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Black holes shielded by magnetic fields
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Black holes (BHs) formed by collapsing and/or merging of magnetized progenitors, have magnetic
fields penetrating the event horizon, and there are several possible scenarios. Thus, the no-hair
theorem that assumes the outside medium is a vacuum, is not applicable in this case. Bearing this
in mind and considering a Schwarzschild BH of mass M immersed in a uniform magnetic field B,
we show that all three frequencies related to the equatorial circular orbit of a test particle become
imaginary for the orbits of radii rB > 2B−1. It signifies that if a BH is surrounded by a magnetic
field of order B ∼ R−1

g (where Rg is the gravitational radius of the BH), a test particle could unable
to continue its regular geodesic motion from/at r > rB, hence the accretion disk could not be formed,
and the motion of other stellar objects around the BH could be absent. As the BHs are generally
detected by watching for their effects on nearby stars and gas, a magnetic field of order B ∼ R−1

g

could be able to shield a BH in such a way that it could remain undetectable. Motivated with this
theoretical investigation and considering the sphere (of radius rf ) of magnetic influence around an
astrophysical BH, we constrain B, above which a magnetized BH could remain undetectable. For
example, M = 109M⊙ BH surrounded by B > 106 G and M = 10M⊙ BH surrounded by B > 1014

G could remain undetectable for rf ∼ 105Rg . In other words, our result also explains why a detected

SMBH has surprisingly weak magnetic field.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) has recently
imaged the polarized emission around the supermas-
sive black hole (SMBH) M87* on event-horizon scales,
and estimated the average magnetic field ∼ 1− 30 G
[1]. In an another interesting paper [2], it is mentioned
that the emission models of Sagittarius A* require
magnetic fields of about 30 − 100 G to explain the
synchrotron radiation from close to the event hori-
zon. It is also inferred that the upper limit of the
magnetic field in the X-ray corona of the BH Cygnus
X-1 rises to 107 G [3]. These are just a few example.
Almost all the BHs are perhaps surrounded by a non-
zero magnetic field, even it is very less compared to
the magnetic field (1015 G) of a magnetar (the origin
and the characteristics of which are also completely
different from a BH). In general, the Gauss order mag-
netic field is considered as strong enough in case of
a (supermassive-)BH. Although the BHs formed by
collapsing of magnetized progenitors, have magnetic
fields penetrating the event horizon, and there are sev-
eral possible scenarios, we have not yet found such a
BH in our Universe, which possesses a magnetic field
of the same order of magnitude of a magnetar.

The motion of charged particles has been widely
studied [4–7] considering a weakly magnetized
Schwarzschild BH, and many interesting result found.
On the other hand, the motion of a neutral test
particle (which is very important from the astro-
physical point of view) in the strongly magnetized
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Schwarzschild BH is not studied so far. It might be
due to the following reason that a strong magnetic
field has not been detected around a BH yet and/or
it is generally assumed that a strong magnetic field
cannot exist around a BH. A relatively more plausible
physical reason for the absence of detection of strong
magnetic fields associated with BHs could be due to
the vacuum breakdown which allows the vacuum to
break down for the creation of electron-positron pairs
[8]. This argues against the accumulation of dynam-
ically significant magnetic fields onto a BH, and the
same remain undetected. However, considering the
simple enough magnetized BH spacetime (i.e., mag-
netized Schwarzschild) with no assumption on the
magnetic field intensity, here we show that a strongly
magnetized BH might exist in nature but remain un-
detectable.
The BHs are generally detected by watching for

their effects on nearby stars (which orbit the BH),
and gas (which forms the accretion disk around a
BH). In both the cases, the motion of the test par-
ticles is governed by the Kepler motion. An orbiting
test particle can have three different frequencies due
to its motion, which play a significant role in astro-
physics. The Kepler frequency gives the rate of ro-
tation of a test particle in an orbit, the periastron
precession frequency gives the precession of the or-
bit and the orbital/nodal plane precession frequency
gives the precession of the orbital plane. The true
nature of the central object could be inferred [3, 4]
by analyzing these three frequencies (for example, see
[11, 12]). Studying the nature of these three funda-
mental frequencies in the magnetized Schwarzschild
spacetime, we constrain the magnetic field for a as-
trophysical BH, above which a magnetized BH could
remain undetectable.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.11356v3
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One should note here the difference between the
accretion in quasars and that in low-luminosity ac-
tive galactic nuclei. The former is well-modeled
by the Novikov-Thorne like [13] thin-disk accretion,
where the particles move on the circular timelike Ke-
plerian orbits down to the innermost-stable-circular-
orbit (ISCO). For the latter, the hot accretion flows
extend all the way down to the horizon and tend to be
sub-Keplerian. However, the arguments presented in
this current work can also be applied approximately
to the case of hot accretion. In fact, in this letter we
have sometimes mentioned the accretion for M87* and
Sgr A* as examples. The reason behind that is, both
objects are quite well-known due to the recent EHT
observations [1, 14] which also establish the presence
of horizon-scale magnetic fields for M87* [1].
The BHs formed by collapsing and/or merging of

the magnetized progenitors, have magnetic fields pen-
etrating the event horizon [15]. Thus, the no-hair
theorem that assumes the outside medium is a vac-
uum, is not applicable in this case [15]. However, the
gravitational collapse induced by an endoparasitic BH
through capturing of dark matter into a neutron star
(NS) [16], spinning down of a rotationally supported
hypermassive NS [17], by acquiring the magnetic flux
through merging of a BH with one (or multiple) mag-
netized NS(s) [18] or magnetar(s), or by the accretion
mechanism, a BH is magnetized.
In fact, in case of a BH formation by collapsing of a

NS, the magnetic field lines are effectively “frozen in”
the star both before and during collapse [19]. In the
limit of no-resistivity [19], this introduces a topolog-
ical constraint that prevents the magnetic field from
sliding off the horizon [15]. Consequently, the newly-
formed BH conserves the magnetic flux during col-
lapse of a magnetized NS/magnetar to a BH. Now, if
a non-rotating BH is surrounded by a uniform mag-
netic field, it could be described by the magnetized
Schwarzschild BH metric which we are going to dis-
cuss in the next section.

II. MAGNETIZED SCHWARZSCHILD

BLACK HOLE

The exact electrovacuum solution (in the ge-
ometrized unit) of the Einstein-Maxwell equation for
the magnetized Schwarzschild BH of mass M can be
written as [20]

ds2 = Λ2

[

−
(

1−
2M

r

)

dt2 +
dr2

1− 2M
r

+ r2dθ2

]

+ Λ−2r2 sin2 θdφ2 (1)

where Λ = 1 + 1
4
B2r2 sin2 θ, and B is a constant and

homogeneous magnetic field around the BH, directed
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FIG. 1: Various values of r (in ‘Rg ’) vs B (in ‘R−1
g ’).

Although rB and RISCO coincide with Rh for B = R−1
g ,

both of them disappear behind the horizon for B > R−1
g .

Rm coincides with RISCO and RCPO at r = 4.12Rg for
B = Bcr.

along the polar axis of a spherical coordinate system
[2]. If a non-rotating 1 BH immersed in a magnetic
field B, the above-mentioned metric (Eq. 1) can de-
scribe its surroundings. Now, by virtue of the cylin-
drical symmetry, one needs to compare the energy
(πr2RgB

2/8π) of the magnetic field for a cylinder of
radius r and 2 height Rg (≡ GNM/c2), with the mass
M itself [2], to estimate the relative contribution of
the magnetic field energy and mass M of the BH to
the metric. Gal’tsov and Petukhov [2] found then
that a homogeneous magnetic field starts to distort
the metric at a distance from r = 0 in the order of
B−1. From this, they obtained a characteristic grav-
itational scale of the magnetic field strength close to
a BH of mass M as [2, 23]

B ≃ BM ∼ 2.4× 1019
M⊙

M
Gauss (2)

= 2.4× 1019
(

GNM⊙/c
2

Rg

)

Gauss

where M⊙ is the solar mass. Note that as an elec-
trovacuum solution of the Einstein-Maxwell equation,
the scalar curvature or the Ricci scalar is zero for Eq.
(1), whereas the Kretschmann scalar (see Eq. (A1) of
[5]) is a function of B and M . Actually, the stronger

1 Note that the Kerr BH immersed in a uniform magnetic field
was considered upto the linear order in B in [22] (see Eq. 3.2
of [22]). Thus, the background metric (Eq. 3.2 of [22]) re-
mained as the pure Kerr metric and was not a function of
B as well. For this reason, the same is not applicable to the
strong magnetic field like B ∼ R

−1
g . On the other hand, in

our case, Eq. (1) is the exact electrovacuum solution (non-
rotating) of the Einstein-Maxwell equation, and the metric
(Eq. 1) is a function of B. No approximation to B is con-
sidered in Eq. (1).

2 GN is the Newton’s gravitational constant and c is the speed
of light in the vacuum.
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FIG. 2: Veff vs r for various values of B for l = 20Rg .
For B > Bcr = 0.189R−1

g , the arbitrarily high effective
potential does not allow a test particle to cross the barrier
(indicated by the red dot-dashed curve) located at rB ≈

10.53Rg .

the magnetic field is, the more it is concentrated near
the axis of symmetry, i.e., θ = 0 and θ = π [2]. This
is signified by the value of Larmor radius: rB = 2B−1

[25] along the equatorial plane θ = π/2 (see the red
dashed curve of FIG. 1 and the orange dotted curve
of FIG. 1 of [26]).

As B is expressed in R−1
g unit, rB is in the length

unit (i.e., Rg). Here, one should also note that the
geometrized unit of B is meter−1, and 1 m−1 in the
geometrized unit is equivalent to 1.23 × 1023 G. Al-
though a magnetic field of order BM significantly dis-
torts the spacetime, it does not change the form of
the radius (Rh) of the horizon and the so-called sur-
face gravity [2]. One intriguing feature is that, even
a sufficiently small magnetic field B << BM that
extends to a sufficiently large distance, begins to in-
fluence the metric at large distance r [2], in princi-
ple. From the theoretical point of view, there exist
a critical value of magectic field: Bcr = 2

√
3(169 +

38
√
19)−1/2R−1

g ≈ 0.189R−1
g above which no circu-

lar photon orbit (CPO) exists [2] (see FIG. 1 and the
related discussion in [26]). In addition, the arbitrar-
ily high effective potential (Veff) for B ≥ Bcr does
not allow a test particle (even a photon) to cross the
barrier of Veff (see FIG. 2 and the related discussion
in [26]). Thus, from the theoretical point of view,
the upper limit of B is B = 0.189R−1

g , above which

(B > 0.189R−1
g ) a BH should remain undetectable.

The magnetized Schwarzschild metric (Eq. 1) is
not asymptotically flat, which means that the mag-
netic field is extended to infinity. However, in reality,
the magnetic field of a BH cannot be extended upto
r → ∞. Therefore, for the practical purpose, here
we consider the uniform magnetic fields are perceived

upto a fixed radius rf (say, rf ∼ 105Rg [27, 28]) 3

around an astrophysical BH. The similar structure is
also considered in other papers [2, 33, 34] as well. For
example, the typical size of the uniform magnetic field
(B ∼ 1015 G) for a magnetar is taken as 108 km [33]
which is 107 times of its radius (i.e., ∼ 10 km). In our
case, we have studied those BHs which are formed
by collapsing and/or by merging of the magnetized
progenitors (e.g. neutron stars, magnetars), and that
the magnetic field cannot ‘slide off’ from these BHs as
shown in [15]. Therefore, considering all the above-
mentioned facts, we choose rf as 105 times of the ra-
dius (∼ 2Rg) of the BH. Note that rf ∼ 105Rg is not
considered as a stringent upper/lower limit. Rather,
it (rf ∼ 105Rg) is chosen as an empirical value for
the purpose of demonstration in a realistic scenario,
as discussed above.
Thus, rB does not arise at all in reality for B <<

BM , as rB >> rf . For example, B = 102 G= 10−21

m−1 [2] seems to be extremely weak compared to
BM ∼ 1012 G ∼ 10−11 m−1, if one fits/models the
supermassive BH (SMBH) Sgr A* in the magnetized
Schwarzschild metric mentioned in Eq. (1). Notice,
here the calculated rB ∼ 1021 m ≡ 1011Rg >> rf
is unfeasible, hence rB does not occur in this case.
For rB >> rf (applicable only for the weakly magne-
tized Schwarzschild BH), the effect of magnetic fields
at r > rf is almost zero.

III. MAGNETICALLY SHIELDED BLACK

HOLES

It was pointed out in [2] that the magnetic field does
not only produce a barrier for the plasma, but also
for the neutral particles and prevents their escaping
to the infinity. These particles create an atmosphere
near the event horizon of the BH having the shape of

3 Although the sphere of gravitational influence could be ex-
tended upto r ∼ 107Rg, the uniform B is not necessarily
extended upto the same distance. r ∼ 102Rg [28, 29] is con-
sidered to be close to a BH in the accretion physics [30],
whereas the outer radius of the disk is generally considered
as ∼ 105Rg − 106Rg [27, 28, 30, 31]. In case of the orbiting
star around a BH, the reference of the farthest (closest) star
S85 (S4711) orbiting Sgr A* with a period P = 3580 yr (7.6
yr [32]) with the orbital radius ∼ 106Rg (∼ 104Rg) could
be also taken into consideration. Here we consider that the
stars and gas orbit a BH safely (without being destroyed by
the central BH instantaneously), if their orbits occur in the
range of 104Rg − 106Rg . In that case, they should be fairly
detected from the astrophysical observation. Referring to
the above scenarios, here we consider the sphere of magnetic
influence as rf ∼ 105Rg. This astrophysically detectable
range should be valid for both the accretion disk and orbit-
ing stars. Using this idea, we can constrain B, above which
a magnetized BH could remain undetectable.
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a surface of revolution [2]. A magnetic field around
the BH with a specific radius rf (sphere of magnetic
influence) could be now perceived due to this. In such
a situation, rB plays an important role, i.e., if rB ≤
rf , the magnetic field at r < rf might be able to
shield the BH from the external disturbances.

Now, as all the three frequencies (see Eqs. 3 – 5 of
[26]) become imaginary [5] for r > rB, a test particle
motion in a circular geodesic starting from/at r ≥ rB
seems to be unfeasible, provided rB occurs for this
specific case, i.e., rB ≤ rf . If the value of magnetic
field is much lower than R−1

g , i.e., B << R−1
g , a test

particle motion along the geodesic is not hampered
in the realistic cases. In that case, rB is much big-
ger than Rh and rf as discussed before, and, hence,
rB could not arise at all in a realistic case. Due to
the same reason, Sgr A* should not face any problem
to accrete matter from other astronomical objects.
There is also a possibility of disruption of the ax-
isymmetric accretion disk (known as magnetically ar-
rested disk) in presence of a strong magnetic field (not
as strong as B ∼ 0.189R−1

g ), due to which the mat-
ter eventually free-falls following the magnetic field
lines [35] depending on the other parameter values
and specific conditions.

If a strong magnetic field in the order of B ∼
0.189R−1

g or slightly below of it exists around a
Schwarzschild BH, a surface of revolution [2] near the
event horizon could be formed and rB occurs within
rf (i.e, rf & rB). As the regular geodesic motion
is not possible for r ≥ rB, the BH cannot accrete
matter from the other objects those exist outside of
this barrier. In spite of that, if an object (e.g., stars,
small BHs etc.) comes at r < rB, the accretion disk
should be formed, in principle. But the wideness of
the disk, i.e., (rB − RISCO) is too narrow to form
an accretion disk for B ∼ 0.189R−1

g , where RISCO

is the radius of ISCO (see Eq. 8 of [26] and FIG.
1). Moreover, the particles of the disk should not fol-
low the geodesics due to the presence of strong mag-
netic fields, as shown in [35]. In fact, it is hardly
possible to cross the surface of revolution containing
charged and neutral particles [2] and reach the horizon
(see FIG. 2). Eventually, for the existence of such a
strong magnetic field, the accretion disk could not be
formed in reality. The astronomers generally detect
the BHs by watching for their effects on nearby stars
and gas. If the accretion disk do not form and the reg-
ular geodesic motion is absent, it would be extremely
difficult to detect such a BH which is immersed in a
strong magnetic field (B ∼ R−1

g ). Even CPO does not

occur for B > 0.189R−1
g [2], as seen from FIG. 1. In

fact, the BHs surrounded by B > 0.189R−1
g cannot be

detected by any means, as all the test particle motion
including the photons motions are refrained to cross
the arbitrarily high potential barrier (see FIGs. 1 and

2). We can call them as the magnetically shielded
black holes.
For a realistic astrophysical scenario, a BH with

much lower value of Bcr could remain undetectable.
For example, if rB occurs within the range of rf (see
the discussion of footnote 3), the upper limit of B is
calculated as Bs ∼ 1/rf instead of B = 2/rB. Con-
sidering 4 rf ∼ 105Rg, one obtains

Bs ∼ 10−5R−1
g = 8.2× 1014M⊙/M Gauss. (3)

Therefore, if a BH of mass M is surrounded by
B > Bs, its existence could be obscure. On the other
hand, the BHs with B < Bs are perceptible. This is
depicted in FIG. 3 .
While this type of isolated BHs do not produce de-

tectable emission, their gravity can bend and focus
light from background objects. Therefore, there may
a possibility to detect them with the help of gravita-
tional lensing, but the measurement of magnetic field
intensity B around the same might remain unsuccess-
ful from the present technological expertise. There-
fore, such type of highly magnetized BHs remain im-
perceptible to us.

Obscure

Perceptible

104 107 1010
M (inM

⊙
)

108

1011

1014

Bs (in G)

FIG. 3: The solid red line represents the upper limit of
magnetic field Bs = 8.2 × 1014M⊙/M G for detection of
a magnetized BH, which divides the Bs −M space in the
perceptible and obscure regions. For example, a M =
109M⊙ BH might remain undetectable or obscure if it is
surrounded by B & 106 G.

IV. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

Considering the simple enough magnetized BH
metric, we have first theoretically shown that it is im-

4 Motivated with our theoretical result, we try to show that
a magnetic field could shield a BH from the detection in
reality, and, hence, we choose (by some physical arguments)
an empirical value rf ∼ 105Rg for the realistic scenario. If
one choose rf ∼ 103Rg (or some other values instead of
rf ∼ 105Rg), the values of Y axis of FIG. 3 will be increased
by the two orders of magnitude as shown Eq. (3).
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possible to detect a BH, if it is immersed in a magnetic
field ofB > Bcr ≈ 0.189R−1

g . With the absence of any
orbital motion of a test particle, the photon motion
is also seized and CPO does not occur for B > Bcr.
Motivated with this theoretical result, we have con-
strained the magnetic field for the astrophysical BHs,
in the second part of this letter. We have shown in
FIG. 3 the intensity of magnetic field Bs around a
BH, above which (Bs > 10−5R−1

g ) it could not be
detected from the astrophysical observation. For ex-
ample, a M = 109M⊙ and a M = 10M⊙ BHs could
remain undetected if they are surrounded by B ∼ 106

G andB ∼ 1014 G, respectively. This is because of the
presence of rB which is around rf ∼ 105Rg. In other
words, our result explains why a detected SMBH has
surprisingly weak magnetic field. It also means that
the strongly magnetized SMBHs may exist in nature,
but it would remain undetectable.
Note that our result is based on the similar assump-

tions made in [15], and the no-hair theorem is not
applicable in this case. If one still considers that the
fate of the magnetic flux on the event horizon has to
be in accordance with the no-hair theorem, the only
way to lose the magnetic field of BH is to change
its topology (reconnect), as proposed in [25]. How-
ever, it is not necessarily true that the collapse of a
magnetized progenitors naturally creates conditions
favorable for efficient reconnection, as clearly argued
in [15]. Therefore, the scenarios presented in [15] and
[25] are not the same, and our proposition does not
violate what presented in [25].
Secondly, we have studied here the trajectories of

a single neutral test particle in a uniform magnetic
field in a simplest-possible magnetized BH. This is
similar to the case, as one deduces the three funda-
mental frequencies (e.g., Kepler frequency, radial and
vertical epicyclic frequencies) [3, 4, 11, 12, 36] in the
accretion disk theory, assuming the motion of a test

particle around a BH. We do not make our study com-
plicated by introducing the plasma dynamics (follow-
ing [2, 5–7] and so on) as we think our assumption
suffices for our purpose. One may definitely consider
this problem in a complex scenario in a later stage.
Our result could be improved if the more and more
complex situation is considered, e.g. by introducing
the plasma dynamics, orbital eccentricity, variation of
the magnetic field and so on.

The metric dealt with in this letter is not asymp-
totically flat, as the Schwarzschild BH is considered
to be immersed in a uniform magnetic field. One plus
point of the magnetized Schwarzschild metric is that
it is the exact electrovacuum solution of Einstein-
Maxwell equation. This is also a standard practice to
consider a uniform magnetic field around the BH to
explain the many astrophysical phenomena (e.g. see
[4–7, 35, 37–39] and so on), as it is easier to handle.
Due to the same reason, here we have also considered
the uniform magnetic field to find the upper limit of
B around a BH, for which the astrophysical detection
of such a BH is possible. Note that here we have
assumed that the BH maintains an approximately
uniform magnetic field upto rf . For a varying mag-
netic field, the value of Bs is not supposed to change
enormously in the region r < rf ∼ 105Rg. Consider-
ing the full (magnetized) Kerr metric [40], we have
already studied the influence of the Kerr parameter
on Bs, but no significant changes are found on the
same. We suppose to report it in a future publication.
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Supplementary Material: Black holes shielded by magnetic fields
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Circular photon orbit in the magnetized Schwarzschild spacetime

The mertic for the magnetized Schwarzschild black hole (BH) is introduced in Eq. (1) of [1]. The said metric
describes a BH of mass M surrounded by an uniform magnetic field B. The gravitational radius (Rg) of the
BH can be written as Rg = GNM/c2, where GN is the Newton’s gravitational constant and c is the speed of
light in the vacuum. Deriving the circular photon orbit (CPO) equation:

3B2r3 − 5RgB
2r2 − 4r + 12Rg = 0 (1)

for the above-mentioned BH, and solving it, we obtain two positive real roots for all B values for 0 < B < Bcr,
where

Bcr = 2
√
3(169 + 38

√
19)−1/2R−1

g ≈ 0.189R−1
g (2)

is a critical value of magnetic field above which no circular photon orbit (CPO) exists [2]. Note that one obtains
only one positive real root for B = Bcr. CPO does not occur for B > Bcr, as seen from the solid magenta
curve of FIG. 1 of [1]. For B → 0, the radii (rCPO) of the two CPOs are 3Rg and ∞ [2], respectively.

Fundamental frequencies in the magnetized Schwarzschild spacetime

The three fundamental frequencies related to the orbit of a test particle, and important for the accretion
disk theory, are directly derived from the magnetic Schwarzschild metric components. These are, Keplerian
frequency Ωφ, periastron precession frequency : Ωper, and orbital/nodal plane precession frequency: Ωnod [3, 4].
These three frequencies could be inferred by measuring the quasi-periodic-oscillations (QPOs) frequencies come
from the inner accretion disk [3, 4]. In a very recent paper [5], the above mentioned three frequencies are
obtained as

Ωφ =
(4 +B2r2)2

16

√

Rg(4− 3B2r2) + 2B2r3

r3(4−B2r2)
, (3)

Ωnod = Ωφ −
√

Rg

r3
, (4)

and,

Ωper = Ωφ −
1

r2(4 +B2r2)

√

N

(4 −B2r2)
, (5)

where

N = 4B2r4(32− 12B2r2 + 3B4r4)−R2
g(384− 672B2r2 + 200B4r4 − 30B6r6)

+ Rgr(64− 624B2r2 + 204B4r4 − 37B6r6). (6)

A close observation reveals that all three frequencies (Eqs. 3–5), become imaginary for r > rB = 2B−1 which is
depicted by the red dashed line in FIG. 1 of [1]. In general, all the above-mentioned three frequencies decrease
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to zero at r → ∞ in any asymptotic spacetime, e.g., Schwarzchild, Kerr spacetimes etc., whereas they behave
differently in the magnetized Schwarzschild spacetime. Setting dΩφ/dr = 0 for r = Rm, one obtains

12B6R7
m − 15RgB

6R6
m − 80B4R5

m + 132RgB
4R4

m − 208RgB
2R2

m + 192Rg = 0. (7)

Now, by solving Eq. (7) one can find the decreasing trend in the three frequencies (with increasing r) upto the
fixed radius r = Rm for the magnetized Schwarzschild spacetime, where Ωφ becomes minimum (for example,
see FIG. 1). This is expected in the asymptotic limit of any asymptotic spacetime. As Eq. (7) cannot be solved
analytically, we solve it numerically and depicted by the solid black line in FIG. 1 of [1].
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FIG. 1: The Kepler frequency for magnetized (Ωφ) and regular (ΩφS) Schwarzschild BHs are drawn only for reference.
The orange curve stands for B = 0.01R−1

g , and, hence, RISCO = 5.92Rg , Rm = 45.68Rg and rB = 200Rg < rf .

Innermost stable circular orbit in the magnetized Schwarzschild BH

In a very recent paper [5], the radius (RISCO) of the innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO) is obtained by
solving

12B6r8 − 37B6Rgr
7 + (30B6R2

g − 48B4)r6 + 204B4Rgr
5 + (128B2 − 200B4R2

g)r
4

− 624B2Rgr
3 + 672B2R2

gr
2 + 64Rg(r − 6Rg) = 0 (8)

(one may also see Eq. 16 of [5] and the related discussion) at r = RISCO. For a regular Schwarzschild BH (with
B = 0), RISCO = 6Rg can be obtained from Eq. (8), whereas for B = R−1

g the ISCO coincides with the horizon

Rh = 2Rg. For B > R−1
g , the ISCO occurs at r < 2Rg, in principle. Thus, all orbits at r > 2Rg are stable in

that sense. As the ISCO equation (Eq. 8) cannot be solved analytically, we solve it numerically and obtain the
dot-dashed blue curve as shown in FIG. 1 of [1]. If the value of B increases from 0 to R−1

g and more, the ISCO
radius decreases from 6Rg to 2Rg and then disappears behind the horizon. In fact, for the realistic cases, it
is too difficult to exist the stable circular orbits in such a high magnetic fields (e.g., B ∼ 1010 − 1011 T) [6].
For weak magnetic field, i.e., B << R−1

g , the ISCO occurs close to 6Rg but the exact value is lower than 6Rg

[7]. If we increase the value of B from 0 to R−1
g , the difference between (rB − RISCO) decreases and vanishes

on the horizon for B = R−1
g . For further increment of B, i.e., B > R−1

g , the all rB and RISCO are seem to be
unfeasible.

Effective potential

The effective potential (Veff) for the magnetized Schwarzschild spacetime is written as [2]

Veff = Λ2
0

(

1−
2Rg

r

)(

1 +
l2Λ2

0

r2

)

(9)

where l is the angular momentum of the test particle and Λ0 = 1 + r2/r2B. For B → 0, Veff resembles Eq.
(9.28) of [8]. In the weak magnetic field (i.e., B << R−1

g ), the term Λ2
0 → 1. On the other hand, Λ2

0 starts to

2



dominate for B ∼ R−1
g , and make the potential barrier so high (see FIG. 2 of [1]) that the test particles cannot

cross it at all.
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