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Compactness of supermassive dark objects at galactic centers∗
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We define compactness of a gravitational lens as the scaled closest distance of approach (i.e.,
r0/M) of the null geodesic giving rise to an image. We model forty supermassive dark objects as
Schwarzschild lenses and compute compactness of lenses (determined by the formation of the first
order relativistic image). We then obtain a novel formula for the compactness of a lens as a function
of mass to the distance ratio (M/Dd) and the ratio of lens-source to the observer-source distances
(Dds/Ds). This formula yields a very important result: Just an observation of a relativistic image
would give an incredibly accurate upper bound to the physical compactness (the ratio of the radius
to mass) of the lens without having any knowledge of mass of the lens, angular source position, and
observer-source and lens-source distances. Similarly, we show that the observation of the second
order relativistic image would give a lower value of upper bound to the physical compactness. These
results, though obtained for supermassive dark objects at galactic centers, are valid for any object
compact enough to give rise to relativistic images.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the year 2000, we obtained a new gravitational lens
equation that allows arbitrary large light deflection an-
gles and studied Schwarzschild lensing. Apart from the
usual primary (also called direct) and secondary images,
we got a theoretically infinite sequence of relativistic im-
ages on both sides of the optic axis [1]. The relativistic
images are formed due to light deflection in a very strong
gravitational field in the vicinity of the photon sphere
and are incredibly demagnified unless the lens compo-
nents are highly aligned and the lens-source distance is
small. Due to such a big observational difficulty, we were
sheepishly optimistic that relativistic images would be
observed in the near future and considered that a Her-
culean task for astronomers to accomplish. Historically,
researchers have studied the law of nature from the small
scale to the large scale due to their curiosity rather than
any hope for immediate practical applications and this
is how theoretical physics has progressed. Therefore, a
large number of researchers pursued research in gravita-
tional lensing in the strong gravitational fields of black
holes [2–24], naked singularities [25–31], and wormholes
and other exotic and esoteric objects [32–37]. (See also
references therein.)
The concept of a photon sphere is well-known in the

literature and its existence or non-existence in spacetime
plays a very important role in theoretical as well as obser-
vational astrophysics, especially in the context of gravi-
tational lensing. In view of this, we [1] defined a photon
sphere that has a direct relation to gravitational lensing:
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A photon sphere in static spherically symmetric space-
time is a timelike hypersurface {r = ro} in the spacetime
if the Einstein bending angle of a light ray with the clos-
est distance of approach ro becomes unboundedly large.
This definition yields ro = 3M for the Schwarzschild met-
ric, where the parameterM is the ADM mass (also called
the Schwarzschild mass.) The null geodesic equation
for the maximally extended Schwarzschild metric demon-
strates that any future endless null geodesics at any point
with r : 2M < r < 3M and initially directed inwards
continue inwards and fall into the black hole. However,
any future endless null geodesics starting at some point
r > 3M and initially directed outwards will escape to
infinity and can be captured in a telescope. Most astro-
physical objects cannot be expressed by static and spher-
ically symmetric spacetimes. Therefore, later, we gener-
alized the concept of a photon sphere to a photon surface

and gave a rigorous geometrical definition (see [38] for
details.) Any null geodesic initially tangent at a photon
surface and starting at the photon surface will remain
in the photon surface. As expected, we found that our
two different definitions gave the same result for a gen-
eral static spherically symmetric metric [26, 38]. We also
proved a few important theorems that are likely to have
immense implications for astrophysics. We also proved
that subject to an energy condition, a black hole de-
scribed by a static spherically symmetric spacetime must
be surrounded by a photon sphere. However, no gen-
eralization of this theorem for black holes described by
more general spacetimes is known. The studies of photon
surfaces, particularly photon spheres, were further pro-
gressed by many researchers (see [39–46] and references
therein.)

Theoretical research on black hole lensing continued
despite the very poor possibility of observation of rela-
tivistic images that are formed due to looping (deflec-
tion angles α̂ > 3π/2) of null geodesics around the pho-
ton sphere. We (the present author), in 2009, carried
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out a comprehensive study of Schwarzschild lensing and
obtained exciting results not just related to the rela-
tivistic images, but also non-intuitive conceptually im-
portant results for the primary-secondary images, which
were thought to be completely understood almost since
the outset the gravitational lensing studies in the last
century [2]. Though we do not wish to digress from the
main topic of this paper, it is worth mentioning here an
important result for the reason it will be clear in the next
paragraph. The distances of astrophysical objects play
big obstacles in accurate determination of their masses.
However, we obtained an incredibly accurate formula for
the mass of any Schwarzschild lens in terms of differ-
ences of time days between relativistic images of the 1st
and 2nd orders on the same side of the optic axis (see
Eq. 19 in [2]). The formula is extremely insensitive to
the observer-lens and lens-source distances as well as the
angular source position. To our knowledge, this is the
most accurate known formula for obtaining masses of
Schwarzschild lenses, which are compact enough to pro-
duce relativistic images.

Despite huge publications on relativistic images, these
remained unobserved. To this end, in April 2017, the
EHT (Event Horizon Telescope) international collabo-
ration mapped the supermassive compact core (M87∗

hereafter) of the giant elliptical galaxy M87 in the Virgo
cluster. On April 10, 2019, they presented the unprece-
dentedly resolved image of the M87∗ with a big fanfare
through six simultaneous press conferences as well as the
publications of a series of six papers [47]. Thus, these
paradigm shifting observations confirmed expected sil-
houette of the compact dark object and light rings in the
vicinity of the photon sphere; the latter seem to be due to
secondary as well as relativistic and mirror images. The
present EHT is not capable of resolving relativistic im-
ages from the secondary and mirror images and neither
relativistic images themselves of different orders. How-
ever, we are hopeful that the ngEHT [48] will be able
to observe resolved relativistic images. This has elevated
the research enthusiasm of theoretical astrophysicists to
pursue their studies of black hole lensing. The existence
of a photon sphere is a sufficient (but not necessary) con-
dition for the formation of relativistic images [2]. There-
fore, the observation of relativistic images would very
strongly support that the M87∗ is a photohole (a com-
pact object covered within a photon surface or a photon
ring), but it doesn’t confirm it. (The term photohole

is coined by the present author, and it appears for the
first time here.) And, therefore, we are far away from
iron-clad evidence for black holes. The observation of
relativistic images however supports general relativity in
a very strong gravitational field. Closer we can observe
to the event horizon better the observation would sup-
port the black hole interpretation. At this stage it is of
interest to probe whether merely the observation of rela-
tivistic images gives a good upper bound to the physical
compactness (the ratio of radius to mass) of the massive
objects that does not depend on the values of any lens-

ing parameters (mass of the lens, angular source position,
and the lens-source and observer-source distances). The
aim of this paper is to find such an upper bound. In
this paper, we show that just the observation of a rel-
ativistic image gives an extremely accurate value of the
upper bound to the compactness of the massive compact
object. This is similar to the lens mass formula where
distances play incredibly insignificant role.
The presentation of this paper is arranged as follows.

In Sect II, we review the lens equation and some other
equations that are used in computations in this paper. In
Sect. III, we perform computations and present results.
In the last section IV, we discuss and conclude the results.
Throughout this paper, we use geometrized units (G = 1
and c = 1) so that the mass M of the lens is equivalent
to GM/c2.

II. LENS EQUATION AND SCHWARZSCHILD

LENS

A gravitational lens equation that allows arbitrary
large deflection angles in a strong gravitational field is
given by [1]

tanβ = tan θ −D [tan θ + tan (α̂− θ)] (1)

with

D =
Dds

Ds
, (2)

where β and θ, respectively, stand for angular positions
of an unlensed source and an image both measured from
the optic axis (the line joining the center of mass of the
lens to the observer). α̂ is the Einstein deflection angle
of the null geodesic. Dds and Ds denote, respectively,
lens to source and observer to source angular diameter
distances. The dimensionless parameter D, the ratio of
the lens-source to observer-source distances, has values
in the open interval (0, 1); however, in order for the lens
equation to yield results with high accuracy, its value
should not be taken too small. The impact parameter

J = Dd sin θ, (3)

where Dd stands for the observer to lens angular diam-
eter distance. We will model the supermassive compact
objects at galactic centers as Schwwrzschild lenses. The
exterior gravitation field of Schwarzschild lens is given by
the line element:

ds2 =

(

1−
2M

r

)

dt2 −

(

1−
2M

r

)−1

dr2

− r2
(

dϑ2 + sin2 ϑdφ2
)

. (4)

The real constant parameter M is the ADM mass. Wein-
berg [49] obtained the bending angle of a light ray with
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the closest distance of approach ro which is expressed as

α̂ (ro) = 2

∫

ro

∞ dr

r

√

(

r
ro

)2 (

1− 2M
ro

)

−
(

1− 2M
r

)

− π.

(5)
The impact parameter of the light ray with the closest
distance of approach ro is

J (ro) = ro

(

1−
2M

ro

)−1/2

. (6)

We define a compactness parameter as follows:

C =
ro
M

. (7)

A light ray from a distant source reaching the telescope
with the closest distance of approach ro to the lens con-
firms that the radius of the compact object is less than
ro. Ironically, for a lower value of ro, the compactness
parameter C is lower though the lens is more compact.
Thus, for a more compact lens, the compactness param-
eter is smaller. (Defining the compactness parameter as
M/ro does not give physically appealing real numbers
in order to conveniently compare with the radius 3M of
the photon sphere.) We denote the compactness of the
lens due to observations of the zeroth, first, and second
orders ring images, respectively, by Co, C1 and C2. (The
primary-secondary images are of the zeroth order. The
outermost relativistic images are of order 1 and those
next to the outermost are of order 2.)

III. COMPUTATIONS AND RESULTS

We model SMDOs (supermassive dark objects) at cen-
ters of 40 galaxies (including the Milky Way and M87)
as Schwarzschild lenses and study point-source gravita-
tional lensing by them. For the list of galaxies (with
the masses and distances of the SMDOs at their cen-
ters), see Table IV in [2] and references in the table
caption. Though the final results in this paper do not
depend on the masses and distances of SMDOs, we use
recently obtained values of masses and distances of M87∗

[47] and SgrA∗ [50]. We use Mathematica [51] for entire
computations in this paper. We begin with the ratio of
lens-source to the observer-source distances D = 0.001
and solve gravitational lens equation (1) for 40 different
lenses (i.e., different values of M/Dd of SMDOs) and ob-
tain scaled closest distances of approach r0/M of light
rays for the formation of Einstein rings for each case.

(We defined r0/M as the compactness of the lens.) We
repeat these computations with D = 0.002, 0.004, 0.01,
and, 0.9. In Fig.1, we plot the compactness C0 vs M/Dd

for all these values of D. For a given value of D, the
compactness C0 decreases with the increase in the value
of M/Dd and for a fixed value of M/Dd, the compact-
ness C0 increases with the increase in the value of D. As
Einstein rings are formed due to light deflections in a
weak gravitational field (far away from the lens), these
investigations yield very high values for compactness of
lenses. It is clear from Fig.1 that even when the source
is relatively closer to the lens (i.e., D = 0.001), the ob-
servation of an Einstein ring gives a large value of the
compactness of the lens. Therefore, observations of Ein-
stein rings are not a good way to determine an upper
bound to the physical compactness of SMDOs. We now
solve the lens equation to obtain positions of the first or-
der relativistic rings and obtain compactness C1 of 40
MDOs for D = 0.001, 0.002, 0.004, 0.001 and 0.9. In
Fig.2 (left), we plot C1 vs M/Dd for these values of D.
It is very fascinating that the family of C1 vs M/Dd

graphs appear to be straight lines. We repeat this com-
putation for the second-order relativistic images and plot
C2 vs M/Dd for different values of D and again get an-
other family of curves that appear to be straight lines.
The curves do not intersect and show that their slopes
are always negative and tend to be 0 as D → 1. Encour-
aged by these results, in order to have excellent curve
fittings, we carry out computations for additional 45
values of D on the interval (0, 1), but not too close to
endpoints of this interval. In Fig. 3, we plot the slopes
of these two families of straight lines. Using Mathematica

[51], we do curve fitting for both cases and obtain excel-
lent results with extremely small values for the diagnostic
1−RSquarred as well as very large negative values for the
diagnostics AICc (Akaike Information Criterion, where
the subscript c stands for a correction for small sample
sizes) and BIC (Bayesian Information Criterion). The
entire computations are performed with very high accu-
racy. We maintained 1−RSquarred < 10−30 and AICc
as well as BIC both < −2160. We obtain compactness
C1 and C2, which are determined, respectively, by ob-
servations of the first and second-order relativistic rings.
These are given by

C1 = 3.0902305132011+m1

M

Dd
and

C2 = 3.0037509325921+m2

M

Dd
, (8)

where slopes m1 and m2 are, respectively, given by

m1 =
7.4290887206379× 10−12

D2
−

0.2445976800315

D
and

m2 =
2.7247061578677× 10−13

D2
−

0.0097615517187

D
. (9)
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FIG. 1. Left: The compactness C0 of the lens (determined by the observation of the Einstein ring) vs M/Dd (the ratio of
the mass of the lens to the lens-observer distance) is plotted for different values of the dimensionless parameter D. SMDOs at
the centers of 40 galaxies are modeled as the Schwarzschild lenses. Right: The magnified graphs of the figure on left around
the large value of M/Dd are shown. The curves for different values of D are in the decreasing order of D (the highest D-value
curve is on the top.)
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FIG. 2. The compactness C1 and C2 of the lens (determined by the observations of, respectively, the first and second-order
relativistic rings) vs M/Dd (the ratio of the mass of the lens to the lens-observer distance) are plotted for different values of
the dimensionless parameter D. SMDOs at the centers of 40 galaxies are modeled as the Schwarzschild lenses.

(The reasons for putting a large number of digits are
given soon.) An accurate determination of the mass of
the lens as well as lens-source and observer-source dis-
tances has been always problematic. However, if we have
an upper and lower bound to these, we can determine ex-
cellent bounds (upper as well as lower) on the compact-
ness of SMDOs. However, just by observation of relativis-
tic rings (without any knowledge of mass and distance),
the above formulas give an upper bound (superscript ub

used in the following) to the compactness of the SMDO.
Higher the order of the observed relativistic image, we get
lower and hence better value for the upper bound to the
compactness. The equations (8) yield magnificent upper
bounds on physical compactness of SMDOs by observa-
tions of relativistic rings of the first and second orders:

Cub
1

= 3.0902305132011 and

Cub
2

= 3.0037509325921 . (10)
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FIG. 3. The slopes of compactness vs M/Dd (the ratio of the mass of the lens to the lens-observer distance) graphs are plotted
against D (the ratio of the lens-source to the observer-source distances). The slopes m1 and m2 stand, respectively, for the
cases of the first and second-order relativistic rings. 40 values of D on the interval of (0, 1) are taken to plot these graphs.

Despite the fact that we found highly accurate results for
free (in the sense that we do not need to know masses and
distances at all and no measurements are required) the
presentation of too many digits might appear ridiculous.
Then, why did we do that? The following are reasons: (i)
Without that, the compactness vs M/Dd plots will not
be resolved and we will not be able to see the effects of
the parameter D. (ii) Despite the fact that general rel-
ativity is a non-linear theory, we obtained a surprisingly
linear relation between the compactness and M/Dd for
a fixed value of D. The presentation of a large number
of digits supports linearity. (iii) What is unmeasurable
today could be measurable tomorrow as there is no upper
bound to the success of future astronomy.
Though we carried out computations for relativistic

rings (i.e., with the angular source position β = 0), our
results for bounds on the compactness are valid even if we
observe a pair of relativistic images on opposite sides of
the optic axis or just a relativistic image of negative par-
ity (i.e., on the secondary image side). Similarly, results
obtained here for the SMDOs are applicable to compact
objects of any mass giving rise to relativistic images.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We modeled forty supermassive dark objects at galac-
tic centers as Schwarzschild lenses and obtained the
scaled closed distances of approach (r0/M) of light rays
producing rings of the zeroth-order (Einstein ring) for
a few values of D (the ratio of the lens-source to the
observer-source angular diameter distances.) We defined
r0/M as the compactness C of the lens. We first plotted
the compactness C0 for the zeroth-order images (Einstein
rings) and it gave a large value of compactness of the
lens, as the zeroth-order rings are formed due to light
deflection in a weak gravitational field that is far away
from the lens. We repeated these computations for the
first and the second order relativistic rings and plotted
C1 vs M/Dd and C2 vs M/Dd for a few values of D.
We thus obtained a family of curves for each case, which
appeared linear. The data showed uncannily linearity of

these curves. The compactness increases with the de-
crease in M/Dd and increase in the value of D. The fam-
ily of curves do not intersect. The slopes of these straight
lines are negative, increase with the increase in the value
of D, and approaches 0 as D → 1, which is the right
endpoint of the interval (0, 1). Inspired by the linearity
of the families of curves, we repeated the computations
for a total fifty values of D in the interval (0, 1) and then
carried out curve fitting. We got formulas for curves for
both the first and second order relativistic rings. The
observations of the first and the second order relativis-
tic rings, respectively, give the compactness of the lens
C1 and C2 which are functions of M/Dd and D. These
expressions clearly give upper bounds, Cub

1
and Cub

2
to

the compactness C1 and C2, respectively. The results for
upper bounds are valid if either the relativistic ring or
the relativistic image on the secondary image side is ob-
served. The upper bounds to the physical compactness
of the lens do not require any knowledge of M/Dd, D,
and β. However, if there is some knowledge available for
M/Dd and D (i.e., we have some bounds on these from
other observations), we can easily compute better upper
and also lower bounds to the compactness of the lens.
The observation of higher order relativistic images would
give better bounds.

We propose that the variations of compactness against
M/Dd and D should be studied for the following cases as
these studies would enhance our understanding of SM-
DOs. First, orphaned (retro-) images of Schwarzschild
mirroring (also called retro-lensing). Second, the rela-
tivistic as well as orphaned images of Kerr lensing. The
rotation parameter of the Kerr metric will decrease the
value of the compactness parameter. The extension of
our work for the Kerr metric could be also useful for
a more accurate determination of rotation parameters.
Third, naked singularities are though abhorrent to many
physicists, these are considered awesome siblings of black
holes (see [52–54] and references therein.) We stud-
ied gravitational lensing due to Janis-Newman-Winicour
(JNW) naked singularities and obtained fascinating re-
sults [25–27]. It is important to study compactness of
SMDOs when these are modeled as JNW naked singu-
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larities lenses. The compactness parameter obtained by
gravitational lensing due to Kerr and JNW naked singu-
larities spacetimes will be smaller compared to one we
obtained for the Schwarzschild metric and therefore the
upper bound to the compactness obtained in this paper
would remain true. These extension of our work in this
paper is likely to have immense implications for ngEHT
project.
It is important to clarify that the observation of rela-

tivistic images of high order would very strongly support
the photohole interpretation of massive or supermassive
compact dark objects; however, we are still far behind
having any theoretical work suggesting observations that
could yield an iron-clad or even very strong evidence of
black holes. Weakly naked singularities (those covered
inside at least one photon sphere [26, 27]) are excellent
mimickers of black holes of the same ADM mass, as both
can have incredibly close sizes of their silhouettes. There-

fore, silhouettes and light rings in their vicinity would
very strongly support those as photoholes, but we can-
not be sure if those are black holes. Anyway, black holes
as well as weakly naked singularities map the sources of
the entire universe in the vicinity of their photon spheres.
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A. Övgün, Eur. Phys. J. C 82, 1155 (2022).
[5] N. Tsukamoto, Eur. Phys. J. C 83 (2023) 284 (2023).
[6] N. Tsukamoto, Phys. Rev. D 106, 084025 (2022).
[7] R. K. Walia, JCAP 03, 029 (2023).
[8] A. Ashoorioon, M. B. Jahani Poshteh and R. B. Mann,

Phys. Rev. D 107, 044031 (2023).
[9] K. Kobialko, I. Bogush and D. Gal’tsov, Phys. Rev. D

106, 084032 (2022).
[10] A. Ishihara et al., Phys. Rev. D 94, 084015 (2016).
[11] A. Ishihara et al., Phys. Rev. D 95, 044017 (2017).
[12] T. Ono et al. , Phys. Rev. D 96, 104037 (2017).
[13] K. Takizawa, T. Ono, and H. Asada, Phys. Rev. D 102,

064060 (2020).
[14] J. Kumar, S. U. Islam and S. G. Ghosh, Astrophys. J.

938, 104 (2022).
[15] F. Atamurotov, A. Abdujabbarov, and W. B. Han, Phys.

Rev. D 104, 084015 (2021).
[16] X. J. Gao, J. M. Chen, H. Zhang, Y. Yin, and Y. P. Hu,

Phys. Lett. B 822, 136683 (2021).
[17] O. Y. Tsupko, Phys. Rev. D 103, 104019 (2021).
[18] T. P. Kling, E. Grotzke, K. Roebuck, and H. Waite,Gen.

Rel. Grav. 51, 32 (2019).
[19] S. S. Zhao and Y. Xie, Phys. Lett. B 774, 357 (2017).
[20] A. Ishihara, Y. Suzuki, T. Ono, and H. Asada, Phys.

Rev. D 95, 044017 (2017).
[21] A. Younas, S. Hussain, M. Jamil, and S. Bahamonde,

Phys. Rev. D 92, 084042 (2015).
[22] K. S. Virbhadra, Phys. Rev. D 106, 064038 (2022).
[23] S. L. Adler and K. S. Virbhadra, Gen. Rel. Gravit. 54,

93 (2022).
[24] K. S. Virbhadra, Phys. Rev. D 109, 124004 (2024).
[25] K. S. Virbhadra, D. Narasimha, and S. M. Chitre, As-

tron. Astrophys. 337, 1 (1998).

[26] K. S. Virbhadra and G. F. R. Ellis, Phys. Rev. D 65,
103004 (2002).

[27] K. S. Virbhadra and C. R. Keeton, Phys. Rev. D 77,
124014 (2008).

[28] N. Tsukamoto, Phys. Rev. D 104, 124016 (2021).
[29] G. Gyulchev, P. Nedkova, T. Vetsov, and S. Yazadjiev,

Phys. Rev. D 100, 024055 (2019).
[30] N. Ortiz, O. Sarbach and T. Zannias, Phys. Rev. D 92,

044035 (2015).
[31] M. Patil, D. Narasimha, and P. S. Joshi, Phys. Rev. D

86, 063010 (2012).
[32] R. N. Izmailov, A. Bhattacharya, E. R. Zhdanov,

A. A. Potapov, and K. K. Nandi, Eur. Phys. J. Plus
134, 384 (2019).

[33] S. N. Sajadi and N. Riazi, Can. J. Phys. 98, 1046 (2020).
[34] M. Sharif and S. Iftikhar, Astrophys. Space Sci. 357,

no.1, 85 (2015).
[35] Y. X. Gao and Y. Xie, Phys. Rev. D 103, 043008 (2021).
[36] R. Zhang, J. Jing and S. Chen, Phys. Rev. D 95, 064054

(2017).
[37] F. E. Schunck, B. Fuchs and E. W. Mielke, Mon. Not.

Roy. Astron. Soc. 369, 485 (2006).
[38] C-M. Claudel, K. S. Virbhadra, and G. F. R. Ellis, J.

Math. Phys. 42, 818 (2001).
[39] Y. Koga, T. Igata, and K. Nakashi,Phys. Rev. D 103,

044003 (2021).
[40] C. Cederbaum and G. J. Galloway, J. Math. Phys. 62,

032504 (2021).
[41] S. Yazadjiev and B. Lazov, Class. Quant. Grav. 32,

165021 (2015).
[42] G. W. Gibbons and C. M. Warnick, Phys. Lett. B 763,

169 (2016).
[43] A. K. Mishra, S. Chakraborty, and S. Sarkar, Phys. Rev.

D 99, 104080 (2019).
[44] S. W. Wei, Phys. Rev. D 102, 064039 (2020).
[45] K. V. Kobialko and D. V. Gal’tsov, Eur. Phys. J. C 80,

527 (2020).
[46] S. Jahns, Class. Quant. Grav. 36, 235019 (2019).
[47] K. Akiyama et al. (Event Horizon Telescope Collabora-

tion), Astrophys. J. Lett. 875, L6 (2019).



7

[48] https://www.ngeht.org/
[49] S. Weinberg, Gravitation and Cosmology: Principles and

Applications of the General Theory of Relativity (Wiley,
New York, 1972).

[50] R. Abuter et al. [GRAVITY], Astron. Astrophys. 636,
L5 (2020).

[51] S. Wolfram, MATHEMATICA 12.0.0 (2019).
[52] K. S. Virbhadra, arXiv:gr-qc/9606004 [gr-qc].
[53] K. S. Virbhadra, S. Jhingan, and P. S. Joshi, Int. J. Mod.

Phys. D 6, 357 (1997).
[54] K. S. Virbhadra, Phys. Rev. D 60, 104041 (1999).

http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9606004

