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Metric of axially symmetric asymptotically ﬂat black holes in an arbitrary metric theory of gravity
can be represented in the general form which depends on inﬁnite number of parameters. We constrain
this general class of metrics by requiring the existence of additional symmetries, which lead to the
separation of variables in the Hamilton-Jacobi and Klein-Gordon equations, and show that once
the metric functions change suﬃciently moderately in some region near the black hole, the blackhole shadow depends on a few deformation parameters only. We analyze the inﬂuence of these
parameters on the black-hole shadow. We also show that the shadow of the rotating black hole in
the Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet theory is well approximated if the terms violating the separation
of variables are neglected in the metric.
PACS numbers: 04.50.Kd,04.70.-s

I.

INTRODUCTION

Recent observations of shadows cast by the galactic
black holes [1, 2] open one more opportunity to test gravitational theory in the regime of strong ﬁeld via probing the geometry of black holes. Adding extra ﬁelds of
matter or modifying the gravitational theory may lead
to deformation of the spacetime geometry in the vicinity of a black hole. Therefore, a great number of recent
works were devoted to calculations of shadows of black
holes in either alternative theories of gravity or in the
presence of additional ﬁelds and matter (see [3–33] and
references therein). Here we are interested in a more general approach to analysis of black-hole shadows, which is
not linked to any particular theory of gravity, but instead uses the general parametrized description of rotating black holes in an arbitrary metric theory of gravity
developed in [34]. This parametrization is similar in spirit
to the parametrized post-Newtonian formalism, which is
valid not only far from the black hole, but in the whole
space outside the event horizon. The parametrization includes, in its most general case, an inﬁnite set of parameters, representing the expansion of a metric in the radial
direction and around the equatorial plane. Afterward,
this expansion, truncated at some order, was used in a
number of papers for approximation of various numerical black-hole solutions [35–39]. Further analysis of these
approximate parametrized metrics for ﬁnding appropriate observable quantities [40–44] showed that the conver-
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gence of the parametrization is superior due to the continued fraction expansion in the radial direction in terms of
a compact coordinate. There is also the strict hierarchy
of orders of expansion, so that one can always distinguish
the dominant parameters. As the only general black-hole
parametrization, it attracted considerable interest during the past few years and various eﬀects were studied
for such generalized description of black-hole spacetimes
[45–52].
The natural question then is how to describe shadows for such a general axially symmetric and asymptotically ﬂat black hole. For the class of metrics, which
possesses suﬃcient symmetry allowing for the separation
of variables in the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, there is a
simple solution without resorting to the ray tracing and
lengthy numerical computations. The subclass of such
black-hole metrics (allowing also the separation of variables in the Klein-Gordon equation) and the corresponding general parametrization were studied in [53]. It was
shown there that the above class of metrics can even be
used as a good approximation for some black-hole solutions which do not allow for the separation of variables.
Thus, if one discards the terms violating the separation
of variables in the Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet black
hole [54], observable quantities, such as quasinormal frequencies and binding energy of particles moving in the
equatorial plane, change only insigniﬁcantly. Following
this line, for a number of characteristics (quasinormal
modes, binding energy, frequency at the innermost stable circular orbit in the equatorial plane, and others) it
was shown in [55] that only a few parameters of deformation are important, provided the metric does not change
too quickly in the region between the black-hole horizon
and the so-called radiation zone. The latter was deﬁned
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in [55] as, conditionally, a region between the photon orbit and the innermost stable circular orbit. Dominant
contributions in the astrophysically relevant eﬀects of radiation come from this region. Such smooth behavior in
the near-horizon region is what one could expect from
a black-hole metric as an exact solution to some modiﬁed Einstein ﬁeld equations, represented, for example,
by the Kerr-Sen or Einstein-Weyl black holes, and what
is opposite to rather artiﬁcial constructions of black-hole
mimickers, possessing, for example, shells of matter near
the surface of a compact body. In this context, particles’
motion in such parametrized black-hole metrics was analyzed in [55] and [53], but only in the equatorial plane.
Having all the above in mind here we analyze shadows
of asymptotically ﬂat and axially symmetric black holes,
given by the parametrized metric which possesses sufﬁcient symmetry for the separation of variables. Apart
from the fact that many black-hole metrics belong to this
class, such a consideration may give the preliminary understanding of inﬂuence of the deformation parameters
upon black hole’s shadows in the most general case which
must be treated with the ray-tracing method.
Here, by calculation of shadows, we further conﬁrm
the previous claim of [55] that once the metric is moderate in the sense suggested in [53], it can be very well
described by only a few deformation parameters. We
will also show that the discarding of the terms violating the separation of variables in the metric functions of
the Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet black hole does not
change the shadow seemingly.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we brieﬂy
review the class of black-hole metrics, allowing for the
separation of variables in the Hamilton-Jacobi and KleinGordon equations. Sec. III is devoted to the general formalism for analysis of circular orbits and shadows. In
Sec. IV we discuss the inﬂuence of various deformation
parameters on the black-hole shadow. In Sec. V we consider a particular example of Kerr-Sen black hole, while
in Sec. VI shadows cast by the Einstein-dilaton-GaussBonnet black holes are analyzed. In the Conclusions we
summarize the obtained results and discuss open questions.

II.

BLACK-HOLE METRIC ALLOWING FOR
SEPARATION OF VARIABLES

Supposing that the coordinates r and θ are mutually
orthogonal and orthogonal to the Killing coordinates t
and φ, we can write the line element of the general axially
symmetric black hole [34] as follows:
ds

2

N 2 (r, θ) − W 2 (r, θ) sin2 θ 2
= −
dt
K 2 (r, θ)
−2W (r, θ)r sin2 θdt dφ + K 2 (r, θ)r2 sin2 θdφ2

 2
B (r, θ) 2
2
2
(1)
dr + r dθ .
+Σ(r, θ)
N 2 (r, θ)

Here the event horizon r = r0 is determined by the solution to the equation N 2 (r0 , θ) = 0.
The axially symmetric black-hole metric allowing for
the separation of variables in the Hamilton-Jacobi and
Klein-Gordon equations possesses a number of additional
symmetries in comparison with the most general case. In
particular, it has an additional Killing vector corresponding to the Carter constant [56]. In [53] it was shown that
in this case the metric functions can be written in the
following general form:
(2a)

B(r, θ) = RB (r),
a2 cos2 θ
Σ(r, θ) = RΣ (r) +
,
r2
aRM (r)
,
W (r, θ) = 2
r Σ(r, θ)
N 2 (r, θ) = RN (r) ≡ RΣ (r) −
K 2 (r, θ) =

(2b)
(2c)
RM (r) a2
+ 2,
r
r

(2d)

aW (r, θ)
1
2
RΣ
(r)
+
r
Σ(r, θ)

(2e)

!
a2 cos2 θ 2
a2
N (r, θ) .
+RΣ (r) 2 +
r
r2
Due to the freedom to choose the radial coordinate, we
can use the additional condition, RΣ (r) = 1, without loss
of generality.
Finally, we introduce the compact radial coordinate
x≡1−

r0
,
r

and use the continued-fraction expansion in terms of x
in order to represent the other functions,
RB = b0 (1 − x) +

RM = r0 1 +

b1 (1 − x)2
,
b2 x
1+
b3 x
1+
1 + ...

(3a)

a2
(1 − x)2 + ǫx
r02

a1 (1 − x)2 x
−(a0 − ǫ)(1 − x)x −
a2 x
1+
a3 x
1+
1 + ...

(3b)
!

,

where ǫ relates the horizon radius and the asymptotic
mass M in the following way
ǫ=

2M − r0
.
r0

(4)

In the above expansion, there are two kinds of coeﬃcients: those that are ﬁxed by the asymptotic behavior
of the metric and those that are determined by the near
horizon properties. The coeﬃcients a0 and b0 are of the

3
ﬁrst kind, that is, they are ﬁxed by the asymptotic behavior and depend on the post-Newtonian parameters β
and γ as follows:
2M 2
(β − γ)(1 + ǫ)2
=
,
r02
2
(γ − 1)(1 + ǫ)
M
=
.
= (γ − 1)
r0
2

a0 = (β − γ)

(5)

b0

(6)

On the contrary, the coeﬃcients a1 , a2 , a3 , . . . and
b1 , b2 , b3 , . . . describe the near-horizon geometry.
In [53] it was shown that the Hamilton-Jacobi equation,
∂S ∂S
pµ pµ = g µν µ ν = −µ2 ,
∂x ∂x

∂S
= E,
∂t
∂S
= −L,
∂φ

2

The circular motion, corresponding to constant r = rc ,
implies constant radial momentum and its ﬁrst derivative. Hence it follows that
V (rc ) = 0,

For the massless particles (µ = 0) the nontrivial solution
to the above equations can be written in the following
form (see, e.g., [57]):
K
4∆(rc )X ′ (rc )2
=
,
2
E
∆′ (rc )2
2∆(rc )X ′ (rc )
aL
= X(rc ) −
,
E
∆′ (rc )

X(r) ≡ r2 RΣ (r) + a2 ,
∆(r) ≡ r2 RN (r) = X(r) − rRM (r).

(8)
(9)

(10)

+ cot2 θL2 + cos2 θa2 (µ2 − E 2 )


2
RΣ (r) 2
r2 RN (r) ∂S
+
L + RΣ (r)r2 (µ2 − E 2 )
2
RB (r)
∂r
RN (r)

RM (r)
(L − aE)2 + RΣ (r)r2 E 2 = 0.
−
rRN (r)

With the above equations at hand, we are ready to
analyze geodesics in the black-hole spacetime.

CIRCULAR ORBITS AND THE
BLACK-HOLE SHADOW

pφ
dφ
= −r2 sin θ r ,
dr
p
θ
2 dθ
2p
β = r
= r r.
dr
p

α = −r2 sin θ

C=

∂S
∂θ

2

+ cot θL + cos θa (µ − E ) > 0, (11)
2

2

2

2

2

2



∂S
∂r

2

= V (r).

(12)

Here the eﬀective potential has the form
V (r) = (r2 RΣ (r)E + a2 E − aL)2
−r2 RN (r)(K + RΣ (r)r2 µ2 ),

(16)
(17)

(18)

βa2

lim α = −

r→∞

= lim β
r→∞

2

L
,
E sin θ

C − cot2 θL2 + cos2 θa2 E 2
,
=
E2

(19)

It is convenient to rewrite the above relations in the
following form:
aL
2∆(rc )X ′ (rc )
=
− X(rc ),
E
∆′ (rc )
4∆(rc )X ′ (rc )2
K
=
.
(20)
=
E2
∆′ (rc )2

αa · a sin θ = −

and ﬁnd the master equation for the radial part
2
r4 RN
(r)
2 (r)
RB

(15)

Substituting (11) and (12) into (18) and taking the
limit r → ∞, we can express the celestial coordinates
for an asymptotic observer, αa = α(r.θ)|r→∞ and βa =
β(r, θ)|r→∞ , in terms of the constants of motion [58],
αa =

We separate the angular and radial variables in (10)
by introducing the Carter constant


(14)

The circular orbit is unstable because V ′′ (r) > 0 there,
and, once perturbed outward, a photon can leave the orbit and reach an observer located at a distance from the
black hole. We consider an observer located at coordinates (r, θ, φ). Due to the axial symmetry, we can ﬁx
φ = 0. The corresponding celestial coordinates are [58]

+

III.

V ′ (rc ) = 0.

where we have introduced the two new functions

which are the total energy E and the angular momentum
L, we obtain
∂S
∂θ

K ≡ C + (L − aE)2 > 0.

(7)

is separable for the metrics (2).
After introducing the integrals of motion,



where

(13)

βa2 + (αa − a sin θ)2

We notice that the celestial coordinates and, therefore, the shape of the black-hole shadow, do depend only
on RM (r), that is, on the coeﬃcients ǫ, a0 , a1 , a2 , a3 , . . .
and they do not depend on the rest of the coeﬃcients
b0 , b1 , b2 , b3 , . . ..
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FIG. 1: The proﬁle of the shadow for a = 0.5 (left) and a = 0.9 (right). The inner proﬁle is for ǫ = ǫKerr + 0.25 on the right
plot (ǫ = ǫKerr + 0.5 on the left plot), the outer proﬁle is for ǫ = ǫKerr − 0.25 on the right plot (ǫ = ǫKerr − 0.5 on the left
plot). The middle proﬁles correspond to the Kerr shadows.

The shape of the black-hole shadow is determined by
the set of solutions to equations (20). In order to ﬁnd
the accurate shape of the black-hole shadow, we employ
the polar celestial coordinates, ρ and ν,
αa = ρ cos ν + a sin θ,

βa = ρ sin ν,

then, for any ν ∈ [0, 2π] we solve eqs. (20) numerically
and ﬁnd the corresponding values of ρ > 0 and rc > r0 .
It is interesting to note, that, when a sin θ = 0 the
shadow is a circle, and the radius ρ is given by the following relation:
∆(r)
r2 RN (r)
1
= max 2
.
= max
2
ρ
X (r)
(RΣ (r)r2 + a2 )2

(21)

Therefore, the photon sphere is located in the vicinity of
the maximum of the following function (cf. [55]):
P (x) ≡

(1 − x)2 RN (x)
.
(RΣ (x) + (1 − x)2 a2 /r02 )2

(22)

The function P (x) will further be important, because it
allows us to see where the radiation zone starts. Considerable deviation of P (x) from its Kerr values means correspondingly signiﬁcant deviation of the black-hole shadow
from its Kerr proﬁle.

IV.

SHADOWS OF AXIALLY SYMMETRIC
BLACK HOLES: THE ROLE OF THE
DEFORMATION PARAMETERS

The ﬁrst question which we should address here is:
supposing that the parametrization is used to approximate some black-hole metric, how many orders of the
continued fraction expansion are suﬃcient to provide satisfactory accuracy of the approximation? As the main
aim of any generic description of axially symmetric black
holes is to study possible deviations from the Kerr geometry, we can deﬁne the effect as the deviation of an observable quantity from its Kerr value. For example, such
quantities could be the area of the shadow, frequency
at the innermost stable circular orbit, or frequencies of
quasinormal modes. Such observable quantity calculated
for the accurate black-hole metric (given either numerically or in analytical form) will diﬀer from those for
the approximate metrics given by the parametrization
in which the continued fraction expansion was truncated
at some order. The diﬀerence between these values of
the observable quantity for the accurate and approximate metrics is the error. It is evident that once the
eﬀect is much larger than the error, the approximation is
suﬃcient at least for the description of the eﬀect.
The most inﬂuential parameter of deformation is ǫ
which, roughly, determines the size of the black hole.
Therefore, it is these parameters that must be most constrained by the current observations. We do not expect
that it can change more than by a few tens of percents
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FIG. 2: The area of the shadow as a function of a1 when
a2 = a3 = ... = 0. Here we have ǫ = ǫKerr (red), ǫKerr + 0.5
(black, lower), and ǫKerr − 0.5 (blue, upper). The values of
the coeﬃcient a1 starts from its minimal allowed value.
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FIG. 4: The area of the shadow as a function of a3 when,
a1 = a2 = 1, a4 = ... = 0. Here we have ǫ = ǫKerr (red),
ǫKerr + 0.5 (black, lower), and ǫKerr − 0.5 (blue, upper).
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FIG. 3: The area of the shadow as a function of a2 when,
a1 = 1, a3 = a4 = ... = 0. Here we have ǫ = ǫKerr (red),
ǫKerr + 0.5 (black, lower), and ǫKerr − 0.5 (blue, upper). The
values of the coeﬃcient a2 starts from its minimal allowed
value.

-0.5

0.5

1.0

a4

FIG. 5: The area of the shadow as a function of a4 when,
a1 = a2 = a3 = 1, a5 = ... = 0. Here we have ǫ = ǫKerr (red),
ǫKerr + 0.5 (black, lower), and ǫKerr − 0.5 (blue, upper).

from its Kerr value,
ǫKerr ≡

a2
a2
√
,
=
r02
(M + M 2 − a2 )2

and even this order of deviation should be considered
as a stress test applicable only to measurements in the
electromagnetic spectrum with the worst precision. In
ﬁg. 1 we can see that the deviation of ǫ by 0.5 leads to a
noticeable change in the shadow size and should rather
be considered as extremal.
In ﬁg. 2 we can see the area of the shadow as a function
of the parameters a1 (for various values of ǫ and all the
other null deformation parameters) which changes from
its minimal value, compatible with the event horizon,
until reaching the asymptotic regime, when the shadow
practically does not change. The Kerr metric corresponds to a1 = 0 of the red curve. Thus, we can see that

the eﬀect (deviation of the shadow area from its Kerr
value) can reach quite few hundreds of percents. At the
same time, once a1 is ﬁxed and the coeﬃcient a2 runs
from its minimal (negative) value until the asymptotic
regime, the maximal diﬀerence in the shadow’s area is
about tens of percents (see ﬁg. 3). The higher-order coeﬃcients are even less signiﬁcant, as can be seen in ﬁgs. 4
and 5. Supposing that the second-order correction term,
represented by the coeﬃcient a2 , gives the order of the error for the ﬁrst-order approximation, we can see that the
rule requiring that the eﬀect must be at least one order
larger than the error is fulﬁlled. Thus, we conclude that
already the ﬁrst order of the expansion is suﬃcient to
represent an axially symmetric black-hole metric. Then,
the metric will be dependent only upon the three deformation parameters ǫ, a1 , and b1 (although the shadow

6
RN HxLx

a/µ
0
1
2
4
exact value
0.5 145.2708 145.2995 145.2954 145.2945 145.2945
0.95 136.6061 136.6791 136.6687 136.6656 136.6656
0.998 133.3219 133.4551 133.4379 133.4318 133.4319

2.5

2.0

TABLE I: Shadow area (θ = π/2) for diﬀerent orders of approximation for the Kerr-Sen black holes (b/µ = 0.5) in units
of µ2 . The exact values are taken from [62].

1.5

1.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

x

PHxL
0.12

0.10

0.08

0.06

0.04

0.02

x
0.2
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by their Kerr values.

does not depend on the latter coeﬃcient),
ds2 = −

RN (r) =
RB (r) =
W (r, θ) =
K 2 (r, θ) =

RN (r) − W 2 (r, θ) sin2 θ 2
dt
K 2 (r, θ)

−2W (r, θ)r sin2 θdt dφ + K 2 (r, θ)r2 sin2 θdφ2

 2
RB (r) 2
2
2
(23)
dr + r dθ ,
+Σ(r, θ)
RN (r)


a2
r0  r0 ǫ r03 ǫ
r 3 a1 
1 + 2 + 03
−
1−
+ 3,
r
r
r
r
r
2
2
r b1
a
1 + 02 ,
Σ(r, θ) = 1 + 2 cos2 θ,
r 
r
a2
a
1 + 2 − RN (r) ,
rΣ(r, θ)
r
2
2
2
r + a + a cos2 θRN (r) a
+ W (r, θ).
r2 Σ(r, θ)
r

Another appealing question is how good the approximation given by the above general form of the metric would be for this or that black-hole solution? One
can imagine the situation in which the black-hole metric sharply changes in a small region in the vicinity of

the event horizon, but remains Kerr-like in the rest of
space. This happens, for instance, for black-hole mimickers. In some of such cases the parametrization may
not be able to approximate the metric function properly
in the whole space. At the same time, such mimicking
of the Kerr solution would give no noticeable change in
the observable quantities. Indeed, various radiation phenomena, be it quasinormal modes, gravitational lensing
or other radiation in the electromagnetic spectrum are
determined by the behavior of the metric functions in a
region that starts roughly from the photon orbit and ends
at the innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO). Therefore,
we call this region radiation zone [55]. The behavior of
the metric functions outside the radiation zone, that is,
at a few distance from ISCO as well as in the near horizon
zone is insigniﬁcant for scattering of waves and lensing.
The metrics which change suﬃciently smoothly between
the event horizon and radiation zone we called moderate
metrics [55].
In Fig. 6 we show examples of moderate (case b) and
nonmoderate (cases a and c) metrics. The latter are
characterized by signiﬁcant change of the metric function between the horizon and the peak of the function
P (x) (radiation zone). On examples of the equatorialplane eﬀects for particle motion and quasinormal modes
considered in [55] we can see that for moderate metrics
the higher coeﬃcients of the parametrization cannot be
seemingly larger than the lower ones. As can be seen here
on examples of black-holes shadows the same is true for
the nonequatorial eﬀects. Thus, the above metric (23)
can be used for description of moderate axially asymmetric and asymptotically ﬂat black holes allowing for
the separation of variables.

V.

KERR-SEN BLACK HOLE

A solution to the classical equations of motion arising
in the low energy eﬀective ﬁeld theory for heterotic string
theory has the solution corresponding to a charged rotating and asymptotically ﬂat black hole. This black hole
is described by the Kerr-Sen line element [59–61]. In our
notations, this solution leads to the following expressions
for the three metric functions:
RB (r) = 1,
RM (r) = 2µ + 2b = 2M,
RΣ (r) = 1 + 2b/r.

(24)

7
VI.
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Here we will consider a qualitatively diﬀerent example
of the black-hole metric, which does not allow for the
separation of variables, represented by the solution to
the Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet equations [54]. Black
holes in this theory have been studied in a great number
of works, because they may provide quantum corrections
to the black-hole geometry coming from the low energy
limit string theory in the absence of the electromagnetic
charge. In [53] it was shown that, if we neglect the terms
violating the separation of variables, then the slowly rotating Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet black hole has the
following metric function RM (r):
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FIG. 7: Shadows (θ = π/2) the Kerr-Sen black holes (b/µ =
0.5): a/µ = 0.5 (blue), a/µ = 0.95 (red), and a/µ = 0.998
(magenta).

The corresponding parametrization coeﬃcients were
found in [34]:

a0 =

a1 =
b0 =
b1 =

26M 4 22M 5
32M 6
M3
+
+
+
2
3
4
3r
3r
5r
5r5

RM (r) = 2M − ζ

ΑΜ

ǫ =

EINSTEIN-DILATON-GAUSS-BONNET
BLACK HOLES

2b + 2µ − r0
,
r0
2b(b + µ)
,
r02
i
h
p
2(µ + b) 2b2 + r02 + (2r0 − 3b) r02 + b2
p
,
r02 r02 + b2
0,
r0
p
− 1,...
2
r0 + b2

(25a)
(25b)
(25c)
(25d)
(25e)

where the radius of the event horizon r0 can be found
from the following expression
2
p
r02 = µ + b + µ2 − a2 − b2 .


(25f)

Applying the above parametrized approximation, truncated at various orders, to calculations of shadows, from
Table I we can see that already the ﬁrst-order approximation provides very good accuracy with a relative error
below a small fraction of one percent. Higher orders increase the accuracy. The shape of the shadow for the
Kerr-Sen black hole can be seen in ﬁg. 7, where more
prolate conﬁgurations correspond to higher rotation. It
is worth mentioning that here we have also reproduced
the shadows calculated in [62] numerically by the raytracing method.

!

a2
r2

3267M
5017M 2 136819M 3
+
+
1750r
875r2
18375r3
!
35198M 4 3818M 5 4504M 6 16M 7
+
, (26)
−
−
+
18375r4
735r5
245r6
5r7
80M 7
−
3r6

+ζ

where we have included the terms depending on the coupling constant ζ of the order O (ζ) and O ζa2 .
Since the function P (x) (22) depends on a2 , the dominant contribution to the shadow size for θ = 0 is
ρ2 =


(rs2 + a2 )2
+ O a2 ,
rs2 RN (rs )

(27)

where rs corresponds to the radial coordinate of the null
circular orbit for the nonrotating black hole, satisfying,
2∆(rs )X ′ (rs )
− X(rs )
∆′ (rs )

= 0.

(28)

a=0

From (28) we ﬁnd that
rs = 3M − ζ


961M
+ O ζ2 .
810

(29)

Substituting (28) into (27), we obtain for θ = 0,
ρ2 = 27M 2 − 3a2 − ζ


4397M 2
3199459a2
+ζ
+ O ζ 2 , a3 .
405
357210

Therefore, the shadow area is given by the following relation:


102539a2
4397
,
(30)
+ζ
S ≈ SKerr 1 − ζ
10935
357210M 2
where SKerr is the area of the shadow of the Kerr black
hole with the same rotation parameter. The formula
(30)

is accurate for θ = 0 up to the order O ζ 2 , a3 , yet we
can use it for any θ as an approximation, neglecting a
deformation of the order O (ζ · a · sin θ).
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Shadow area (M 2 units)
Accurate
Second-order approximation
Error
Separable variables
Error
Analytic formula
Error

ζ = 0.1
79.977
80.689
0.89%
80.575
0.75%
80.801
1.03%

ζ = 0.15
77.853
78.983
1.45%
78.790
1.20%
79.421
2.01%

TABLE II: Comparison of the accurate shadow area for the rotating Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet black holes (a = 0.5M )
and the area computed using the second-order expansion in
polar coordinate in [62] with the approximation by the metric without terms violating the separation of variables and the
approximation given by the analytic formula (30). The eﬀect
is calculated by comparing with the Kerr value of the area
SKerr ≈ 83.561M 2 .

An important observation which can be done from the
data presented in Table II is that the area of the shadow
changes insigniﬁcantly when the term violating the separation of variables is discarded. The relative error is of
the same order as for the approximation by the secondorder expansion in cos θ [62], providing suﬃcient accuracy to tell the shadow of the Einstein-dilaton-GaussBonnet black hole from the Kerr one. Thus, we show that
the described here class of black holes (given by eqs. 1,
2, 3) could be an eﬀective model even for the solutions
which do not allow for separation of variables. Thereby,
we conﬁrm the observations made in [53] where motion
of particles was considered only in the equatorial plane.
VII.

CONCLUSIONS

The general parametrized form of the axially symmetric black-hole metrics is useful for description of various
black-hole properties [49, 50]. Here we considered shadows cast by the asymptotically ﬂat and axially symmetric
black holes whose spacetimes admit the Carter constant
and therefore the geodesic equations allow for the separation of variables. Calculation of shadows in this case
can be done without usage of the numerical ray-tracing
method. We have shown the following:

determines the black-hole shadow is ǫ. The next
correction parameter a1 is suﬃcient to achieve the
regime in which the eﬀect is much larger than the
error due to truncation of the rest of deformation
parameters.
• The situations in which we are guaranteed that the
continued fraction series will converge quickly, that
is, only the ﬁrst few orders of expansion are enough
to represent the black-hole geometry, are expressed
by the requirement that the metric functions do not
change quickly in a region from the event horizon
until the end of the radiation zone. Such metrics
are called moderate and we present the compact
general form of such a metric (eq. 23).
• The presented general parametrized form of the
metric allowing for the separation of variables in
the Hamilton-Jacobi equation can also be eﬀective
for description of shadows of black-hole geometries
which do not allow for such separation, as was
shown here on the example of the black holes in
the Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet theory.
It is tempting to extend our work to the most general
case of the axially symmetric black holes without any
additional symmetries and see the role of all the possible parameters of the deformation with the help of the
numerical ray tracing [63]. This would provide the constrains on the values of the parameters of deformation
and show how close are the current observations in the
electromagnetic spectrum to the Kerr geometry. The
present work would give then a ﬁrm basis for checking
such purely numerical results and provide already general understanding on the role of some of the parameters
of deformation.
The class of black holes allowing for the separation of
variables could also be further extended in the spirit of
[64] and the asymmetry relatively the equatorial plane
could be included [65] as well.
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