function of λ in Fig. 1. We see
the difference is mostly for smaller values of λ and the
area between them becomes larger. Therefore, from the
construction of the Thick disk model we expected to have
a larger disk structure for smaller values of λ.

IV. THICK ACCRETION DISK MODEL

In this work, we consider the Thick disk model based
on the constant angular momentum and the perfect fluid

energy-momentum tensor. In addition, it is assumed that
the influence of the disk on the underlying spacetime is
negligible. The Thick disk model is a description of an
accretion disk which is governed by a strong gravitational
field and the pressure within the perfect fluid in the fixed
specified background. It takes advantage of the fact that
the boundary of a barotropic perfect fluid and stationary
body is an equipotential surface. One of the immediate
outcomes of this hydrodynamical structure is to neglect
the accretion flow. Moreover, this model is axisymmetric
and stationary; accordingly, the physical and geometrical
quantities only depend on r and θ coordinates Further-
more, the rotation of perfect fluid is assumed to be in the
azimuthal direction. For a review of the Thick disk model
we refer to [8] and references therein. In this model, the
four-velocity and stress-energy tensor reduce to

uµ = (ut, 0, 0, uφ) , (35)
Tµν = (ε+ p)uνu

µ + δµνp , (36)

where uµ is the 4-velocity of the fluid satisfying uµuµ =
−1, ε is the total energy density and p is the gas pressure
for a comoving observer. In the stress-energy tensor, the
parts related to the dissipation due to the process like
viscosity or the heat conduction is neglected. The cor-
responding redshift factor in the static set up is given
by

ut =

√
gttgφφ

l2gtt + gφφ
, (37)

where l is the constant of motion in this context related
to the specific angular momentum and energy, reads as

l =
L

E
. (38)

The equation ∇µTµν = 0, where ∇µ denotes the covari-
ant derivative with respect to the Levi-Civita connection,
is then written as [55],

−∇ν lnut +
Ω∇ν l

1− lΩ
=

1

ε+ p
∇νp . (39)

where Ω is the angular velocity is defined by

Ω =
uφ

ut
. (40)
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FIG. 2. Specific angular momentum l2 as a function of radius
r of circular orbits, for different choices of λ. From top to
bottom line λ = 10, 50, 100, 140, 500,∞. The dots indicate
the values of l2mb and l2ms.

For a barotropic equation of state it turns out that this
equation has solution when Ω = Ω(l), then by integration

− ln
|ut|
|(ut)in|

+

∫ l

lin

Ωdl

1− Ωl
=

∫ p

pin

dp

ε+ p
=: Win −W,

(41)

where (ut)in, pin and lin refer to the value of these quan-
tities at the inner edge of the disk, and W provides the
equipotential surfaces topology of the disk.

Therefore, by choosing l and explicitly Ω = Ω(l), we
can build the equipotential surfaces. There are different
choices for specifying l; however, in the real astrophys-
ical situations l would be given by dissipative processes
which are not known. Then, instead of prescribing this
unknown dissipative processes, in the analytical approach
one directly prescribes a model for the angular momen-
tum l, either l = const. [55] or a non-constant angular
momentum distribution e.g. [56, 57].

In what follows, we consider a constant distribution of
angular momentum to study the structure and the prop-
erties of these equilibrium configurations for different λ
parameters in the Born-Infeld teleparallel gravity. We
compare the result to the Schwarzschild solution, which
is its counterpart in GR.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

For this analysis, we consider a constant specific an-
gular momentum l ≡ l0. In this case, the potential W
in (41) reduces to W = ln |ut|. It has extrema exactly
at the positions where l0 = l(r0), where r0 is the radius
of a geodesic circular orbit in the equatorial plane. In

FIG. 3. Specific angular momentum of the marginally bound
orbit l2ms (lower blue line) and the marginally stable orbit l2mb

(upper red line) as a function of λ.

Fig. 2, we therefore plotted l2 as a function of the radius
of circular orbit for different choices of λ, correspond-
ing to the values presented in Table I. Based on this in-
vestigation, several configurations can be constructed for
different choices of l0, namely,

• l0 < lms: no disks possible

• lms < l0 < lmb: bound disk structures are possible,
one of them with a cusp

• l0 > lmb: the disk can not have a cusp

If l = lms we do not have a disk but a ring, and if l = lmb

the cusp is located at the marginally closed surface that
just extents to infinity. The variation of these two angular
momentum distributions lmb and lms is shown in Fig. 3
as a function of λ. In Fig. 4 we show a typical example
of the effective potential W for the case lms < l0 < lmb.

We now explore the dependence of the disk configura-
tions on the spacetime parameter λ for the particularly
interesting cases where lms < l0 < lmb. To fix the specific
angular momentum l in this range in a way that enables a
meaningful comparison between the different spacetimes,
we choose to set it to the mean value l0 = (lms + lmb)/2
for each value of λ. For this choice, we show the disk
configurations for different values of λ in Fig. 5. In each
plot, the green line indicates the equipotential surface
corresponding to a cusp. Material from a disk filling
this surface would then flow over the cusp and accrete
into the central object, similar to a Roche lobe overflow
(that is however not part of the analytical model). Blue
lines inside the green line indicate possible bound disk
structures without actual accretion. In general, a deeper
analysis reveals that we have a larger disk size for smaller
values of λ as we anticipated from Fig. 1. However, by
comparing the plots in Fig. 5 we see that the influence of
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FIG. 4. The function W (41) in the equatorial plane for λ =
140 and l0 = (lms + lmb)/2. Equipotential surfacesW = const
corresponding to a bound disk can exist anywhere between
the two extremal values.

λ on the shape of the disk is marginal for realistic values
λ & 140.

For further analysis of the influence of λ, let us con-
sider the case of l0 = lmb, where the cusp is located on
the marginally closed potential surface. Here the differ-
ence δW between the potential value at the cusp and
the center of the disk becomes maximal (Generally, as-
suming a specific equation of state for the system, this
difference will translate into a pressure gradient). For the
Schwarzschild case (corresponds to λ = ∞), this differ-
ence is exactly given by

δW =
1

2
ln

22

9 + 5
√

5
≈ 0.0432. (42)

This difference generally increases for smaller λ. In Fig. 6
we show the difference ∆W = δWλ − δWSch.

We again see that the influence of λ on the poten-
tial differences, and therefore on the pressure gradients
within the disk is very small, even for rather small val-
ues of λ. For comparison, in a maximal Kerr spacetime
δW = 1

2 ln 3 ≈ 0.55 [55]. The influence of a rotation will
therefore cover the influence of λ.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

Born-Infeld teleparallel gravity is one of the most suc-
cessful f(T)-gravity theories so far, regarding the exis-
tence of non-perturbative solutions and comparison with
experiments. In this article, we added a different piece to
the puzzle of its viability and paved the way for further
investigations by studying teleparallel accretion disks.

More precisely, we investigate the structure of equipo-
tential surfaces of the analytical Thick accretion disk
model in this setup. On our way to construct the Thick
accretion disk of the Born-Infeld f(T )-gravity general-
ization of Schwarzschild geometry (13), we studied the
influence of the teleparallel modifications, parameterized
by the theory parameter λ on several further character-
istics.

In particular, we found the expression of the Komar
mass, which needs to be taken into account when the
weak field limit of the solution is studied. It turned out
that the PPN parameter γ is identical to the one found
in Schwarzschild geometry, but β puts a bound on the
teleparallel parameter of λ & 140. Of course, studying
and understanding the influence of the choice of tetrad
on the PPN analysis of f(T )-gravity is an important fu-
ture research direction, which became visible due to our
analysis.

Furthermore, to construct the disk model we derived
and analyze the effective potential, and explicitly the
characteristic, marginally bound and marginally stable,
orbits. Their dependence on the teleparallel parameter
λ was plotted in Fig. 1. In fact, we saw a large differ-
ence only for much smaller values of λ. As byproduct
we found the modification of the photon sphere. The
first order modifications of these orbits are displayed in
equations (34), (32) and (30), respectively.

Finally, we presented the panel of disk configurations
for different values of λ in Fig. 5. In general, for larger
values of λ we have smaller disk configurations, which
means the size of the disk is a monotonically decreas-
ing function of λ. However, the influence of the telepar-
allel parameter λ on the shape of the accretion disk is
nearly invisible for λ & 140. To quantify this effect we
considered the difference in equipotential δW between
the cusp and the center of an accretion disk and com-
pared it to the value in Schwarzschild spacetime, for
λ & 140. It turns out that ∆W = δWλ − δWSch <
0.00002, while for an extremal Kerr black hole we obtain
∆W = δWKerr − δWSch ≈ 0.51. Hence the influence of
rotation on the accretion disk is way larger than the influ-
ence of the teleparallel parameter. For very slowly rotat-
ing black holes there exist degeneracies, in the meaning
that it cannot be distinguished if ∆W originates from a
teleparallel modification or a slow rotation. The achieved
results are already exciting. Nevertheless, to discriminate
between teleparallel gravity and GR effects considering
rotation, the next step is to find a Born-Infeld teleparallel
gravity solution which generalizes Kerr geometry whose
nonrotating limit coincides with the spherically symmet-
ric solution studied in this work.
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