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In this work, we consider two recently introduced novel regular black hole solutions and investigate the circular null geodesics to find the connection between the photon sphere, the horizon and
the black hole shadow radii. We also study the energy emission rate for these solutions and discuss
how the parameters of models affect the emission of particles around the black holes. Furthermore,
we compare the resulting shadow of these regular black holes with observational data of the Event
Horizon Telescope and find the allowed regions of the model parameters for which the obtained
shadow is consistent with the data. Finally, we employ the correspondence between the quasinormal modes in the eikonal limit and shadow radius to study the scalar field perturbations in these
backgrounds.

I.

INTRODUCTION

One of the most interesting predictions of general relativity (GR) is the existence of black holes, which is confirmed by observational data [1]. Despite the fact that
GR describes the spacetime outside the black hole event
horizon consistently with observations within the statistical and systematic uncertainties [2–5], the theory contains shortcomings. For instance, in the strong field limit
(at the Planck scale), some classical solutions in GR suffer from physical singularities which means that the theory breaks down in these regions. It should be noted
that at high densities of matter, quantum effects become
important and pressure may be able to counterbalance
gravitational collapse. Thus, one could expect that when
matter reaches the Planck density, the effects of quantum
gravity kicks in and there may be enough pressure to prevent the formation of a singularity [6]. This situation has
been a motivation to study non-singular or regular black
holes (RBHs). Historically, one of the first RBH solutions
was found by Bardeen [7], who proposed a non-singular
model of black holes by coupling GR minimally with nonlinear electrodynamics. Subsequently, many black hole
models with regular cores have been introduced [8–14].
RBHs have also been studied from various aspects including entropy [15] and thermodynamics [16–18], the
quasilocal energy [19], the energy conditions [20] and the
inner horizon instability and unstable cores [21]. Rotating RBHs [22, 23] and RBHs in higher-order curvature
gravities [24, 25] have also been investigated.
It seems that black holes are invisible, however, it is
indeed possible to obtain an image of them. Recently,
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the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) collaboration published an image of a supermassive black hole in M87 [26–
29]. According to the observed image, there is a dark
region surrounded by a bright ring which are called the
black hole shadow and photon ring, respectively. In fact,
the shadow and photon ring arise as a result of gravitational lensing in a strong gravity regime. The shadow of
a black hole is an observational tool to understand the
fundamentals of gravitation theory and provides relevant
information concerning jets and matter dynamics around
these compact objects. The black hole shadow can also
be interpreted as a source of data describing the black
hole parameters, such as the mass, charge and rotation.
However, massless photons are the most convenient test
particles for observational purposes, as they can form a
photon sphere in the exterior of the black hole horizon.
The photon sphere is typically unstable and can cause
a “shadow” for faraway observers. Although the intensity
map of an image depends on the details of the emission
mechanisms of photons, the contour of the shadow depends only on the spacetime metric itself, since it corresponds to the apparent shape of the unstable light
rings. Thus, strong lensing images and shadows not only
help us to detect the nature of a compact object but
also provide an opportunity to test whether the gravitational field around a compact object is described by the
Schwarzschild or Kerr geometry. Motivated by specific
interesting properties of the photon spheres and shadows,
much research has been undertaken, including the seminal works of Refs. [30, 31], the shadow of a Schwarzschild
black hole and extensions to rotating cases [32–38], optical properties of a braneworld black hole [39], black holes
in modified gravity [40–42], and gravitational lensing in
the presence of plasma [43–47], amongst others. In particular, different aspects of the Kerr black hole shadow
such as the measurement of the mass and spin parameter have been analysed in Refs. [48–55]. Recently, the
light rings and shadows of an uniparametric family of
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spherically symmetric geometries interpolating between
the Schwarzschild solution, a regular black hole, and a
traversable wormhole, and dubbed as black bounces, all
of them sharing the same critical impact parameter, were
extensively studied in Ref. [56]. More specifically, the
ray tracing method was considered in order to study the
impact parameter regions corresponding to the direct,
lensed, and photon ring emission, and it was found that
there is a broadening of all these regions for the black
bounce solutions as compared to the Schwarzschild one.
An interesting novel model of RBHs which has recently attracted much attention is the Simpson-Visser
black-bounce geometry [57–60]. In Refs. [61, 62], it was
shown that the Simpson-Visser black-bounce is shadowdegenerate with Schwarzschild. In this paper, we first
consider a charged black bounce and check whether
such a condition can be satisfied for charged cases in
the Simpson-Visser spacetime as well. In the following,
we take into account another RBH with asymptotically
Minkowski core [63, 64] and show that although in the
Simpson-Visser black-bounce geometry, the shadow radius is independent of its model parameter, one can find
other RBHs in which the shadow radius is governed by
the parameters of the model. We then compare the results to the shadow of the supermassive black hole at the
center of M87 imaged by the EHT collaboration. This
enables us to make some novel constraints on the parameters of the models. Furthermore, we also study the
energy emission rate and quasinormal modes (QNMs) for
these RBHs.
The plan of the paper is as follows: In Sec. II, we introduce the charged black-bounce RBH model, review its
properties and discuss the corresponding null geodesics.
Then, we study the optical features including the geometrical shape of the shadow and the energy emission rate
for this RBH in Subsec. II A and discuss how the model
parameters affect these quantities. In Subsec. II B, we
compare the resulting shadows to the one detected by
the EHT collaboration and study the constraints on the
parameters of the model. In Subsec. II C, we employ
the correspondence between QNMs and the black hole
shadow in the eikonal limit to find the quasinormal frequencies under test scalar field perturbations. In Sec. III,
we consider another RBH with asymptotically Minkowski
core and investigate the mentioned discussions for this solution. Finally, we discuss and summarize our results in
Sec. IV.

II.

CHARGED BLACK-BOUNCE AND NULL
GEODESICS

where A(r), B(r), and C(r) are given by
A(r) =

Q2
2m
1
+ 2
, C(r) = r2 + a2 ,
≡1− √
B(r)
r + a2
r 2 + a2
(2)

in which m is the total mass, Q and a are the electric
charge and bounce parameter, respectively. Note that
the Reissner–Nordstrom solution is obtained for a = 0.
This structure models a RBH with a horizon located at
q
p
(3)
re = 2m2 − Q2 − a2 + 2m m2 − Q2 .
q
p
For a > 2m2 − Q2 + 2m m2 − Q2 , no physical solution can be observed for the black bounce.
In order to investigate the optical properties of this
black hole, we first find how light rays move around the
black hole. To this purpose, we employ the geodesic equation to calculate the radius of the innermost circular orbit for a test particle in the background of the black hole.
The geodesic motion of a massless photon, in the static
spherically symmetric spacetime, can be obtained by the
following Hamiltonian
H=

1 ij
g pi pj = 0.
2

Due to the spherically symmetric characteristics of these
black holes, without a loss of generality we consider trajectories of photons on the equatorial plane with θ = π/2.
Thus, Eq. (4) can be written as
"
#
p2φ
p2t
1
p2r
−
= 0,
(5)
+
+
2
A(r) B(r) C(r)
from which we deduce
p˙t = −

∂H
= 0,
∂t

p˙φ = −

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 + B(r)dr2 + C(r)(dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2 ), (1)

∂H
= 0,
∂φ

(6)

so that one can consider pt and pφ as constants of motion. We define pt = −E and pφ = L, where E and L
are the energy and angular momentum of the photon,
respectively.
The equations of motion for photons are obtained as
ṫ =

pt
pr
pφ
∂H
∂H
∂H
=−
=
=
, ṙ =
, φ̇ =
,
∂pt
A(r)
∂pr
B(r)
∂pφ
C(r)

where the overdot is the derivative with respect to the
affine parameter and pr is the radial momentum. These
equations provide a complete description of the radial
motion as
ṙ2 + Veff (r) = 0,

We first consider an interesting novel model of a RBH,
recently proposed [65], for which the general form of the
metric is

(4)

(7)

where Veff is the effective potential of the photon, given
by
 2

1
L
E2
Veff (r) =
.
(8)
−
B(r) C(r) A(r)
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FIG. 1. The behavior of effective potential Veff (r) for E =
m = 1, Q = 0.2 and bounce parameter a = 1 with different
values of L. The blue solid line is related to the place of the
horizon where Veff = −1.

The behavior of the photon’s effective potential for different values of L is illustrated in Fig. 1. As we see
the maximum of the potential increases as L increases.
Since ṙ2 ≥ 0, we expect that the effective potential satisfies Veff ≤ 0. Thus, the photon trajectories can only
appear for a negative effective potential. For lower values of L, an ingoing photon can fall into the black hole,
whereas for larger values of L, it will be reflected before
it falls into the black hole. An interesting phenomenon
is related to the critical angular momentum L = Lp for
which max(Veff ) = 0. In this case, the photon has zero
radial velocity at max(Veff ) and orbits the black hole due
to its non-vanishing transverse velocity. For a spherically
symmetric static black hole, it corresponds to the photon
sphere. From what was expressed, one can find that the
photon orbits are circular and unstable associated to the
maximum value of the effective potential. Such a maximum value can be obtained by the following conditions
Veff (rph ) = 0,

′
Veff
(rph ) = 0,

′′
Veff
(rph ) < 0, (9)

where the first two conditions determine Lp and the photon sphere radius (rph ) respectively, while the third condition ensures that the photon orbit is unstable. Hereafter, we will fix E and m to unity, for simplicity, in our
calculations.

A.

Photon sphere, shadow and energy emission
rate

In this subsection, we discuss the photon sphere,
shadow and energy emission rate of the charged black
bounce RBH. In the geometric optics limit, one can consider the motion of a photon as a null geodesic. We calculate the radius of the photon sphere and shadow for the
black bounce solution by solving Eqs. (9). Furthermore,
we study the energy emission rate of each solution.

FIG. 2. The black bounce shadow in the celestial plane (α−β)
for m = 1.

Taking into account the effective potential (8) and
′
(rph ) = 0 gives C ′ (rph )A(rph ) −
conditions (9), Veff
′
A (rph )C(rph ) = 0 and using the metric functions (2),
we have
X 2 − 3mX + 2Q2 = 0,

(10)

q
2 + a2 . Solving Eq. (10), one can obtain
where X = rph
the following relation
X=


p
1
(RN)
3m + 9m2 − 8Q2 = rph ,
2

(11)

which shows that X is equal to photon radius of the
(RN)
Reissner-Nordstrom black hole, rph . It is evident that
3
m should be satisfied in order to
the condition Q < 2√
2
have real X.
The corresponding constant of motion L/E for this
photon sphere is obtained by Veff (rph ) = 0 and is given
as [66]
s
Lp
C(rph )
=
,
(12)
rsh =
E
A(rph )
where rsh is the radius of shadow. Thus, using Eq. (12),
the shadow radius takes the form
X2
rsh = p
.
Q2 − 2mX + X 2

(13)

The above equation shows automatically that the shadow
radius is the same for the Reissner-Nordstrom and
Simpson-Visser geometries. As we see, although the radius of the photon sphere depends on the bounce parameter, the shadow radius is independent of this parameter.
This reconfirms the results of [61, 62] for uncharged black
bounce geometry and shows that even in the presence
of electric charge, the shadow radius of Simpson-Visser
black-bounce is independent of its model parameter.

4

(a) Q = 0.2

(b) a = 1

FIG. 3. The energy emission rate versus ω for the charged black bounce with m = 1 and different values of bounce parameter
and electric charge.

It is worthwhile to mention that in Ref. [67], the authors found the following inequalities between several parameters characterizing the black hole size:
3
rsh
re ≤ rph ≤ √ ≤ 3m.
2
3

(14)

Applying these inequalities (14) to the the SimpsonVisser black-bounce geometry, according to our investigations, these inequalities are preserved for all values of
the bounce parameter a.
Here, we explore the influence of the electric charge
and bounce parameter on the optical quantities. As we
have already mentioned, the shadow radius depends only
on the electric charge for a fixed mass parameter. This
effect is depicted in Fig. 2 which displays the decreasing
contribution of the electric charge on the shadow radius.
Next, we investigate the emission of particles around
this black hole solution. It was shown that for a far distant observer, the absorption cross-section corresponds to
the black hole shadow [68–70]. In general, at very high
energies, the absorption cross-section for spherically symmetric black holes oscillates around a limiting constant
value σlim which is approximately equal to the area of
2
the photon sphere (σlim ≈ πrsh
). The energy emission
rate can be obtained by the following relation
2
2π 3 ω 3 rsh
d2 E(ω)
,
=
ω
dtdω
eT − 1

(15)

where ω is the emission frequency and T is the Hawking
temperature. For the charged black bounce, the Hawking
temperature is given by
p
re m a2 + re2 − Q2
.
(16)
T =
2π
(a2 + re2 )2
Figure 3 depicts the behavior of energy emission rate
as a function of ω. Taking a close look at Figure 3(a),
one can find that the maximum value of the emission

rate decreases and shifts to low frequencies as the bounce
parameter increases. In fact, reducing this parameter
leads to a fast emission of particles. Regarding the effect
of electric charge, as we see from Fig. 3(b), it has a
decreasing effect on this quantity similar to the bounce
parameter.
B.

Comparison with the EHT data

In this subsection, we compare the resulting shadows
for the charged black-bounce RBH with the one detected
by the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) [26]. As we
showed, the shadow size depends on the electric charge
and, consequently, this parameter should be constrained
in order to have a result which is consistent with the EHT
observation.
According to the obtained results in Ref. [26], the angular size of the shadow of M87* is δ = (42 ± 3)µas.
Following [29], the distance to M87* is obtained as
D = 16.8+0.8
−0.7 M pc, while the mass of the object is
M = (6.5 ± 0.9) × 109 M⊙ with M⊙ the mass of the Sun.
These numbers imply that the diameter of the shadow in
units of mass should be [71, 72]
dM87∗ ≡

Dδ
≈ 11.0 ± 1.5.
M

(17)

As we see from Eq. (17), within 1σ uncertainty 9.5 .
dM87∗ . 12.5 whereas within 2σ uncertainty 8.0 .
dM87∗ . 14.0.
In Fig. 4 we have plotted the diameter of the resulting
shadow as a function of the electric charge together with
1σ and 2σ confidence intervals on the diameter of the
shadow of M87*. From this figure it is evident that one
can set an upper limit on the electric charge such that if
this quantity increases too much, the size of the shadow
is inconsistent with observations. From this parameter
scan, one can also find a rough upper limit of Q ≤ 0.68
at 1σ and Q ≤ 1.0 at 2σ.
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Over the years, several different methods have been
suggested to compute the QNMs of black holes such as
the WKB approximation [73], series solutions in asymptotically AdS backgrounds [74], Leaver’s continued fraction method [75] and the monodromy methods [76].
Among different methods, semi-analytical methods based
on WKB approximation are the most popular ones due
to sufficient accuracy [77–81]. Within the WKB approximation, the QN frequencies are given by
p
p
ωn2 = V0 + −2V0′′ Λ(n) − iν −2V0′′ [1 + Π(n)] , (21)

FIG. 4. Diameter of the shadow (dsh ) of the charged black
bounce as a function of the electric charge. The shaded regions indicate the values of dsh consistent with the EHT data.
The green shaded region gives the 1σ confidence region for
dsh , whereas the cyan shaded region gives the 2σ confidence
region.

C.

Quasinormal modes

In this subsection, we employ the shadow results to
investigate one of the interesting dynamic properties of
black holes, namely, quasinormal modes (QNMs). In
fact, black holes always interact with matter and fields
around them and as a result of these interactions, they
take a perturbed state. When black holes are perturbed,
they tend to relax towards equilibrium. Such a process
is done through the emission of QNMs.
Here, we consider the propagation of a massless scalar
field Φ in a fixed gravitational background. The equation
of motion for Φ is then given by the usual Klein-Gordon
equation ∇µ ∇µ Φ = 0. In order to solve this equation,
one can apply the method of separation of variables as
follows
Φ(t, r, θ, φ) =

ψ(r) −iωt
e
Ylm (θ, φ),
r

(18)

where Ylm (θ, φ) are the standard spherical harmonics,
and ω is the frequency of the perturbation. Using the
above ansatz, it is straightforward to obtain the radial
part of the wave equation which is a second order differential equation

d2 ψ  2
+ ω − V (x) ψ = 0,
dx2

(19)

R
where x ≡ dr/A(r) is the tortoise coordinate. Finally,
the effective potential for scalar perturbations is given by


l(l + 1) A′ (r)
Vs (r) = A(r)
,
(20)
+
r2
r
where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to r,
and l ≥ 0 is the angular number.

where ν = n + 1/2 with n = 0, 1, 2... is the overtone number. V0 represents the height of the barrier, namely, the
maximum of the potential and V0′′ is the second derivative of the potential evaluated at the maximum. Λ(n)
and Π(n) are complicated expressions of n and higher
derivatives of the potential evaluated at the maximum.
Their precise forms can be found in Refs. [80, 81].
Here we study the effects of the model’s parameters on
the scalar field perturbation by using the correspondence
between QNMs in the eikonal limit and shadow radius
[82, 83]. In the eikonal regime, the WKB approximation becomes far accurate, hence the QN spectrum can
be computed within the first order WKB semi-analytical
approach. In such a limit the angular momentum term
would be the dominant one in the effective potential barrier. In this limit, QNM frequencies can be obtained by
the following relation [84]


1
ω = lΩ−i n+
|λ|,
(22)
2
where Ω is the coordinate angular velocity given as,
s
1
φ̇
A(rph )
,
(23)
=
Ω= =
C(rph )
rsh
ṫ
and the Lyapunov exponent λ is interpreted as the decay rate of the unstable circular null geodesics and is
expressed as
r
′′ (r )
−Veff
ph
.
(24)
λ=
2ṫ2
Note that for spherically symmetric black holes, rph
matches the place in which the potential is maximum.
Taking into account Eqs. (23) and (24), we are in a position to probe how the model’s parameters affect QNMs.
Now, we would like to study the QN frequencies around
the black bounce. According to Eq. (23), the real part
of the QNM frequency Re(ω) depends only on the electric charge, whereas the imaginary part Im(ω) is dependent on both parameters (see Eq. (24)). Fig. 5(a) gives
a simple illustration of the influence of electric charge
on Re(ω). Clearly, Re(ω) is an increasing function of
the electric charge. This indicates that the scalar field
perturbations in the presence of electric charge oscillate
faster as compared to neutral black holes. Regarding the

6

(a)

(b)

FIG. 5. The behavior of Re(ω) and Im(ω) with respect to electric charge for m = 1, n = 0, l = 2 and different values of the
bounce parameter.

effect of this parameter on Im(ω), taking a close look at
Fig. 5(b), one can find that depending on the value of
the bounce parameter a, increasing Q leads to the increasing or decreasing the imaginary value of the QNM
frequency. For larger values of a, increasing Q makes
the decreasing of Im(ω), indicating that the scalar field
perturbations decay slower under such conditions. For
smaller values of a, all curves increase firstly with the
growth of Q, then they gradually decrease by increasing
this parameter. In other words, they have a global maximum value. This means that there exists a finite value
of the electric charge where the scalar field perturbations
decay very fast. Fig. 5(b) also shows the influence of the
bounce parameter on Im(ω), which reveals the fact that
the existence of a smaller bounce parameter makes the
perturbations decay faster.

III.

RBH WITH ASYMPTOTICALLY
MINKOWSKI CORE

FIG. 6. The behavior of effective potential Veff (r) for E =
m = 1 and suppression a = 0.2 with different values of L.

are given by [63, 64]
a

Although for the Simpson-Visser black-bounce geometry the shadow radius is independent of its model parameter, one can find other regular black holes for which
the shadow radius is governed by the model’s parameters. In this section, we are interested in considering another RBH with an exponentially suppressing mass (in
the asymptotically Minkowski core region) controlled by
a suppression parameter.
The metric functions for this black hole are [63, 64]
a

A(r) =

2me− r
1
≡1−
, C(r) = r2 ,
B(r)
r

(25)

where m and a are, respectively, the mass and the suppression parameter. Evidently, for a = 0, this solution
reduces to the Schwarzschild case. For 0 < a ≤ 2m/e,
we have physical black hole solutions for which horizons

re = 2meW (− 2m ) ,

(26)

where W (x) is the real-valued Lambert W function.
Now, we calculate the optical quantities mentioned in
the previous section for this model as well, and explore
the effect of suppression parameter on them. To do so,
we first calculate Veff through Eq. (8) and investigate
its behavior which is illustrated in Fig. 6. According to
this figure, the effective potential has positive values for
L > 4.831 which is physically unacceptable.
In order to calculate the radius of photon sphere, we
′
employ Veff
(rph ) = 0 which leads to the following relation
a

2
2rph
e rph − 6mrph + 2ma = 0.

(27)

Using Eq. (12), we can calculate the shadow radius as
2
rsh
=

2
rph
L2p
=
.
2
E
A(rph )

(28)
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As we see, Eq. (27) is not solvable exactly and has
to be solved numerically. In table I, we list the numerical solutions of Eqs. (27) and (28) as well as the event
horizon radius re , for various suppression parameters and
compare our results to those of the Schwarzschild solution given by a = 0. We verify that re , rph and rsh are
decreasing functions of a. To investigate the inequality
relations (14), from data of table I, one could check that
these relations are preserved for the corresponding black
hole solution.
a

re

rph

rsh

rph
3re /2

rph
3m

r
√ sh
3rph

r
√sh
3 3m

0.0
0.1
0.2
0.24
0.3
0.4
0.5
0.57
0.6
0.7

2.0
1.89
1.78
1.74
1.67
1.54
1.39
1.28
1.22
0.97

3.0
2.86
2.71
2.65
2.56
2.39
2.21
2.06
2.03
1.73

5.19
5.01
4.83
4.75
4.63
4.21
4.18
4.00
3.92
3.61

1.0
1.008
1.014
1.015
1.021
1.034
1.059
1.075
1.094
1.183

1.0
0.95
0.90
0.88
0.85
0.79
0.73
0.68
0.66
0.57

1.0
1.012
1.029
1.030
1.044
1.071
1.092
1.121
1.116
1.203

1.0
0.96
0.92
0.91
0.89
0.81
0.79
0.77
0.75
0.69

TABLE I. The values of event horizon re , photon sphere rph
and shadow rsh radii and some combinations of them relating
to the inequality relations (14), for different values of suppression parameter a with m = 1.

As we discussed in the previous section, the energy
emission rate could be obtained by Eq. (15) in which T
is the Hawking temperature given by
a

T =

me− re (1 −
πre2

a
re )

.

(29)

In Fig. 7, the behavior of the energy emission rate with
respect to ω is displayed. As one can see, there exists
a peak for the energy emission rate which decreases by
increasing the suppression parameter a and shifts to the
low frequencies with growth of this parameter. In other
words, a decrease of a implies a fast emission of particles.
This shows that the black hole has a shorter lifetime in
the presence of a smaller suppression parameter.

A.

Comparison with the EHT data

Here we examine the compatibility of the resulting
shadow of RBHs with asymptotically Minkowski core
with EHT data. As it was mentioned, the shadow size
for such black holes is a decreasing function of a. Since
increasing this parameter leads to a smaller diameter of
the shadow (see table I), we can expect to set an upper limit on a to have a consistent result with the EHT
detection. Taking a close look at table I, one can find
that 9.5 < dsh = 2rsh < 12.5 (1σ confidence interval)
occurs in the range of 0 < a < 0.24. Within the 2σ un-

FIG. 7. The energy emission rate versus ω for RBHs with
asymptotically Minkowski core with m = 1 and different values of suppression parameter.

certainty, namely, 8.0 < dsh < 14.0, the acceptable range
is 0 < a < 0.57.

B.

Quasinormal modes

Now, we are interested in studying the QNMs around
this kind of black holes with the help of Eqs. (23) and
(24). The behavior of the real and the imaginary parts
of the QNMs’ frequencies versus the suppression parameter a for RBHs with asymptotically Minkowski core is
depicted in Fig. 8. From Fig. 8(a), we see that the real
part of the QN frequencies is an increasing function of a.
This shows that the scalar field perturbations around the
corresponding black hole oscillate with more energy for
large values of this parameter. Taking a look at Fig. 8(b),
one can find that the absolute value of the imaginary part
of ω reduces with the growth of a. Since the inverse of
|ωI | determines the damping time, tD = |ωI |−1 , one can
say that the scalar perturbations decay more slowly for
the larger suppression parameter.

IV.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this paper, we considered two interesting novel
RBHs. One of them is a RBH characterised by a bounce
parameter which shows an unusual feature of bouncing
into a future incarnation of the universe rather than back
into our own one. The other one is a structure with
an exponentially suppressing mass (in the asymptotically
Minkowski core region) controlled by a suppression parameter.
First, we performed an in-depth study of the optical
features on a charged black bounce and explored the
impact of the bounce parameter and electric charge on
them. The results indicated that although the radius of
the photon sphere depends on both parameters a and
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 8. The behavior of Re(ω) and Im(ω) with respect to the suppression parameter for m = 1, n = 0 and l = 2.

Q for fixed mass, the shadow radius is independent of
the bounce parameter and is just affected by the electric charge. Then, we continued by investigating the energy emission rate and examining the influence of the
parameters on the radiation process. The results showed
that as the effects of electric charge and bounce parameter get stronger, the the evaporation process gets slower.
In other words, the lifetime of this black hole would be
longer under such conditions.
Studying the mentioned optical properties of RBHs
with the asymptotically Minkowski core, we found that
both the photon sphere and the shadow radii depend on
the model parameter, namely, the suppression parameter
in this case and are decreasing functions of the parameter. Regarding the effect of this parameter on the energy
emission rate, our findings showed that the decreasing
suppression parameter leads to a fast emission of particles. Thus, this black hole will have a short lifetime in
the presence of a smaller suppression parameter.
Furthermore, we compared the resulting shadows to
data of the EHT collaboration in order to find the allowed values of the model parameters. We found an upper limit for the electric charge so that the black bounce
shadow has a size which is compatible with the EHT observations. Regarding the shadow size of the suppressed
asymptotic Minkowski core regular black hole, we found
that there is an upper limit for the suppression parameter for which the resulting shadow would be consistent
with observational data.

Finally, we used the correspondence between the
shadow radius and QNMs’ frequencies and investigated
scalar field perturbations around the above-mentioned
RBHs. Calculating the QNMs for RBHs with an asymptotically Minkowski core, we found that the scalar field
perturbations around these black holes oscillate with
more energy and decay slower for a larger suppression
parameter. Regarding the charged black bounce, our results illustrated that the electric charge has an increasing
effect on the real value of the QN frequency, whereas its
effect on the imaginary part is dependent on the values
of the bounce parameter. For large values of this parameter, Im(ω) is a decreasing function of Q, while for
smaller values, Im(ω) grows up to a maximum value with
increase of Q and then gradually reduces as the electric
charge increases more.

[1] B. P. Abbott et al. [LIGO Scientific and
VIRGO], GW170104:
Observation of a 50-SolarMass Binary Black Hole Coalescence at Redshift
0.2,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 221101 (2017),
[arXiv:1706.01812].
[2] B. P. Abbott et al. [LIGO Scientific and
VIRGO],
Tests
of
general
relativity
with

GW150914,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 221101 (2016),
[arXiv:1602.03841].
[3] A. Hees et al., Testing General Relativity with stellar orbits around the supermassive black hole in our
Galactic center, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 211101 (2017),
[arXiv:1705.07902].
[4] B. P. Abbott et al. [LIGO Scientific and VIRGO],

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

MKZ would like to thank Shahid Chamran University of Ahvaz, Iran for supporting this work. FSNL acknowledges support from the Fundação para a Ciência e
a Tecnologia (FCT) Scientific Employment Stimulus contract with reference CEECINST/00032/2018, and funding from the research grants No. UID/FIS/04434/2020,
No. PTDC/FIS-OUT/29048/2017 and No. CERN/FISPAR/0037/2019.

9

[5]

[6]

[7]
[8]

[9]

[10]

[11]
[12]

[13]
[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]
[19]

[20]
[21]

[22]
[23]

[24]

Tests of General Relativity with the Binary Black
Hole Signals from the LIGO-Virgo Catalog GWTC-1,
Phys. Rev. D 100, 104036 (2019), [arXiv:1903.04467].
R. Abbott et al. [LIGO Scientific and Virgo], Tests of
General Relativity with Binary Black Holes from the second LIGO-Virgo Gravitational-Wave Transient Catalog,
arXiv:2010.14529.
L. A. Lopez, V. Hinojosa, Quasinormal modes of
Charged Regular Black Hole, Can. J. Phys 99, 1 (2021),
[arXiv:1810.09034].
J. Bardeen, Non-singular general-relativistic gravitational collapse, Proc. Int. Conf. GR5, Tbilisi, (1968).
K. A. Bronnikov, Regular Magnetic Black Holes
and Monopoles from Nonlinear Electrodynamics,
Phys. Rev. D 63, 044005 (2001), [arXiv:gr-qc/0006014].
I. Dymnikova, Regular electrically charged structures in Nonlinear Electrodynamics coupled to General Relativity, Class. Quant. Grav. 21, 4417 (2004),
[arXiv:gr-qc/0407072].
L. Balart,
E. C. Vagenas,
Regular black
hole metrics and the weak energy condition,
Phys. Lett. B 730, 14 (2014), [arXiv: 1401.2136].
J. C. S. Neves,
A. Saa,
Regular rotating
black holes and the weak energy condition,
Phys. Lett. B 734, 44 (2014), [arXiv: 1402.2694].
L. Balart, E.C. Vagenas, Regular black holes
with
a
nonlinear
electrodynamics
source,
Phys. Rev. D 90, 124045 (2014), [arXiv:1408.0306].
A. Kumar, D. Veer Singh, S. G. Ghosh, D-dimensional
Bardeen–AdS black holes in Einstein–Gauss–Bonnet theory, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 275 (2019), [arXiv:1808.06498].
F. S. N. Lobo, M. E. Rodrigues, M. V. d. S. Silva,
A. Simpson and M. Visser, Novel black-bounce
spacetimes: wormholes, regularity, energy conditions,
and causal structure, Phys. Rev. D 103, 084052 (2021,
[arXiv: 2009.12057].
Y. S. Myung, Y. W. Kim, and Y. J. Park,
Entropy of an extremal regular black hole,
Phys. Lett. B 659, 832 (2008), [arXiv:0705.2478].
Y. S. Myung,
Y. W. Kim,
and Y. J.
Park,
Thermodynamics
of
regular
black
Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 41, 1051 (2008),
hole,
[arXiv:0708.3145].
R. Aros and M. Estrada, Regular black holes
and its thermodynamics in Lovelock gravity,
Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 259 (2019), [arXiv:1901.08724].
A. Kumar,
S. G. Ghosh and S. D. Maharaj,
Nonsingular
black
hole
chemistry,
Phys. Dark Univ. 30, 100634 (2020).
L. Balart, Quasilocal energy, Komar charge and horizon
for regular black holes, Phys. Lett. B 687, 280 (2010),
[arXiv:0912.0334].
O. B. Zaslavskii, Regular black holes and energy conditions, Phys. Lett. B 688, 278 (2010), [arXiv:1004.2362].
R. C. Rubio, F. D. Filippo, S. Liberati, C. Pacilio, M.
Visser, Inner horizon instability and the unstable cores
of regular black holes, arXiv:2101.05006.
S. G. Ghosh and S. D. Maharaj, Radiating Kerrlike regular black hole, Eur. Phys. J. C 75, 7 (2015),
[arXiv:1410.4043].
A. Eichhorn, A. Held, Image features of spinning
regular black holes based on a locality principle,
arXiv:2103.07473.
S. G. Ghosh, A. Kumar and D. V. Singh, Anti-de Sitter

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]
[31]
[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

Hayward black holes in Einstein–Gauss–Bonnet gravity,
Phys. Dark Univ. 30, 100660 (2020).
E. N. Saridakis et al. [CANTATA], Modified Gravity
and Cosmology: An Update by the CANTATA Network,
arXiv:2105.12582.
K. Akiyama et al. [Event Horizon Telescope], First M87
Event Horizon Telescope Results. I. The Shadow of the
Supermassive Black Hole, Astrophys. J. 875, L1 (2019),
[arXiv:1906.11238].
K. Akiyama et al. [Event Horizon Telescope], First
M87 Event Horizon Telescope Results. II. Array
and Instrumentation, Astrophys. J. 875, L2 (2019),
[arXiv:1906.11239].
K. Akiyama et al. [Event Horizon Telescope], First
M87 Event Horizon Telescope Results. III. Data Processing and Calibration, Astrophys. J. 875, L3 (2019),
[arXiv:1906.11240].
K. Akiyama et al. [Event Horizon Telescope], First
M87 Event Horizon Telescope Results. VI. The
Shadow and Mass of the Central Black Hole,
Astrophys. J. Lett. 875, L6 (2019), [arXiv:1906.11243].
J.
L.
Synge,
The
escape
of
photons
from
gravitationally
intense
stars,
Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 131, 463 (1966).
J. P. Luminet, Image of a spherical black hole with thin
accretion disk, Astron. Astrophys 75, 228 (1979).
A. De Vries, The apparent shape of a rotating charged
black hole, closed photon orbits and the bifurcation set
A4 , Class. Quantum Grav. 17, 123 (2000).
K. Hioki and U. Miyamoto. Hidden symmetries, null
geodesics, and photon capture in the Sen black hole,
Phys. Rev. D 78, 044007 (2008), [arXiv:0805.3146].
A. Abdujabbarov , F. Atamurotov , Y. Kucukakca,
B. Ahmedov, U. Camci, Shadow of the Ker-TaubNUT black hole, Astrophys. Space Sci. 344, 429 (2013),
[arXiv:1212.4949]
F. Atamurotov, A. Abdujabbarov,
B. Ahmedov, Shadow of rotating non-Kerr black hole,
Phys. Rev. D 88, 064004 (2013).
U. Papnoi, F. Atamurotov, S. G. Ghosh, B. Ahmedov, Shadow of five-dimensional rotating MyersPerry black hole, Phys. Rev. D 90, 024073 (2014),
[arXiv:1407.0834].
V. Perlick, O. Y. Tsupko and G. S. Bisnovatyi-Kogan,
Influence of a plasma on the shadow of a spherically
symmetric black hole, Phys. Rev. D 92, 104031 (2015),
[arXiv:1507.04217].
P. V. P. Cunha, C. A. R. Herdeiro and M. J. Rodriguez, Does the black hole shadow probe the event
horizon geometry?, Phys. Rev. D 97, 084020 (2018),
[arXiv:1802.02675].
A. Abdujabbarov, B. Ahmedov, N. Dadhich, F.
Atamurotov, Optical properties of a braneworld
black hole: Gravitational lensing and retrolensing,
Phys. Rev. D 96, 084017 (2017).
F. Atamurotov, A. Abdujabbarov, B. Ahmedov,
Shadow of rotating Horava-Lifshitz black hole,
Astrophys. Space Sci. 348, 179 (2013).
A. Abdujabbarov, F. Atamurotov, N. Dadhich, B. Ahmedov, Z. Stuchlik, Energetics and optical properties 6dimensional rotating black hole in Gauss-Bonnet gravity,
Eur. Phys. J. C 75, 399 (2015).
F. Atamurotov, S. G. Ghosh, B. Ahmedov, Horizon structure of rotating Einstein-Born-Infeld black

10

[43]

[44]

[45]
[46]

[47]
[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]
[52]

[53]

[54]
[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]

holes and shadow, Eur. Phys. J. C 76, 273 (2016),
[arXiv: 1506.03690].
F. Atamurotov, B. Ahmedov, A. Abdujabbarov, Optical properties of black holes in the presence of a
plasma: The shadow, Phys. Rev. D 92, 084005 (2015),
[arXiv: 1507.08131].
A. Hakimov, F. Atamurotov, Gravitational lensing
by a non-Schwarzschild black hole in a plasma,
Astrophys. Space Sci. 361, 112 (2016).
G. Z. Babar, F. Atamurotov, A. Z. Babar, Optical Properties of Kerr-Newman spacetime in the presence of
plasma, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 761 (2020).
G. Z. Babar,
F. Atamurotov,A. Z. Babar,
Gravitational
Lensing
in
4-D
EinsteinGauss-Bonnet
gravity
in
the
presence
of
plasma,
Phys. Dark Univ. 32, 100798 (2021),
[arXiv: 2103.00316].
F. Atamurotov, A. Abdujabbarov, J. Rayimbaev, Weak
gravitational lensing Schwarzschild-MOG BH in plasma,
Eur. Phys. J. C 81, 118 (2021).
R. Takahashi, Shapes and positions of black hole
shadows in accretion disks and spin parameters of black holes, Astrophys. J. 611, 996 (2004),
[arXiv:astro-ph/0405099].
K. Beckwith and C. Done,
Extreme gravitational
lensing
near
rotating
black
holes,
Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 359, 1217 (2005),
[arXiv:astro-ph/0411339].
R. Takahashi and K. Y. Watarai, Eclipsing light
curves for accretion flows around a rotating black
hole and atmospheric effects of the companion
Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 374, 1515 (2007),
star,
[arXiv:0704.2643].
K. Hioki and K. I. Maeda, Measurement of the Kerr spin
parameter by observation of a compact object’s shadow,
Phys. Rev. D 80, 024042 (2009), [arXiv:0904.3575].
G. V. Kraniotis, Precise analytic treatment of Kerr
and Kerr-(anti) de Sitter black holes as gravitational lenses, Class. Quant. Grav. 28, 085021 (2011),
[arXiv:1009.5189].
Z. Stuchlik, D. Charbulak and J. Schee, Light escape cones in local reference frames of Kerr-de Sitter
black hole spacetimes and related black hole shadows,
Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 180 (2018), [arXiv:1811.00072].
R. Kumar and S. G. Ghosh, Black hole parameters estimation from its shadow, Astrophys. J 892, 78 (2020),
[arXiv:1811.01260].
S. W. Wei, Y. C. Zou, Y. X. Liu, and R. B.
Mann, Curvature radius and Kerr black hole shadow,
JCAP 1908, 030 (2019), [arXiv:1904.07710].
M. Guerrero, G. J. Olmo, D. Rubiera-Garcia and
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