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Abstract

We study the shadow of five-dimensional black strings immersed in dark matter environment. We

show the influence of the momentum characteristic parameter P̃y of the extra compact dimension

on the shadow radius, and we provide the constraint range 0 ≤ P̃y ≲ 0.171215 in the static

Schwarzschild black string solution based on the observed data. Furthermore, we give the effective

range 2.16138 mm ≲ ℓ < 2.6 mm for the extra length ℓ and k ≲ 0.07398 for the compactness

parameter k in the environment near a black hole. We also find that the momentum characteristic

parameter P̃y of extra dimension will affect the effective range of dark matter related parameters

when using shadow radius as a constraint tool.

PACS numbers: 04.70.Bw, 04.50.Gh

∗ Corresponding author: z.n.yan.bhtpr@gmail.com or znyan21@m.fudan.edu.cn

1

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

20
10

9v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  2
8 

D
ec

 2
02

4

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5726-9316


Contents

I. Introduction 2

II. The geometry of space-time 5

A. The geometry of the black string at the center of a galaxy 5

B. The geometry of a black string immersed in the perfect fluid of dark matter 6

III. Geodetic equation and geometric shape of shadows 7

A. Null geodesics 7

B. Celestial coordinates 10

IV. Results and discussion 11

A. Influence of extra dimensional momentum on shadow radius 12

B. Constraints of observation data on calculation results 12

V. Conclusions 17

Appendix A. Constraints on black hole space-time 18

Acknowledgements: 18

Data Availability Statement: 18

References 18

I. INTRODUCTION

The so-called shadow of a black hole is a dark area of shadow formed on the plane of

celestial sphere under the action of a strong gravitational field, which is surrounded by an

emission ring. The attention of research on black hole shadows has increased significantly

because scientists have made a series of breakthrough achievements in the field of black hole

observational imaging in the last few years. In 2000, Falcke et al. first proposed the observ-

ability of shadow images of black holes [1]. In 2019, the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT)

collaboration institution unveiled the first observational images of the supermassive black

hole M87⋆ [2]. In 2022, images of the supermassive black hole Sagittarius A⋆ (Sgr A⋆) at the
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center of the Milky Way were also released [3]. Afterwards, the EHT successively displayed

polarized views of M87⋆ [4] and Sgr A⋆ [5] related to the magnetic field around them. In

April 2023, an international team of scientists led by Ru-Sen Lu gave a panoramic image of

black hole shadows and jets in the Messier 87 (M87) galaxy by using the Global Millimeter

VLBI Array (GMVA), the Atacama Large Millimeter/submillimeter Array (ALMA) and

the Greenland Telescope (GLT) [6]. Also in April 2023, Lia Medeiros et al. announced

their results that they have developed a new principal-component interferometric modeling

(PRIMO) technique that can reconstruct EHT image data to produce a sharper shadow im-

age of the black hole [7]. In August 2024, the EHT achieved the highest diffraction-limited

angular resolution on Earth by utilizing the 345 GHz frequency, providing clearer shadow

images of black holes [8]. It is expected that the new results will make the image clearer

by 50%. In addition, EHT provided a series of effective ranges for shadow radii through

observations of black holes M87⋆ and Sgr A⋆, and applied these ranges to reasonably con-

strain physical quantities in space-time such as Reissner-Nordström (RN), Kerr, Bardeen,

Hayward, Frolov, Janis-Newman-Winicour (JNW), Kazakov-Solodhukin (KS) and Einstein-

Maxwell-dilaton (EMd-1) [9–11]. After that, the characteristic parameters of many other

black holes are further constrained [12–16].

Randall and Sundrum proposed a gravity theory with extra dimensions that does not use

the Kaluza-Klein (KK) mechanism, also known as the Randall-Sundrum (RS) braneworld

model [17]. This model can be interpreted as embedding a (3+1)-dimensional submanifold

(i.e., brane) in the five-dimensional Anti-de Sitter (AdS) space-time background (i.e., bulk),

in which the elementary particles (except the graviton) are tightly confined to the brane,

and the extra dimension exhibits Z2 symmetry. Moreover, Gregory-Laflamme instability [18]

indicates that the black string is unstable near the AdS horizon, and the way to overcome it

is to stay away from the AdS horizon. The horospherical coordinates of the two RS models

constructed with five-dimensional AdS space-time as the background are

ds2 = e
−2|y|

L ηijdx
idxj + dy2, (1)

where ηij is the four-dimensional Minkowski metric and L is the AdS radius. If the Minkowski

metric in Eq. (1) is replaced by any Ricci flat metric, then the Einstein equations are still

satisfied [19, 20]. Therefore, the natural choice is to rewrite ηij as a Ricci flat black hole
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solution:

ds2 = e
−2|y|

L gµνdx
µdxν + dy2, (2)

where gµν is an arbitrary four-dimensional Einstein vacuum solution. Here, the metric

transformation gµν = e2|y|/Lgµν can be selected, or L → ∞ can be taken directly (i.e.

gµν = gµν), then the metric can be expressed as

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν + dy2 = −h (dt)2 +

1

f
(dr)2 + r2 (dΩ)2 + (dy)2 , (3)

where (dΩ)2 is given by

(dΩ)2 = (dθ1)
2 + sin2 θ1 (dθ2)

2 . (4)

If the metric on the four-dimensional brane is the Schwarzschild solution, which is h = f =

(1− 2MBH) /r, then this solution is the Schwarzschild black string solution [20, 21]. It can

be interpreted as the surface of each constant y corresponds to a four-dimensional static

Schwarzschild solution, and the black string solution has a linear singularity along all y. In

the braneworld, taking into account the five-dimensional graviton effect, the vacuum outside

of the spherical star is generally not the Schwarzschild space-time but the brane solution of

a static localized black hole with a five-dimensional gravitational correction, which has been

discovered [22–25], while the corresponding bulk metric has not been found. In this work, I

replaced gµν with the asymptotically flat black hole solution. Although this will bring some

inevitable problems, this attempt is necessary before the exact solution of the bulk metric

is given.

Many astronomical observations suggest that dark matter may be concentrated near the

supermassive black hole at the center of the galaxy [26]. This dark matter near the black

hole will profoundly change the geometric structure of space-time, turning it into a metric

with anisotropic fluid “hair”, also known as a black hole solution with a dark matter “halo”.

Different dark matter density distributions correspond to different space-time geometries

[27]. This paper selects a static solution given by Cardoso et al., which describes a black

hole immersed in a dark matter halo with a Hernquist-type density distribution at the center

of a galaxy [28]. In addition, another space-time geometry immersed in the perfect fluid of

dark matter is selected for comparison.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section II, I briefly introduced black string space-

time geometry and elaborated on two metrics associated with dark matter. In Section III,
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I gave a detailed derivation of the equation for calculating the shadow radius in the black

string space-time background. In Section IV, I showed all the numerical results and provided

the constraint ranges for multiple physical quantities by utilizing the observational data of

the shadow radius. In Section V, I provided a brief summary of the entire paper.

Throughout the paper, the metric signature (−,+,+,+,+) is selected, and a system of

units G = c = 1 is used.

II. THE GEOMETRY OF SPACE-TIME

A. The geometry of the black string at the center of a galaxy

The fluid-hairy solution at the center of the galaxy can be interpreted as a black hole

(black sting) immersed in a dark matter halo with anisotropic fluid. [28–30] This exact

solution shows that the matter distribution is compatible with the Hernquist-type density

distribution

ρH =
Ma0

2πr (r + a0)
3 , (5)

therefore, this model can effectively reflect the actual distribution of dark matter.

The metric function h and f in the line element (3) are given by

h =

(
1− 2MBH

r

)
exp

[
−π

√
M

ξ
+ 2

√
M

ξ
arctan

(
r + a0 −M√

Mξ

)]
, (6)

f = 1− 2m(r)

r
, (7)

where the mass distribution of characteristic matter around the black string is

m(r) = MBH +
Mr2

(a0 + r)2

(
1− 2MBH

r

)2

, (8)

and

ξ = 2a0 −M+ 4MBH. (9)

The parameters M and a0 represent the total mass of the “halo” and a typical length-scale

characterizing the extension of the dark matter halo, respectively.

This solution corresponds to the dark matter density function

ρ =
M (a0 + 2MBH)

(
1− 2MBH

r

)
2πr (r + a0)

3 . (10)
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It is different from the Hernquist-type density distribution due to the interaction between

dark matter and the black string at the center of the galaxy. This space-time solution

has a horizon at r = 2MBH and a physical singularity at r = 0. Another position r =

M− a0±
√

(M− 2a0 − 4MBH)M cannot be defined as a singularity because ξ > 0 must be

satisfied. The ADM mass can be obtained by

lim
r→∞

m(r) = M+MBH. (11)

In addition, MBH ≪ M ≪ a0 should be satisfied in the actual situation of astrophysics.

For convenience, this metric will be named “I” in this paper.

B. The geometry of a black string immersed in the perfect fluid of dark matter

The black hole solution with a perfect fluid of dark matter is obtained when considering

the gravity theory minimally coupled with gauge field [31, 32]

S =

∫
dx4

√
−g

(
1

16πG
R+

1

4
F µνFµν + LDM

)
, (12)

where G is the Newton gravity constant, Fµν is the Maxwell field strength, LDM is the

Lagrangian density for the perfect fluid of dark matter. After variation, the field equation

is obtained as follows

Rµν −
1

2
gµνR = −8πG

[
T (OM)
µν + T (DM)

µν

]
,

F µν
;ν = 0,

F µν;α + F να;µ + Fαµ;ν = 0,

(13)

where T
(OM)
µν is the energy-momentum tensor for ordinary matter and T

(DM)
µν is the energy-

momentum tensor for the perfect fluid of dark matter.

The metric function h and f in the line element (3) are given by

h ≡ f = 1− 2MBH

r
+

Q2

r2
+

γ

r
ln

(
r

|γ|

)
, (14)

where Q is the charge of the black string and γ is the intensity parameter that describes the

perfect fluid of dark matter. And its singularity is located at r = 0.

For convenience, this metric is named “II” in this paper.
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III. GEODETIC EQUATION AND GEOMETRIC SHAPE OF SHADOWS

In this section, I will provide a detailed derivation of the formulas required to calculate

black string shadows. Readers can also refer to the papers [21, 33, 34].

A. Null geodesics

The Lagrangian equation for an uncharged test particle with mass m is given as follows

L̃ =
1

2
gµν ẋ

µẋν =
1

2
gµν

dxµ

dτ

dxν

dτ
, (15)

where the black dot is expressed as the derivative with respect to the affine parameter τ .

The momentum equation of the test particle is

Pµ =
∂L̃
∂ẋµ

= gµν ẋ
ν = ẋµ, (16)

and its components are calculated as follows:

Pt =
∂L̃
∂ṫ

=
(
− h

)
ṫ,

Pr =
∂L̃
∂ṙ

=

(
1

f

)
ṙ,

Pθ1 =
∂L̃
∂θ̇1

=
(
r2
)
θ̇1,

Pθ2 =
∂L̃
∂θ̇2

=
(
r2 sin2 θ1

)
θ̇2,

Py =
∂L̃
∂ẏ

= ẏ.

(17)

Next, the H expression is given by

H = Pµẋ
ν − L̃ =

1

2
(gµν) ẋ

µẋν = −1

2
m2, (18)

and then in order to separate the variables of the geodesic equation, I will employ the

Hamilton-Jacobi method

∂S

∂τ
= −H = −1

2
(gµν) · ∂S

∂xµ

∂S

∂xν
, (19)
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where S is the Jacobi action of the test particle. Rewrite the above equation into the

expression for each component as follows:

−2

(
∂Sτ

∂τ

)
=− 1

h
·
(
∂St

∂t

)2

+ f ·
(
∂Sr

∂r

)2

+
1

r2
·
(
∂Sθ1

∂θ1

)2

+
1

r2 sin2 θ1
·
(
∂Sθ2

∂θ2

)2

+

(
∂Sy

∂y

)2

. (20)

The Jacobi ansatz action is expressed as a separable solution

S =
1

2
m2τ − Et+ Sr (r) + Sθ1 (θ1) + Lϕ+ Pyy, (21)

each component in the Jacobi action satisfies

∂Sτ

∂τ
=

1

2
m2,

∂St

∂t
= Pt =

∂L̃
∂ṫ

=
(
− h

)
ṫ ≡ −E,

∂Sr

∂r
= Pr =

∂L̃
∂ṙ

=

(
1

f

)
ṙ,

∂Sθ1

∂θ1
= Pθ1 =

∂L̃
∂θ̇1

=
(
r2
)
θ̇1,

∂Sθ2

∂θ2
= Pθ2 =

∂L̃
∂θ̇2

=
(
r2 sin2 θ1

)
θ̇2 ≡ L,

∂Sy

∂y
= Py =

∂L̃
∂ẏ

= ẏ,

(22)

where the conserved quantities E, L and Py are energy, angular momentum and momentum,

respectively. Py is the constant derived from the extra compact dimension y. And then, Eq.

(22) is substituted into Eq. (20) to obtain

0 =

{
r2

h
E2 − r2

f
(ṙ)2 − L2 − r2 (Py)

2 −m2r2

}
−

{
r4

(
θ̇1

)2

+
(
cot2 θ1

)
L2

}
. (23)

Utilizing the Carter constant K constant [35], the above equation can be separated into

K =

{
r2

h
E2 − r2

f
(ṙ)2 − L2 − r2 (Py)

2 −m2r2

}
,

K =

{
r4

(
θ̇1

)2

+
(
cot2 θ1

)
L2

}
.

(24)
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Subsequently, I derived the first-order differential equations for the geodesics of the test

particles, which yields

ṫ =
E

h
,

ṙ = ±
√

f

h
E2 − f

r2
(K + L2)− f

[
(Py)

2 +m2
]
,

θ̇1 = ±
√

K − (cot2 θ1) L2

r4
,

θ̇2 =
L

r2 sin2 θ1
,

ẏ = Py.

(25)

It can be seen that the momentum of the test particle in the extra dimension appears in

the form of (Py)
2 and contributes to the mass, that is, the effective mass of the test particle

is written as
√
(Py)

2 +m2. When m = 0, the above geodesic equations correspond to the

equations of motion for a photon. Therefore, when considering the motion of a photon in

space-time with an extra dimension y, it is completely equivalent to the motion of a massive

particle with mass m = Py in space-time without an extra dimension.

The shadow boundary of the black string can be determined by establishing an effective

potential Veff, which depends on the unstable circular orbits of the photons. The radial

equation of photon motion is as follows

(ṙ)2 + Veff = 0, (26)

therefore,

Veff = − (ṙ)2 = −f

h
E2 +

f

r2
(
K + L2

)
+ f (Py)

2 . (27)

Introducing the characteristic parameters

ζ =
L

E
,

η =
K

E2
,

P̃y =
Py

E
.

(28)

These characteristic parameters can describe the photon properties near the black string.

After that, the effective potential is rewritten as

Veff =

{
− f

h
+

f

r2
·
(
η + ζ2

)
+ f ·

(
P̃y

)2
}
E2. (29)
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The relationship between the characteristic parameters in the effective potential and the

shadow of the black string will be elaborated in a later subsection.

B. Celestial coordinates

The celestial coordinates (X,Y) [36, 37] will be employed to define the shape of shadow

boundary observed by an observer at infinity,

X = lim
r̊→∞

[(
−r2 sin θ1

dθ2
dr

)∣∣∣∣
(r̊,̊θ1)

]
,

Y = ± lim
r̊→∞

[(
r2
dθ1
dr

)∣∣∣∣
(r̊,̊θ1)

]
,

(30)

where
(
r̊, θ̊1

)
denotes the position of the observer in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates. According

to Eq. (25), I can get

dθ2
dr

=
dθ2
dτ

· dτ
dr

=
(
θ̇2

)(
1

ṙ

)
=

L csc2 θ1

r2
√

f
h
E2 − f

r2
(K + L2)− f (Py)

2
,

dθ1
dr

=
dθ1
dτ

· dτ
dr

=
(
θ̇1

)(
1

ṙ

)
=

1

r2

√
K − L2 cot2 θ1

f
h
E2 − f

r2
(K + L2)− f (Py)

2 .

(31)

After substitution, I rewrite Eq. (30) as

X = lim
r̊→∞

− ζ csc θ̊1√
f (̊r)
h(̊r)

− f (̊r)
r̊2

(η + ζ2)− f (̊r)
(
P̃y

)2

 ,

Y = ± lim
r̊→∞


√√√√√ η − ζ2 cot2 θ̊1

f (̊r)
h(̊r)

− f (̊r)
r̊2

(η + ζ2)− f (̊r)
(
P̃y

)2

 .

(32)

Placing the observer on the equatorial hyperplane
(
θ̊1 =

π
2

)
, the celestial coordinates can

be reduced to

X = − ζ√
1−

(
P̃y

)2
,

Y = ±
√√√√ η

1−
(
P̃y

)2 .

(33)
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Based on the above equation, the shadow radius can be read as

(Rs)
2 ≡ X2 +Y2 =

ζ2 + η

1−
(
P̃y

)2 . (34)

Therefore, Eq. (34) can be used to further rewrite the effective potential (29) as

Veff =

{
− f

h
+

f

r2
· (Rs)

2

[
1−

(
P̃y

)2
]
+ f ·

(
P̃y

)2
}
E2. (35)

The unstable circular orbit corresponds to the maximum value of the effective potential.

Furthermore, in order to obtain the photon sphere radius rp and shadow radius Rs, the

effective potential needs to be given the following conditions
Veff = 0

∂Veff

∂r
= 0

∂2Veff

∂r2
< 0

. (36)

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, I will use observation data from the EHT collaboration institution on

the shadows of the M87⋆ and the Sgr A⋆ black holes to constrain the calculated numerical

results. Specifically, three effective ranges will be employed. The effective range of shadow

radius for M87⋆ [9, 10] is

3
√
3(1− 0.17)MBH ≲ Rs ≲ 3

√
3(1 + 0.17)MBH, (37)

with confidence levels of ∼ 68%. The effective range of shadow radius for Sgr A⋆ [11] is

3
√
3(1− 0.14)MBH ≲ Rs ≲ 3

√
3(1 + 0.05)MBH (Keck),

3
√
3(1− 0.17)MBH ≲ Rs ≲ 3

√
3(1 + 0.01)MBH (VLTI),

(38)

where Keck and VLTI are from two different observation instruments. It should be noted

that the above effective ranges apply to both spherical symmetric metric constraints and

rotating axisymmetric constraints.
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A. Influence of extra dimensional momentum on shadow radius

As mentioned before, the shadow radius corresponding to the momentum with extra

dimensions can be obtained by solving Eq. (36). Therefore, I will provide a visual repre-

sentation of the specific impact of P̃y on Rs, as shown in Figs. 1 and 2. It can be clearly

seen from Fig. 1 that an increase in P̃y will lead to an increase in the shadow radius Rs, in

other words, when the momentum characteristic parameter of the extra compact dimension

increases, the shadow area also increases.

-6

-4

-2

 0

 2

 4

 6

-6 -4 -2  0  2  4  6

a0 = 106

M / MBH = 105

Y

X

 0

 0.1

 0.2

 0.3

 0.4

 0.5

(P~  y
)2

-4

-3

-2

-1

 0

 1

 2

 3

 4

-4 -3 -2 -1  0  1  2  3  4

Q = 0.5
 g = 0.8

Y

X

 0

 0.1

 0.2

 0.3

 0.4

 0.5

(P~  y
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Fig. 1: The silhouettes corresponding to the values of different parameters
(
P̃y

)2

. The left

and right panels correspond to metrics I and II, respectively. The parameter MBH = 1 is

selected.

B. Constraints of observation data on calculation results

After the conditions (37) and (38) are used to constrain parameter
(
P̃y

)2

, the effective

range of
(
P̃y

)2

can be obtained, as shown in Figs. 3 and 4.

Before discussing the following two figures, let me briefly describe the actual values of

various parameters in the galaxy. Take the well-known Milky Way as an example, its mass

is 0.9+0.4
−0.3 × 1012M⊙ [38], which can be written as MMW ≃ 0.9+0.4

−0.3 × 1012M⊙. The mass of

the black hole Sgr A⋆ at the center of the Milky Way is 4.297 × 106M⊙ [39], denoted as
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Fig. 2: Similar to Figs. 1, but with different parameters.

(MBH)Sgr A⋆ ≃ 4.297× 106M⊙. The ratio can be calculated as

MMW

(MBH)Sgr A⋆

≃ 0.2094× 106. (39)

For the M87 galaxy, its total mass is MM87 ≃ (2.4± 0.6)× 1012M⊙ [40], and the mass of the

supermassive black hole M87⋆ at the center of the galaxy is (MBH)M87⋆ ≃ (6.5 ± 0.2stat ±

0.7sys)× 109M⊙ [41]. The ratio is

MM87

(MBH)M87⋆
≃ 0.3692× 103. (40)

Therefore, the results corresponding to the larger M/MBH values in the figure will be shown,

and the parameter MBH = 1 will be fixed in this paper for calculation convenience.

First of all, Fig. 7 shows the constraints on the shadow radius corresponding to metric I

in the black hole space-time background, that is, the constraints when P̃y = 0. It can be seen

from the results that the curve corresponding to each different value of M/MBH only exists

below the black dashed line (M/MBH = 0), in other words, when M/MBH increases, Rs will

definitely decrease. And then, when considering the shadow constraint in the background

of black string space-time, i.e., P̃y ̸= 0. In Fig. 3, all numerical results are shown to shift

upwards as a whole due to the proportional relationship between P̃y and Rs. And different(
P̃y

)2

values will not affect the shape of the numerical curve. Therefore, when the black

dot-dash line (M/MBH = 0) coincides with the upper boundary of the effective constraint

range of the shadow radius, the corresponding maximum value of
(
P̃y

)2

can be calculated,
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so that the true range of
(
P̃y

)2

can be determined. The three valid ranges of
(
P̃y

)2

are as

follows

0 ≤
(
P̃y

)2

≲ 0.36176435 M87⋆,

0 ≤
(
P̃y

)2

≲ 0.13417898 (Keck),

0 ≤
(
P̃y

)2

≲ 0.029314488 (VLTI).

(41)

When discussing metric II, the constraint of black hole space-time background can still

be referred to first. From Figs. 8 and 9, it can be seen that parameter γ presents two

effective regions, roughly (0, 0.2) and (3, 4). Moreover, the influence of parameters γ and Q

on Rs can also be clearly observed through this figure. When considering the black string

space-time background corresponding to metric II, namely P̃y ̸= 0. It can be seen from Fig.

4 that the effective area of the parameter after the shadow radius constraint will show a

complex evolution with the change of
(
P̃y

)2

value, which implies that the change of
(
P̃y

)2

value has a significant impact on the effective range of γ.

Let us shift our focus again to metric I in the black hole (black string) space-time back-

ground. In Fig. 7, for each curve corresponding to different M/MBH values, there must be

an intersection point with the lower boundary of the effective range of shadow radius. And

as the parameter M/MBH increases, the parameter a0 also increases. Therefore, the func-

tion between M/MBH and a0 can be given corresponding to the lower boundary of different

shadow constraints. It can be seen from Fig. 5 that the relationship between M/MBH and

a0 is approximately a direct proportional function, and this function can be expressed as

M

a0
≃ k, (42)

where k is the slope and MBH = 1. Furthermore, k is also defined as the compactness of the

“halo” in a galaxy. It should be noted that the boundary in Fig. 5 is obtained from Fig.

7. After a simple thought, it can be determined that the region below the straight line is a

reasonable region that satisfies the shadow constraint range.

The observation of galaxies roughly satisfies the condition [42]

M

a0
≲ 10−4. (43)

If the constraint is performed under a black hole environment, then the parameter k is free

[28]. Therefore, it is feasible to constrain this parameter by means of the black hole shadow.
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Fig. 3: Constraint on the shadow radius of metric I in the black string space-time

background. The three positions of the dot-dash line from top to bottom are located at the

three upper boundaries of the effective range of the shadow. The parameter MBH = 1 is

selected.
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Obviously, the constraint range of parameter k in the black hole environment is much larger

than the range given in the galaxy environment.

When considering the case of P̃y ̸= 0, the maximum value boundary of k will change. In

Fig. 6, it can be seen that the maximum value of k will increase as P̃y increases. Combined

with the effective range of
(
P̃y

)2

after being constrained, it can be found that the increase of(
P̃y

)2

has little effect on the maximum boundary k, but only slightly increases the effective

range of k. For the case where the constraint range is
(
P̃y

)2

≲ 0.029314488, the parameter

k satisfies the condition k ≲ 0.08. For the case of
(
P̃y

)2

≲ 0.36176435, k satisfies the

condition k ≲ 0.163.

Next, the constraint on the length ℓ of the compact extra dimension will be given below.

Here I will follow the idea of paper [34] and use the following condition

vy
c

=
cPy

E
= cP̃y =

2πℏnc
Eℓ

=
nλ0

ℓ
≤ 1, (44)

where λ0 represents the wavelength of the photons, and n = 0,±1,±2, · · · . Based on the

following inequality
nλ0(
P̃y

)
max

< (n+ 1)λ0, (45)

the value of n can be determined as n = 0, 1, namely n ̸= 2. And then, according to the

wavelength λ0 = 1.3 mm of the microwaves used by EHT in the observation and Eq. (41),

constraints on the length of the extra dimensions can be obtained, where the constraint

satisfying the above conditions is λ0/
√
0.36176435 ≲ ℓ < 2λ0, that is,

2.16138 mm ≲ ℓ < 2.6 mm. (46)

Since the above constraint is obtained when n = 1, therefore, the constraint range of P̃y in

terms of condition (45) should be rewritten as

0.5 < P̃y ≲ 0.601468. (47)

It should be noted that the above constraints are obtained by applying the shadow con-

straints of M87⋆ in Eq. (41). It can be seen from (47) that the constraints of Sgr A⋆ in (41)

cannot be used when selecting n = 1.

In the paper [34], two constraints on the length of an extra dimension in the black string

space-time background were also given using shadow observations of M87⋆ and Sgr A⋆, which
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are 2.03125 mm ≲ ℓ < 2.6 mm and 2.28070 mm ≲ ℓ < 2.6 mm respectively. It can be seen

that the constraint range (46) obtained in this work using M87⋆ is tighter than the range

given in paper [34]. However, there is no way that I can use the observations of the shadow

radius of Sgr A⋆ to give a reasonable constraint on the extra dimension length ℓ, because

Sgr A⋆ gives an extremely small constraint range of P̃y (41), so that it violates the condition

(45)!

This question makes me doubt the constraint range of ℓ given by this method. If we

assume that the upper boundary of the effective range of the shadow radius is approximately

at ∼ 3
√
3(1+0.1), then the range of P̃y is 0 ≤ P̃y ≲ 0.499999. This means that when n = 1,

the value of ℓ should be 2.6 mm < ℓ < 2.6 mm, in other words, there is no extra dimension

scale. Referring to Fig. 3, it can be seen that my assumption above is obviously reasonable,

Therefore, I believe that although the constraint range for the extra dimension length ℓ is

given through (44) and (45), it does not guarantee that this range is absolutely rigorous,

and we still need to be cautious about this result.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that the paper [43] has given the effective range of the

AdS5 curvature radius of the Garriga-Tanaka black hole in the braneworld as follows:

L(VLTI) ≲ 2.4× 109m,

L(Keck) ≲ 5.7× 109m.
(48)

V. CONCLUSIONS

We studied the shadows of two metrics associated with dark matter in the black string

(black hole) space-time background.

In this work, the influence of extra dimensions on shadow radius is given, and the con-

straint range of the momentum characteristic parameters P̃y and length ℓ of extra dimensions

are constrained by using the observation data of shadow radius. In addition, we have also

given a constraint range for the compact parameter k (i.e. M/a0) of the dark matter halo

in the environment near the black string/hole. Next, we focused on the preciseness of these

constraints, and the conclusion is that the constraint range of parameters P̃y and k has high

confidence. However, we should be cautious about the constraint ranges of parameters ℓ. Al-

though our results are consistent with those in [34], we believe that the scope of constraints

on ℓ still needs to be discussed in more depth.
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This work also attempted to answer the following question: Will changes in certain pa-

rameters of the extra dimension have an impact on the dark matter around the black string?

Our preliminary conclusion is that the effective range of dark matter related parameters will

change with the change of the characteristic parameters of the extra dimension, that is,

some parameter values that do not meet the constraint conditions may become qualified.

Moreover, this effect is also closely related to the structure of the metric.

A. CONSTRAINTS ON BLACK HOLE SPACE-TIME

Here, I provided constraints on the shadow radius for the metrics I and II in the black

hole space-time background, respectively, as shown in Figs. 7, 8 and 9.

In addition, for the metric II, I also gave the effective regions of parameters Q and γ to

ensure that no naked singularities occur in black holes, as shown in Fig. 10. In the actual

calculation, Q < 0.9 is the selected range of parameter Q.
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Fig. 4: Constraint on the shadow radius of metric II in the black string space-time

background. The parameter MBH = 1 is selected.
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Fig. 8: Constraint on the shadow radius of metric II in the black hole space-time

background.
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