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Abstract. A detailed study of ray tracing in the space-time generated by a
disk of counter-rotating dust is presented. The space-time is given in explicit

form in terms of hyperelliptic theta functions. The numerical approach to ray

tracing is set up for general stationary axisymmetric space-times and tested at
the well-studied example of the Kerr solution. Similar features as in the case

of a rotating black hole, are explored in the case of a dust disk.

The effect of the central redshift varying between a Newtonian disk and
the ultrarelativistic disk, where the exterior of the disk can be interpreted as

the extreme Kerr solution, and the transition from a single component disk

to a static disk is explored. Frame dragging, as well as photon spheres, are
discussed.

1. Introduction

A convenient way to study general relativistic effects compared to Newton’s
theory of gravitation is to trace light rays in relativistic space-times. While these
are straight lines in Newtonian theory, light rays can be bent near strong masses in
a relativistic setting, they can be trapped in certain regions or merely dragged along
by rotating masses. Such studies are especially fruitful in stationary asymptotically
flat space-times since a virtual camera can be placed at any point in the space-time
to record what an observer would see at some distance from strongly gravitating
objects. This approach allowed us to gain a deeper physical understanding of the
Kerr solution describing a rotating black hole.

The first important exact solution to the Einstein field equations (EFE) in vac-
uum was the Schwarzschild solution in spherically symmetric vacuum. In 1963,
Kerr found the exact stationary axisymmetric vacuum solution, which can be in-
terpreted as a rotating black hole. In 1968, Ernst [10] showed that the stationary,
axisymmetric EFE in vacuum are equivalent to the Ernst equation

ℜ(E)∆E = (∇E)2,

where it is understood that ∆ and ∇ are the standard operators in R3 in cylindrical
coordinates and where E is independent of the azimuthal coordinate. Together with
the relation f = ℜ(E) and the quadratures of (4) and (5), the metric (1) can be
reconstructed from a given Ernst potential. The Ernst equation was shown to be
completely integrable in [1,24,25] which allowed to construct large classes of exact
solutions. Korotkin constructed solutions over a family of hyperelliptic curves of
genus g [17] given by multi-dimensional theta functions. Kerr space-times can be
constructed as the solitonic limit of the genus 2 solutions [30].
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2 EDDY B. DE LEON, JÖRG FRAUENDIENER, AND CHRISTIAN KLEIN

A well-studied phenomenon in Kerr space-times (as in most curved space-times)
is the bending of light, which can be observed by the difference in the apparent
position of an object compared to the corresponding Newtonian situation. Ray
tracing techniques have been widely used to simulate visualisations around black
holes from the first picture simulation of a black hole [20, 23] to the professional
renderings used in the movie “Interstellar” [12, 13] to the first actual picture [9],
where simulations were used in order to deduce the angular momentum of the black
hole, as well as the inclination of its rotation axis with respect to the observer. To
do this, each pixel of the 2-dimensional ‘film’ or screen onto which the picture is
projected is associated to a light ray, which is computed in the Kerr space-time via
the geodesic equations. Since these equations are non-linear, they must in general
be solved numerically, e.g., with a Runge-Kutta scheme. In the case of the Kerr
solution, the computation of the Christoffel symbols which appear in the metric is
straightforward, since they are given explicitly in terms of elementary functions.

Our first goal is to set up a tool to solve geodesic equations in an efficient way,
even if the metric functions are non-elementary as in the case of algebro-geometric
solutions to the Ernst equation. To do this, we compute the metric functions
numerically on a two-dimensional grid and use polynomial interpolation to obtain
the functions for general position, a procedure which is both efficient and of high
accuracy.

The Kerr solution in Weyl coordinates is used as a test example for this method,
even though it is given in terms of elementary functions. The two important phe-
nomena we want to visualise are the shadow of the black hole due to photons being
unable to escape from certain regions of the black hole space-time and the image
of a non-gravitating accretion disk as seen by a distant observer.

Then, we proceed to study in detail a solution of the Ernst equation describing
a family of counter-rotating dust disks given on hyperelliptic curves of genus 2 [11].
Since this is a gravitating disk, it will affect the behavior of light in its vicinity. To
explore this behavior, we study individual light rays with different initial conditions.
This will indicate to what extent this space-time is similar to a Kerr space-time.
Finally, we also want to generate the image of the disk seen by a distant observer.
We assume that the disk is opaque in this setting. Due to a particular property
of this space-time, analogous to the photon sphere in black hole space-times, some
light rays take an infinite coordinate time to reach the disk. Thus, the observer
will only see a portion of the disk, the rest being hidden by the shadow, as well as
a portion of the background.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we present preliminary mate-
rial on stationary axisymmetric vacuum space-times and its relation to the Ernst
equation. In Section 3, we discuss a class of solutions to the Ernst equation on
hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces of genus g and the numerical computation of the
necessary integrals. In Section 4, we discuss a special class of solutions on genus 2
hyperelliptic curves, which is physically interpreted as a family of counter-rotating
dust disks. In Section 5, we detail the method to compute the metric functions
and their derivatives via polynomial interpolation, which is more efficient than
computing the functions explicitly. In Section 6, we show how to simulate images
in stationary axisymmetric space-times by associating initial conditions for null
geodesics to each pixel of the image. In Section 7, we reproduce some known re-
sults for the Kerr solution by using polynomial interpolation whilst studying the
solution in Weyl coordinates. In Section 8, we show individual null geodesics in
order to visualise the effect of the disk on light coming from different directions
and to finish, we simulate the image of the counter-rotating disk seen by a distant
observer. We add some concluding remarks in Section 9.
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2. Stationary axisymmetric vacuum space-times

In this section, we collect some of the known facts on stationary, axisymmetric
vacuum space-times and the Kerr solution.

2.1. Ernst equation. Stationary axisymmetric space-times are characterised by
two commuting Killing vectors, one asymptotically timelike ∂t and one spacelike ∂ϕ.
In order to construct exact solutions to the vacuum Einstein equations in this case,
it is convenient to introduce Weyl’s cylindrical coordinates, see [19] and references
therein. Since the coordinates t and ϕ are adapted to the Killing vectors, the metric
functions do not depend on them. The distance to the axis where the Killing vector
∂ϕ vanishes is measured by ρ (ρ > 0), whereas ζ parametrises this axis. The metric
in vacuum can then be written in Weyl-Lewis-Papapetrou form, see [19],

(1) ds2 = −f(dt+ adϕ)2 + (e2k(dρ2 + dζ2) + ρ2dϕ2)/f,

where the metric functions f , a and k depend on ρ, ζ only.
It is convenient to introduce complex notation: put ξ := ζ − iρ and define the

twist potential b via

(2) bξ = − i

ρ
aξf

2.

The potential b is determined up to a constant for given a, f which is in asymptot-
ically flat space-times chosen such that b vanishes at infinity. The Ernst potential
E = f + ib was introduced in [10]. In vacuum, it satisfies the Ernst equation,

(3) E,ξξ̄ −
1

2(ξ̄ − ξ)
(E,ξ̄ − E,ξ) =

2

E + Ē
E,ξE,ξ̄ .

Equation (3) is equivalent to the stationary axisymmetric Einstein equations in
the sense that the metric functions (1) can be obtained from a given Ernst potential
E via quadratures,

(4) aξ = 2ρ
(E − Ē)ξ
(E + Ē)2

,

and

(5) kξ = (ξ − ξ̄)
EξĒξ

(E + Ē)2
.

It was shown in [1,24,25] that the Ernst equation is completely integrable. This
means that it can be treated as the integrability condition of an overdetermined
linear differential system with an additional variable called spectral parameter. This
structure makes it possible to construct large classes of solutions.

2.2. Kerr solution. The most prominent non-trivial solution to the Ernst equa-
tion1 is the Kerr black hole given with r± =

√
(ζ ±m cosφ)2 + ρ2 by

(6) E =
e−iφr+ + eiφr− − 2m cosφ

e−iφr+ + eiφr− + 2m cosφ
;

with X = (r+ + r−)/(2m cosφ) and Y = (r+ − r−)/(2m cosφ) the function a takes
the form

(7) a =
2m sinφ(1− Y 2)(1 +X cosφ)

cos2 φX2 + sin2 φY 2 − 1
.

1Ernst introduced his equation actually to provide a simple way to verify that the Kerr metric
is a solution to the vacuum Einstein equations.
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The coordinates ρ, ζ can be expressed in terms of the “parabolic coordinates” X
and Y ,

(8) ζ/(m cosφ) = XY, ρ/(m cosφ) =
√

(X2 − 1)(1− Y 2).

With the above setting, we can write the Ernst potential in the form

(9) E =
cosφX − i sinφY − 1

cosφX − i sinφY + 1
,

which implies

(10) f =
cos2 φX2 − 1 + sin2 φY 2

(cosφX + 1)2 + sin2 φY 2
.

We show the Ernst potential for m = 1 and φ = 1 in Fig.1. It can be seen
that the real part is an even function in ζ, whereas the imaginary part is odd,
E(ρ, ζ) = Ē(ρ,−ζ). The space-time thus shows an equatorial symmetry. Note, that
f is negative in the ergoregion. It is delimited by the ergosphere where an observer
stationary at infinity will note an infinite redshift.

Figure 1. Ernst potential for the Kerr solution for m = 1 and
φ = 1, on the left the real part, on the right the imaginary part.

The metric function k reads

(11) e2k =
m2

r+r−

(
sin2 φ(Y 2 − 1) + cos2 φ(X2 − 1)

)
.

In Weyl coordinates, the horizon is the part of the axis between −m cosφ and
m cosφ, where

(12) e2k = − tan2 φ, a = −1/ΩBH ,

where ΩBH is the angular velocity of the horizon, which is here 1/ΩBH = 2m cot φ
2 .

This implies that a and k are finite constants on the horizon. In Fig. 2, we show
the metric functions ae2U and e2k corresponding to the Ernst potential displayed
in Fig. 1. It can be seen that a and k vanish on the regular part of the axis.

Normally, the Kerr solution is discussed in Boyer-Lindquist (BL) coordinates.
The relation of the Weyl coordinates to the BL coordinates is given by

(13) ρ =

√
r2 − 2mr +m2 sin2 φ sinϑ, ζ = (r −m) cosϑ,

or for the parabolic coordinates

(14) m cosφX = r −m, Y = cosϑ.

The horizon is located in the BL coordinates at R = 2m cos2 φ
2 . Thus, it is spherical

in BL coordinates, whereas it corresponds to a rod on the axis in Weyl coordinates.
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Figure 2. Kerr solution for m = 1 and φ = 1; the metric function
a on the left, and on the right e2k.

3. Algebro-geometric solutions to the Ernst equation

In this section, we briefly discuss Korotkin’s solutions to the Ernst equation in
terms of multi-dimensional theta functions on a family of hyperelliptic Riemann
surfaces and how to efficiently compute them numerically.

3.1. Hyperelliptic solutions to the Ernst equation. In [17], Korotkin showed
that solutions to the Ernst equation can be given on a family Lξ of hyperelliptic
Riemann surfaces defined by

(15) µ2 = (K − ξ)(K − ξ̄)

g∏
i=1

(K − Ei)(K − Fi)

where (µ,K) ∈ C2, where the 2g constant branch points are pairwise distinct and
either pairwise complex conjugate, Ei = F̄i, or real Ei, Fi, i = 1, . . . , g. The genus
of the hyperelliptic surface is g.

On Lξ we introduce a canonical homology basis of cycles ai, bi, i = 1, . . . , g, see
Fig. 3. The 1-forms

N

..

ξ

ξ

E1

FN+1 Eg
FgEN+1

F1

EN

F

Figure 3. Homology basis of the hyperelliptic surface (15).

(16) νk =
Kk−1dK

µ(K)

form a basis of the holomorphic 1-forms on the surfaces Lξ. They are normalised
by the conditions

∫
ai
ωk = 2πiδik. Then the matrix B of b-periods,

(17) Bik =

∫
bi

ωk, i, k = 1, . . . , g
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is a Riemann matrix, i.e., a g×g symmetric matrix with negative definite real part.
This implies that the theta function with characteristics

(18) Θpq(z,B) =
∑
N∈Zg

exp

{
1

2
⟨B (N + p) ,N+ p⟩+ ⟨z + q,N+ p⟩

}
,

depending on z ∈ Cg and with characteristics p, q ∈ Rg is an entire function of z.
Any theta function with characteristics is related to the Riemann theta function
Θ := Θ00, the theta function with zero characteristics, via

(19) Θpq(z,B) = Θ(z + Bp + q) exp

{
1

2
⟨Bp,p⟩+ ⟨p, z + q⟩

}
.

The theta function has the periodicity properties

(20) Θpq(z + 2πiej) = e2πipjΘpq(z) , Θpq(z + Bej) = e−(zj+qj)− 1
2BjjΘpq(z) ,

where ej is a vector in Rg consisting of zeros except for a 1 in j-th position.
The Abel map, defined by the integral between two points P , P0 on Lξ,

P 7→
∫ P

P0

νk

is a bijective map from the surface into the Jacobian Jac(R) = Cg/Λ, where Λ is
the lattice formed by the periods of the holomorphic one-forms,

Λ = {2πi m + Bn : m,n ∈ Zg} .

Korotkin [17] showed that the following function is a solution to the Ernst equa-
tion,

(21) E =
Θ(
∫∞+

ξ
+u)

Θ(
∫∞−

ξ
+u)

eI ;

here ∞± are the points on the two sheets of the hyperelliptic surface covering the
infinite point in the complex plane (the labelling of the sheets has to be imposed
at some base point that is not a branch point), and

(22) uk =
1

2π

∫
Γ

lnGωk, I =
1

2π

∫
Γ

lnGdω∞+∞− ,

where Γ is some piecewise smooth contour on Lξ, where lnG is a Hölder continuous
function on Γ, and where dω∞+∞− is the differential of the third kind with poles
only at ∞+ and ∞− with residues +1, respectively −1, normalised by the condition
that all a-periods vanish. A different form of these solutions was discussed in [26].

Note that the dependence of the solutions (21) on the physical coordinates ρ,
ζ is exclusively via the moving branch points ξ, ξ̄. Thus, in contrast to solutions
to integrable evolution equations such as the Korteweg-de Vries equation, see [2]
and references therein, the physical coordinates do not enter the argument of the
theta functions explicitly. Thus, they do not inherit the periodicity properties of
the theta functions (20). In the limit of coinciding branch cuts, Ei → Fi, where the
related period tends to infinity, solitons emerge in the case of the nonlinear evolution
equations, i.e., stable particle-like waves. In the case of the Ernst equation, the Kerr
solution and multi-black holes can be obtained in this limit.
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3.2. Numerical computation on hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces. To nu-
merically compute the needed hyperelliptic quantities entering (21), we follow the
approach of [32], see also [33, 35]. The basic idea is that the periods of the hy-
perelliptic surface can be written in terms of integrals of the 1-forms (16) between
branch points, e.g.,

(23)

∫ ξ̄

ξ

KkdK

µ(K)
=

∫ ξ̄

ξ

KkdK√
(K − ξ)(K − ξ̄)µ̃(K)

, k = 0, . . . , g − 1,

where µ̃(K) =
∏g

i=1

√
(K − Ei)(K − Fi). After the substitution K− ζ = iρ sin π

2 s,
this is mapped to

(24)

∫ 1

−1

ds

µ̃(ζ + iρ sin(sπ/2))

with an analytic integrand. This integral can be conveniently computed with the
Clenshaw-Curtis algorithm [36], a spectral method, i.e., the numerical error de-
creases exponentially with the number of collocation points. There are some sub-
tleties related to the fact that the Matlab root is branched along the negative real
axis. This can introduce unwanted sign changes in (24) which are avoided by an
analytic continuation of the root along the path of integration. To improve the nu-
merical efficiency, it is convenient to address cases analytically where two or more
branch points almost coincide. The reader is referred to [32] for details. The line
integrals in (21) along Γ are also computed with the Clenshaw-Curtis algorithm.

In the computation of the theta function, the series (18) is approximated as a
sum. The argument z is always reduced to the fundamental domain of the Jacobian,
z = z0+2πim+Bn, where z0 is in this fundamental domain defined by z0 = Bp+2πiq
with pi, qi ∈] − 1/2, 1/2], i = 1, . . . , g. The theta function is computed for the
argument z0, and the periodicity relations (20) then give the theta function for the
argument z. For details of the computation, the reader is again referred to [31]
and [34].

In [35], the metric functions were computed on a numerical grid in ρ, ζ. In the
equatorially symmetric case, we concentrate always on ζ ≥ 0. We divided the (ρ, ζ)
plane into quadrants, ρ ≤ 1, ρ > 1 and ζ ≤ 1, ζ > 1. If ρ > 1 or ζ > 1, we
used 1/ρ or 1/ζ respectively as a variable, thus compactifying the infinite intervals.
Each of the intervals in both ρ and ζ was then mapped to [−1, 1] where Chebyshev
collocation points are introduced, sj = cos(jπ/N), j = 0, . . . , N for some N ∈ N.
To reach higher accuracies near the disk, we use here disk coordinates as detailed
in section 5.4. This choice of a numerical grid is motivated by two reasons: first,
derivatives of the metric functions appear in the geodesic equations to be solved
in the ray tracing algorithms. Though explicit formulae for these derivatives were
given in [26, 30], it is numerically more efficient to use numerical differentiation on
the grid introduced above. On the Chebyshev collocation points, the Chebyshev
differentiation matrices given, for instance, in [39] can be applied to approximate
the derivatives. This leads again to a spectral method for which the numerical error
decreases exponentially with N . Secondly, the ray tracing algorithm will need these
functions also on points in the space-time not being on the numerical grid. In such
a case, we will use numerically efficient and stable barycentric interpolation, see [40]
for a review and a Matlab code for interpolation on Chebyshev collocation points.

Thus, the space-time functions are computed in the beginning on the numerical
grid, derivatives are obtained numerically, and the values needed for the geodesic
equation are then obtained via interpolation.
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4. Counter-rotating dust disk

In [15], a class of solutions to the Ernst equation has been given, which can be
interpreted as a family of counter-rotating dust disks. It includes the disk [27] as
a limiting case. In this section, we briefly summarise the physical aspects of this
family of solutions. For details, the reader is referred to [11,30].

In [15], an infinitesimally thin disk was considered, which means there is a discon-
tinuity in the metric functions for ρ ≤ 1 in the equatorial plane ζ = 0. This leads to
a δ-type energy-momentum-tensor. The difference in the extrinsic curvatures Kαβ

of the hypersurface ζ = 0 with respect to its embeddings into V ± = {±ζ > 0} can
be interpreted as the energy-momentum tensor of the disk taking the form

(25) Sµν = σ+u
µ
+u

ν
+ + σ−u

µ
−u

ν
− ,

where the vectors uα± are a linear combination of the Killing vectors, (uα±) =
(1, 0, 0,±Ω(ρ)). Thus, the matter in the disk can be interpreted as two counter-
rotating components of dust. We define

(26) γ(ρ) =
σ+(ρ)− σ−(ρ)

σ+(ρ) + σ−(ρ)
,

the weighted difference of the two components of counter-rotating dust.
In [15], an exact solution to the Ernst equation of the form (21) for a counter-

rotating disk with constant Ω and constant γ in (25) was given on a surface of genus
2. The constant (with respect to the physical coordinates) branch points are given
by E2 = α− iβ = F̄2 = −F1 = −Ē1 with

(27) α = −1 +
δ

2
, β =

√
1

λ2
+ δ − δ2

4
.

The parameter δ varies between δ = 0 (only one component, i.e., γ = 1) and δ = δs,

(28) δs = 2

(
1 +

√
1 +

1

λ2

)
,

in the static limit, i.e., when γ = 0. The function G (see (22)) is given by

(29) G(τ) =

√
(τ2 − α)2 + β2 + τ2 + 1√
(τ2 − α)2 + β2 − (τ2 + 1)

.

Interesting limiting cases of the solutions are:

• Newtonian limit λ → 0: the redshift at the disk as measured at infinity
tends to zero;

• static limit δ → δs (γ → 0): the Ernst potential becomes real and solves
the Euler-Darboux equation, i.e., the axisymmetric Laplace equation;

• ultrarelativistic limit: for γ = 1 (only one dust component), the solution
has a limit where the redshift at the disk as measured at infinity diverges;
this can be interpreted as the disk vanishing behind the horizon of the
extreme Kerr solution (φ = π/2), see the discussion in [30] and references
therein.

5. Geodesics in curved space-times

The goal of this section is to set up a numerical tool which allows us to efficiently
solve the geodesic equations for any metric given in Weyl-Lewis-Papapetrou form
(1), which describes a stationary axisymmetric vacuum space-time. We are partic-
ularly interested in solving geodesics corresponding to space-times constructed via
the algebro-geometric solutions to the Ernst equation. Thus, such functions are
non-elementary in general, and they are only given in terms of series. However,
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these functions are smooth, and they can be computed efficiently via barycentric
interpolation, a polynomial interpolation technique based on spectral methods and
thus, with exponential convergence, see [40].

Let us recall that the equation for an affinely parametrised geodesic in a general
space-time is given by the Euler-Lagrange equations

d

ds

∂L
∂ẋµ

=
∂L
∂xµ

,

corresponding to the Lagrangian

(30) L(x, ẋ) = 1

2
gµν(x)ẋ

µẋν .

This yields a system of four second-order ordinary differential equations (ODEs),
which can be converted to a system of eight first-order ODEs by introducing the
variable pµ = dẋµ/ds. However, considering that the presence of Killing vectors
leads to conserved quantities along geodesics, we can use those associated to the
vector fields η = ∂t and η̃ = ∂ϕ to reduce the system to six first-order ODEs. In
analogy with Kerr’s solution, we call such conserved quantities the energy E :=
−gµνηµpν and the angular momentum L := gµν η̃

µpν of the geodesic, i.e.,

(31) E = fpt + (fa)pϕ, L = −(fa)pt +Φpϕ,

where Φ := gϕϕ = (ρ2 − (fa)2)/f . Furthermore, the value of the Lagrangian is also
constant along each solution. Its value is the squared length of the tangent vector
to the curve, which in the present case vanishes since we are determining light rays
for which the tangent vector is null2. When following particles, the value of the
Lagrangian would, of course, be −1.

Therefore, the equations of motion of photons or test particles in Weyl coordi-
nates are given by the system of ODEs

dt

ds
=

1

ρ2
(EΦ− (fa)L) ,

dρ

ds
= pρ,

dpρ

ds
=

1

2h

[
−fρ(pt)2 − hρ(p

ρ)2 + hρ(p
ζ)2 +Φρ(p

ϕ)2 − 2(fa)ρp
tpϕ − 2hζp

ρpζ
]
,

dζ

ds
= pζ ,

dpζ

ds
=

1

2h

[
−fζ(pt)2 + hζ(p

ρ)2 − hζ(p
ζ)2 +Φζ(p

ϕ)2 − 2(fa)ζp
tpϕ − 2hρp

ρpζ
]
,

dϕ

ds
=

1

ρ2
((fa)E + fL),

(32)

with h := gρρ = gζζ = e2k/f .

Thus, given initial conditions (t0, p
t
0, ρ0, p

ρ
0, ζ0, p

ζ
0, ϕ0, p

ϕ
0 ) we obtain the conserved

quantities (31) first, then determine the initial tangent vector to be null and past-
pointing and then solve the initial value problem (IVP)

(33)

{
dx
ds = F (x),
x(0) = x0,

2In the case of the Kerr space-time there is an additional constant, the so called Carter con-
stant [16]. Its use would make the geodesic equations analytically solvable by quadratures. How-

ever, to our knowledge this constant does not exist in the more general space-times considered
here, so that we refrain from using it here.
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where x = (t, ρ, pρ, ζ, pζ , ϕ) and F : R6 → R6 is the function whose components are
given by (32). We express F in terms of the functions fa, e2k and their respective
derivatives, since the quadratures of (4) and (5) are more easily expressed in terms
of these functions rather than a and k themselves. A standard way to solve non-
linear IVPs is by using numerical methods, namely, given an initial value x(0) ∈
R6, we approximate the solutions x(1), x(2), ..., x(N) via evaluations of F at the
preceding stages. For the examples used in this paper, we used Matlab’s built-in
function ode45 combining 4th and 5th order explicit Runge-Kutta methods with
an automatic control of the accuracy via an adaptive time step.

5.1. Stopping criteria. For all the problems of interest in this paper, the time
integration is stopped if one of the following criteria is met:

• f(x(n)) < ϵ: the coordinate time to reach the ergosphere tends to infinity.
Thus, we stop the time integration when the photon gets sufficiently close
to the ergosphere, i.e., the gtt component of the metric is approximately
zero.

• r(n) > R∞, with r2 = ρ2 + ζ2: the photon escapes to infinity if it crosses
a sphere with a sufficiently big radius R∞ in the outwards direction. The
reason is that the dragging effect of the rotating space-time is too small
to attract the photon towards the origin at big distances. A necessary
condition on the choice of R∞ is that the “infinity sphere” must contain all
the photon spheres (see Subsection 7.1).

• L(xn) > ε: the value of the Lagrangian (30) surpasses a predefined thresh-
old ε. The Lagrangian is a conserved quantity along the geodesics. Thus,
if the numerical solution yields a different value than the initial L(x0) = 0,
the solution is no longer physical. In practice, this condition is used to
choose the tolerance of the numerical method applied to solve the IVP
(33), since the computation of L(xn) at every step would be computation-
ally expensive. It is observed that the tolerance values for the ode45 must
be smaller than ε in order for the condition L(xN ) < ε to be satisfied by
the final point xN .

Besides these stopping criteria, we might consider others depending on the prob-
lem under study, for instance, for the visualisation of non-gravitating disks around
rotating black holes or visualisation in counter-rotating disk space-times. These
additional criteria will be mentioned in their respective sections.

5.1.1. Error propagation. The local truncation error of the Runge-Kutta approx-
imation is of the order O(h5), where h is the step size h = sn+1 − sn. The
adaptive step size of the Matlab routine ode45 makes sure that the error satis-
fies ϵn ≤ RelTol ∗ |x(n)|+ AbsTol, where RelTol and AbsTol are the relative and
absolute tolerances of ode45. This means that the approximation of the solution
x(n) will be precise for small values of s. However, this being a local truncation
error, the total error accumulates as the integration time s increases. This loss of
accuracy affects mainly the photons that orbit the black hole one or several times.

Finally, checking the criterion L(x(N)) ≤ ε at every time step is computationally
expensive for the image simulation of extended objects. Instead, we use such a cri-
terion to choose the tolerances for the ode45 routine. As we observed in Subsection
7.2.1, the necessary tolerances needed to assure that L(x(N)) ≤ ε for all the null
geodesics coming from a light source must be one order of magnitude smaller. E.g.,
the necessary tolerances in order for the Lagrangians to stay under ε = 10−7 would
be RelTol = AbsTol = 10−8.
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5.2. Computation of the function F . The Runge-Kutta methods require eval-
uations of the function F at times3 sn and at several “stages” between sn and sn+1

(depending on the order of the method) in order to find a solution x(n+1) for the
new time s = sn+1. Thus, in order to compute a numerical approximation to the
solution, one needs to know how to evaluate this function, and the efficiency of
this evaluation is a large contributor to the overall efficiency of the method. The
computation is straightforward for certain metric functions, such as the Kerr solu-
tion since the function F is given in terms of elementary functions. If this is the
case, the geodesics can be computed immediately. However, our goal is to con-
sider space-times whose metric functions are non-elementary functions such as the
algebro-geometric solutions to the Ernst equation. These metric functions are given
in terms of theta functions that correspond to Riemann surfaces parametrised by
the physical coordinates (ρ, ζ) and therefore, the computational costs of calculating
such functions increase exponentially with the genus of the underlying Riemann
surfaces.

We take advantage of the fact that the metric functions are piecewise smooth
and, therefore, approximate them via polynomial interpolation in order to perform
the computations more efficiently. Due to the symmetries of the space-times of
interest, the metric functions only depend on ρ and ζ. Moreover, these functions are
symmetric with respect to ζ in the following sense: either, gµν(ρ, ζ) = gµν(ρ,−ζ)
or gµν(ρ, ζ) = 0. Thus, it suffices to do the computations on the domain U =
[0, ρmax] × [0, ζmax] and then use the symmetry property for ζ < 0. The idea is to
compute the metric functions gµν on a 2-dimensional grid and obtain the derivatives
on this grid via spectral methods. Then use barycentric interpolation to compute
the values of these functions at any point (ρ, ζ) in the domain covered by the grid.
Finally, we substitute these values in (32) in order to compute the function F and
use this numerical value for the Runge-Kutta method.

5.2.1. Spectral derivatives. In spectral methods, we approximate a function by a
basis of smooth functions, here polynomials, and then obtain its derivatives on
a grid by differentiating these polynomials. Let us consider a smooth function
v : [−1, 1] → R and a Chebyshev grid on the interval [−1, 1], namely, the grid
with points xj = cos(πj/N) with j = 0, . . . , N . The function v is approximated
by Lagrange polynomial interpolation with values Vj at the grid points xj . The
column vector with components Vj is known as the grid function. Thus, we have

v(x) ≈
∑N

j=0 Vjℓj(x), where ℓj is the unique N -th degree polynomial with ℓj(xk) =

δik. Then, the derivative of v(x) is the approximation given by the derivative of
its polynomial interpolation, and it can be expressed as a matrix multiplication on
the grid, i.e.,

(34) V (x) = DN ∗ V,

where DN is known as the Chebyshev differentiation matrix, and its components
depend on the grid points, for details see [39]. If we consider the interval [a, b]
instead, we use the linear transformation x = 1

2 (b − a)x̂ + 1
2 (b + a), where x̂ ∈

[−1, 1], and using the chain rule, the differentiation matrix for this interval is just
2(b− a)−1DN .

In this work we consider the 2-dimensional extension of this formula, see [39].
Let v : U → R be a smooth function on the domain U = [ρa, ρb] × [ζa, ζb] ⊂ R2

and V j
k = v(ρj , ζk) its associated grid function, i.e., the evaluation of v on the grid

3In this case, what is usually known as the time parameter corresponds to the affine parameter
s.
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points shown in Fig. 4 with ρj = cos(πj/Nρ) for j = 0, . . . , Nρ and ζk = cos(πk/Nζ)
for k = 0, . . . , Nζ .

ρ
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

ζ

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

(ρ
j
,ζ

k
)

Figure 4. 2-dimensional Chebyshev grid.

Then, the derivatives of v are approximated by

∂ρv(ρ, ζ) ≈
Nζ∑
k=0

Nρ∑
j=0

V j
k ℓ

′
j(ρ)ℓk(ζ),

∂ζv(ρ, ζ) ≈
Nζ∑
k=0

Nρ∑
j=0

V j
k ℓj(ρ)ℓ

′
k(ζ).

This is the idea behind obtaining the derivatives at any (ρ, ζ) ∈ U via barycentric
interpolation. However, it is more efficient to obtain the 2-dimensional spectral
derivatives first and then apply barycentric interpolation to such grid functions.
The reason is that the same grid function can be used for any point in the whole
domain U , and the barycentric formula can be represented in matrix form, and
it has exponential convergence for analytic functions, making it unnecessary to
compute the Lagrange basis polynomials.

In order to approximate the derivatives ∂ρv(ρj , ζk) and ∂ζv(ρj , ζk) by simple

matrix multiplications, we write the grid function as a single column vector Ṽ .
For that, we use the following ordering for the grid points: we start counting from
bottom to top and then from left to right. Then the spectral derivatives with
respect to ρ and ζ can be expressed as

Ṽ (ρ) = (DNρ
⊗ INζ

) ∗ Ṽ ,

Ṽ (ζ) = (INρ
⊗DNζ

) ∗ Ṽ ,
(35)

where ⊗ is the Kronecker product and IN is the identity matrix of length N + 1.
With this step, we compute the derivatives of the metric functions gµν : R2 → R
on the grid. In order to use barycentric interpolation, we reorder these vectors as
square matrices in the same order as the 2-dimensional grid of Fig. 4 and denote
them V (ρ) and V (ζ).

5.2.2. Barycentric interpolation. Let u : U ⊂ R2 → R be a smooth function on the
domain U = [ρa, ρb]× [ζa, ζb]. We cover this domain with a grid as shown in Fig. 4.
Let M be the matrix whose components are the values of u on the grid points, i.e.,
M j

k = u(ρj , ζk).
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Thus, the value of the function u at an arbitrary point (ρ, ζ) ∈ [ρa, ρb]×[ζa, ζb] can
be interpolated via a 2-dimensional extension of the barycentric interpolation [40].
The 2-dimensional barycentric formula is given by

(36) u(ρ, ζ) ≈ 1

a(ρ)b(ζ)

Nρ∑
j=0

Nζ∑
k=0

wρ
jw

ζ
k

(ρ− ρj)(ζ − ζk)
M j

k ,

where a(ρ) =
∑

j w
ρ
j /(ρ − ρj), b(ζ) =

∑
k w

ζ
k/(ζ − ζk) and wρ

j (respectively wζ
k)

are the weights on the one-dimensional grid on the interval [ρa, ρb] (respectively
[ζa, ζb]). The barycentric weights are given by the formula

wj =
1∏

k ̸=j(xk − xj)
,

for a general grid {x0, x1, . . . , xN} on the interval [a, b]. However, if we consider a
Chebyshev grid, the weights take the simple form

(37) wj = (−1)jεj , εj =

{
1/2, j = 0 or j = N,
1, otherwise.

The barycentric formula does not depend on the limits a, b of the interval, since
the grid on [a, b] can be expressed in terms of the grid on [−1, 1] via the linear
transformation x = 1

2 (b− a)x̂+ 1
2 (b+ a), with x̂ ∈ [−1, 1]. It can be seen that the

weights are multiplied by the same constant factor 2N (b− a)−N , which cancels out
in the barycentric formula (36). Thus, we can use the same formula (37) for the
weights on Chebyshev grids, regardless of the intervals.

For computational purposes, we express the barycentric formula in terms of
matrix multiplications. Let A(ρ) and B(ζ) be the column vectors with entries

Aj(ρ) = wρ
j /(ρ− ρj), Bk(ζ) = wζ

k/(ζ − ζk) with ρ ̸= ρj and ζ ̸= ζk. Then,

(38) u(x, y) ≈ 1

a(ρ) · b(ζ)
B⊤(ζ) ∗M ∗A(ρ),

where ‘∗’ is the matrix multiplication.

5.2.3. Algorithm. Summarising, in order to obtain the value of the metric functions
gµν(ρ, ζ) and their partial derivatives ∂ρgµν(ρ, ζ), ∂ζgµν(ρ, ζ) at any arbitrary point
(ρ, ζ) ∈ [ρmin, ρmax]× [ζmin, ζmax], we perform the following steps:

• Compute the metric functions gµν on the 2-dimensional grid [ρmin, ρmax]×
[ζmin, ζmax] with resolution (Nζ + 1)× (Nρ + 1).

• Compute the spectral derivatives of such functions via the formula (35),

where V j
k = gµν(ρj , ζk).

• Compute gµν(ρ, ζ), ∂ρgµν(ρ, ζ) and ∂ζgµν(ρ, ζ) at any required point (ρ, ζ)
using the barycentric interpolation formula (38), considering the grid func-
tion V and its spectral derivatives V (ρ) and V (ζ) as the matrix M .

The values of the metric functions for ζ < 0 can be obtained by considering the
equatorial symmetry gµν(ρ,−ζ) = gµν(ρ, ζ), which in turn implies

∂ρgµν(ρ, ζ) = ∂ρgµν(ρ, |ζ|),
∂ζgµν(ρ, ζ) = sign(ζ) · ∂ζgµν(ρ, |ζ|).

Thus, it is sufficient to use a domain with ζmin ≥ 0 for the interpolation. Moreover,
since we are considering metrics in Weyl-Lewis-Papapetrou form, it is sufficient
to perform these computations on the functions f = −gtt, h = gρρ = gζζ and
fa = −gtϕ. The remaining metric function is gϕϕ = (ρ2 − (fa)2)/f . Then, gϕϕ,
∂ρgϕϕ and ∂ζgϕϕ can be computed via the interpolated values of f , fa and their
derivatives.
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5.3. Choice of domains. The chosen domain U ∈ R2 on which the barycentric
interpolation algorithm is to be applied should contain all the regions in which
we intend to study the photon trajectories. However, since we use the symmetry
relations when ζ < 0, a domain of the form U = [0, ρmax] × [0, ζmax] is sufficient,
where the upper limits ρmax and ζmax are to be determined.

In image simulation problems, we shoot the photons in the vicinities of a black
hole or a counter-rotating disk from the virtual camera in Fig. 10 for various angles
α ∈ [0, π/2]. Then, the distance from the origin of the simulated photons will be
less than the initial distance, unless they eventually escape to infinity. Therefore,
an adequate condition on the radius R∞ used as a stopping criterion after which
the photon is expected to escape to infinity is that the ball with radius R∞ should
contain the virtual camera, as shown in Fig. 5. A detailed description of the virtual
camera is presented in Section 6, as well as the explicit value of R∞.

We recall that the numerical integration is terminated if r =
√
ρ2 + ζ2 > R∞

(for a sufficiently big R∞) and the photon is traveling in outwards direction. The
necessary condition on the choice of R∞ is that the ball with radius R∞ must
contain all the photon spheres, which is the case for the choice we have made since
we consider a distant observer.

Figure 5. Projection of the virtual camera and the ball with ra-
dius R∞ on the xz-plane.

In other words, all the geodesics we are interested in are inside the ball with
radius R∞, shown in Fig. 5. Therefore, considering that we use the symmetry of
the metric to evaluate the functions for negative ζ, a necessary condition on the
chosen domain U = [0, ρmax]× [0, ζmax] for the interpolation algorithm is B∞ ⊂ D,
where B∞ is the portion of the ball on the first quadrant B∞ := {(ρ, ζ) ∈ R2

+ |
ρ2 + ζ2 ≤ R2

∞}. Since we are considering a rectangular domain, the upper limits
must satisfy ρmax, ζmax ≥ R∞ in order to meet the condition B∞ ⊂ D.

Remark: It is important to recall that the metric functions gµν : U → R must
be smooth on the square domain U on which we intend to do the interpolations. If
this is the case, the numerical errors will decrease exponentially in dependence of
the grid resolution and thus, convergence to machine precision is attained rapidly.
Otherwise, this convergence cannot be assured. If the metric is piecewise smooth,
then the domain U can be divided into subdomains on which the metric is smooth,
e.g., the division shown in Fig. 6.

However, there are cases in which the metric functions are not everywhere
smooth, such as those corresponding to the two classes of solutions studied in this
paper, namely, the Kerr metric in Section 2 and the counter-rotating disk solutions
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Figure 6. Chebyshev grids on the subdomains U1, U2 and U3.

in Section 4. The first one, the Kerr metric, has cusps at the endpoints of the hori-
zon (ρ, ζ) = (0,±m cosφ) since it involves

√
(ζ ±m cosφ)2 + ρ2. This means that

the interpolated functions cannot achieve machine precision in Weyl coordinates if
this point is in the interpolating domain. The second class of solutions we study is
the counter-rotating disk, whose metric functions have a cusp at (ρ, ζ) = (1, 0), the
rim of the disk. Although the Ernst potential is discontinuous on the line ζ = 0
with ρ < 1, the metric functions are continuous and the only issue is the cusp. In
order to evaluate functions at any point (ρ, ζ) ∈ U for metrics with issues of this
type, we perform the interpolation in adapted coordinates in terms of which the
functions are smooth.

5.4. Cases where the metric is not everywhere smooth in Weyl coordi-
nates.

5.4.1. Kerr metric. For the Kerr metric functions, we can use parabolic coordinates
whose relation with (ρ, ζ) is given by (8). It can be seen that the metric functions
(7), (10), (11) are rational functions in these coordinates. Thus, we interpolate the
numerators and denominators on the domain U ′ = [1, Xmax]× [0, 1]. The condition
on the upper limit Xmax is that the image of the map ψ : U ′ → R2 defined by
(X,Y ) 7→ (ρ, ζ) must contain B∞. It can be seen from the relation (8) that the
preimage of B∞ is given by

B′
∞ =

{
(X,Y ) ∈ [1,+∞)× [0, 1] | X2 + Y 2 ≤ 1 + (R∞/(m cosφ))

2
}
.

Then, considering that Y ∈ [0, 1], a domain satisfying B′ ⊂ U ′ and therefore
B∞ ⊂ ψ(U ′) is given by U ′ = [1, Xmax]× [0, 1], where the upper limit must satisfy

Xmax ≥
√
1 + (R∞/(m cosφ))2. Thus, for the Kerr examples considered in this

paper, we evaluate gµν , ∂Xgµν and ∂Y gµν at any point (X,Y ) ∈ U ′ via barycen-
tric interpolation. Therefore, in order to evaluate the metric functions and their
derivatives at any (ρ, ζ) ∈ B∞, we map this point to (X,Y ) ∈ U ′, compute the
interpolations at (X,Y ) and then use the chain rule

∂ρgµν = ∂Xgµν ·Xρ + ∂Y gµν · Yρ,
∂ζgµν = ∂Xgµν ·Xζ + ∂Y gµν · Yζ ,

as well as the symmetry relations if ζ < 0. Moreover, since the metric functions
vary slowly away from the origin, it is more efficient to perform the interpolations
on multiple subdomains of U ′. E.g., we can choose U ′

1 = [1, Xb] × [0, 1] and U ′
2 =

[Xb, Xmax] × [0, 1], as shown in Fig. 7, where ρb and ζb are in dependence of Xb.
Otherwise, in order to attain machine precision a higher grid resolution would be
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necessary. For the examples shown in this paper, we used the values Xb = 5,
Xmax =

√
1 + (R∞/(m cosφ))2 and grids with

NX = NY = 30.

Figure 7. Mapping of the rectangular domain U ′ onto B∞. The
boundary of B∞ is indicated by the dashed line.

5.4.2. Counter-rotating disk. For the counter-rotating disk metric functions, we use
the so-called disk coordinates4 (see [4,35] for more details), related to (ρ, ζ) via the
homomorphism

ψ : R+ × [0, π/2] → R+ × R,
(η, θ) 7→ (ρ, ζ),

defined by ρ = cosh(η) cos(θ), ζ = sinh(η) sin(θ). Using these relations, the preim-
age of B∞ is given by

B′
∞ = {(η, θ) ∈ R+ × [0, π/2] | sinh2(η) + cos2(θ) ≤ R2

∞}.

Thus, considering that θ ∈ [0, π/2] and the condition B′
∞ ⊂ U ′, the domain must

be of the form U ′ = [0, ηmax] × [0, π/2] with the upper limit satisfying ηmax ≥
arcsinh(R∞).

Analogous to the computations for Kerr, the evaluation of the metric functions
and their derivatives at any (ρ, ζ) ∈ B∞ is obtained by mapping this point to
(η, θ) ∈ U ′, computing the interpolations of gµν , ∂ηgµν and ∂θgµν at (η, θ) and then
using the relations

∂ρgµν = ∂ηgµν · ηρ + ∂θgµν · θρ,
∂ζgµν = ∂ηgµν · ηζ + ∂θgµν · θζ .

Moreover, since the metric functions vary slowly away from the origin, it is more
efficient to perform the interpolation on multiple subdomains of U ′. E.g., we can
choose U ′

1 = [1, ηb] × [0, π/2] and U ′
2 = [ηb, arcsinh(R∞)] × [0, π/2], as shown in

Fig. 8, where ρb and ζb are in dependence of ηb. Otherwise, a higher grid resolution
would be necessary to attain machine precision if we were to use a single domain
U ′. In this paper, we used the values ηb = arcsinh(1), ηmax = arcsinh(R∞) and
grids with

Nη = Nθ = 30.
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Figure 8. Mapping of the rectangular domain U ′ onto B∞. The
boundary of B∞ is indicated by the dashed line.

Finally, we recall that unlike the Kerr metric, the counter-rotating disk metric
functions (and in general, algebro-geometric metric functions) can only be computed
numerically, this being the main reason to compute them via interpolation due to
its high computational cost. Thus, it is essential to compute the grid functions
to machine precision in order to minimise error propagation, since they are the
input in the barycentric interpolation algorithm. Recall, that the algebro-geometric
solutions only hold if the branch points of the underlying Riemann surfaces do not
coincide; which means that in order to evaluate the metric functions for the counter-
rotating disk on the axis and the equatorial plane (i.e., when ρ = 0 or ζ = 0), we
need to use formulas on degenerated Riemann surfaces, which are given explicitly
in [35].

For illustration purposes, we show the application of barycentric interpolation to
the counter-rotating disk with parameters λ = 10.12 and δ = 0.856. We compute
the values of the metric function f , as well as its derivatives for points (ρ, ζ) ∈ Ũ ,

where Ũ = [0, 4] × [−4, 4]. These interpolated functions are shown in Fig. 9, and

they were computed on an equispaced grid of size 200× 200 on Ũ .

Figure 9. Barycentric interpolation of f and its derivatives on a
200× 200 equispaced grid.

6. Relativistic ray tracing

In this section, we briefly describe the method we use to generate images of a
particular situation or scene. This has been described in many places before; see,

4Notice that, depending on the parameters λ and δ, the rim of the disk might be inside the
ergosphere and in such cases, it will not be necessary to cover that region with a Chebyshev grid
and the interpolation can still be done in Weyl coordinates using multiple rectangular domains.
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for instance, [12, 20, 21, 23]. In short, the idea is to select a pixel, i.e., a point in
a predefined screen of a given resolution, and follow the light ray that hits this
pixel backwards in time to find out where it originated from. The pixel is filled
with a color that is determined by this point of origin, usually located on a body of
interest, possibly modified by any transformation that could be affected by physical
processes on the photon during its travel. A typical example would be the Doppler
effect due to gravitational redshift.

Thus, the entire procedure is quite straightforward, and it can be separated in
a clean way into different parts:

• the ‘camera’,
• the screen,
• the light ray,
• the bodies.

The camera, together with the screen, serves to select the initial conditions for the
light rays which are sent into the past. The camera is placed in a fixed location,
pointing in the direction of the scene. It contains the screen, the extent of which
defines the solid angle that is captured. The screen has a certain resolution, i.e., a
2-dimensional array of pixels. Each of these pixels defines a direction into which a
light ray is started. The light ray is obtained by solving the geodesic equation for
a null geodesic with initial conditions determined by the camera and a pixel on the
screen. In contrast to non-relativistic ray tracing, this is much more complicated
because a system of ODEs must be solved, while in the non-relativistic case, the
rays are obtained as – possibly broken – straight lines.

As the light rays propagate into the scene, they may hit any bodies that make
up the scene. In general, these bodies must be defined by their world tube, i.e., the
collection of world lines defined by its constituent points. Therefore, in situations
when both the space-time and the bodies change in time, the detection of ‘hits’
between light rays and bodies becomes very time consuming and difficult. For this
reason, most relativistic visualisations have been done in stationary space-times
with (almost) static bodies.

Each body carries information about the optical properties of its surface, such
as opacity, textures, etc. These are used to determine the fate of the light ray. If
the surface is opaque, then the light ray ends there, and the color of the corre-
sponding pixel is determined by the texture. If the surface is partly reflexive and
partly transparent, then new light rays must be started according to the refractive
properties defined on the surface. These are followed back into the past until they
hit other bodies.

6.1. Initial conditions associated with individual pixels. More precisely, we
simulate the picture taken by a camera obscura, whose diagram is shown in Fig. 10.
It is composed of an aperture (the place in which light enters the camera) and a film
(the 2-dimensional screen on which the image is projected). It is placed pointing
towards the origin of the coordinate system, and its normal vector (the principal
axis) forms an angle α with respect to the positive z-axis.

The technique consists in associating an event x to each pixel (i, j) on the screen
as well as the four-momentum p of the incoming light ray that hits that pixel.
Then, we use this information as the initial conditions of the IVP (33), but with
the opposite sign for p since we are interested in computing the source of each light
ray. Therefore, we need to solve an IVP for each pixel, i.e., we use the initial value
to trace the photon back to the light source, record that event and associate this
information to the corresponding pixel.
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Figure 10. Diagram of the camera with an inclination α and one
incoming light ray.

Let us consider a screen with the following physical properties: width dH , height
dV , vertical resolution IV , horizontal resolution IH and focal length fL. The cam-
era is positioned at a distance Rc from the origin (object distance) and with an
inclination angle α with respect to the z-axis. Therefore, the event associated with
each pixel (i, j) has components

(39)
tij = 0, ρij =

√
x2ij + y2ij ,

ζij = zij , ϕij = arctan(yij/2),

where

xij = cosα · x̃ij + sinα · (Rc + fL),

yij = dH

[
1

2
− (j − 1)

(IH − 1)

]
,

zij = − sinα · x̃ij + cosα · (Rc + fL),

with

x̃ij = dV

[
1

2
− (i− 1)

(IV − 1)

]
,

as shown in Appendix A. The four-momentum associated to the pixel (i, j) has
spatial components

pρij = cosϕij · pxij + sinϕij · pyij ,

pζij = (cosα ·Rc − zij)/rc = (sinα · x̃ij − cosα · fL)/rc,

pϕij =
1

ρij

(
cosϕijp

y
ij − sinϕijp

x
ij

)
,

with

pxij = (sinα ·Rc − xij)/rc = −(cosα · x̃ij + sinα · fL)/rc,
pyij = −yij/rc,

where rc =
√
f2L + x̃2ij + y2ij is the normalising constant such that |p⃗ij |2 = 1. The

remaining component ptij is chosen by solving the quadratic equation gµνp
µ
ijp

ν
ij =
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0 for the variable ptij and choosing the solution with negative sign since we are
interested in tracing the photon back in time.

6.2. Explicit value of R∞. The condition we imposed on R∞ in Subsection 5.3
for the choice of the domains for the barycentric interpolation algorithm is that the
virtual camera must be fully contained in the sphere with radius R∞. In terms of
the parameters of the camera, this condition is equivalent to

(40) R∞ ≥
√
(Rc + fL)2 + (dH/2)2 + (dV /2)2.

The values of these parameters used throughout the whole paper are summarised
in Table 1.

Rc fL dH dV R∞
20 0.1 0.1 0.1 21

Table 1. Values of the parameters of the virtual camera.

The only parameter that will be movable is the focal length fL, which will depend
on the required angle of view of the observer. Analogous to a normal camera, the
angle of view decreases as the focal length increases and vice versa. However, this
length will always be of the order of magnitude of dH and dV . Thus, R∞ = 21 will
always satisfy the condition (40) regardless of the chosen value for fL.

7. Example: Kerr solution

We start by testing this method with the solution shown in Section 3, which is
just the Kerr solution in Weyl coordinates. The aim is to use these simulations
as testbeds for the numerical methods outlined above. Kerr space-times have been
widely studied, so we know what to expect, i.e., there are known phenomena that
we will be looking for, such as the shadow of a black hole. If the camera is pointed
directly towards the black hole, then a shadow is projected onto the screen of the
camera, due to the light rays that are trapped by the gravitational pull of the black
hole. This shadow is centered if the black hole is not rotating; however, it will be
shifted to one side if the black hole is rotating, due to the frame-dragging effect.
Other objects of interest are the apparent images of accretion disks around black
holes. In order for the Kerr space-times shown in Section 3 to still model the space-
time around these objects, we assume the disk to be static and non-gravitating,
namely, the disk does not change over time and its mass is negligible.

7.1. Photon spheres. Let us recall that in the Schwarzschild space-time, there
exists a region with spherical symmetry, known as the photon sphere, in which
photons whose initial four-momenta have a vanishing radial component will orbit
on the surface of this sphere. In fact, the orbits will be circular due to the spherical
symmetry of the Schwarzschild metric. This surface is also called the “last photon
orbit” since it is the smallest stable orbit a photon can have around this black hole.
Thus, a photon crossing this surface from the outside will necessarily fall into the
horizon. Therefore, an observer looking at the direction of the black hole with a
luminous background will see a circular “shadow” corresponding to the photons that
cross the photon sphere and, therefore, do not reach the observer. This shadow is
also observed in Kerr space-times, but in this case, there are several photon spheres
with their radii depending on the four-momenta of the orbiting photon [3]. The
consequence of this on the shadow is that it will no longer look circular from the
perspective of a distant observer.

The first test aims to reproduce these shadows using the metric in the form (1)
with the solution to the Ernst equation (6) giving the Kerr solution. We do this
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test for several values of the rotation parameter φ. For this we consider a luminous
background and determine the pixels of the screen that are not reached by any
light ray. The projected shadow will depend on the inclination of the camera with
respect to the rotation axis.

Fig. 11 shows the shadow of these black holes with different rotation parameters
φ as perceived by a camera with the characteristics mentioned in Section 6, a focal
length fL = 0.15 and a resolution of IH × IV = 300 × 300 pixels. In terms of
the rotation parameter, φ = 0 corresponds to the Schwarzschild black hole and
φ = π/2 to the extreme Kerr black hole. The white part represents the luminous
background, and the rest represents the shadow of the black hole. Additionally, in
order to better visualise the effect of the rotation of the black hole in the vicinity,
we add artificial coloring to the shadow in dependence of the coordinate angle ϕ in
which the infalling photon approaches the ergosphere (recall that it takes an infinite
coordinate time to reach the ergosphere; thus, we stop the computations when the
photons get sufficiently close to this surface).

φ = 0 φ = 0.5 φ = 1.0 φ = 1.5

Figure 11. Shadow of several Kerr black holes. From top to
bottom, the angles of the camera with respect to the axis are α =
10◦ and α = 80◦.

As observed in Fig. 11, the shadow of the black hole shifts to the left as the
rotation parameter φ increases, since the bending effect increases with the angular
momentum of the black hole. This shift becomes more evident as the inclination α
of the camera with respect to the ζ-axis increases.

7.2. Thin accretion disk. One of the objects that has been widely studied in rel-
ativistic astrophysics is the accretion disk around a black hole. The first simulation
of a thin accretion disk was done for a Schwarzschild black hole [20, 23], and then
in 2019, the Event Horizon Collaboration (EHT) released the first actual picture of
a black hole with an accretion disk [9].

For these examples we consider an ideal thin disk around the black hole, namely,
a non-gravitating disk. This means that the contribution of the disk to the stress-
energy tensor is negligible; therefore, the solution (9) still holds.

We simulate the apparent image of the thin disks in various Kerr space-times
using a camera with the characteristics mentioned in Section 6, a focal length
fL = 0.10 and a resolution of IH × IV = 300 × 300 pixels. Recall that a smaller
focal length is necessary in order to have a greater angle of view. Fig. 12 shows
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the three-dimensional representation of the thin disk and some of the geodesics
corresponding to the initial conditions (39).

Figure 12. 3D representation of a thin disk around a Kerr black
hole with some light rays. The surface in the middle is the ergo-
sphere.

The distortion of the disk image is minimal when the camera is located with a
small inclination α with respect to the axis. However, this distortion becomes more
apparent as α increases. Fig. 13 shows how the distortion of the image increases as
the camera inclination gets close to α = 90◦. An interesting feature is that objects
behind the shadow can be seen due to the bending of light in the vicinity of the
black hole. In fact, some objects are visualised multiple times, as one can observe
in Fig. 13. Due to the bending effect, the light emitted by the disk in the downward
direction is also received by the camera, as seen in Fig. 12.

The following phenomena are observed in the simulated images: the shadow of
the black hole, the photon ring and the visibility of the lower face of the disk.
The shadow is due to the photons crossing the photon spheres, which means that
they fall into the black hole horizon and, therefore, do not reach the observer, as
mentioned in the previous subsection.

Photon rings are due to some photons orbiting the photon spheres one or sev-
eral times until they reach the observer. A photon that passes close to a photon
sphere with tangential velocity can orbit this surface an arbitrary number of times
(depending on how close it is to the surface) and then escape to infinity. What
we observe in the figure is the first photon ring, namely, the photons emitted by
the disk that made one orbit around the photon spheres before they reached the
camera. However, increasing the resolution near the ring would show the second
and other subsequent rings.

The lower face of the disk is observed due to the bending of light, which is
attracted towards the black hole. As shown in Fig. 12, these effects can be seen in
the study of individual photons for counter-rotating disk space-times.

This example serves both to show that the solution to the Ernst equation (9)
reproduces the same properties of the Kerr solution in the Boyer-Lindquist coordi-
nates and to show that the computation of the functions for the geodesic equations
(32) can be done efficiently via barycentric interpolation even if the functions are
elementary as in the case of Kerr space-times.

In this particular example, the Kerr space-time, we can check the accuracy of
these simulations in an explicit manner. This is done by comparing the outcomes
of the simulations using barycentric interpolation and the simulations using the
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φ = 0.1 φ = 0.5 φ = 1.0

Figure 13. Ideal thin disk around Kerr black holes with various
rotation parameters φ and at different angles α with respect to
the z-axis. From top to bottom, the inclinations of the camera are
α = 10◦, α = 45◦, α = 70◦ and α = 80◦.

explicit values of the metric functions and their derivatives. These simulations co-
incided perfectly for the examples shown in Fig. 13. In both cases, we used the
same inputs for the virtual camera. The only difference is in the use of barycen-
tric interpolation. This comparison cannot be made for more general space-times,
such as the algebro-geometric solutions to the Ernst equations. However, one can
estimate the accuracy of these simulations by plotting the Lagrangian at the point
where the iteration of the light ray corresponding to each pixel is terminated.

7.2.1. Total errors in the simulation. In general, the errors arising from the differ-
ent numerical methods used in the image simulations can be tracked by computing
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the Lagrangian L(x(N)) of each pixel, where x(N) is the point where the iteration is
terminated. The value of this Lagrangian should be zero, but since we are comput-
ing these null geodesics numerically, we expect it to fall under certain threshold ε,
i.e., we impose the condition L(x(N)) ≤ ε. In such a case, we say that the geodesic
has precision ε. Fig. 14 shows the logarithmic color plot of the Lagrangian in de-
pendence of the pixels of the simulated image in a Kerr space-time corresponding
to a rotation parameter φ = 1 and a virtual camera with inclination α = 70◦.
For ease of reference, we only color the pixels whose Lagrangians are greater than
10−8 (respectively 10−7). Thus, the pixels in black are those whose geodesics have
precision 10−8 (respectively 10−7). For the examples discussed here, we used the
tolerances RelTol = AbsTol = 10−8 for the ode45 routine. As observed in Fig. 14,
the precision of the pixels is at most one order the magnitude greater than such
the chosen tolerances for ode45, as long as the light ray does not approach the
ergosphere. Otherwise, |L(x(N))| could deviate from zero even more. However,
since we are interested in visualising objects outside the ergosphere, the tolerances
RelTol and AbsTol can be chosen to be one order of magnitude smaller than the
prescribed precision ε for |L(x(N))|.

Figure 14. Logarithmic plot of the Lagrangian |L(x(N))| at the
stopping point of each pixel. The left-hand side shows a color plot
of the pixels for which log10 |L(x(N))| ≥ −8 and the right-hand
side shows the plot for which log10 |L(x(N))| ≥ −7.

8. Ray tracing for the counter-rotating dust disk

We now show the image simulation in the counter-rotating dust disk space-times
presented in Section 4. The metric functions are computed on Chebyshev grids
with the method detailed in Section 4, and then we use barycentric interpolation
to compute the metric functions at any other point (ρ, ζ) in the domain covered
by the grids. We perform the simulations to visualise images in the vicinity of the
counter-rotating disks using the ray tracing technique in the same way we did for
the Kerr solution. One fundamental difference with respect to the non-gravitating
disk mentioned above is that a portion of the counter-rotating disk will be inside
the ergoregion, and therefore, light emitted from this part of the disk would take
an infinite coordinate time to cross the surface. The implication for the apparent
image seen by a distant observer is that one portion of the disk will be hidden
by a shadow. However, the visible part can appear multiple times in the image
simulation.

Prior to any visualisation of any extended body in counter-rotating disk space-
times, we first analyse the motion of individual photons for various parameters δ
and λ, which parametrise the family of solutions to the Ernst equation.
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λ δ zR γ M J
10.12 1.2 4.92 0.91 0.64 0.4
10.12 0.865 5.64 0.95 0.81 0.66
10.12 0.7 6.26 0.97 0.95 0.92

Table 2. Parameters for the examples studied below

8.1. Trajectories. We simulate several individual trajectories for specific space-
times with different parameters δ and λ. We are mainly interested in studying the
differences between space-times whose ergospheres cover the disk almost entirely
(except in the middle of the doughnut-like surface) and those that are smaller
than the disk, as seen in Fig. 18. The size of the ergosphere and the value of the
disk’s angular momentum depend on λ and δ, see [11]. We have listed the physical
parameters for the examples below in Table 2, the central redshift zR of photons
emitted from the center of the disk and detected at infinity, the relative density γ,
the mass M and the angular momentum J .

We want to simulate initially-parallel light rays and then observe the bending of
the trajectories. To observe this effect, we choose initial conditions of the form:

(i) Photons in the xy-plane directed in the negative x-direction for the same
x0 and for several equispaced values for y0. The initial conditions for these
light rays have the form{

t0 = 0, ρ0 =
√
x20 + y20 , ζ0 = 0, ϕ0 = arctan (y0/x0),

pt0, pρ0 = −x0

ρ0
, pζ0 = 0, pϕ0 = y0

ρ2
0
,

(ii) Photons on the xz-plane directed in the negative x-direction for the same
x0 and several equispaced values for z0, i.e.,{

t0 = 0, ρ0 = x0, ζ0 = z0, ϕ0 = 0,

pt0, pρ0 = −1, pζ0 = 0, pϕ0 = 0,

(iii) Photons on the xy-plane in the negative y-direction for the same y0 = 0
and several values for x0, i.e.,{

t0 = 0, ρ0 = x0, ζ0 = 0, ϕ0 = 0,

pt0, pρ0 = 0, pζ0 = 0, pϕ0 = − 1
ρ0
,

(iv) Photons on the xz-plane in the positive z-direction for the same z0 = 0 and
several values for x0, i.e.,{

t0 = 0, ρ0 = x0, ζ0 = 0, ϕ0 = 0,

pt0, pρ0 = 0, pζ0 = 1, pϕ0 = 0,

In every case we compute the light rays in the future direction, thus pt0 is chosen
as the positive solution of the quadratic equation gµνp

µ
0p

ν
0 = 0. Recall that in ray

tracing we choose the negative solution pt0 since we compute the light rays backwards
in time, and this is equivalent to choosing the positive pt0 in a space-time rotating
in the opposite sense.

We expect analogous behaviors to those observed in Kerr space-times: (i) should
indicate the dragging direction of the space-time, (ii) should attract the particles
towards the centre of the disk (origin of the coordinate system). On the other
hand, (iii) and (iv) will indicate whether the photons will fall towards the disk
(or its ergosphere) or whether they will escape to infinity, depending on the initial
conditions. Due to the conservation of angular momentum, the photons starting on
the xy-plane remain on the plane, implying that the photon in (iii) that orbits the
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photon sphere should trace a circular trajectory, as opposed to (iv) which might
have a more complicated trajectory. However, we expect to find differences as well.

The following are the light rays corresponding to conditions (i) and (ii). We set
the positions with x0 = 10 for all the photons and different equally spaced values
y0 ∈ [−3, 3] and z0 ∈ [−3, 3].

Figure 15. Initially-parallel photons in the disk space-times.

It can be observed that the bending of light increases with the size of the er-
gosphere, e.g., all the photons in the example with λ = 10.12 and δ = 0.70 in
Fig. 15 with initial conditions of the type (ii) are trapped in the surroundings of
the ergosphere. Moreover, the initial conditions of the type (i) are an indicator of
dragging effect in the counter-rotating disk space-times. The size of the ergospheres
is inversely proportional to the parameter δ in these examples, where λ is fixed.

Now, we are going to study photons with initial conditions of the form (iii),
namely, photons whose initial velocities are tangent to a circle of radius ρ0 on
the equatorial plane. We are particularly interested in photons that trace circular
orbits. In Kerr space-times, there are two possible initial conditions for which the
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null geodesics project to circular orbits, known as the last photon orbits [3]. One
of these conditions corresponds to a photon going in the direction of the black
hole (prograde) and the other going in the opposite direction (retrograde). The
prograde orbit is smaller since the dragging effect of the black hole increases the
angular momentum of the photon, and the retrograde orbit is bigger since the
angular momentum of the photon is decreased by the dragging effect.

Choosing the following initial radii

ρ0 = 1.98990542, for λ = 10.12, δ = 1.20,

ρ0 = 2.93290917, for λ = 10.12, δ = 0.70,

for the initial conditions of the type (iii), we obtain circular retrograde orbits. The
photons fall towards the disk if the radius is smaller than this value, and they
escape to infinity if it is bigger, as observed in the examples in Fig. 16, for which
we chose initial radii ρ̃0 = ρ0 ± 0.10 in both cases. The photons can orbit the
disk multiple times before falling or escaping, depending on how close the initial
ρ0 is to the last photon orbit. The radii for the orbits shown in the figure can be
computed explicitly by imposing the conditions that the spatial projection be a
circle in the plane with z = 0. In contrast to Kerr space-times, every photon with
initial conditions of this type but with positive pϕ (prograde orbits) will escape to
infinity since we would need an initial ρ0 < 1 to obtain a closed orbit, which is
on the surface of the disk. Thus, a prograde circular orbit cannot be observed in
counter-rotating disk space-times.

Figure 16. Photons with circular orbits.

Similarly to what happens in Kerr space-times, photons with initial conditions
of the type (iv) trace more complicated trajectories. However, depending on the
value of the parameters λ and δ for the disk space-time, one can find a radius ρ0
for which the photon orbit is on the surface of an ellipsoid.

The initial radii, in dependence of the λ, δ parameters, for which the photon
orbits are on an ellipsoid are the following:

ρ0 = 1.27005031, for λ = 10.12, δ = 1.20,

ρ0 = 1.91319267, for λ = 10.12, δ = 0.70.

In contrast to the previous case, these radii cannot be easily obtained explicitly.
They were determined by trial and error. Analogously to initial conditions of the
type (iii), photons whose initial conditions are close to the conditions to obtain
orbits as in Fig. 17 will follow similar trajectories until eventually falling towards
the disk or escaping to infinity.
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Figure 17. Photons with orbits on ellipsoids. The dashed lines
represent the xy section of such ellipsoids.

8.2. Shadow of the disk. Besides the photon orbits resulting from initial condi-
tions of the type (iii) and (iv) in the previous subsection, there are other photon
orbits on the surface of ellipsoids, i.e., photon spheres using the terminology from
Kerr space-times. The upper bound of the semi-axes of these ellipsoids is the ra-
dius ρ0 of the photon with circular orbit shown in Fig. 16. A photon crossing
one of these ellipsoids from the outside is trapped by the gravitational influence
of the disk. Thus, in the simulation of a picture using the ray tracing technique,
some photons will fall into these surfaces, implying that these surfaces will act as
a shadow and will prevent light from a luminous background from reaching the
observer. Nonetheless, if we assume the disk to be opaque and to emit light, it will
be seen by an observer even if the disk is inside the photon spheres since, in this
case, the photon will cross these surfaces from the inside with an outwards veloc-
ity. Fig. 18 shows disks together with the ergospheres, which have a doughnut-like
shape corresponding to space-times with different parameters.

We simulate the visualisation in both space-times using a camera with the prop-
erties mentioned in Section 6, a focal length fL = 0.15 for the disk with δ = 0.70
and a focal length fL = 0.20 for δ = 1.20. The reason is that given a fixed focal
length, the apparent image of the disk with parameter δ = 1.20 will appear smaller
due to its weaker gravitational pull, thus we need to increase the focal length fL
to perceive a bigger image. We use the same resolution IV × IH = 300 × 300 for
all the simulations. In order to visualise the effect of the rotation, we also perform
the simulations positioning the camera at various inclination angles α with respect
to the ζ-axis. For visualisation purposes, we add artificial coloring to the shadow
depending on the part of the ergosphere approached by the infalling photon corre-
sponding to a given pixel (the coloring choice is shown in Fig. 18), and we color the
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Figure 18. 3D representation of the ergospheres.

upper face of the disk in black and the lower face in dark blue in order to increase
the contrast with the shadow.

It can be observed that the luminous background is covered by a quasi-circular
shadow, analogous to the observed phenomenon in Kerr space-times. However,
some portions of the dust disk are still observed. The doughnut-shaped ergosphere
of the first space-time (with λ = 10.12 and δ = 0.70) covers the disk except on
the centre of the doughnut, whereas the outer radius of the ergosphere in the other
space-time (with λ = 10.12 and δ = 1.20) is smaller than the radius of the disk
ρ0 = 1, as observed in Fig. 18, which allows the visualisation of a greater portion
of the disk.

The lower part of the disk is observed even if the camera is positioned above the
equatorial plane; this is due to the bending of light in the vicinity of the disk, anal-
ogous to the behavior of light around a black hole. This bending can be observed
better in Fig. 15 for individual photons.

Fig. 18 shows that the only observable part of the disk with parameters λ = 10.12
and δ = 0.70 is at the centre of the ergosphere, but both the upper and the lower
part can be seen by the observer. The left-hand side of Fig. 19 shows the visible
parts of the disk, and as observed, the lower part is highly distorted as the angle α
of the camera is closer to the ζ-axis, as opposed to the upper part that looks more
distorted when the angle α is closer to the equatorial plane.

The second example, the space-time with λ = 10.12 and δ = 1.20, exhibits a
smaller shadow as seen in Fig. 19, which is related to the size of the ergosphere.
From these figures, we could also infer that this disk has a smaller angular momen-
tum compared to the first example, which agrees with the explicit values given in
Table 2. Due to the smaller size of the ergosphere, the outer part of the disk is seen
by the observer, but it gets distorted as the camera inclination gets closer to the
equatorial plane, and the lower part becomes visible.

To determine the accuracy of these simulations, we computed the value of the
Lagrangians L(x(N)) corresponding to each pixel in the same way we did in Subsec-
tion 7.2.1 for Kerr black holes. The value of the Lagrangians outside the shadows
were of the same order of magnitude as those shown in Fig. 14, i.e., given tolerances
AbsTol = RelTol = 10−8 for the ode45 routine, we obtained |L(x(N))| ≤ 10−7 for
the pixels that escaped to infinity.

8.3. Coloring pattern for the celestial sphere. In order to analyse the influ-
ence of a gravitational counter-rotating dust disk on the image of the background
space, we choose the artificial coloring given by the Infrared Sky picture in the
2MASS catalog [43] for the light-rays that escape to infinity and reach the “celes-
tial sphere” around the origin. This coloring depends on the angles at which the
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light rays reach the celestial sphere. Coloring patterns of this type have been used
in Schwarzschild and Kerr black holes simulations, see [12,28]. In these simulations
we eliminate the coloring pattern used for the shadows in Fig. 19. The main differ-
ence with respect to black hole shadows is that we assume that the opaque disks
(which are inside the photon spheres) emit light, which is the red coloring covering
the shadow in Fig. 19.

If we assumed these gravitating disks not to emit light, then there would be
full shadows analogous to those observed in Kerr space-times. In either case, the
Einstein ring is observed and therefore a secondary image of the background space
is also visible. Fig. 20 shows simulations made with a camera with a focal length
fL = 0.10 and resolutions of IH × IV = 300× 300 pixels.

Regarding the size of the shadow (and hence the Einstein ring), it is noteworthy
to mention that it depends on the mass of the counter-rotating disk. The shift of
the shadow from the centre of the screen indicates the angular momentum of the
disk. Recall that the greater the mass and angular momentum, the more the light
rays will be bent by the counter-rotating dust disk as seen in Fig. 15. Therefore,
given a fixed angular aperture for the camera, the shadow will be bigger the greater
the mass of the disk is, as shown in Fig. 20. This behavior is also observed in Kerr
space-times. The reason the shadows have the same size in Fig. 11 is due to the
fact that the distances are normalised to the mass of the black hole. In the case
of a counter-rotating disk space-time, the distances are normalised by the radius of
the disk.

9. Outlook

We have shown in this paper that geodesics can be computed in any station-
ary axisymmetric vacuum space-time, given the values of the metric functions on
2-dimensional Chebyshev grids. Physical properties, such as the ergo-regions and
shadows of gravitating sources which are well documented for the Kerr black hole
could also be studied for a family of counter-rotating dust disks. Since the solu-
tions can be parametrised by a parameter varying between a Newtonian and an
ultrarelativistic limit, where the exterior of the disk can be interpreted as the ex-
treme Kerr solution, relativistic effects such as frame-dragging can be conveniently
explored for this example. The second parameter appearing in the solution controls
the transition from a static to a disk consisting only of one component of dust. The
related effect on the light rays has been studied in the previous sections.

In future work, we would like to study higher genus algebro-geometric solutions
to the Ernst equation. To do this, it is only necessary to perform the explicit
computations of the Abel maps ω(∞±) − ω(ξ) and the period matrices Bξ on the
Chebyshev grids, as it was done in genus 2 in Section 4. Then, it suffices to apply the
methods outlined in Sections 5 and 6 to obtain visualisations in these space-times.
Other solutions that can be studied are the elliptic solutions presented in [18], whose
ergospheres are toroidal surfaces, and black holes with infinite gravitating disks, as
discussed in [41]. It would be also interesting to study geodesics in stationary
axisymmetric solutions to the Einstein-Maxwell equations as in [42].

In this paper we have only shown the trajectory of the photons, but the out-
come of the computations in Section 5 include the four-momenta at every point.
Therefore, phenomena such as the slowing down of particles or the Doppler effect
can also be studied. We are interested in identifying phenomena that are general to
any stationary axisymmetric space-time and those that are characteristic to black
holes. One could also study the optical effect of the counter-rotating disk if we
assume it to be transparent.
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Appendix A. Camera in a flat space-time

In this Appendix we show the initial conditions of the photon associated to each
pixel (i, j). More precisely, we show the direction of the light rays hitting the screen
of a virtual camera in a Minkowski space-time in Weyl coordinates.

Let us consider a camera with the following features.

• Size: horizontal width dH and vertical height dV .
• Resolution: IH pixels wide and IV pixels height.
• Focal length fL.

The position of the camera with respect to the origin is described by the following:

• Object distance Rc.
• Inclination angle α with respect to the z-axis.

If the angle with respect to the axis is zero, then the position of each pixel (i, j)
is given by

x̃ij = dV

[
1

2
− (i− 1)

(IV − 1)

]
,

ỹij = dH

[
1

2
− (j − 1)

(IH − 1)

]
,

z̃ij = Rc + fL.

(41)

If the camera is positioned at an angle α with respect to the z-axis, then the position
of each pixel (i, j) is simply the rotation of v⃗0 := (x̃, ỹ, z̃)⊤ by an angle α about the
y-axis in counterclockwise direction, i.e.,

xij = cosα · x̃ij + sinα · z̃ij ,
yij = ỹij ,

zij = − sinα · x̃ij + cosα · z̃ij .

The light ray reaching the pixel (i, j) comes from the aperture in a straight line, thus
the direction of the incoming light ray is given by the vector that goes from the aper-
ture to the position of the pixel (i, j). The aperture is located at (Rc sinα, 0, Rc cosα).
Thus,

pxij = (xij − sinα ·Rc)/rc,

pyij = yij/rc,

pzij = (zij − cosα ·Rc)/rc,

where rc =
√
f2L + x̃2ij + ỹ2ij is the normalising constant such that |p⃗ij |2 = 1.

The transformation rules from Cartesian and cylindrical coordinates are

ρ2 = x2 + y2,

tanϕ = y/x,

ζ = z,

from which the following is deduced

pρij = cosϕij · pxij + sinϕij · pyij ,

pζij = pzij ,

pϕij =
1

ρij

(
cosϕij · pyij − sinϕij · pxij

)
.
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Therefore, the event and four-momentum associated to the pixel (i, j) in Minkowski’s
space-time are

x = (t0, ρij , ζij , ϕij),

p = (1, pρij , p
ζ
ij , p

ϕ
ij).
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λ = 10.12, δ = 0.70 λ = 10.12, δ = 1.20

Figure 19. Visualisation of counter-rotating dust disks for two
different parameters. From top to bottom, the inclinations angles
of the camera are α = 10◦, α = 45◦, α = 70◦ and α = 80◦.
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λ = 10.12, δ = 0.70 λ = 10.12, δ = 1.20

Figure 20. Counter-rotating disks and their shadows at the in-
clination angle α = 80◦.
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