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The geodesic method has played a crucial role in understanding the circular orbits generated by
compact objects, culminating in the definition of the photon sphere, which was later generalized to
a photon surface in arbitrary spacetimes. This new formulation extends the concept of the photon
sphere in a broader sense, including dynamical spacetimes, as shown by the Vaidya solution. The
photon surface essentially defines the null geodesics, which are originally tangent to the temporal
surface, and keeps them confined to this surface. However, this formalism does not cover all classes of
particles, and to overcome this limitation, a more comprehensive approach, denoted as the “massive
particle surface”, has been proposed that also accounts for charged massive particles. Indeed, the
photon surface concept is recovered when the charge and mass of the particles are zero. In this work,
we use these three formalisms to check the consistency of the results for the values of the radius of
the photon sphere (rps) and the radius of the “innermost stable circular orbit” (ISCO) (rISCO) for
some gravitational models. In our results, the first model is described by conformal gravity, with
the peculiarity that g00 ̸= −g−1

11 . The second model, i.e. Culetu model, is developed by coupling
General Relativity (GR) with nonlinear electrodynamics (NLED), which requires the consideration
of the effective metric (gµνeff ) for geodesic approaches, for example. Under these circumstances,
we have found that the value for the radius of the photon sphere (rps) obtained by the massive
particle surface formalism in the conformal gravity case does not agree with the values obtained
by the geodesic and photon surface formalisms. Similarly, the values for rISCO differ between the
geodesic and the massive particle surface formalisms. In Culetu’s model, we found the same values
for the radius of the photon sphere rps when we consider the effective metric in the geodesic and
photon surface formalisms. However, when we apply the massive particle surface formalism, we
find an inconsistency with the values of the other two formalisms. Finally, we have examined
the expressions for rps and rISCO for a spherically symmetric and generally static metric arising
from the massive particle surface method. We find that the expression for rps, for example, differs
from the photon surface method, as does the expression for rISCO, which differs from the geodesic
formalism. Moreover, we highlight a significant difference in the two expressions obtained for a static
and spherically symmetric metric in general, as they exhibit a dependence on the metric function
−g11 = B(r), unlike the other expressions for rps and rISCO in the other two formalisms.

I. INTRODUCTION

The photon sphere is a timelike hypersurface in which
unstable photons are trapped [1]. Indeed, the initial un-
derstanding of the surface formed by photons, for in-
stance, has enabled insightful studies of the gravitational
lensing effect in the strong field region [2–7]. Over the
years, this definition has evolved and been generalized,
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and has led to a new approach, namely, the photon sur-
face [8], which is described in an arbitrary spacetime. It
was shown that, subject to an energy condition, a black
hole in any such spacetime must be surrounded by a pho-
ton sphere. Conversely, subject to an energy condition,
any photon sphere must surround a black hole, a naked
singularity or more than a certain amount of matter [8].

For self-consistency and self-completeness, and to at-
tain a better understanding of the problem, we present
the concept of the photon sphere using the geodesic for-
malism, where the equations of motion are derived from
the Lagrangian approach. We begin our discussion by in-
troducing the geodesic equation and explaining how the
photon sphere can be defined by this description. To
introduce this concept, consider a static and spherically
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symmetric metric described by

ds2 = A(r)dt2 −B(r)dr2 − C(r)
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
. (1)

As mentioned above, the Lagrangian formalism yields
the geodesic equation, given by

L =
1

2
gµνv

µvν , (2)

where vµ = dxµ/dλ is the four-velocity and λ is the affine
parameter. For the case of photons, we have L = 0.
Under this condition and after substituting Eq.(1) into
the Lagrangian (2), we obtain the following result

(vt)2A(r)− (vr)2B(r)− (vϕ)2C(r) sin2 θ− (vθ)2C(r) = 0.
(3)

This expression can be solved for vr, which is given by

vr =

√
(vt)2A(r)− (vϕ)2C(r) sin2 θ − (vθ)2C(r)

B(r)
. (4)

Let us now introduce the geodesic equation defined by
the Levi-Civita connection, where the radial component
is described as follows:

dvr

dλ
= −Γr

µνv
µvν . (5)

Now, substituting Eq. (4) into the geodesic equation (5)
yields

ṙ2 = −1

2

(
(vϕ)2 sin2 θ + (vθ)2

)(
C(r)A′(r)−A(r)C ′(r)

)
.

(6)
Next, to illustrate how one can determine the radius

of the photon sphere using the geodesic equation (6),
for simplicity, consider the Schwarzschild solution repre-
sented by the following metric functions

A(r) =
1

B(r)
= 1− 2M

r
, C(r) = r2. (7)

Substituting these into Eq. (6), we obtain the following
equation for the Schwarzschild case

ṙ2 = (r − 3M)
(
(vϕ)2 sin2 θ + (vθ)2

)
, (8)

where the overdot denotes the derivative with respect to
a given affine parameter.

When r > 3M , the expression is positive, which means
that light particles follow null geodesics in spacetime and
do not fall into the black hole. If, on the other hand,
the radial coordinate lies in the range 2M < r < 3M ,
the expression is negative and describes null geodesics
whose particles inevitably fall into the black hole. The
photon sphere is defined by the hypersurface at rps = 3M
in Schwarzschild spacetime, where light rays describing
trajectories that are initially tangential to the photon
sphere remain trapped in it. In describing the photon
sphere, we generally have two basic properties: (i) the

first demands that a geodesic null surface tangent to the
photon sphere always remains tangential to it; (ii) the
second states that this surface rps = 3M does not evolve
over time [1].
Let us now consider the following components for the

four-velocity:

vt =
E

A(r)
, vθ = 0, vϕ =

L

C(r)
. (9)

If we substitute these components into Eq. (4), we arrive
at the following

vr =

√
E2C(r)− L2A(r)

A(r)B(r)C(r)
. (10)

In this way, the result obtained by squaring Eq. (10) is
expressed through the following function

R(r) = E
2C(r)− L2A(r)

A(r)B(r)C(r)
. (11)

Applying the condition R(r) = 0 to Eq. (11), we deter-
mine the energy

E = L

√
A(r)

C(r)
. (12)

Now, by taking the derivative of R(r) and substituting
the energy (12), we deduce

dR(r)
dr

=
L2
(
A(r)C ′(r)− C(r)A′(r)

)
A(r)B(r)C(r)2

. (13)

Applying the condition dR(r)/dr = 0 to the above ex-
pression for the Schwarzschild metric functions, we ob-
tain the radius of the photon sphere given by

rps = 3M. (14)

We can verify the stability of closed circular orbits by
defining the effective potential

Veff(r) = L2A(r)

C(r)
. (15)

If we take the second derivation of this potential for the
Schwarzschild case, we find that

d2Veff(r)

dr2

∣∣∣
r=rps

= − 2L2

81M4
. (16)

Since d2Veff(r)/dr
2 < 0, we have a local maximum, i.e.

the photon sphere has unstable circular orbits.
In the reference study [1], the authors define a pho-

ton sphere in a static, spherically symmetric spacetime
as a timelike hypersurface, where r = rps, because when
r approaches rps, the Einstein angle of curvature of a
light beam is unlimitedly large. As mentioned above, the
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concept of the photon sphere has been improved by the
introduction of a new formulation known as the photon
surface, developed by Ellis et al. [8]. Previously, we dis-
cussed two properties of the photon sphere, one of which
was that these surfaces do not evolve in time. In an
attempt to extend this concept, the authors in Ref. [8]
generalize the definition of the photon sphere in order to
incorporate dynamical spacetimes in the second property
of the photon sphere. An example of this approach is the
Vaidya [9–11] metric, which can now be included in the
description of the photon surface method.

Although the photon surface method is efficient, it has
its limitations, for example, it cannot include massive
charged particles. Recently, a generalization of the pho-
ton surface method was proposed by Gal’tsov et al. [12].
This new approach is defined by a timelike hypersurface
with worldlines of charged particles Q, mass m and fixed
total energy E , which, when tangent to this hypersurface,
remain tangential to it. If we consider Q = m = 0 in this
spacetime, we again obtain the photon surface model pro-
posed in Ref. [8], i.e. we return to the impact parameter
with a fixed value instead of particles with fixed energy,
as is the case with the massive particle surface method.

These concepts are extremely important because the
surfaces that form near compact objects are directly re-
lated to the shadows of black holes [7, 13–16], gravita-
tional lensing [1, 3, 17–23], and the behavior of the opti-
cal appearance for a particular type of radiation emitted
by the accretion disk [24–26], for example.

An important issue to investigate is that the photon
surface method has proven to be highly efficient in nu-
merous solutions of both static [27–30] and stationary
[31] black holes, in plasma [32–34], as well as dynamic
scenarios [35–37]. Now we inquire, does the massive par-
ticle surface method also exhibit the same efficiency and
yield consistent results for an extensive range of black
hole solutions? Our primary objective here is to demon-
strate that there are slight discordances between the mas-
sive particle surface method and the geodesic and photon
surface methods.

In this study, we investigate the radius of the pho-
ton sphere in different gravitational models using the
geodesic, photon surface and massive particle surface
methods. The structure of the manuscript is outlined as
follows: In Sec. II, we briefly introduce the geodesic equa-
tions derived from the Lagrangian and discuss how to cal-
culate the radius of the photon sphere and the rISCO. In
Sec. III, we give a brief definition of the photon surface
method and the corresponding equation for spherically
symmetric spacetimes. In Sec. IV we briefly discuss the
method of massive particle surfaces and how this descrip-
tion can be applied to a static and spherically symmetric
geometry and conclude with an example. In Sec. V we
present our results using two gravitational models, the
first described by conformal gravity and the second by
NLED. Finally, in Sec. VI we summarize our results.

II. GEODESICS AND EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL

In this section, we determine the equations describ-
ing the motion of test particles near a compact object
using the Lagrangian formalism. We also discuss the
conditions imposed on the geodesic equations to deter-
mine, for instance, the radius of the photon sphere. For
a deeper understanding, we later present an example of
the Reissner-Nordström (RN) solution.
As a first step, consider the static and spherically sym-

metrical line element (1).
In order to obtain the equations of motion of the parti-

cles near the black hole, we use the following Lagrangian
formula

L =
1

2
gµν ẋ

µẋν = m2, (17)

where the overdot denotes the derivative with respect to
an affine parameter λ, m is the mass of the test particle
and ẋµ → (ṫ, ṙ, θ̇, φ̇) is the four-velocity of the particle.
Using the metric (1), we can rewrite Eq. (17) as

L =
1

2

[
A (r) ṫ2 −B(r)ṙ2 − C(r)

(
θ̇2 + sin2 θϕ̇2

)]
= m2,

(18)
which provides the following canonical moments:

pt =
∂L
∂ṫ

= A (r) ṫ, (19a)

pr =
∂L
∂ṙ

= B(r)ṙ, (19b)

pθ =
∂L
∂θ̇

= C(r)θ̇, (19c)

pϕ =
∂L
∂ϕ̇

= C(r) sin2 θϕ̇. (19d)

The relevant equations result from the Euler-Lagrange
equation

d

dσ

(
∂L
∂ẋµ

)
− ∂L

∂xµ
= 0, (20)

since the metric (1) does not depend directly on the co-
ordinates t and ϕ, it follows that

E = A (r) ṫ, (21a)

m2 = A (r) ṫ2 −B(r)ṙ2 − C(r)
(
θ̇2 + sin2 θϕ̇2

)
(21b)

L = C (r) ϕ̇, (21c)

where E is the energy, L is the angular moment of the
particle and we absorb the factor 2 with the transforma-
tion

√
2m→ m. Due to the spherical symmety, without

loss of generality we consider motion in the equatorial
plane, i.e. θ = π/2 and θ̇ = 0, which implies pθ = 0.
Using these results, we thus obtain the geodesic equa-

tion for test particles:

ṙ2 =
1

A(r)B(r)

(
1

b2
− Veff(r)−m2A(r)

)
, (22)
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where b is the impact parameter defined by

b ≡ L

E
. (23)

and the effective potential represented in Eq. (22) is de-
fined as

Veff(r) =
A(r)

C(r)
. (24)

By considering geodesics with a constant radial coor-
dinate r, the photon sphere is obtained by the imposition
of two constraints, given by

ṙ = 0, r̈ = 0. (25)

These are the boundary conditions that allow us to de-
termine the radius of the photon sphere, which we denote
by rps, and the critical impact parameter bc. If the value
of b is larger than bc, the particles can escape the grav-
itational influence of the black hole. If b is significantly
smaller than bc, the particles fall into the black hole. In
the critical case, i.e., when b = bc, the particles with
this value are confined to an unstable orbit known as the
photon sphere.

Their explicit forms are described below

rps = 2
A(rps)

A′(rps)
, (26)

where the prime denotes a derivative with respect to the
coordinate r.

The radius of the black hole shadow with respect to an
observer located at distance rO is given by [38]

rsh = rps

√
A(rO)

A(rps)
, (27)

where rO denotes the location of the observer.

The next step is to find the radius that delineates be-
tween the last stable orbits and the unstable orbits using
the geodesic formalism we have been employing up to

this point. This orbit is known as the “innermost sta-
ble circular orbit” (ISCO). To determine this radius, we
perform a redefinition in Eq. (22), setting

ṙ2 ←→ R(r). (28)

In this way, we can use the above redefinition, Eq. (28),
to express Eq. (22) as follows:

R (r) =
1

A(r)B(r)

[
E2 − A(r)

C (r)

(
m2C (r) + L2

)]
. (29)

With this subtlety in mind, we express the condi-
tions (25) as follows:

R(r) = 0, (30a)

dR(r)
dr

= 0. (30b)

From these expressions we may obtain, for example, the
explicit forms of the parameters E and L. Having ob-
tained these quantities, we substitute their values into
R(r) and determine rISCO using the condition

d2R(r)
dr2

= 0. (31)

This approach will become clearer in the examples pre-
sented later.
Thus, if we apply condition (30a) to Eq. (29), we find

that the energy takes the form:

E =

√
A(r)

(
m2 +

L2

C(r)

)
. (32)

On the other hand, if we apply condition (30b) to
Eq. (29), we find that the angular momentum takes the
following form:

L =
mC (r)

√
A′(r)√

A(r)C ′ (r)− C (r)A′(r)
. (33)

To determine the radius rISCO, we start by developing
the second derivative of R(r), as shown in Eq. (29). In
the expression resulting from this procedure, we insert
the expressions for energy and angular momentum de-
fined in Eqs. (32) and (32), respectively. In this way we
obtain

d2R(r)
dr2

=
m2
[
C (r)

(
−A(r)A′′(r)C ′ (r) +A(r)A′(r)C ′′ (r) + 2A′(r)2C ′ (r)

)
− 2A(r)A′(r)

(
C ′ (r)

)2]
A(r)B(r)C (r)

(
A(r)C ′ (r)− C (r)A′(r)

) . (34)

So if we substitute the metric function A(r) and C(r) into
Eq. (34) and then apply condition (31), we find an ex-
pression that allows us to determine the rISCO by solving

in terms of r.
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A. Specific example: Reissner-Nordström
space-time

As a specific example, consider the Reissner-
Nordström asymptotically flat spacetime, which is a
static and spherically symmetric metric around a body
with mass M and electric charge q, and is characterized
by the following metric functions:

A(r) =
1

B(r)
= 1− 2M

r
+
(q
r

)2
, (35a)

C(r) = r2. (35b)

The event horizons rH are found for A(r) = 0, which
yields:

rH = M ±
√

M2 − q2. (36)

From Eq. (26) we determine the radius of the photon
sphere, where the explicit form is given by

rps =
1

2

(√
9M2 − 8q2 + 3M

)
. (37)

If we assume that the charge is zero, q = 0, the above
expression reduces to the radius of the Schwarzschild pho-
ton sphere, thus rps = 3M
Applying the metric functions (35) to Eq. (22), we find

that Eq. (29) in this case has the following form:

R(r) = E2 −
(
L2 +M2r2

) [
r(r − 2M) + q2

]
r4

. (38)

Applying the conditions (30) to Eq. (38), we obtain
the expressions for E and L as follows:

E =
M
[
r(r − 2M) + q2

]
√
r2
[
r(r − 3M) + 2q2

] , (39a)

L =
Mr
√

Mr − q2√
r(r − 3M) + 2q2

. (39b)

To determine the value of rISCO, we first insert the
above expressions, Eqs. (39), into the Eq. (38). For exam-
ple, we can calculate the second derivative with respect
to r, which yields

d2R
dr2

=
2M2

[
−9Mq2r +Mr2(6M − r) + 4q4

]
r4 [r(r − 3M) + 2q2]

. (40)

Thus, if we apply the condition (31) to Eq. (40), we
find that the value of rISCO for this model is described by
three roots. For 0 < q ≤ M there is only one real root,
which we have represented in Fig. 1. Moreover, we can
see in this graph that we get the Schwarzschild rISCO if
we choose q = 0, i.e. rISCO = 6M .
Without a loss of generality, we can choose a value for

the charge to represent the rISCO in terms of mass, for
instance, if q = 0.2, we get

rISCO = 5.939M. (41)

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

4.0

4.5

5.0

5.5

6.0

Figure 1: Plot of rISCO/M with respect to the q/M ,
representing the real roots obtained from rISCO.

III. PHOTON SURFACE

We will show how to express the photon sphere with
a more comprehensive formalism than the geodesic
formalism. We will not go into all the mathematical
approaches leading to one of the main equations of this
proposal, but we refer the reader to [8] for more details.
As a starting point, it is useful to define a manifold M
whose connection is described by the metric tensor gµν ,
and S denotes the hypersurface. In the formulation pro-
posed by Ellis et al. in [8], they define the photon surface
by the null geodesics which, when tangent to the hyper-
surface, remain trapped on the photon surface, i.e. on S.
Formally, the authors formulate this definition as follows.

Definition 2.1. A photon surface of (M, g) is an
immersed, nowhere-spacelike hypersurface S of (M, g)
such that, for every point p ∈ S and every null vector
k ∈ TpS, there exists a null geodesic γ : (−ϵ, ϵ) →M of
(M, g) such that γ̇(0) = k, | γ |⊂ S.

Using the metric (1), the photon sphere for a spheri-
cally symmetric static spacetime can therefore be deter-
mined as follows

A(r)C ′(r) = A′(r)C(r). (42)

IV. MASSIVE PARTICLE SURFACES

In this section, we will briefly introduce the formal-
ism developed by Galt’sov et al [12], which is used to
define the massive particle surface method. This concept
extends the previously discussed understanding of “pho-
ton surfaces” to the case of charged particles with mass.
In constructing this formalism, the authors make use of
the symmetry of Killing vectors. As a starting point, it
is useful to define a Lorentz manifold M of dimension
n ≥ 4 in which the connection of the covariant derivative
is described by the Christoffel symbol, i.e. in terms of
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the metric gµν . In addition, some electromagnetic quan-
tities are considered, including the Maxwell-Faraday ten-
sor, which is defined as Fµν = ∂µAν −∂νAµ, where Aµ is
the electromagnetic vector potential, and F = 1

4F
µνFµν ,

is the electromagnetic scalar.
A test particle with charge Q and mass m therefore

describes a world line γµ under the following conditions

γ̇µ∇µγ̇
ν = QF ν

σγ̇
σ, (43a)

γ̇µγ̇µ = −m2 , (43b)

with the four-velocity of the particle defined as:

γ̇µ =
dγµ

dλ
. (44)

Let us now consider the context of symmetry in space-
time with respect to the Killing vectors kµ, which apply
to static and stationary geometries. In this scenario, the
metric fulfills the Lie derivation

Lkgµν = ∇(µgν) = 0, (45)

and the electromagnetic potential fulfils the following
condition

LkAµ = kσ∇σAµ +∇µk
σAσ = 0. (46)

The total energy of the particle is thus preserved along
the world lines, and its expression has the following form

E = −kµ (γ̇µ +QAµ) . (47)

In terms of the kinetic and potential energy, E can be
expressed as follows

Ep ≡ −qkµAµ , (48a)

Ek ≡ E − Ep = −kµvµ . (48b)

Let us now show some relevant quantities to determine
the particles with total energy E , mass m and charge Q,
which are fixed on the hypersurface S. For example, the
metric of the induced hypersurface is expressed as follows

hµν = gµν − nµnν , (49)

and the second symmetrical fundamental form

χµν ≡ hλ
µh

σ
ν∇λnσ, (50)

where nσ is the unit space normal vector of the tempo-
ral hypersurface S of dimension n− 1 and the projector
operator is defined as hµ

ν = δµν − nµnν .
The projection of the Killing vector onto the hypersur-

face is

kµ = κµ + k ⊥ nµ, (51a)

κµnµ = 0. (51b)

Based on the above quantities, the authors in Ref. [12]
cover the concept of a photon sphere as defined in [8].

The generalization of this concept is called “massive
particle surfaces”. In this new definition, we consider
a particle with mass m, electric charge Q and fixed
total energy E that is tangent to the massive particle
surfaces SE , provided that the world line of the particle
is initially tangent to SE . This concept is defined in
mathematical terms as follows.

Definition - A massive particle surface in M is
an immersed, timelike, nowhere orthogonal to Killing
vector kµ hypersurface SE of M such that, for every
point p ∈ SE and every vector vµ |p∈ TpSE such that
vµκµ |p= Ek |p and vµvµ |p= m2, there exists a world-
line γ of M for a particle with mass m, electric charge
Q and total energy ε such that γ̇µ(0) = vµ |p and γ ∈ SE .

Note that if we assume that the particle has the mass
m = 0, the charge Q = 0 and the constraints on the total
energy, we find the definition of photon surfaces from [8].

Finally, we will not discuss all the mathematical steps
of this formulation in detail; we refer the reader to the
original work [12] for specific details. In the following,
we present the main expression of this description, which
will later allow us to calculate the radius of the photon
sphere for some gravitational models. The total energy
of the test particles is thus described by

E± = ±m

√
κ2

χλ

K
+
F2 (n− 2)

2
Q2

4m2K2

+
F (n− 2)Q

2K
−QkµA

µ, (52)

with the following definitions

χλ =
α(n− 2)E2k
m2 +

E2
k

κ2

, (53a)

K = 2χ− 3χλ, (53b)

Fµν =
1

2
nσFσ(µκν), (53c)

F = nσFσρκ
ρ. (53d)

where χ = χα
α.

A. Static symmetry

We will now show how some quantities are described
in a four-dimensional spacetime with static and spheri-
cal symmetry. At the beginning of this example, let us
consider the line element with the form of

ds2 = A(r)dt2 −B(r)dr2 − C(r)dθ2 −D(r, θ)dϕ2, (54)

The second basic form can therefore be expressed as
follows

χρσdx
ρdxσ =

1

2
√

B(r)

(
∂rA(r)dt2

−∂rC(r)dθ2 − ∂rD(r, θ)dϕ2
)
, (55)
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where the trace takes the form

χ =
∂r ln

[
A(r)C(r)D(r, θ)

]
2
√
B(r)

, (56)

and the Killing vector is chosen as follows kσ∂σ = ∂t.
The mean curvature (53a) is given by:

χλ = 2

√
A(r)

C(r)
. (57)

Since we are only dealing with electrically charged
cases, we only have the following expression

Fρσdx
ρdxσ = − A(r)√

B(r)
∂rAtdtdt, (58)

and the contraction of the above quantity yields

F =
∂rAt√
B(r)

. (59)

B. Reissner-Nordström

Similarly to the example we provided with the geodesic
formalism, we will use the Reissner-Nordström metric to
illustrate obtaining the rISCO through the massive parti-
cle surface formalism.

As a starting point, we calculate the electromagnetic
tensor for this description, which is given by F10 =
−2q/r2. If we integrate this result with respect to the
radial coordinate r, we obtain the electromagnetic po-
tential A0 = 2q/r.

This makes it possible to determine F for the current
model with Eq. (59). In this particular situation, the
following steps are required:

F = −
2q
√
r(r − 2M) + q2

r3
. (60)

The description of the scalar of the second fundamental
form is expressed by the metric functions (35) as follows:

χ =
r(2r − 3M) + q2

r3
√
−2Mr + q2 + r2

. (61)

And mean curvature (57) is now

χλ =
2

r

√
−2M

r
+

q2

r2
+ 1. (62)

Using results (61) and (62), we can therefore determine
the form of K for this model from Eq. (53b). Its form is
thus described by:

K = − 2

r2
(
−2Mr + q2 + r2

)−1/2 [
r(r − 3M) + 2q2

]
.

(63)

With these quantities, the energy of the test particle
for this case is therefore given by

E =

m
[
r(r − 2M) + q2

]√
Q2
(

q2

κ4m2 + 2
)
+ r(r − 3M)

r [r(r − 3M) + 2q2]

+
qQ
[
r(r − 2M) + q2

]
κ2mr [r(r − 3M) + 2q2]

− 2qQ

κ2r
. (64)

We can determine the radius of the photon sphere using
Eq. (64) under the condition 1/E2 = 0, (Q = 0). Remark-
ably, the result obtained is equivalent to the formalism
of the geodesic method

rps =
1

2

(√
9M2 − 8q2 + 3M

)
. (65)

We can calculate the rISCO by using the energy equa-
tion for the test particle from Eq. (64), under the con-
dition dE/dr = 0. The value of the radius rISCO in this
case, if we choose the value of the charge q = 0.2, is:

rISCO = 5.939M. (66)

Note that the results for the radius of the photon
sphere (65) and the rISCO (66) agree with the equivalent
quantities obtained in the geodesic formalism according
to the Eqs. (37) and (41).

V. RESULTS

In this section, we discuss the results obtained by
choosing two specific metrics that we have applied in
the formalisms briefly presented in the previous sections.
First, we will deal with a metric derived from confor-
mal gravity, which is characterized by a peculiarity in its
metric functions g00 ̸= −g−1

11 . Next, we study the Culetu
model which results from the coupling of NLED with
GR [39–41]. Since this model is described by NLED, it
is necessary to use an effective metric to obtain a more
appropriate interpretation of the particle motion. For
example, we obtain the radius of the photon sphere for
these two formulations.

A. Conformal gravity

In this section, we briefly discuss a conformal gravity
solution. It is well known that GR has solutions that
involve singularities in spacetime, and faced with this
challenge, various proposals have been explored in the lit-
erature to overcome this situation. In particular, Weyl’s
conformal symmetry, or conformal gravity, is a promising
proposal to address and solve the problem of spacetime
singularities in Einstein’s theory of gravity [42].
In [43], the authors used the general invariant theory

under conformal Weyl transformations to study the reg-
ularity of spacetime. In this approach, they use confor-
mal symmetry, more precisely, a conformal scaling of the
metric, so that the new metric becomes singularity-free.
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For our discussion, we briefly consider a special case
of conformal gravity, which we present below. Einstein’s
conformal gravity is a second-order conformally invariant
formulation described in a multidimensional spacetime
N . In this description, the metric is replaced by the
introduction of an auxiliary dilaton field φ and by the
use of the metric ḡµν , as shown below

gµν = (φκN )
4

N−2 ḡµν . (67)

1. Schwarzschild metric in conformal gravity

Now, we express the Schwarzschild metric
S
gµν in terms

of φ and ḡµν , given by

S
gµν = (φκN )

4
N−2 ḡµν . (68)

Thus, a Weyl rescaling is performed that keeps this
approach invariant. This scaling is applied to both the
metric and the scalar field, with an arbitrary local pa-
rameter Ω, as described by

ḡ∗µν = Ω2 ḡµν , (69)

φ∗ = Ω
2−D

2 φ. (70)

so that Eq. (68) takes the form

S
gµν = (φ∗κN )

4
N−2 ḡ∗µν , (71)

and the Schwarzschild spacetime is recovered when φ =
k−1
D and Ω = 1.

This conformal rescaling imposes no limits on the num-
ber of exact solutions equivalent to the Schwarzschild
metric. Next, we will show a specific example of an exact
black hole solution obtained through this formalism. For
simplicity, we consider D = 4, as described in Ref. [43].
Thus, the metric is given by:

ds∗2 ≡ ḡ∗µνdx
µdxν = S(r)ḡµνdx

µdxν

= S(r)

[(
1− 2M

r

)
dt2 +

(
1− 2M

r

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2

]
,

(72)

with

φ∗ = S(r)−1/2κ−1
4 , (73)

where the scalar factor is described by

S(r) =
1

r2

(
l4

r2
+ r2

)
, (74)

and l is a length scale.

In this way we obtain the following metric functions:

A(r) =
1

r2

(
l4

r2
+ r2

)(
1− 2M

r

)
, (75a)

B(r) =
1

r2

(
l4

r2
+ r2

)(
1− 2M

r

)−1

, (75b)

C(r) =

(
l4

r2
+ r2

)
. (75c)

2. Geodesics in conformal gravity

The radius of the horizon in this case, from the ex-
pression A(r) = 0, is identical to that of Schwarzschild
rH = 2M . From Eq. (26), we obtain the radius of the
photon sphere

rps = 3M. (76)

The expression forR(r) can be determined by applying
the metric functions (35) to Eq. (22), and is given by:

R(r) =
{
r7
[
E2r +m2(2M − r)

]
+ L2r5(2M − r)

+l4m2r3(2M − r)
}/(

l4 + r4
)2

.(77)

The conditions (30) are used to obtain E and L, which
take the following form

E =
m
√
r4 − l4(r − 2M)√
r5(r − 3M)

, (78a)

L =
m
√

l4(5M − 2r) +Mr4

r
√
r − 3M

, (78b)

respectively.
Substituting Eqs. (78) into Eq. (77), and taking their

second derivative with respect to r, we arrive at

d2R
dr2

=
2m2r

[
l4
(
30M2 − 21Mr + 4r2

)
+Mr4(r − 6M)

]
(l4 + r4)

2
(3M − r)

.

(79)
Let us now apply the condition described in Eq.(31)

to Eq. (79) in order to find the rISCO for this model.
Without a loss of generality, we can choose a value for
l to represent rISCO in terms of mass. So if we choose
l = 0.9, the value of rISCO is given by:

rISCO = 5.97564M. (80)

3. Photon surface in conformal gravity

By using the metric functions of conformal gravity (75)
in Eq. (42) with the choice of l = 0.9, we determine the
radius of the photon sphere, which is given by

rps = 3M. (81)

Note that this is the same result as in the Schwarzschild
case, which we have already obtained using the geodesic
method, Eq. (76).
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4. Massive particle surfaces in conformal gravity

Now we use the metric functions described by Eqs. (75)
to express the quantities needed to determine the radius
of the photon sphere by the massive particle surfaces for-
malism in conformal gravity. The first of these quantities
is the scalar of the second fundamental form (53a), which
is now given by:

χ =

√
r
[
l4(9M − 4r) + r4(2r − 3M)

]
(l4 + r4)

3/2√
r − 2M

. (82)

The average curvature (57), in turn, is expressed as

χλ =
2

r2

√(
l4

r2
+ r2

)(
1− 2M

r

)
. (83)

With the help of these quantities, given by Eqs. (82)
and (83), we obtain K, Eq. (53b), which takes the form

K =
2

r7/2

{
r4
[
l4(9M − 4r) + r4(2r − 3M)

]
(l4 + r4)

3/2√
r − 2M

−3
√
(l4 + r4) (r − 2M)

}
. (84)

For this case, in which F = 0, we can therefore only
determine the energy of the test particle using the results
of Eq. (83) and Eq. (84), which is takes the form

E =

[(
l4 + r4

)
(r − 2M)

]3/2
r5

[
3
√
(l4 + r4) (r − 2M)

−
r4
[
l4(9M − 4r) + r4(2r − 3M)

]
(l4 + r4)

3/2√
r − 2M

]−1

. (85)

We can calculate the radius of the photon sphere
for this method using Eq. (85), but for this we use
1/E2 = 0. For comparison with the result of the geodesic
method (76), we choose the value of the conformal pa-
rameter l = 0.9 without loss of generality. In this way we
obtain

rps = 2.92584M. (86)

We also calculate the derivative of E with respect to
r, but we will not express it here as it is lengthy. We
determine the radius using Eq. (85) under the condition
dE/dr = 0. Again, we use the value for the conformal
parameter l = 0.9. We therefore obtain for this case that
the radius is equal:

rISCO = 5.70275M. (87)

We thus find that the result for the radius of the pho-
ton sphere in the geodesic and photon surface formalisms,
Eqs (76) and (81) respectively, does not agree with the
result we obtained for the radius of the photon sphere
using the massive particle surface method, Eq. (86). If
we use this conformal gravity model to calculate (rISCO)
with both formalisms, the geodesic method and the mas-
sive particle surface method, we also find a discrepancy
in the results, as can be seen in Eqs. (80) and (87).

B. Culetu model

The next model we deal with is a proposal with static
and spherically symmetric symmetry for a regular black
hole, i.e. it provides solutions without singularities. This
model is known as the Culetu model and it is derived
by taking into account that GR is coupled with NLED
[39, 40]. Moreover, this solution is asymptotic of the
Reissner-Nordström type.
Let us now briefly introduce the description of GR cou-

pled with NLED. The action that provides the descrip-
tion for Culetu’s model is given by:

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R+ κ2

GL(F )
]
, (88)

where g is the determinant of the metric tensor, R is
the Ricci scalar, κ2

G = 8π, L(F ) is the Lagrangian den-
sity of NLED, and F = 1

4F
µνFµν is the electromag-

netic scalar and Fµν denotes the Faraday-Maxwell ten-
sor which is represented by the electromagnetic potential
vector Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ.
Varying the action (88) with respect to the metric, we

find the equations of motionRµν− 1
2gµνR = κ2Tµν , where

the energy-momentum tensor of NLED is given by:

Tµν =
2

κ2
G

(gµνL(F )− LFFµαF
α

ν ) . (89)

Varying the action (88) with respect to Fµν , we find

∇µ(LFF
µν) =

1√
−g

∂µ(
√
−gLFF

µν) = 0, (90)

where LF = ∂L(F )/∂F .
The component of Fµν for magnetically charged so-

lutions is F23 = q sin θ, therefore, the electromagnetic
scalar, now has the form of

F =
q2

2r4
. (91)

Let us consider the following Lagrangian for our pur-
poses [46]

L(F ) = F exp

(
−k 4
√
2Fq2

q

)
, (92)

where k = q2/2M .
Using these quantities, we can therefore write the fol-

lowing line element from the equations of motion

ds2 =

(
1− 2M

r
e−

q2

2Mr

)
dt2 −

(
1− 2M

r
e−

q2

2Mr

)−1

dr2

−r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
. (93)

This metric was also considered in [41], which was in-
terpreted as asymptotically Minkowski core of a regular
black hole solution.
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The metric functions of Culetu’s model are thus:

A(r) =
1

B(r)
= 1− 2M

r
e−

q2

2Mr , C(r) = r2 (94)

where M and q are, respectively, the mass of the black
hole and the electric charge.

Next, we use the metric functions of the Culetu
model (94) to study the radius of the photon sphere. This
can be achieved, for example, by the Lagrangian formal-
ism. However, when it comes to GR coupled with NLED,
a more appropriate description is required to obtain the
geodesics arising from this and other formulations. This
development is achieved through the effective metric. We
will then demonstrate the procedure by which we obtain
geodesics, for example, for test particles in theories for-
mulated with NLED.

1. Effective metric

However, since we have obtained solutions to the Ein-
stein equations coupled with NLED described by the line
element (93), we present the correct formulation for the
geodesics. Indeed, the light rays now follow a geodesic
described by the effective metric [44, 45]

gµνeff = LF g
µν − LFFF

µ
σ Fσν . (95)

We therefore have two line elements, depending on
whether the electric or the magnetic charge plays a role.

The line element for the effective metric, if we consider
the electric charge, is therefore given by

ds2 =
A(r)

LF + 2FLFF
dt2 − 1

B(r) (LF + 2FLFF )
dr2

− r2

LF

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
. (96)

On the other hand, the metric is expressed as follows
when the magnetic charge is taken into account

ds2 =
A(r)

LF
dt2 − 1

B(r)LF
dr2

− r2

LF + 2FLFF

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
. (97)

However, since the metric function of the Culetu model
results from the coupling of GR with an electromagnetic

matter source from NLED, we now have that the particles
describe a trajectory by an effective metric (95).
Therefore, using the metric functions (94) in the effec-

tive (95) metric, we get

Ā(r) =
f(r)

LF + 2FLFF
=

e−
q2

mr

32m2r3

(
re

q2

2mr − 2m

)
×

×
(
32m2r2 − 14mq2r + q4

)
, (98a)

B̄(r) =
1

f(r) (LF + 2FLFF )

= −32m2r2 − 14mq2r + q4

64m3r − 32m2r2e
q2

2mr

, (98b)

C̄(r) =
r2

LF
= −re−

q2

2mr

8m

(
q2 − 8mr

)
. (98c)

In the next subsections we analyze our results using the
expressions (98).

2. Geodesic formalism for the Culetu model

Now, we apply the results described by the expres-
sions (98) to the geodesic equation (22). Thus, we obtain
the form of Eq. (28) for this case, given by:

R(r) = 32M2

(32M2r2 − 14Mq2r + q4)
2

[
32E2M2r4e

q2

Mr

−
8L2Me

q2

Mr

(
2Me−

q2

2Mr − r
) (

32M2r2 − 14Mq2r + q4
)

q2 − 8Mr

+m2r

(
2M − re

q2

2Mr

)(
32M2r2 − 14Mq2r + q4

)]
. (99)

On the other hand, if we insert R(r) = 0, i.e. condi-
tion (30a), into Eq. (99), we obtain E . Consequently, it
is possible to obtain L by applying the condition (30b),
∂R/∂r = 0. Their explicit forms are described below:

E =

√
M − 1

2re
q2

2Mr

√
32M2r2 − 14Mq2r + q4

4Mr2 e
q2

2Mr

√
q2 − 8Mr

×

×
√
8L2Me

q2

2Mr +m2r (8Mr − q2) ,(100)
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L = m
√
r
(
q2 − 8Mr

) [
q2re

q2

2Mr

(
60M2r2 − 18Mq2r + q4

)
+ 4M

(
4Mr − q2

) (
8M2r2 − 13Mq2r + q4

)] 1
2

×

×
√
32M2r2 − 14Mq2r + q4

/(
4

{
M2e

q2

2Mr

(
32M2r2 − 14Mq2r + q4

)[
− 1536M4r4 + 1280M3q2r3

−308M2q4r2 − q8 + 30Mq6r + r2e
q2

2Mr

(
512M3r3 − 368M2q2r2 + 60Mq4r − 3q6

) ]} 1
2

 . (101)

Without a loss of generality, we can choose a value for
the charge to obtain the radius of the photon sphere, for
instance, from Eq. (26) for q = 0.5, we obtain

rps = 2.842M. (102)

Next, we calculate the rps using the photon surface
method.

3. Photon surfaces in Culetu’s model

We now determine rps using the massive particle sur-
face method. Taking into account the metric func-
tions (98) applied to Eq. (42), with the choice of charge
being q = 0.5, we obtain the following result:

rps = 2.842M. (103)

Note that the result for the radius of the photon sphere
from the photon surface formalism, Eq. (103), is the same
as the result for the radius of the photon sphere from the
geodesic formalism, Eq. (102).

4. Massive particle surface for the Culetu model

Let us now calculate the radius of the photon sphere
by applying the formalism of the mass particle surface.

First, we obtain the electromagnetic tensor for this de-
scription, which is given by:

F10 =
qe−

q2

2Mr

(
q2 − 8Mr

)
8Mr3

. (104)

Integrating the above result, Eq. (104), with respect to
the radial coordinate r, we obtain

A0 =
e−

q2

2Mr

(
q2 − 6Mr

)
4qr

. (105)

Equation (59) yields the following result for F :

F =
e−

q2

2Mr

(
q3 − 8Mqr

)
√
2r3

(
r2e

q2

2Mr − 2Mr

32M2r2 − 14Mq2r + q4

)1/2

.

(106)
Using the metric functions (98), the scalar of the sec-

ond form, Eq. (53a), is given by

χ = − 1

r (8Mr − q2) (32M2r2 − 14Mq2r + q4)
2 ×

×
[
4M
(
768M4r4 + 256M3q2r3 − 280M2q4r2 + 45Mq6r

−2q8
)
+ re

q2

2Mr

(
− 2048M4r4 + 32M3q2r3 + 372M2q4r2

−66Mq6r + 3q8
)]√√√√2(32M2r2 − 14Mq2r + q4)

r
(
re

q2

2Mr − 2M
) . (107)

Consequently, the average curvature, as described by
Eq. (57), is now expressed as:

χλ =

√√√√e−
q2

2Mr

(
re

q2

2Mr − 2M
)
(32M2r2 − 14Mq2r + q4)

Mr4 (8Mr − q2)
(108)

Now we can express K with the help of these results:
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K = − 2
√
2

r (8Mr − q2) (32M2r2 − 14Mq2r + q4)
2

[
4M

(
768M4r4 + 256M3q2r3 − 280M2q4r2 + 45Mq6r − 2q8

)
+re

q2

2Mr

(
−2048M4r4 + 32M3q2r3 + 372M2q4r2 − 66Mq6r + 3q8

)]√√√√32M2r2 − 14Mq2r + q4

r
(
re

q2

2Mr − 2M
)

−3

√√√√e−
q2

2Mr

(
re

q2

2Mr − 2M
)
(32M2r2 − 14Mq2r + q4)

Mr4 (8Mr − q2)
. (109)

With these results, we have also derived the energy
E of the test particle, however, since the expression is
quite extensive, we will not state it explicitly. Thus, if
we consider Q = 0 and q = 0.5 in this energy for the
condition 1/E2 = 0, we find that the radius of the photon
sphere is given by:

rps = 3.12783M. (110)

We thus note that the result of the method of massive
particle surfaces, as in Eq. (110), does not agree with
the other two results we previously obtained when using
the geodesic and photon surface formalism, as shown in
Eqs. (102) and (103), respectively. This indicates a lack
of agreement between the three formalisms and points to
an apparent inconsistency in the use of non-linear elec-
trodynamics metric functions, i.e. for the effective (95)
metric. We also verify that this discrepancy occurs in the
case of a regular black hole solution of Bardeen described
by NLED.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we explored three distinct methods to de-
termine, for instance, the radius of the photon sphere, de-
noted as rps, through the following approaches: geodesic,
photon surface, and massive particle surface. In our re-
sults, we employed two gravitational models. The first
is described by conformal gravity, briefly highlighting its
specific characteristics, while the second is the Culetu
model, derived from NLED.

In the geodesic formalism, the orbits of the particles
are determined by solving the geodesic equations, which
is initially achieved by the Lagrangian. In this context,
the radius of the photon sphere is calculated taking into
account the null geodesics describing the photon orbits.
On the other hand, the photon surface proposed by El-
lis et al. offers a more comprehensive formulation. In
this formalism, the null geodesics, which were originally
tangent to the surface, remain trapped in this hypersur-
face. The massive particle surface method extends this
analysis even further, allowing not only photons but also
charge massive particles to be considered. This formalism
provides a more general description and its results should
agree with previous methods when applied to photons.

In our work, our main objective was to highlight
some slight inconsistencies between the geodesic and pho-
ton surface methods with the massive particle surface
method. We have obtained results that are inconsistent
with the massive particle surface method. In Section V,
we have used two gravitational models that we apply to
the formalisms studied in this manuscript. We found that
the massive particle surface method needs to be gener-
alized to become more comprehensive and to consider a
wider range of cases. In the model of conformal grav-
ity described by metric functions with g00 ̸= −g−1

11 , we
have found that the result for rps, as in Eq. (86), is not
consistent with the results of the other two formalisms,
Eqs. (76) and (81). We have also found that the values
for rISCO determined by the photons surfaces method
and massive particle surfaces method do not agree, as
described in Eqs. (80) and (87).

We also examined the results of the Culetu model for
these three methods. The Culetu model was developed
by coupling GR with the matter source of NLED and rep-
resents a static and spherically symmetric line element
Eq. (93). Thus, when dealing with a model developed
using NLED, one has to consider a correction of the line
element, for example to study geodesics. This is done
by the effective metric Eq. (95). We have applied the
metric functions of this model Eq. (98), which now re-
sult from the correction of the effective metric, to obtain
the photon sphere radius (rps) in the three formalisms.
We found that the values for the photon sphere radius
obtained from the three formalisms do not agree, as can
be seen from Eqs. (102), (103) and (110). For clarity,
we have created a table in which we summarize these
discrepancies, see Table I.

The success of these formalisms is remarkable, and
they have, for example, played an important role in un-
derstanding the different approaches to the strong-field
regime. Given the contradictions in the results that have
emerged in this study, it is not our aim to generally point
out shortcomings in the existing methods or to propose
a new method. Rather, we would like to point out that
these formalisms can still be extended to cover an even
wider range of gravitational models.

To conclude this manuscript, we comment on a general
result for the radius of the photon sphere (rps) and the
radius (rISCO) through the formalism of massive particle
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Formalism
Metric
function

Geodesic Photon surface Massive particle surface

Reissner-
Nordström

rps = 1
2

(√
9M2 − 8q2 + 3M

)
rISCO = 5.939M rps = 1

2

(√
9M2 − 8q2 + 3M

)
rps = 1

2

(√
9M2 − 8q2 + 3M

)
rISCO = 5.939M

Conformal
gravity

rps = 3M rISCO = 5.975M rps = 3M rps = 2.925M rISCO = 5.702M

Culetu
(effective
metric)

rps = 2.842M — rps = 2.842M rps = 3.127M —
Table I: This table summarizes the results obtained for rps and rISCO in the Reissner-Nordström, Conformal gravity

and Culetu’s model with effective metrics.

surfaces. To illustrate this, consider the following metric

ds2 = A(r)dt2 −B(r)dr2 − C(r)
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
.

(111)
We emphasize that we will focus on the case of a neutral
test particle to derive the expressions that are presented
below.

Using the metric (111) in the relevant quantities that
were presented in Section IV, we find that the energy of

the test particle in its most general form is described by

E =

√√√√ 2m2A2(r)
√
B(r)

6A(r)
√

B(r)−
√

C(r)
A(r)A

′(r)− 2
√

A(r)
C(r)C

′(r)
.

(112)
If we apply the metric functions described by the

Schwarzschild model in Eq. (112) and then take into ac-
count that the energy of the particle diverges, we get the
same result for the photon sphere in the geodesic and
photon surface methods, that is, rps = 3M , as shown in
e.g. Eq. (14).
Furthermore, if we take the derivative of the energy of

the particle described by Eq. (112) and apply the condi-
tion dE/dr = 0 to its result, we get the following expres-
sion:

A(r)C(r)

[
12B(r)3/2C(r)

√
A(r)

C(r)
A′(r) +B(r)

(
2c(r)A′′(r)− 5A′(r)C ′(r)

)
− C(r)A′(r)B′(r)

]
− 5B(r)C2(r)

(
A′(r)

)2 − 2A2(r)
[
C(r)

(
B′(r)C ′(r)− 2B(r)C ′′(r)

)
+B(r)

(
C ′(r)

)2]
= 0. (113)

This is a general expression with which we can cal-
culate the radius rISCO. When we apply the metric
functions of the Schwarzschild model to this expression,
we get the same result as the geodesic method, i.e.
rISCO = 6M . It is also worth mentioning that this ex-
pression, Eq. (113), differs significantly from the equation
obtained by the geodesic formalism Eq. (34). Moreover,
its structure shows a dependence on the metric function
B(r) to determine the (rISCO).

In general, by imposing the condition 1/E2 = 0 on the
energy Eq. (112), we observe that the method of mas-
sive particle surfaces results in the following expression,
allowing us to obtain the radius of the photon sphere

6
√
A3(r)B(r)C(r)−

(
C(r)A′(r) + 2A(r)C ′(r)

)
= 0.

(114)
We see in Eq. (114) that it differs significantly from

the result obtained with the photon surface method, as
shown in Eq. (42). From this we can conclude that when

applying the Schwarzschild model, the results for the ra-
dius of the photon sphere and rISCO the three formalisms
have the same values. In other words, we observe that
this method leads to the usual photon sphere for some
special cases. However, when we consider a general met-
ric, we find that the expressions we found for these quan-
tities, rps and rISCO, using the massive particle formal-
ism are not equivalent to other methods and exhibit a
dependence on the metric function B(r), as we can see
in Eqs. (113) and (114).
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P. A. González, “Deflection of light by rotating regular
black holes using the Gauss-Bonnet theorem,” Phys. Rev.
D 97 no.12, 124024 (2018) [arXiv:1804.00643 [gr-qc]].

[18] V. Bozza and L. Mancini, “Observing gravitational lens-
ing effects by Sgr A* with GRAVITY,” Astrophys. J. 753

(2012), 56 [arXiv:1204.2103 [astro-ph.GA]].
[19] N. Tsukamoto, “Deflection angle of a light ray reflected

by a general marginally unstable photon sphere in a
strong deflection limit,” Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) no.10,
104029 [arXiv:2008.12244 [gr-qc]].

[20] N. Tsukamoto, “Gravitational lensing in the Simpson-
Visser black-bounce spacetime in a strong deflec-
tion limit,” Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) no.2, 024033
[arXiv:2011.03932 [gr-qc]].

[21] N. Tsukamoto, “Gravitational lensing by a photon sphere
in a Reissner-Nordström naked singularity spacetime in
strong deflection limits,” Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) no.12,
124016 [arXiv:2107.07146 [gr-qc]].

[22] J. Zhang and Y. Xie, “Gravitational lensing
by a black-bounce-Reissner–Nordström space-
time,” Eur. Phys. J. C 82 (2022) no.5, 471
[doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10441-7 ].

[23] E. L. B. Junior, F. S. N. Lobo, M. E. Rodrigues and
H. A. Vieira, “Gravitational lens effect of a holonomy
corrected Schwarzschild black hole,” [arXiv:2309.02658
[gr-qc]].

[24] Y. Koga, N. Asaka, M. Kimura and K. Okabayashi, “Dy-
namical photon sphere and time evolving shadow around
black holes with temporal accretion,” Phys. Rev. D 105
no.10, 104040 (2022) [arXiv:2202.00201 [gr-qc]].

[25] I. Bogush, D. Gal’tsov, G. Gyulchev, K. Kobialko,
P. Nedkova and T. Vetsov, “Photon surfaces, shadows,
and accretion disks in gravity with minimally coupled
scalar field,” Phys. Rev. D 106 no.2, 024034 (2022)
[arXiv:2205.01919 [gr-qc]].

[26] L. F. D. da Silva, F. S. N. Lobo, G. J. Olmo and
D. Rubiera-Garcia, “Photon rings as tests for alterna-
tive spherically symmetric geometries with thin accre-
tion disks,” Phys. Rev. D 108, no.8, 084055 (2023)
[arXiv:2307.06778 [gr-qc]].

[27] V. Bozza, “Gravitational Lensing by Black Holes,” Gen.
Rel. Grav. 42, 2269-2300 (2010) [arXiv:0911.2187 [gr-
qc]].

[28] N. Tsukamoto, “Deflection angle in the strong deflection
limit in a general asymptotically flat, static, spherically
symmetric spacetime,” Phys. Rev. D 95 no.6, 064035
(2017) [[arXiv:1612.08251 [gr-qc]].

[29] V. Perlick, “Exact gravitational lens equation in spher-
ically symmetric and static space-times,” Phys. Rev. D
69, 064017 (2004) [[arXiv:gr-qc/0307072 [gr-qc]].

[30] I. Z. Stefanov, S. S. Yazadjiev and G. G. Gyulchev,
“Connection between Black-Hole Quasinormal Modes
and Lensing in the Strong Deflection Limit,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 104 (2010), 251103 [[arXiv:1003.1609 [gr-qc]].

[31] V. Bozza, “Quasiequatorial gravitational lensing by spin-
ning black holes in the strong field limit,” Phys. Rev. D
67, 103006 (2003) [[arXiv:gr-qc/0210109 [gr-qc]].

[32] F. Atamurotov and B. Ahmedov, “Optical properties of
black hole in the presence of plasma: shadow,” Phys.
Rev. D 92, 084005 (2015) [[arXiv:1507.08131 [gr-qc]].

https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9904193
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.gr-qc/0102068
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.gr-qc/0208075
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.0710.2333
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.0810.2109
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2105.07101
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.gr-qc/0005050
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03173260
https://doi.org/10.1038/171260a0
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2208.02690
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.astro-ph/9912263
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1509.00021
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1906.00873
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2204.12949
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1804.00643
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/0004-637X/753/1/56
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.104029
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.024033
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.124016
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10441-7
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2309.02658
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2202.00201
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2205.01919
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2307.06778
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.0911.2187
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1612.08251
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.gr-qc/0307072
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1003.1609
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.gr-qc/0210109
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1507.08131


15

[33] F. Atamurotov, K. Jusufi, M. Jamil, A. Abdujabbarov
and M. Azreg-Aı̈nou, “Axion-plasmon or magnetized
plasma effect on an observable shadow and gravitational
lensing of a Schwarzschild black hole,” Phys. Rev. D 104
no.6, 064053 (2021) [[arXiv:2109.08150 [gr-qc]].

[34] G. Z. Babar, A. Z. Babar and F. Atamurotov, “Optical
properties of Kerr–Newman spacetime in the presence of
plasma,” Eur. Phys. J. C 80 no.8, 761 (2020) [erratum:
Eur. Phys. J. C 82, 403 (2022)] [[arXiv:2008.05845 [gr-
qc]].

[35] A. K. Mishra, S. Chakraborty and S. Sarkar, “Under-
standing photon sphere and black hole shadow in dy-
namically evolving spacetimes,” Phys. Rev. D 99 no.10,
104080 (2019) [[arXiv:1903.06376 [gr-qc]].

[36] J. Solanki and V. Perlick, “Photon sphere and shadow
of a time-dependent black hole described by a Vaidya
metric,” Phys. Rev. D 105 no.6, 064056 (2022)
[[arXiv:2201.03274 [gr-qc]].

[37] Y. Koga, N. Asaka, M. Kimura and K. Okabayashi, “Dy-
namical photon sphere and time evolving shadow around
black holes with temporal accretion,” Phys. Rev. D 105
(2022) no.10, 104040 [[arXiv:2202.00201 [gr-qc]].

[38] S. Vagnozzi, R. Roy, Y. D. Tsai, L. Visinelli, M. Afrin,
A. Allahyari, P. Bambhaniya, D. Dey, S. G. Ghosh and
P. S. Joshi, et al. “Horizon-scale tests of gravity theories
and fundamental physics from the Event Horizon Tele-
scope image of Sagittarius A,” Class. Quant. Grav. 40
no.16, 165007 (2023) [arXiv:2205.07787 [gr-qc]].

[39] H. Culetu, “On a regular modified Schwarzschild space-
time,” [[arXiv:1305.5964 [gr-qc]].

[40] H. Culetu, “On a regular charged black hole with a non-
linear electric source,” Int. J. Theor. Phys. 54 (2015)
no.8, 2855-2863 [[arXiv:1408.3334 [gr-qc]].

[41] A. Simpson and M. Visser, “Regular black holes with
asymptotically Minkowski cores,” Universe 6 (2019) no.1,
8 [[arXiv:1911.01020 [gr-qc]].

[42] P. D. Mannheim, “Making the Case for Conformal Grav-
ity,” Found. Phys. 42, 388-420 (2012) [arXiv:1101.2186
[hep-th]].

[43] C. Bambi, L. Modesto and L. Rachwa l, “Spacetime com-
pleteness of non-singular black holes in conformal grav-
ity,” JCAP 05, 003 (2017) [arXiv:1611.00865 [gr-qc]].

[44] M. Novello, V. A. De Lorenci, J. M. Salim and R. Klip-
pert, “Geometrical aspects of light propagation in non-
linear electrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. D 61, 045001 (2000)
[arXiv:gr-qc/9911085 [gr-qc]].

[45] B. Toshmatov, B. Ahmedov and D. Malafarina, “Can
a light ray distinguish charge of a black hole in nonlin-
ear electrodynamics?,” Phys. Rev. D 103 no.2, 024026
(2021) [arXiv:2101.05496 [gr-qc]].

[46] D. V. Singh, S. G. Ghosh and S. D. Maharaj,
“Exact nonsingular black holes and thermody-
namics,” Nucl. Phys. B 981, 115854 (2022)
[doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2022.115854] .

https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2109.08150
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2008.05845
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1903.06376
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2201.03274
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2202.00201
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2205.07787
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1305.5964
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1408.3334
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1911.01020
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1101.2186
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1611.00865
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.gr-qc/9911085
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2101.05496
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2022.115854

	Observations on the massive particle surface method
	Abstract
	Introduction
	GEODESICS AND EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL
	Specific example: Reissner-Nordström space-time

	Photon surface
	Massive particle surfaces
	Static symmetry
	Reissner-Nordström

	Results
	Conformal gravity
	Schwarzschild metric in conformal gravity
	Geodesics in conformal gravity
	Photon surface in conformal gravity
	 Massive particle surfaces in conformal gravity

	Culetu model
	Effective metric
	Geodesic formalism for the Culetu model
	Photon surfaces in Culetu's model
	Massive particle surface for the Culetu model


	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References


