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Abstract

In this paper, we study the dynamics of a test particle around a regular black hole (BH)
in a non-minimal Einstein-Yang-Mills (EYM) theory and examine the BH shadow. The
EYM theory is a non-minimally coupled theory in which curvature couples to non-Abelian
gauge fields. We investigate particle motion with parameters in EYM BH for massless
and massive particles. This work provides the horizon structure, photon radius and inner
stable circular orbit (ISCO) of a mass particle with EYM BH parameters. An analysis
is provided of the effective potential as well as the possible orbits for test particles under
various EYM BH parameters values. In timelike radial geodesics, we find that for smaller
values of magnetic charge, particles following a timelike radial geodesic are more hasty in
EYM BH, and hence arrive at the center faster than those traveling a Schwarzschild BH
geodesic. However, at larger values of the magnetic charge, the inverse effect is observed.
The effect of model parameters is investigated in order to study the ISCO, photon radius,
orbit stability (Lyapunov exponent), and effective force on particles for the BH in the EYM
theory. Finally, we investigate the BH shadow. We find that higher magnetic charge values

and non-minimal coupling parameters result in smaller shadow radius values.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational theories coupled with electromagnetism have one specific characteristic:
the Lagrangian include cross terms involving specific interactions, including scalar products
of the Riemann tensor and its convolutions, and they are known as non-minimal theories.
A non-minimal theory has numerous applications to cosmology and astrophysics. The non-
minimal field theories coupled to gravity five kinds are: first kind is scalar fields coupling with

the spacetime curvature. The theories were presented differently by different authors [1-



5]. Secondly, a non-minimal Einstein-Maxwell model of curvature-coupled electromagnetic
fields [6-9]. Third kind is the Einstein-Yang-Mills (EYM) theories, or models with SU(n)
symmetry [10, 11]. The Einstein-Yang-Mills-Higgs model is examined in References [12, 13].
Last kind is the non-minimal Einstein-Maxwell-Axion models [14].

On the other hand, several aspects of star and BH physics have been discussed in these
types of non-minimally coupled theories. In particular, for any event horizon, equations of
EYM with the gauge group SU(2) have infinite BH solutions [15]. Several studies on the
EYM theory and its BH solutions have been conducted [16-19].

In a paper by Balakin et al. [20, 21] presents a new exact spherically symmetric static so-
lution of a non-minimal SU(2) EYM theory with a cosmological and a Wu-Yang ansatz. The
metric function shows explicitly a four-parameter family of exact solutions. These param-
eters are the non-minimal parameter, the cosmological constant, the magnetic charge, and
the mass. A number of studies have been presented to investigate the EYM BH, specifically
the weak and strong deflection gravitational lensings in [22] and for rotating versions in [23].
The rotating EYM BH shadow, the quasinormal modes, and the quasiperiodic oscillations
was studied in [24]. [25] investigated the particle dynamics of an EYM BH with a cosmo-
logical constant. Effects of thermal fluctuations on EYM BH with cosmological constant
was examined [26]. Very recently the spinorial wave equations and the greybody factors in
the background of EYM BH were investigated [27]. The purpose of this study is to explore
the spacetime structure, particle dynamics and BH shadow of a regular BH as described by
the EYM theory coupled with the SU(2) gauge field [20, 21]. Because spacetime structure
strongly influences the behaviour of geodesic lines, test particle motion can also be used
to test metric theories of gravity. A wide range of references [28-54] have examined the
influence of spacetime curvature and gravity field parameters on particle dynamics.

In the strong gravity regime, null geodesics form the image of a BH shadow. Photons with
low angular momentum fall into the BH and form a dark area for a distant observer, whereas
photons with high angular momentum will be deflected by the BH’s gravitational potential.
In contrast, photons of critical angular momentum orbit the BH indefinitely and surround
the dark interior of the BH, forming the photon ring and the BH shadow. The first study
of light deflection around a Schwarzschild BH was made by Synge [55], and then Luminet
simulated a shadow photograph of the BH [56]. Many researchers have been working on

theoretical modelling of black hole shadows in recent years as a result of the detection of



BH shadows [57-67].

Our study of particle dynamics and BH shadow in the background of a regular EYM
BH is motivated by the following reasons: first, geodesic studies provide information about
the gravitational field around a BH. Moreover, examine whether the Schwarzschild BH and
the EYM BH have distinct shadows. Another reason for this research is that the EYM BH
is a regular BH, and regular BHs solutions (both static and rotating), are thought to be
one of the solutions to the problem of the existence of singularities in General Relativity
[68-73]. Furthermore, the spacetime under consideration is classified as a non-minimal field
theory. A non-minimal theory can provide exact solutions for wormholes, stars and BHs
with electric and magnetic fields. This is the outline of the paper: We briefly introduce
the EYM BH spacetime in section 2 and write equations of the geodesic that describe the
particle motion in the EYM BH spacetime. Section 3 goes over radial geodesics for null and
timelike particles. Section 4 looked at circular timelike geodesics. We also investigate the
Lyapunov exponent and the particle’s force. In section 5 we study the shadow of the EYM

BH. Finally, we conclude our findings and results.

II. EYM BH SPACETIME AND GEODESIC EQUATIONS

Balakin et al. [21] present a new exact regular spherically symmetric solution of the
non-minimal EYM theory with magnetic charge of the Wu-Yang gauge field. Taking into

account their static spherically symmetric spacetime with line element:

ds* = —f (r)dt* + }1(_7;"2) + 7% (d6” + sin® 0dp?) (1)
where \ ,
r Q 2M
r0=1+(sgm) (5 -7) .

where M is the BH mass, () is the magnetic charge and & represents the non-minimal
parameter of the theory. When ) = 0, metric given in Eq. (1) become the Schwarzschild
(Schw) BH. The metric function f(r) behaves as

] 2 M3
im0 =14 5~ e

When approaching the source, Eq. (3) reduces to 1, implying that EYM BH is regular. At

+0 (T‘6) ) (3)

finite positive r, the metric produces spacetime curvature singularities for £ < 0. Because

3



f(r)

-0.5¢

— Q=03 Q=05 Q=07 — Q=09
FIG. 1: Metric function of EYM BH at £ = 1 for different values of Q.

there are no curvature singularities for £ > 0, we chose £ > 0. To justify this choice, we

calculate the Ricci squared scalar:

(—120Q2E M 15 — 3Q%r® — 144Q*¢2Mr — 36Q%E2 + 72Q%¢r4)?

R, R"™ =

9 (rt +2Q2¢)°
2
N (3Q%r* + 48Q3%¢Mr —418@45) ()
9 (rt + 2Q%¢)
lim R, " = % (5)

One may note that the BH is regular and for no curvature singularities £ > 0 must be held.
Figure 1 shows the metric function f (r) as a function of radial dependence for £ = 1, it
shows two real roots which disappear as () increases. We note that, different values of &
lead to similar behavior for the metric function. Therefore, EYM BH has outer (r;) and
inner (r_) horizons. To locate these event horizons one has to find the roots of the metric

function or

rt 472 (Q2 — 2MT) +26Q* = 0. (6)

Because Eq. (6) is a quartic equation, it has four roots; however, when we solve it, we get
two real roots and two imaginary roots. The real positive roots of Eq. (6) give the locations

of the horizons r, and r_ < r, as follows:

% 1 <M2_2Q2 A \‘?’/E)i

ry =

+ = + +
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FIG. 2: Inner (left) and outer (right) horizons for or various values of non minimal

coupling parameter.
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FIG. 3: Inner and outer horizons for various values of £ and Q.
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where

A= V20Q% (Q*+24¢)

B =20Q° + 216 M?Q%*¢ — 144Q%*¢ + 2@2\/ (Q* + 108M2E — T2Q2€)° — Q2 (Q? + 24¢)°.

Note that Eq. (7) reduces to r = 2M in case ) = 0. The parameters £ and ) have an effect
on the event horizon as shown in Eq. (7). Figure 2 shows how the inner and outer horizons
of the regular EYM BH varies with the magnetic charge @) for various values of non-minimal
coupling parameter £. According to the Fig., increasing the magnetic charge increases
(decreases) its inner (outer) horizon radius. However, when r, = r_ the two horizons

coincide, which means that we have an extremal BH. For a given () there is a critical value



for &.,; that makes two event horizons reduce into one r.,.; satisfying the extremal conditions

f(reri) =0, f'(reei) =0 (8)

It is interesting to note that going beyond this critical value, r > 7. (e.g. when £ = 1 and
@ = 0.7 Eq. (6) has no real roots) , one can see that event horizons no longer exist and the
BH becomes a naked singularity. Figure 3 shows when the two horizons meet each others
where the gray circles represent the location of extremal BH case.

Now we write equations of geodesic for a massive particles around the EYM BH. The

Lagrangian for the metric given in Eq. (1) is

7;.2
f(r)
where a dot indicates a derivative with respect to the affine parameter ¢. The EYM BH

2L = —f (r) £* + + r? ((92 + sin? 9¢2> , 9)

have two Killing vectors, namely,

dL r2 (Q* —2Mr)\ .
Ezgz—(l 1260 >t:constant (10)
dL '
(= = r?sin® 0¢ = constant, (11)

where FE is the energy and ¢ is an angular momentum. Choosing the initial conditions
0 = /2 and 6 = 0, the geodesic motion is confined to the equatorial plane. Using Egs. (10)

and (11), the geodesic equation becomes

dr\? ot r? (Q* — 2Mr) 2
(%) —= - (=i )] (o 5) -

where € = 0 corresponds to null geodesics and € = 1 corresponds to timelike geodesics. The

r equation as a function of ¢t and s can be obtained as

dr\? 1 r? (Q* — 2Mr) 0 r? (Q? — 2Mr) 2
(%)Eﬁﬁ_(H'ﬂ+%@ )G+ﬁﬂ(“'rﬂaw2>' (9)

dr\? B r? (Q? — 2Mr) 2
(&) -7 (=) () "

We may summarize the particle’s motion using the three equations (12-14), just as we can

for Schwarzschild BH. By Applying the normalization condition u®u, = —1, the equation

of motion can be written as

(3—2)2 + 2V (r) = B2, (15)
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where the effective potential, Vs is given by

Wi (r) = (1 B QMr)) (e + 62) . (16)

rt 4+ 2£0Q? r2

The above equations are the primary equations governing radial and circular geodesic mo-

tion. We will now apply those equations in the next two sections.

ITII. RADIAL TIMELIKE GEODESICS AND PARTICLE TRAJECTORIES

Here, we examine the radial geodesics of particles in the EYM BH spacetime described

by Eq. (1). In this sense, ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 0, Eq. (14) becomes

dr? 2(Q? —2M
(5 - (52

A. Null geodesics

For radial null geodesics we choose € = 0. Therefore Eq. ( 17) becomes

dr
— ==K 1
Y _sip (18)
where -(+) stands for ingoing (outgoing) photon. In terms of ¢, Eq. (18) reads
dr r? (Q* — 2Mr)
—==x1 . 1
di ( T ) (19)

Integrating Eq. (19) we obtain

—Q3/2 { an~! (_51/4\/@+ 21/4T) + tan~! (61/4\/@4_ 21/47“)} (20)
23/4¢1/4 ¢1/4,/Q €14,/

/
+—2f/2;;/4 [log (2\/562 — PNV JQr + \/57”2) — log (2\/EQ + 2511V /Qr + \/§r2)]
—Mlog (26Q° + 1) .

+2(t — to) = 2r +

In Fig. 4 the time ¢ is plotted as a function of distance r for different values of Q). It is
seen that the time decreases as the BH magnetic charge values increase. However, as the
photon approaches the BH’s horizon, a turning point appears, after which the effect of the
BH magnetic charge is exactly the opposite on the time ¢. It indicates that for an external
observer the photon is moving faster toward the BH from the outside, and after passing the
turning point, it slows down. This observation demonstrates that the photon in EYM BH

travels to the horizon more quickly than in the case of Schwarzschild BH.
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FIG. 4: The relation of the coordinate time ¢ with the radius r on a radial null geodesic.

B. Timelike geodesics

In this part, we study the equations of motion of a massive particle. Taking ¢ = 1 and

[ =0, Eq. (14) becomes

dr\? B r? (Q* — 2Mr)
QE) =E’—-1- AT oEE (21)

By choosing s as the proper time 7, Eq. (21) becomes
d*r 26Q%r (Q* — 3Mr) +1° (Mr — Q%)

— = . 22
dr? (r* + 26Q?) (22)
The effective potential in case of radial timelike geodesics is given by
1 r? (Q* — 2Mr)
g ==(1 : 2

The plot of Eq. (23) is similar to Fig. 1. Therefore, we observe that the effective potential
curves are concave up and become more stable as the value of magnetic charge decreases,
thus stable orbits exist in EYM BH.

Let us now consider a particle initially at rest, or r = 0 , and that when it experiences
gravitational attraction, it accelerates from its initial location, r = ry, towards the gravi-

tating source. The relation between initial location and the constant of motion F is given

by 4 2
2 _ "o Q" 2M
Bt (ré+25@2) (ré o ) (24
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FIG. 5: The variation of coordinate time ¢ and the proper time 7 described by a test

particle, starting at rest at »r = 6M and falling into the center.

Changing the variable r = 7o cos? /2, (0 < n < ) we obtain

dr\ 2 2 2 3 3
e Sl [ S — +2M ! S (25)
dr M 2EQ? P4 2L M 2EQR g+ 2%Q2
When @Q = 0, Eq. (25), reduces to the corresponding equation in the Schwarzschild BH. For
in-falling particles the equation to be integrated is

d 21
ar To COS™ 5 ' (26)

dn - 3 > ;
_ T ) _ 02 r ___Q
\/2M (ré+2()£Q2> Q (7'3“1’205@2) ,r.(2) cos2 g

Integrating the above equation (ny = 0 if r = 1y and 79 = 0), we get

2M - V2R sin(n/2) o7
e an - (27)
° o1+ cosm 262 (sr7kce)

T =

\/RO (1+ cosn) —2Q? <T3+T20§Q2)
V2R,

3 2

Ry=2M|—2— ) -Q* | —2— 28

" <ra* + 25@?) ¢ (ré +26Q° %)

As shown in the equation above, when () = 0, we recover the Schwarzschild result namely,

T =14/ % (n+sinn). In Fig. 5, we plot Eq. (27) and compare it with the Schwarzschild

rosin (n/2),

+

where

case to see the effect of magnetic charge on timelike radial motion. Figure 5 clearly shows
that increasing the value of the magnetic charge parameter () increases the proper time 7.

We find that for smaller values of @), particles following a timelike radial geodesic are more
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FIG. 6: The relation of the coordinate time ¢ with the radial direction r. Here, ) = 0.4,
¢ =2and F = 100.

hasty in EYM BH, and hence arrive at the center faster than those traveling a Schwarzschild
BH geodesic. However, at larger values of the variable (), the inverse effect is observed.
Let us now consider the motion of a massive particle when its trajectory is in the radial

direction of the BH. Using Eq. (13), we have

dr 2_ 1 r2(Q? — 2Mr)\ > 5 r? (Q* — 2Mr)
(&) w1+ i) [P ()] @
Integration of Eq. (29) gives
E 2/ (2E* = 3) EQ*? [, _ 21 /4y - 21/4y
+t = E2—1T+ 16(52— 1)/ [tan1(1——51/4\/@)—tan1<1+—§1/4\/@>]

/ _ /
2B Q" [ (iq V3 -l (EQ + G V)

21/4 2E2 - 3)E 3/2
1(§(E2 — 13512 [4M\/@10g (25@2 + 7’4)} .

(30)

Figure 6 shows the relation between the coordinate time and the radial direction which is

almost linear.

IV. CIRCULAR TIMELIKE GEODESICS (¢ = 1) AND INSTABILITY OF CIR-
CULAR ORBIT

Here, we consider the circular motion of massive test particles and photons for ¢ # 0.

Based on Eq. (14), and withf(r) = 0, f’(r) = 0 as conditions for circular orbits, the radial

10
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FIG. 7: Radial dependence of energy (31) (left) and angular momentum (32) (right) for

different values of magnetic charge (). Here, £ = 1.

profiles for energy and angular momentum of circular orbits are given by

- (26Q* + r*Q* + r* (r — 2M))” (31)
CAL2Q% + 26Q2r3 (M + 2r) 4 2r8Q2 + 7 (r — 3M)’
2 2£Q2T4 (Q2 - 3M’I“) + TS (M’I" B QQ) (32)

- 4820Q% + 2£Q2r3 (M + 2r) + 2r5Q2% + 17 (r — 3M)’

We see from Eq. (31) that for a physical acceptable motion the constraint 4£2Q* +
26Q%3 (M +2r) + 2r%Q* + r" (r —3M) > 0 emerge naturally. Figure 7 depicts the ra-
dial dependence of E? and ¢2 for a test particle moving in the equatorial plane on circular
orbits. It is clear that as the magnetic charge increases, result in a decrease in the minimum
value of energy and angular momentum. Hence, the circular orbits that correspond to con-
stant values of the test particle’s energy and angular momentum move closer to the central

object.

A. Effective potential and the ISCO orbit

The effective potential in case of circular timelike geodesics is given by

1 2(Q? — 2M %
Veff(r)=§<1+r £?+2£Q2T)) (1+ﬁ). (33)

It is significant to remember that the angular momentum /¢ values play a key role in char-

acterizing the potential orbits for time-like geodesics. In other words, different choices of
¢ can result in a variety of available orbits, based on changes in the effective potential’s
shape. Finding the corresponding limiting values of ¢, that characterize V. (1), is therefore

necessary. To elaborate this and to examine the stability of the equilibrium circular motion

11
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FIG. 8: The figure shows V. vs r for the EYM BH for different values ¢, ) and &.

of a massive test particle we plot V. (1) given in Eq. (33). Figure 8 represents the behavior
of the effective potentials of EYM BH for different values of ¢, and £&. One can see that
as the value of ¢ increases V.;s becomes more stable. The inverse effect is observed as the
parameters () and ¢ are increased. There are however some parts of V. ;¢ that remain nega-
tive between the horizons, so the particles are bound between them. In general, for a given
energy larger than the asymptotic value of Vs all curves are concave up and a particle can
escape to infinity. There are bounded orbits, which is a feature of V. ;¢ that is qualitatively
equivalent to its Newtonian counterpart.

The ISCO orbit describes the minimal radius at which stable circular motion can still
occur. To investigate the ISCO radius of the massive particle in EYM BH, we will use the
standard conditions:

Verp =0,V =0,V >0, (34)

12



where V. is given by Eq. (33). Based on Eq. (34), the following equation is obtained

(25@2 +72Q% + 13 (r — 2M)) (4§2Q4T (4@2 — 15M7’) + 77 (—4@4 + OMQ*r + Mr* (r — 6M))

+26Q%r" (—6M%r — 12Q%r + M (Q* + 187)) ) >0

(35)
In the above equation, we obtain the radius of ISCO by solving for the radial coordinate. It
is clear that Eq. (35) is extremely challenging to solve analytically. As a result, we present
numerical analysis with plots of the effects of both the magnetic charge and the non-minimal
parameters on the ISCO radius of the massive particles. Solving Eq. (35) numerically for
M = 1 and different values of ) and &, the results for the ISCO radius are presented in
Table I. In Figure 9, the results tabulated in Table are reflected as well. Figure 9 shows how
magnetic charge effects ISCO radius of massive particles around regular non-minimal EYM

BH. It can be seen in the figure that the ISCO radius decreases as () increases.

£1Q =0.3|/Q =04|Q =0.5
115.84731|5.72315|5.55531

215.831595.692595.50098
5.81561(5.66103|5.44319

3
415.7993815.62837|5.38131
5|5.78287|5.59451 |5.31452

TABLE I: Numerical results of the ISCO radius of the particles for various values of £ and
() parameters when M = 1.

B. Lyapunov exponent for the unstable circular orbits

We investigate the stability (instability) of circular orbits for test particles orbiting around
the EYM BH in this subsection. We consider the Lyapunov exponent as a measure of
the average rate at which nearby trajectories can converge or diverge in phase space [74].
In general, a real Lyapunov exponent indicates a high sensitivity to the initial conditions

between nearby trajectories. Additionally, the imaginary part of the quasinormal modes is
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FIG. 9: The parameters £ and @ influence the ISCO radius.

governed by the Lyapunov exponent, which determines the timescale for instability at the

equatorial null geodesic. The Lyapunov exponent is given by [74]

(36)
(3 2r8(Q? — 2Mr.) (6£Q* — 4€Q%r. (5M + 4r.) + ri (6Mr, — 5Q? — 8r?))
o\ (rd + 26Q2)"
12 (37)
+T§ (3Q% — 14Mr,) — 6¢ (Q* — 2MQ?r.)
(rt +26Q2)° |

where r. is the circular orbit obtained by solving the effective potential (33) as dV,s/dr = 0.
If X\ is complex, the orbits are stable, whilst for A that is real, the orbits are unstable. Figure
10 shows the Lyapunov exponent around the EYM BH as a function of radial distance.
According to Figure, the region where stable circular orbits can exist is minimized in the
case of EYM BH as compared with Schwarzschild BH. However, Fig. 11 shows that, the
distance at which unstable orbits becomes stable for neutral particles shifts toward the
central BH due to the increase of non-minimal parameters. It can be seen that the value of
A is real when £ = 1 (left panel of Fig. 11), which means that the orbits are stable when
¢ = 1. The values of A\ become negative as ¢ increases (right panel of Fig. 11), indicating
unstable orbits.

To find the critical exponent for instability of the orbits we use [75, 76]
Ty
=2 38
7 T,’ (38)
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FIG. 10: Lyapunov exponent versus r for the motion of test particles around EYM BH.
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FIG. 11: Lyupanov exponent dependence for particles from @ and small values of £ (left

panel) and large values of £ (right panel).

where, T) is the instability time scale given by Ty = 1/X and T is the period of a circular
orbit which can be determined from Eq. (11). Hence,

T s\ 1z (rd + 2¢Q2)*

F1(307 — 14Mr,) — 6 (Q1 — 2MQ%r)\
+ 2
(rd +2£Q?)

0 ( 3 20(Q7 — 2Mr,) (66Q" — 46QPr. (BM + 4r.) + 1t (6Mr. — 5Q° — 8r2))

(39)

The critical exponent v reveals whether gravitational wave signals can be detected. To
detect gravitational signals generated by perturbation, therefore, the following requirements

must be met: T\ < T5.
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FIG. 12: Effective force versus the ) and £ parameters.

C. Effective force

An effective force acts on particles to determine whether or not they are attracted to or

moving away from the BH. The effective force on the particle can be calculated as

V()
b= 2 dr
2MEQ? 2ME2Q1 4€Q%r 2Q%r3 3Mrt o
QT EQ T EQR R (26 Q2 ) (REQE AP (26QT )

(40)
The first four terms are repulsive force due to non-minimal EYM theory coupling, while the
last two terms are attractive. Nevertheless, we plot Eq. (40) in Fig. 12 to study the effect
of ) and ¢ on all terms of the force. It is important to investigate the effective force because
the point at which the force is zero, i.e. r = r., it gives the location of the stationary
point corresponding to circular geodesics. According to Fig. 12, a massive particle has
stable circular orbits and its force is negative for small values of Q, indicating that the
force is attractive. For larger values, however, the force is positive, implying that the force
is repulsive. In general, when the force is negative, photons are attracted to the BH and
are pulled back towards it. It is interesting to note that for r < r. the force is attractive.

However, for r. < r the force tends to zero and photons experience no force.
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V. EYM BH SHADOW

A BH shadow’s contour can be found by separating the null geodesic equations in the

spacetime metric (1), using the Hamilton-Jacobi equation:

s 1,08 9S8

-~z 41
oo 27 dwror (4D

where S is the Jacobi action. Consider the following Jacobi action separable solution
S=—-Et+lp+S5,(r)+Sp(0), (42)

where F and (¢ are defined in Eqgs. (10) and (11). We can obtain the equations of motion

namely,
dt FE
-~ _= 4
do 14
B 44
do r2sin? g’ (44)
dr
2— =
e +v/R (1), (45)
do
‘— =4 4
P =460, (16)
where
R(r)=r'E*— (K+0*)r*f, (47)
O () = K — *cot 0, (48)

and K is the Carter separation constant. Let us define the two quantities n = % and ( =

% (stands for the impact parameters). In general, it is well known that shadow casts can be

obtained by using unstable null circular orbits. Therefore, Eq. (45) can be rewritten as

dr\?
<%) + Verr =0, (49)
where , .
+ Q°—2M
Vers (r) = E? {77 2 (1 + : 7(n4 n QgQQT)) - 1] : (50)

Circular orbits correspond to the maximum effective potential, and the unstable photons

should satisfy the following conditions:

‘/Yeff (T) ’T:Tph =0, e,ff (T) T=Tpn 0, (51>
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or alternatively,

R (T) ‘r:Tph = O’ R,eff (T) ’T:rph =0. (52>

where r,, is the radius of the unstable photon orbit. We can obtain r,, using Eqgs. (51) and

(52) which is nothing but the solution of

ron " (rpn) = 2 (rpn), (53)

or

A82Q" +26Q%r* (M + 2r) + 2r°Q* ++" (r —3M) =0 (54)

Equation (52 ) yields the following result

N+ I Tph (Tpn + 2§Q2)

o Tph + 25@2 -+ Tph (Q2 — 2M7’ph). (55)

Analytically, Eq. (54) is extremely difficult to solve. Due to this, we present numerical
analysis and plots showing the effects of both the magnetic charge and non-minimal pa-
rameters on the mass particles’ photon (circular) radius and the radius of the BH shadow.
The results of the photon radius rp, and the radius of the BH shadow R, are presented in
Table II. Our findings show that for a fixed value of non-minimal parameter £, the EYM BH
shadow decreases as the magnetic charge increases. Furthermore, as value of the parameter
¢ increases, the radius of the shadow decreases. Figure 13 shows how magnetic charge effects
the r,;, of massive particles around a regular non-minimal EYM BH. One can see that, 7,
decreases with the increase of ) and £. One also note that, the magnetic charge shifts the

rpn, towards the horizon of BH as it increases.

=1 =2 £=3 £=4
ron/M | Ro/M | rpn/M | Re/M | 1pn/M | Ry/M | rpn/M | Re/M

Q = 0.3|2.92146(5.10407{2.90345|5.09128|2.88463 |5.07774|2.86492|5.06379
@ = 0.4]|2.85557|5.02841(2.81891| 5.0023 |2.77849|4.97436|2.73316(4.94417
@ = 0.5]2.76282|4.92471|2.69165| 4.8761 |2.60205|4.81958|2.47258|4.74946

TABLE II: Numerical results for various parameters of the EYM BH. The parameters are
the photon radius r,, and the radius of the BH shadow R, (impact parameter). The case
() = 0 corresponds to the Schw BH r,, /M = 3 and R,/M = 5.19615.
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FIG. 13: Dependence of the photon radius from the magnetic charge and the non-minimal

coupling parameters.

It has been reported [77] that the real shadow of the BH seen on an observer’s frame is

described by celestial coordinates. Therefore, let us define the celestial coordinates X and

Y by

X = lim | —rysinfy de : (56)
r0—00 d’]" 70,00

do
Y = lim (7’0 — > : (57)
0,00

ro—00 dr
where (79, 6y) are the position coordinates of the observer. Assuming the observer is on the

equatorial hyperplane, Egs. (56) and (57) follow
X24Vi=R=q+ (2 (58)

Figure 14 depicts the shadow cast by the EYM BH under the influence of magnetic charge
and non-minimal parameters. According to Fig. 14, increasing magnetic charge causes BH
shadow to diminish. Further, the radius of BH shadow decreases with an increase in the
non-minimal coupling parameter. This is because the larger values of £ weakens the strength
of gravity so that the instability area around EYM BH decreases and thus the photon radius
takes smaller values. The presence of parameters () and & seems to affect the approximate
size of the shadow in a significant way. Further, to show how shadow size varies with (Q, &)
we plot variation of the shadow observable R, and the contours map for the EYM BH shadow
observable of R in the @, & parameter space in Fig. 15 [78]. It is evident that the shadow
radius Ry of EYM BH decreases with both ) and ¢ increasing.
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FIG. 14: Shadows of EYM BH for different values of magnetic charge and non-minimal

coupling parameters.

VI. CONCLUSION

This work examined the dynamics of neutral particles following the Lagrangian formal-
ism, and the BH shadow of a spherically symmetric regular EYM solution. We found out
that the effective potential of the neutral particle moving in radial timelike geodesics in the
spacetime of the regular EYM BH decreases with increasing values of the magnetic charge.

According to our study, particles following a timelike radial geodesic in EYM BH are more
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FIG. 15: Variation of the shadow observable Ry (left) and the contour maps for EYM BH
shadow observable R, ( (right).

hasty and thus reach the center faster than those following a Schwarzschild BH geodesic
for lower values of (). Moreover, we demonstrated that as the magnetic charge of the EYM
BH increases, causes a decrease in the minimum value of energy and angular momentum.
Consequently, the circular orbits that correspond to constant values of the test particle’s
energy and momentum move closer to the central object. We have analyzed numerically
the influence of of both the magnetic charge and the non-minimal parameters on the ISCO
radius of the massive particles. It was found that, the ISCO radius decreases when the
magnetic charge and the non-minimal parameters increase. We also presented numerically
the radius of stable circular orbit and found that it decreases as both ) and & increase. In
our study of the instability of orbits of test particles, we found that increasing non-minimal
parameter shifts the distance at which unstable orbits become stable toward central BH. We
also found that, the force becomes more attractive as () decreases and does not change much
with radial distance as it increases. We also conclude that non-minimal theory coupling
the gravitational field with other fields by using the curvature tensor cross terms produces
repellent forces, hence particles move away from BH. Finally, we studied the BH’s shadow.
It is found that the BH shadow radius monotonically decreases with both () and ¢ increased.
Our findings show that both magnetic charge and the non-minimal parameter have an
effect on the shadow of BH. The obtained result demonstrates that the shadow radius
in EYM BH is less than the Schwarzschild radius and decreases monotonically as ) and

¢ increase. As a result, the presence of the magnetic charge ) reduces the size of the shadow.
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