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Abstract
We confront Yukawa modified cosmology, proposed in [Jusufi et al. arXiv:2304.11492], with data from Supernovae Type

Ia (SNe Ia) and Hubble parameter (OHD) observations. Yukawa cosmology is obtained from a Yukawa-like gravitational
potential, with coupling parameter α and wavelength parameter λ, which gives rise to modified Friedmann equations. We
show that the agreement with observations is very efficient, and within 1σ confidence level we find the best-fit parameters
λ =

(
2693+1191

−1262

)
Mpc, α = 0.416+1.137

−0.326, and a graviton mass of mg =
(
2.374+2.095

−0.728

)
× 10−42 GeV. Additionally, we establish

a connection between the effective dark matter and dark energy density parameters and the angular radius of the black hole
shadow of the SgrA and M87 black holes in the low-redshift limit, consistent with the Event Horizon Telescope findings.

I. INTRODUCTION

According to modern cosmology, the universe’s large-
scale structure is homogeneous and isotropic. Addition-
ally, it is believed that cold dark matter, a type of matter
that is not visible and only interacts through gravity, ex-
ists [1–5]. However, despite numerous efforts, there have
not been any direct detection of dark matter particles
and their existence is only inferred from its gravitational
effects on galaxies and larger structures. On the other
hand, dark energy is also introduced to explain the uni-
verse accelerated expansion [6], supported by numerous
observations [7–9].

The ΛCDM paradigm has proven to be the most suc-
cessful model in modern cosmology. This scenario can
describe cosmological observations with the least num-
ber of parameters [10]. However, specific fundamental
physics concepts remain to be fully understood, such as
the microphysical nature of dark matter and dark energy.
Since scalar fields play a significant role in the physical
description of the universe in the inflationary scenario
[11], a quintessence scalar field is used in a generalization
of the ΛCDM model [12–18]. Additionally, multi-scalar
field models can describe various epochs of the cosmo-
logical history [19–25]. Moreover, a unified description
of the matter and dark energy epochs was presented for
a class of scalar-torsion theories, providing a Hamilto-
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nian description [26]. Nevertheless, there is direction in
the literature that deviates from this line of thought and
supports the idea that observations can be explained by
altering Einstein’s equations, leading to modified theories
of gravity [27–42].

Concerning dark matter, which is needed to explain
the galaxy rotation curves [43], one of the first theo-
ries suggesting an explanation for the flatness of rotation
curves was the Modified Newtonian dynamics (MOND)
proposed by Milgrom [44], which modifies Newton’s law
[45–51]. Other interesting proposals are the superfluid
dark matter [52], the Bose-Einstein condensate [53], etc.

On the other hand, black holes are intriguing astro-
nomical objects and can potentially test the theories of
gravity in strong gravitational fields. One of the most
fascinating aspects of black holes is their shadow image.
The black hole’s silhouette is a dark region that results
from the immense gravitational pull of the black hole,
which bends the path of light rays near it. Specifically,
photons emitted from a bright source close to a black hole
can either be drawn into the black hole or scattered away
from it and into infinity. Additionally, critical geodesics
separate the first two sets, known as unstable spherical
orbits. By observing the critical photon geodesic trajec-
tories in the sky, we can obtain the black hole shadow
[54–76]. With the recent results, the black hole shadow
for the supermassive black holes M87 and Sgr A was con-
firmed by the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) collabora-
tion [77–82].

In the present paper, we follow an approach motivated
by cosmology and quantum field theories; we aim to
study the dark sector by introducing the Yukawa poten-
tial [83–87]. We adopt the viewpoint of Verlinde and con-
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sider gravity as an entropic force caused by the changes
in the system’s information [88]. Verlinde further ar-
gued that dark matter is an apparent effect, i.e., a con-
sequence of the baryonic matter [89]. Furthermore, the
corresponding entropic force was used in deriving the cor-
rected Friedmann equations due to the minimal length,
as recently studied in [90–93].

In particular, as it was recently shown in [93], dark
matter can be explained by the coupling between bary-
onic matter through a long-range force via the Yukawa
gravitational potential. This coupling is characterized
by the coupling parameter α, the wavelength parameter
λ, and the Planck length l0. The modified Friedmann
equations are derived using Verlinde’s entropic force in-
terpretation of gravity based on the holographic scenario
and the equipartition law of energy. An equation con-
nects the dark matter density, dark energy density, and
baryonic matter density. It is worth noting that dark
matter is not associated with a particle but is an ap-
parent effect. Dark energy is related to graviton mass
and α, indicating that the cosmological constant can be
viewed as a self-interaction effect between gravitons. The
model parameters were estimated as λ ≃ 103 [Mpc] and
α ∈ (0.0385, 0.0450).

In this work, we are interested in performing detailed
observational tests of the cosmological scenario based on
Yukawa potential. In particular, we wish to constrain the
parameters of the model using Supernovae Type Ia (SNe
Ia) and Hubble parameter (OHD) observations. Addi-
tionally, we are interested in investigating the connec-
tion to black hole physics. In particular, at low redshifts,
one can use the angular radius of the black hole shadow
to constrain the Hubble constant independently. The
manuscript is organized as follows. In Sect. II we review
the Yukawa cosmological scenario, while in Sect. III we
extract observational constraints. In Sect. IV we study
the relation between the modified Yukawa cosmology and
black hole shadows, and in Sect. V we comment on our
findings.

II. YUKAWA MODIFIED COSMOLOGY

In this section, we shall review the model that was re-
cently studied in [93]. The gravitational potential consid-
ered is modified via the non-singular Yukawa-type grav-
itational potential

Φ(r) = − GMm√
r2 + l20

(
1 + α e−

r
λ

)
|r=R, (1)

with l0 being a small quantity of Planck length order,
i.e. l0 ∼ 10−34 cm and α > 0. Note that the wavelength
of massive graviton we have λ = ℏ

mgc
> 1020m, that

leads to mg < 10−64 kg for the graviton mass [94]. If we
use the relation F = −∇Φ(r)|r=R, and by neglecting the
term αl20/R

2 → 0 we get the modified Newton’s law of

gravitation

F = −GMm

R2

[
1 + α

(
R+ λ+

l20
R

λ

)
e−

R
λ

] [
1 +

l20
R2

]−3/2

.

(2)
We can further elaborate that such a force can be ob-
tained if we modify the expression for the entropy by
means of Verlinde’s entropic force interpretation. In this
theory, when a test particle or excitation moves apart
from the holographic screen, the magnitude of the en-
tropic force on this body has the form [88] F△x = T△S.
Specifically, one can get Newton’s law of gravitation via
the entropy-area relationship S = A/4, however in gen-
eral, one can modify the total expression for the entropy
as S = A/4 + S(A) [93]. One uses the holographic sce-
nario and the equipartition law of energy to get the ex-
pression for force. The entropy of the surface changes by
dS = [1/4 + ∂S/∂A] dA; at the same time, we can relate
the area of the surface to the number of bytes according
to A = QN, where Q is a fundamental constant, and N
is the number of bytes. We can now use the equipartition
law of energy, we get the total energy on the surface via
E = NkBT/2, and further taking△N = 1, and△A = Q,
we get the modified gravity force

F = −GMm

R2

(
Q

2πkBη

)[
1

4
+

∂S
∂A

]
A=4πR2

. (3)

This means that, by changing the entropy, we end up
with a modified law of gravity. Let us define η = 1/8πkB ;
we get Q = 1,

F = −GMm

R2

[
1 + 4

∂S
∂A

]
A=4πR2

. (4)

Since for large-scale distances l0 is unimportant, we
can set it to zero, i.e. l0 = 0. We now see that we can
get the corrections to the entropy if we compare

1 +

(
1

2πR

)
dS

dR
=

[
1 + α

(
R+ λ

λ

)
e−

R
λ

]
. (5)

Solving for entropy, we obtain [93]

S = πR2 − 2πα
(
R2 + 3λR+ 3λ2

)
e−

R
λ . (6)

We have therefore shown that the Yukawa modified
force follows from the modification of the entropy. This
method can be viewed as a generic result; if we mod-
ify the entropy, we modify Newton’s law of gravity. It
is worth noting that the correction of the entropy can
be viewed as a volume law entanglement to the entropy
due to the gravitons. We see from the last equation that
α appears only in the second term; hence we can say
that α is a result of the entanglement due to the volume
law entropy contribution. We proceed by studying the
implications of the above-modified law of gravity in cos-
mology. First, we assume the background spacetime to

2



be spatially homogeneous and isotropic, described by the
Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)

[
dr2

1− kr2
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2)

]
,

(7)
with R = a(t)r, x0 = t, x1 = r, and the two dimen-
sional metric hµν , and where k is the spatial curvature
(k = 0, 1,−1 corresponding to flat, closed, and open uni-
verses, respectively). In addition, we have an apparent
dynamic horizon, which the following relation can deter-
mine hµν(∂µR) (∂νR) = 0. It is easy to show that the
apparent horizon radius for the FRW universe reads as

R = ar = 1/
√
H2 + k/a2. (8)

On the other hand, we have a matter source which can
be assumed to be a perfect fluid described by the stress-
energy tensor

Tµν = (ρ+ p)uµuν + pgµν , (9)

along with the continuity equation ρ̇ + 3H(ρ + p) = 0,
with H = ȧ/a being the Hubble parameter.

Let us consider a compact spatial region V with a com-
pact boundary S, corresponding to a sphere of radius
R = a(t)r, where r is a dimensionless quantity. Through
Newton’s law, we can write the gravitational force on a
test particle m near the surface [93] as

mär = −GMm

R2

[
1 + α

(
R+ λ

λ

)
e−

R
λ

] [
1 +

l20
R2

]−3/2

.

(10)
In Newtonian cosmology, we can take ρ = M/V inside
the volume V = 4

3πa
3r3, hence we can rewritten the

above equation as [93]

ä

a
= −4πG

3
ρ

[
1 + α

(
R+ λ

λ

)
e−

R
λ

] [
1 +

l20
R2

]−3/2

,

(11)
which is the dynamical equation for Newtonian cosmol-
ogy. To obtain the Friedmann equations in general rel-
ativity, we must use the active gravitational mass M
rather than the total mass M . By replacing M with M,
we obtain

M = −äa2r3
[
1 + α

(
R+ λ

λ

)
e−

R
λ

] [
1 +

l20
R2

]−3/2

,

(12)
where the active gravitational mass can also be computed
via

M = 2

∫
V

dV

(
Tµν − 1

2
Tgµν

)
uµuν . (13)

Using these equations, we obtain the modified acceler-
ation equation for the dynamical evolution of the FRW
universe [93]

ä

a
= −4πG

3
(ρ+ 3p)

[
1 + α

(
R+ λ

λ

)
e−

R
λ

] [
1− 3 l20

2R2

]
.

(14)

Furthermore, we can simplify the work since l0 is a very
small number; we can consider a series expansion around
x = 1/λ via[

1 + α

(
R+ λ

λ

)
e−

R
λ

]
= 1 + α− 1

2

αR2

λ2
+ · · · , (15)

provided that αR2/λ2 ≪ 1. In general, we expect α < 1,
and λ to be some large number of magnitude comparable
to the radius of the observable Universe R ∼ 1026 m.
In summary, the corresponding Friedmann equation

for αR2/λ2 ≪ 1 becomes

ä

a
= −4πG

3

∑
i

(ρi + 3pi)

[
1 + α− 1

2

αR2

λ2

] [
1− 3l20

2R2

]
,

(16)
where we have included several matter fluids with a con-
stant equation of state parameters ωi along with the con-
tinuity equation ρ̇i +3H(1 +ωi)ρi = 0, that yield an ex-
pression for densities ρi = ρi0a

−3(1+ωi). Inserting these
into (16) and integrating we obtain [93]

d(ȧ2 + k) =
8πG

3

[
1 + α− 1

2

αR2

λ2

] [
1− 3 l20

2R2

]
×d

(∑
i

ρi0a
−1−3ωi)

)
. (17)

Using the fact that R[a] = ra, we further, get

ȧ2 + k =
8πG

3

∫ [
1 + α− 1

2

αR[a]2

λ2

] [
1− 3 l20

2R[a]2

]
×
d
(∑

i ρi0a
−1−3ωi)

)
da

da, (18)

with r nearly a constant. Considering the equations of
state, ωi /∈ {−1, 1/3}, we have

ȧ2

a2
+

k

a2
=

8πG

3

(
α

(
3l20
4λ2

+ 1

)
+ 1

)∑
i

ρi0a
−3(1+ωi)

− 4π(α+ 1)Gl20
3R2

∑
i

3ωi + 1

ωi + 1
ρi0a

−3(1+ωi)

+
4παGR2

3λ2

∑
i

1 + 3ωi

1− 3ωi
ρi0a

−3(1+ωi), (19)

implying that at leading order terms (l20/λ
2 → 0),

H2 +
k

a2
=
8πGeff

3

∑
i

ρi −
1

R2

∑
i

Γ1(ωi)ρi

+
4πGeff

3
R2
∑
i

Γ2(ωi)ρi, (20)

where the Newton’s constant is shifted asGeff = G(1+α),
along with the definitions [93]

Γ1(ωi) ≡
4πGeff l

2
0

3

(
1 + 3ωi

1 + ωi

)
, (21)

Γ2(ωi) ≡
α (1 + 3ωi)

λ2(1 + α)(1− 3ωi)
. (22)

3



If, for example, we assume only a matter source, at lead-
ing order terms we can write

H2 +
k

a2
=

8πGeff

3
ρ− Γ1

R2
ρ+

4πGeff

3
ρΓ2R

2. (23)

Focusing on the flat case (k = 0), we have R2 = 1/H2,
yielding

H2 (1 + Γ1ρ)−
4πGeff

3

Γ2

H2
ρ =

8πGeff

3
ρ. (24)

Finally, by expanding around l0, making use of
(1 + Γ1ρ)

−1 ≃ (1− Γ1ρ), and neglecting the terms ∼
O(l0α

2/λ2), we obtain

H2 − 4πGeff

3

Γ2

H2
ρ =

8πGeff

3
ρ (1− Γ1ρ) . (25)

A. Late time universe

Let us now study the modified Friedmann equation’s
phenomenological aspects. In particular, we are inter-
ested in studying the late universe, which implies we can
neglect the quantum effects by setting l0 → 0 [Γ1 = 0].
This gives

H2 − 4πGeff

3

∑
i Γ2(ωi) ρi
H2

=
8πGeff

3

∑
i

ρi, (26)

and using ρcrit =
3

8πGH2
0 we acquire two solutions:

E2 =
(1 + α)

2

∑
i

Ωi

±
√
(
∑

i Ωi)2(1 + α)2 + 2Γ2(ωi)Ωi(1 + α)/H2
0

2
,

(27)

where Ωi = Ωi0(1+z)3(1+ωi), Ωi0 = 8πGρi0/(3H
2
0 ), with

E = H/H0. In addition, we point out that the total
quantity Ω2 in the square root should be viewed as the
root-mean-square density energy, i.e Ω ≡

√
⟨Ω2⟩ along

with
〈
Ω2
〉
=
〈
Ω2

B

〉
+
〈
Ω2

Λ

〉
. As explained in [93], the most

interesting implication of the last equation relies on the
physical interpretation of the term 2Γ2(ωi)Ωi(1+α)/H2

0 .
In particular, it was shown that this term precisely mim-
ics the effect of cold dark matter of the ΛCDM model.
Taking the term Γ2Ωi and set ωi = 0 we define the quan-
tity (here we shall add the constant term c to make the
equation consistent) [93]

Ω2
D(1 + α)2

(1 + z)3
≡ 2Γ2Ωi(1 + α)

H2
0

. (28)

Thus, we can obtain an equation for dark matter as

ΩD =
c

λH0 (1 + α)

√
2αΩB (1 + z)3. (29)

From this equation, we can deduce that dark matter can
be viewed as an effective sector, a manifestation of mod-
ified Newton’s law, quantified by ∼ αΩB . Additionally,
we define the quantity

ΩΛ =
c2

λ2H2
0

α

(1 + α)2
. (30)

Finally, comparing the last expression with ρΛ = Λc2

8πG ,
we can estimate the effective cosmological constant to be

Λ =
3m2

gc
2 α

ℏ2 (1+α)2 . Note that one can combine the above

expressions and relate baryonic matter with the effective
dark matter and dark energy, acquiring

ΩD =
√

2ΩBΩΛ(1 + z)3. (31)

In summary, Eq. (27) can be re-written as [93]

E2(z) = (1 + α)
[
ΩB(1 + z)3 +ΩΛ

]
. (32)

We can now introduce the split ΩB(1 + z)3 →
ΩΛCDM

B (1 + z)3 +ΩΛCDM
D , hence, to get the ΛCDM-like

model, we can write

E2(z) = (1 + α)
[
ΩΛCDM

B (1 + z)3 +ΩΛCDM
D +ΩΛ

]
,
(33)

where

ΩΛCDM
D =

c

λH0 (1 + α)

√
2αΩΛCDM

B (1 + z)3. (34)

III. OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS

In the previous section, we presented Yukawa-modified
cosmology Hence, in this section, we can proceed to ob-
servational confrontation with Hubble parameter data
(OHD) and Type Ia supernovae (SN Ia) data, in order
to extract constraints of the free parameters. For this
purpose, we compute the best-fit of the free parameters
and their corresponding confidence regions at 1σ (68.3%)
of confidence level (CL) with the affine-invariant Markov
chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method [95], implemented
in the pure-Python code emcee [96]. In particular, we
have considered 100 chains or “walkers”, using the au-
tocorrelation time provided by the emcee module as a
convergence test. In this sense, we computed at every 50
step the autocorrelation time, τcorr, of the chains. If the
current step is larger than 50τcorr and the values of τcorr
changed by less than 1%, then we will consider that the
chains are converged, and the constraint is stopped. We
discard the first 5τcorr steps as “burn-in” steps. Finally,
we compute the mean acceptance fraction of the chains,
which must have a value between 0.2 and 0.5 [96] and can
be modified by the stretch move provided by the emcee
module.
For this Bayesian statistical analysis, we need to con-

struct the following Gaussian likelihoods:

LOHD ∝ exp

(
−χ2

OHD

2

)
, LSNe ∝ exp

(
−χ2

SNe

2

)
, (35)
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where χ2
OHD and χ2

SNe are the merit function of the OHD
and SNe Ia data, respectively. The Gaussian likelihood
for the joint analysis SNe Ia+OHD is constructed as
Ljoint = LSNe + LOHD.

In the following subsections, we will briefly describe
the construction of the merit function of each data set.

A. Observational Hubble parameter data

For the OHD, we consider the sample compiled by
Magaña et al. [97], which consists of 51 data points in
the redshift range 0.07 ≤ z ≤ 2.36, and for which we
construct their merit functions as

χ2
OHD =

51∑
i=1

[
Hi −Hth(zi, θ)

σH,i

]2
, (36)

where Hi is the observational Hubble parameter at red-
shift zi with an associated error σH,i, all of them provided
by the OHD sample, Hth is the theoretical Hubble pa-
rameter at the same redshift, and θ encompasses the free
parameters of the model under study.

The theoretical Hubble parameter is obtained from Eq.
(33), which we conveniently rewrite as

E2(z) = (1 + α)
[(

ΩB,0 +
√

2ΩB,0ΩΛ,0

)
(1 + z)3 +ΩΛ,0

]
,

(37)

with ΩΛ,0 given by Eq. (30), while the condition H(z =
0) = H0, leads to

1 + α =
[
ΩB,0 +

√
2ΩB,0ΩΛ,0 +ΩΛ,0

]−1

, (38)

and the free parameters of the Yukawa-modified cosmol-
ogy are θ = {H0; ΩB,0; ΩΛ,0}. Note that one has the
relations

(1 + α) ΩB,0 ≡ ΩΛCDM
B,0 , (39)

(1 + α)
√
2ΩB,0ΩΛ,0 ≡ ΩΛCDM

DM,0 , (40)

(1 + α) ΩΛ,0 ≡ ΩΛCDM
Λ,0 , (41)

and Eq. (37) becomes

E2(z) =
(
ΩΛCDM

B,0 +ΩΛCDM
DM,0

)
(1 + z)

3
+ΩΛCDM

Λ,0 , (42)

which is related to the Hubble parameter for the stan-
dard ΛCDM model through H(z) = H0E(z), with H0 =
HΛCDM

0 .
It is important to mention that the OHD, as well as

the SNe Ia data, are not able to independently con-
straint ΩΛCDM

B,0 and ΩΛCDM
DM,0 . Thus, for the ΛCDM sce-

nario, we define Ωm,0 ≡ ΩΛCDM
B,0 + ΩΛ CDM

DM,0 , where the

condition H(z = 0) = H0 leads to ΩΛCDM
Λ,0 = 1 − Ωm,0,

and the free parameters of the ΛCDM scenario are θ =
{H0; Ωm,0}. Therefore, we consider the following pri-

ors for our MCMC analysis: H0 = 100km/s
Mpc h, with

0.55 < h < 0.85, 0 < Ωm,0 < 1, 0 < ΩB,0 < 0.2,
0 < ΩΛ,0 < 1, and the condition α > 0 implies 0 <

ΩB,0 +
√

2ΩB,0ΩΛ,0 +ΩΛ,0 < 1.

B. Type Ia supernovae data

For the SNe Ia data, we consider the Pantheon+ sam-
ple [98], which is the successor of the original Pantheon
sample [99] and consist of 1701 data points in the redshift
range 0.001 ≤ z ≤ 2.26. In this case, the merit function
can be conveniently constructed in matrix notation (de-
noted by bold symbols) as

χ2
SNe = ∆D(z, θ,M)†C−1∆D(z, θ,M), (43)

where [∆D(z, θ,M)]i = mB,i −M − µth(zi, θ) and C =
Cstat + Csys is the total uncertainty covariance matrix,
where the matrices Cstat and Csys accounts for the sta-
tistical and systematic uncertainties, respectively. In this
expression, µi = mB,i −M is the observational distance
modulus of Pantheon+ sample, obtained by a modified
version of the Trip’s formula [100], with three nuisance
parameters calibrated to zero with the BBC (BEAMS
with Bias Corrections) approach [101]. Therefore, the
Pantheon+ sample provides directly the corrected ap-
parent B-band magnitude mB,i of a fiducial SNe Ia at
redshift zi, with M the fiducial magnitude of an SNe Ia,
which must be jointly estimated with the free parameters
of the model under study.
The theoretical distance modulus for a spatially flat

FLRW spacetime is given by

µth(zi, θ) = 5 log10

[
dL(zi, θ)

Mpc

]
+ 25, (44)

with dL(zi, θ) the luminosity distance given by

dL(zi, θ) = c(1 + zi)

∫ zi

0

dz′

Hth(z′, θ)
, (45)

where c is the speed of light given in units of km/s. Note
that the luminosity distance depends on the theoretical
Hubble parameter, which is given by Eq. (37) for the
Yukawa cosmology and Eq. (42) for the ΛCDM model.
Therefore, we only add to the free parameters the nui-
sance parameter M , for which we consider the following
prior to our MCMC analysis: −20 < M < −18.
Similarly to the Pantheon sample, there is a degenera-

tion between the nuisance parameter M and H0. Hence,
to constraint the free parameter H0 using SNe Ia data
alone, it is necessary to include the SH0ES (Supernovae
and H0 for the Equation of State of the dark energy pro-
gram) Cepheid host distance anchors of the form

χ2
Cepheid = ∆DCepheid (M)

†
C−1∆D Cepheid (M) , (46)

where [∆DCepheid (M)]i = µi (M) − µCepheid
i , with

µCepheid
i the Cepheid calibrated host-galaxy distance ob-

tained by SH0ES [102]. Hence, for the correspondence,
we use the Cepheid distances as the “theory” instead of
using the model under study to calibrate M , consider-

ing that the difference µi (M) − µCepheid
i is sensitive to

5



M and H0 and also is largely insensitive to other pa-
rameters like Ωm,0. In this sense, the Pantheon+ sample

provides µCepheid
i , and the total uncertainty covariance

matrix for Cepheid is contained in the total uncertainty
covariance matrix C. Therefore, we can define the merit
function for the SNe Ia data as

χ2
SNe = ∆D′(z, θ,M)†C−1∆D′(z, θ,M), (47)

where

∆D′
i =

 mB,i −M − µCepheid
i i ∈ Cepheid host

mB,i −M − µth(zi, θ) otherwise
.

(48)
It is essential to mention that from now on, we will

omit the free parameter M and we will focus our analysis
only on the free parameters of each model. Besides, con-
sidering that the best-fit parameters minimize the merit
function, we can use the evaluation of the best-fit param-
eters in the merit function, χ2

min, as an indicator of the
goodness of the fit: the smaller the value of χ2

min is, the
better is the fit.

C. Results and discussions

In Table I, we present the total number of steps, the
values used for the stretch move, the mean acceptance
fraction, and the autocorrelation time for the free pa-
rameters h and Ωm,0 of the ΛCDM model, and h, ΩB,0,
and ΩΛ,0 of the Yukawa modified cosmology. Addition-
ally, in Table II, we present their respective best-fit values
at 1σ CL with the corresponding χ2

min criteria. In Figs.
1 and 2, we depict the posterior 1D distribution and the
joint marginalized regions of the free parameters space of
the ΛCDM model and the Yukawa-modified cosmology.
The admissible joint regions presented correspond to 1σ,
2σ (95.5%), and 3σ (99.7%) CL, respectively. These re-
sults were obtained by the MCMC analysis described in
Section III for the SNe Ia data, OHD, and their joint
analysis.

As we can see from Table II, the values obtained for the
χ2
min criteria show that the Yukawa modified cosmology

can fit the observational data of SNe Ia, OHD and SNe
Ia+OHD as accurately as the ΛCDM model. Even more,
the value of the Hubble constant is the same in both
models, which agrees with our previous identification in
Eqs. (37) and (42), where H0 = HΛCDM

0 . The only dif-
ference between these models relies on the rescaling of
energy densities due to the contribution of the α param-
eter. On physical grounds, the main difference between
these models are that in Yukawa cosmology, dark matter
is effective and precisely mimics the cold dark matter of
the ΛCDM scenario.

To establish the last point, we use the results of our
MCMC analysis for SNe Ia+OHD to calculate the val-
ues of ΩΛCDM

B,0 , ΩΛCDM
DM,0 , and ΩΛCDM

Λ,0 at 1σ CL from their

definitions given by Eqs. (39), (40), and (41), obtaining:

FIG. 1: Posterior 1D distribution and joint marginalized
regions of the free parameters space of the ΛCDM model, ob-
tained by the MCMC analysis described in Section III. The
admissible joint regions correspond to 1σ, 2σ, and 3σ CL, re-
spectively. The best-fit values for each model free parameter
are shown in Table II.

FIG. 2: Posterior 1D distribution and joint marginalized
regions of the free parameters space of the Yukawa modified
cosmology, obtained by the MCMC analysis described in Sec-
tion III. The admissible joint regions correspond to 1σ, 2σ,
and 3σ CL, respectively. The best-fit values for each model
free parameter are shown in Table II.
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Data Total Steps a MAF
τcorr

h Ωm,0 ΩB,0 ΩΛ,0

ΛCDM model
SNe Ia 1250 5.0 0.35 24.9 23.6 · · · · · ·
OHD 2100 5.0 0.31 31.9 32.2 · · · · · ·

SNe Ia+OHD 1250 5.0 0.35 24.0 22.8 · · · · · ·
Yukawa cosmology

SNe Ia 2500 3.0 0.38 38.1 · · · 48.1 49.8
OHD 4150 2.5 0.37 64.1 · · · 82.2 80.7

SNe Ia+OHD 2300 3.0 0.38 38.5 · · · 45.8 45.2

TABLE I: The total number of steps, stretch move (a), mean acceptance fraction (MAF), and autocorrelation time (τcorr)
for the free parameters space of the ΛCDM model and the Yukawa modified cosmology. The values were obtained when the
convergence test described in Section III is fulfilled for an MCMC analysis with 100 chains and the flat priors h ∈ F (0.55, 0.85),
Ωm,0 ∈ F (0, 1), ΩB,0 ∈ F (0, 0.2), and ΩΛ,0 ∈ F (0, 1). Additionally, we consider the constraint 0 < ΩB,0+

√
2ΩB,0ΩΛ,0+ΩΛ,0 < 1

for the Yukawa cosmology.

Data
Best-Fit values

χ2
minh Ωm,0 ΩB,0 ΩΛ,0

ΛCDM model
SNe Ia 0.734± 0.010 0.333± 0.018 · · · · · · 1523.0
OHD 0.707± 0.012 0.259± 0.018 · · · · · · 27.5

SNe Ia+OHD 0.707± 0.007 0.272± 0.011 · · · · · · 1576.7
Yukawa cosmology

SNe Ia 0.734± 0.010 · · · 0.040+0.013
−0.017 0.468+0.141

−0.206 1523.0
OHD 0.706± 0.012 · · · 0.024+0.008

−0.011 0.522+0.153
−0.233 27.5

SNe Ia+OHD 0.707± 0.007 · · · 0.027+0.008
−0.012 0.513+0.153

−0.229 1576.7

TABLE II: Best-fit values and χ2
min criteria for the ΛCDM model and the Yukawa cosmology. The values were obtained by

the MCMC analysis described in Section III, and the uncertainties presented correspond to 1σ CL.

FIG. 3: Hubble parameter as a function of redshift for the
ΛCDM and Yukawa modified cosmologies. The shaded curve
represents the confidence region of the Hubble parameter for
the Yukawa cosmology at 3σ CL. Additionally, we depict the
OHD sample for further comparison. Both curves and the
confidence region were obtained with the results of our MCMC
analysis described in Section III for the SNe Ia+OHD.

ΩΛCDM
B,0 = 0.038 ± 0.003, ΩΛCDM

DM,0 = 0.235 ± 0.008, and

ΩΛCDM
Λ,0 = 0.727 ± 0.011. Note that ΩΛCDM

B,0 + ΩΛCDM
DM,0 =

0.273 ± 0.011, which match with the value of Ωm,0 ob-
tained in the ΛCDM model. Therefore, Yukawa cosmol-

FIG. 4: Matter density parameter as a function of redshift
for the ΛCDM and Yukawa modified cosmologies. The shaded
curve represents the confidence region of the Matter density
parameter for the Yukawa cosmology at 3σ CL. Both curves
and the confidence region were obtained with the results of our
MCMC analysis described in Section III for the SNe Ia+OHD.

ogy can mimic the late-time ΛCDM model, as we can
see from Fig. 3, where we depict the Hubble parameter
as a function of redshift z for the Yukawa and ΛCDM
cosmologies, given respectively by Eqs. (37) and (42).
Furthermore, in Fig. 4 we depict the matter density pa-
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rameter Ωm as a function of redshift for both models,
were Ωm = Ωm,0(1+ z)3/E2. Both figures were obtained
with the results of our MCMC analysis described in Sec-
tion III for the joint analysis.

The joint analysis has revealed the best-fits values
for Yukawa parameters at 1σ CL. These are λ =
2693+1191

−1262 Mpc, α = 0.416+1.137
−0.326, and mg := ℏ/(cλ) =(

4.233+3.735
−1.298

)
× 10−69 kg ≡

(
2.374+2.095

−0.728

)
× 10−42 GeV.

Other studies have estimated the graviton mass differ-
ently. For instance, A. S. Goldhaber et al. (1974) [103],
using data from Galaxy Clusters, obtained λ > 0.324
and mg < 10−38 GeV. C. Talmadge et al. (1998)
[104], using data from Solar System measurements, ob-
tained λ > 9.074 × 10−8 and mg < 7.2 × 10−32 GeV.
Moreover, S. R. Choudhury et al. (2004) [105], using
Weak Lensing measurements, obtains λ > 97.22 and
mg < 6 × 10−41 GeV. E. Berti et al. (2011) [106],
observed multiple inspiralling black holes to determine
the bounds that space-based detectors could place on the
graviton Compton wavelength and graviton mass, lead-
ing to λ > 9.722×10−4 andmg < 4×10−35 GeV. Finally,
D. Benisty et al. (2023) [107] obtain a value of α < 0.581
and mg < 5.095 × 10−35 with Local Group estimations.
We have compared our best-fit values for α, λ, and mg

at 1σ CL with previous references in Table III.
Our results are consistent with more stringent Yukawa

constraints on mg [105]. For instance, our findings show
that the graviton mass is less than 6 × 10−41 GeV and
λ is greater than 97.22 Mpc obtained for Weak Lensing
measurements [105], and α is less than the value of 0.581
obtained for the Local Group estimations [107]. Also, we
provide Diagram 5 for upper bounds on the graviton mass
(mg) for the Yukawa potential, which we compared with
our best-fit values using SNe Ia+OHD. Our research has
revealed that the graviton’s mass is lower than previously
estimated. This discovery significantly contributes to the
scientific community and complements other significant
findings related to Yukawa constraints from various sys-
tems [103–111].

IV. RELATING YUKAWA COSMOLOGY AND
BLACK HOLE SHADOWS

In this section, we will present a connection between
the dark matter/dark energy densities and the angular
radius of the black hole shadow. We will closely follow the
approach developed in [74, 75], in which one can employ
the standard definition of the luminosity distance for a
flat ΛCDM model as [74, 75]

dL(z) = (1 + z)cI(z)/H0, (49)

where c is the speed of light, H0 is the Hubble constant.
The quantity I(z) is given in terms of the integral

I(z) =

∫ z

0

(
ΩΛCDM

m,0 (1 + z̃)3 +ΩΛCDM
Λ,0

)−1/2
dz̃, (50)

with ΩΛCDM
m,0 = ΩΛCDM

B,0 + ΩΛCDM
DM,0 , that provides the

present values of the critical density parameters for mat-
ter and a dark energy component, respectively. On the
other hand, one can define the luminosity distance, which
is related to the angular diameter distance dA(z) in terms
of the equation [74, 75]:

dL(z) = (1 + z)2dA(z). (51)

To examine the connection with black holes shadows,
let us recall that, by definition, the observed angular
diameter of an object (say, a black hole) is given by
θ = R/dA, with R is some proper diameter of the object.
Hence, we can extract information about the cosmolog-
ical parameters, having measured one of these distances
at a particular redshift z. Assuming Schwarzschild black
holes, as a first approximation, an observer located far
away from the black hole can construct the shadow im-
age in the center with an angular radius

α̂SH(z) = RSH/dA(z), (52)

where RSH is the shadow radius and MBH is the mass
of the supermassive black hole. As it was pointed out
in [75], the above equation for the angular radius of the
black hole shadow is valid only when the radial coor-
dinate is large enough in comparison with the size of
the black hole shadow radius 3

√
3GMBH/c

2. If we now
combine Eqs. (49)–(51), we can obtain Tsupko et al.
[74], Escamilla-Rivera and Torres Castillejos [75]

α̂SH =
RSH

(1 + z)

c

H0
I(z). (53)

In the present work, we are interested in the low-
redshift limit, hence utilizing Eqs. (50) and (53) we can
obtain [74, 75]

α̂SH = RSHH0/(cz), (54)

implying that we can estimate the angular radius of the
black hole if we know the Hubble constant, the redshift
z of the black hole, along with its mass. Since we have
explicit expressions of the dark matter/dark energy pa-
rameters in terms of H0 (see Eqs. (29) and (30)), we can
solve for H0 in Eq. (30) and directly relate the angular
radius with the dark energy density parameter as

α̂SH =
RSH

zλ(1 + α)

√
α

ΩΛ,0
, (55)

or using the notation of (42):

α̂SH =
RSH

zλ

√
α

(1 + α)ΩΛCDM
Λ,0

. (56)

Similarly, we can express this relation in terms of the
effective dark matter mass as

α̂SH =
RSH

zλ(1 + α)

√
2αΩB,0

ΩD,0
, (57)
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Data
Constraint

Reference
α λ [Mpc] mg [GeV]

Galaxy Clusters · · · > 0.324 < 10−38 A. S. Goldhaber et al.
(1974) [103]

Solar System · · · > 9.074× 10−8 < 7.2× 10−32 C. Talmadge et al.
(1998) [104]

Weak Lensing · · · > 97.22 < 6× 10−41 S. R. Choudhury et al.
(2004) [105]

BH binaries · · · > 9.722× 10−4 < 4× 10−35 E. Berti et al. (2011)
[106]

Local Group < 0.581 · · ·
(
3.265+1.830

−1.830

)
× 10−35 D. Benisty et al. (2023)

[107]
SNe Ia+OHD 0.416+1.137

−0.326 2693+1191
−1262

(
2.374+2.095

−0.728

)
× 10−42 Present paper

TABLE III: Estimations of the coupling constant α, the wavelength parameter (λ), and graviton mass (mg) for the Yukawa
potential, compared with our best-fit values using SNe Ia+OHD.

FIG. 5: Upper bounds on the graviton mass (mg) for the Yukawa potential, compared with our best-fit values using SNe
Ia+OHD. For representation purposes, the x-axis is presented on a logarithmic scale.

or in terms of the notation of (39), (40) and (41), as

α̂SH =
RSH

zλ
√
1 + α

√
2αΩΛCDM

B,0

ΩΛCDM
D,0

. (58)

In summary, we can obtain the angular radius of black
holes using dark matter and dark energy densities. Note
that in this modified cosmological scenario, the shadow
radius depends on the distance from the black hole to the
observer.

A. Black hole solution

Let us see how the spacetime geometry around the
black hole us modified in this theory. The general so-
lution in case of a static, spherically symmetric source
reads

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
dr2

f(r)
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2). (59)

The energy density of the modified matter can be com-
puted from ρ(r) = 1

4π∆Φ(r). In astrophysical scales we
can set l0/r → 0, in that case using (1) we acquire

ρ(r) = − Mα

4πrλ2
e−

r
λ . (60)

The negative sign reflects that the energy conditions are
violated inside the black hole. On the other hand, we
assume that Einstein field equation with a cosmological
constant holds in the sense that the effect of effective
dark matter is encoded in the total energy-momentum
part; namely, Gµν + Λgµν = 8πTµν . Then, from the
gravitational field equations for the t− t component, we
obtain

rf ′(r) + f(r)− 1

r2
+ Λ− 2Mα

rλ2
e−

r
λ = 0, (61)

yielding the solution

f(r) = 1− 2M

r
− 2Mα(r + λ)e−

r
λ

rλ
− Λr2

3
. (62)
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The third term is due to the apparent dark matter ef-
fect, while the last term is the contribution due to the
cosmological constant. We can perform a series expan-
sion around x = 1/λ, yielding

f(r) = 1− 2M(1 + α)

r
+

Mαr

λ2
− Λr2

3
+ ... (63)

It is, therefore, natural to define the true or the physical
mass of the black hole to be M = M(1 + α) and write
the solution in terms of the physical mass

f(r) = 1− 2M
r

+
Mαr

(1 + α)λ2
− Λr2

3
+ ... (64)

At this point, it is interesting to notice that the last equa-
tion can be linked to the spherical black hole solutions in
de Rham, Gabadadze and Tolley (dRGT) massive grav-
ity [112]

f(r) = 1− 2M
r

− Λr2

3
+ γ r + ζ, (65)

for ζ = 0 and γ = Mα/λ2. Further, we can neglect the
term O(α/λ2) in (64) and we obtain the Kottler space-
time, i.e., Schwarzschild black hole with a cosmological
constant

f(r) ≃ 1− 2M
r

− Λr2

3
. (66)

Following [71], it is easy to show that the shadow radius
for the metric (64) can be written as

RSH =
rph√
f(rph)

√
1− 2GMBH

c2rO
+

GMBHαrO
c2(1 + α)λ2

− 1

3
Λr2O,

(67)
where rO is the distance to the black hole. Hence, using
the best-fit values of the previous section, one can show
that Λ ≃ 10−52m−2, and we can identify the physical
mass of the black hole with M = MBH. For the Sgr A

BH we can take MSgrA
BH = 4× 106MSun with the distance

rO = 8.3 kpc. The change in the shadow radius compared
to the Schwarzschild black hole is of the order δRSH ∼
2 × 10−9 measured in black hole units. For the M87
black hole, we can take MM87

BH = 6.6 × 109MSun, along
with the distance rO = 16.8 Mpc, which compared to the
Schwarzschild black hole changes by |δRSH| ∼ 2 × 10−5.
In other words, such a change is outside the scope of
the present technology. We can approximate the shadow
radius in both cases to be RSH ≃ 3

√
3GMBH/c

2.
Now, it is well known that the real part of quasinormal

modes ωℜ in the eikonal limit is related to the shadow
radius of BHs via ωℜ = liml≫1

1
RSH

(l + 1/2) [113–118]
where l is the angular node number. This correspondence
is achieved based on the geometric-optics correspondence
between the parameters of a quasinormal mode and the
conserved quantities along geodesics. This connection
allows the testing of gravitational waves with the next-
generation Event Horizon Telescope [119, 120]. However,

here we see that the frequency of the quasinormal modes
emitted by a perturbed black hole in the eikonal limit
will depend on the effect of cosmological constant and
apparent dark matter. In particular, we obtain the fol-

lowing relation α̂SH = liml≫1
(l+1/2)
ωℜ zλ

√
α/(1 + α)ΩΛCDM

Λ,0 ,

and α̂SH = liml≫1
(l+1/2)

ωℜ zλ
√
1+α

√
2αΩΛCDM

B,0 /ΩΛCDM
D,0 , re-

spectively. These relations are valid in specific condi-
tions, i.e. the eikonal regime and the low-redshift limit.
In what follows, we will apply Eq. (57) to compute the
angular radius, assuming known black hole mass and
Yukawa parameters.

• Case I: Sgr A supermassive BH

Using the best-fit values for λ and α along with the black
hole mass for SgrA, we can estimate the angular radius:

α̂SgrA
SH =

3
√
3GMSgrA

BH

c2 zλ

√
α

(1 + α)ΩΛCDM
Λ,0

≃ 26.2µas,(68)

where we have used MSgrA
BH = 4× 106MSun, z = 0.1895×

10−5, ΩΛCDM
Λ,0 ∼ 0.7, λ ≃ 2693 [Mpc] and α ≃ 0.416.

Since we showed that the change in the shadow radius is
δRSH ∼ 2×10−9, here we have approximated the shadow

radius to RSH ≃ 3
√
3GMSgrA

BH /c2.

• Case II: M87 supermassive BH

For the case of M87, we obtain:

α̂M87
SH =

3
√
3GMM87

BH

c2 zλ

√
α

(1 + α)ΩΛCDM
Λ,0

≃ 19.13µas,(69)

where we have used MM87
BH = 6.6× 109MSun, z = 0.428×

10−2, along with ΩΛCDM
Λ,0 ∼ 0.7, λ ≃ 2693 [Mpc] and

α ≃ 0.416. Again, the shadow radius is approximated to

be RSH ≃ 3
√
3GMSgrA

BH /c2. These values are consistent
with those reported by the EHT [77–82].

V. CONCLUSIONS

In the present work, we extracted observational con-
straints on the Yukawa cosmological model. In this sce-
nario, dark matter appears effectively, and a relation
exists between dark matter, dark energy, and baryonic
matter. In particular, the effective dark matter is at-
tributed to the long-range force between the baryonic
matter particles. Such a Yukawa-like gravitational po-
tential modifies Newton’s law of gravity in large-scale
structures. It is characterized by the coupling parameter
α and has a graviton with non-zero mass (which is in-
versely related to the wavelength parameter λ). We used
SNe Ia and OHD observational data, and we found within
1σ CL the best-fit parameter λ = 2693+1191

−1262 Mpc and

α = 0.416+1.137
−0.326, respectively. With these values, we ac-

quire the value mg =
(
4.233+3.735

−1.298

)
× 10−69 kg, or, equiv-

alently, mg =
(
2.374+2.095

−0.728

)
×10−42 GeV, for the graviton
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mass, complementing other significant findings related to
Yukawa constraints from different systems [103–111].

Additionally, we found a black hole solution and a re-
lation between the dark matter/dark energy density pa-
rameters and the angular radius of black hole shadows.
These equations allow us to constrain the graviton mass
directly from the EHT results for Sgr A and M87 su-
permassive black holes. We can further use the follow-
ing Gaussian likelihoods LShadow ∝ exp (−χ2

Shadow/2),

where χ2
shadow =

∑
i=1[α̂

observed
SH − α̂theory

SH /σα̂,i]
2, and the

modify the Gaussian likelihood for the joint analysis SNe
Ia+OHD+Shadow as Ljoint = LSNe + LOHD + Lshadow.
We will consider and explore this possibility in a separate
project.

Our research combines two systems from varying
scales, successfully integrating cosmological constraints
on black hole shadows. That establishes a multi-
messenger constraint on gravity, modelled explicitly as
the Yukawa potential. Our application mainly focuses
on constraints related to late-time cosmology. However,
constraints from higher redshifts, such as those derived
from Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) and Big
Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN), could effectively restrict
the Yukawa parameters in future research.

CRediT authorship contribution statement
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