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ABSTRACT: The analytical orbit equation of the lightlike geodesics through any fixed spatial point
in Schwarzschild spacetime is explicitly presented in terms of the impact parameter, and with the
result, the algorithms for generating and analyzing the black hole images under various accretion
models are constructed. For the static and infalling spherical shell models of optically thin accre-
tion, the integrated intensity observed by a distant observer is derived based on the backward ray
tracing method. By taking the monochromatic emission pattern with a 1/r2 radial profile as exam-
ple, the black hole images for the spherical shell with different boundaries are plotted, and then, the
geometrical features and luminosity variations of these images are summarized. A notable feature
of the black hole images for the infalling spherical shell model is that when the inner boundary
of the spherical shell is sufficiently large, the doppler effects can strengthen the luminosity in the
small adjacent region outside the shadow. The circular annulus models of optically and geometri-
cally thin accretion are further explored. For a lightlike geodesic, the transfer functions establishing
the connection between the emitting and receiving points are first provided in the algebraic man-
ner, and the redshift factors in the static, infalling, and rotating circular annulus models are then
deduced. With these results, in the three models, the integrated intensities observed by a distant
observer viewing the circular annulus at an inclination angle are derived, and the corresponding
black hole images for each emission pattern furnished in Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 024018 are
plotted. Finally, the geometrical features and the luminosity variations of these images are also
summarized.

KEYWORDS: lightlike geodesic, image of black hole, black hole shadow, specific intensity, analyt-
ical algorithm
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1 Introduction

The images [1–14] of the supermassive black holes (BHs) at the centers of M87 galaxy and the
Milky Way obtained by the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) have increased the interest for the
study of the visualization of BH. Normally, in a BH image, the dark central region, namely the BH
shadow, is surrounded by a bright ring, and the optical appearance of the BH image is determined
by the nature of the BH and the accretion model. In order to visualize BHs, multiple numerical
algorithms are employed in a large amount of refs. [15–20], which implies that numerical method
is the universal approach to the presentation of a BH image. For some gravitational theories like
General Relativity (GR), the analytical equations of lightlike geodesics in spherically symmetric
spacetimes have been available [21–25], and when the results are applied to the ray-tracing prob-
lems, the calculations are found to be more accurate and considerably faster than commonly used
numerical integrations [22], which indicates that these results could serve as useful tools for the
visualization of BH.

In this paper, we intend to make use of the analytical equations of lightlike geodesics in
Schwarzschild spacetime to construct the algorithms for generating and analyzing the BH images in
various accretion models. The analytical equations of lightlike geodesics in Schwarzschild space-
time have been furnished in refs. [21, 22, 25], but the direct use of these results seems inconvenient.
To facilitate the applications, one of the purposes of this paper is to express the orbit equation of
the lightlike geodesics through any fixed spatial point in terms of the impact parameter. Initially,
the orbit equation of the lightlike geodesics through a spatial point (r, θ, φ) = (r0, 0, φ0) is cast in
the form of φ− φ0 = F(r, b, r0), where (r, θ, φ) are the Schwarzschild spatial coordinates, and b

is the impact parameter. For Schwarzschild spacetime, the critical impact parameter is defined by
bcri = 3

√
3m = 3

√
3GM/c2, where G is the gravitational constant, M is the mass of the BH, and

c is the speed of light in vacuum. It is shown that when b > bcri, F(r, b, r0) is a piecewise function
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with two branches, which could cause ambiguities in applications [22]. In fact, even in the numeri-
cal approach, similar problem will also come up. The analytical calculation can endow us with the
ability to circumvent the difficulty. For a lightlike geodesic with b > bcri, when the original orbit
equations related to the two branches of F(r, b, r0) are converted to the form r = G(φ− φ0, b, r0)

by means of Jacobi elliptic functions, the two new orbit equations are proved to be identical, and
thus, the branch ambiguities no longer exist. In the same way, φ − φ0 = F(r, b, r0) under the
cases b < bcri and b = bcri can also be recast as such form, and as a result, the orbit equation of the
lightlike geodesics through the point (r0, 0, φ0) is finally written as the form r = G(φ−φ0, b, r0).

For various cases of emissions from accreting matters, we are actually interested in the region
near the considered BH to a distant observer, so in the later applications, the lightlike geodesics
reaching infinity are what we need to take into account. The BH image can directly be plotted from
the observed integrated intensities on the screen of the observer. In the study of BH physics, the
spherical accretion models play important roles [15–19, 26–29]. The static and infalling spherical
models of optically thin accretion on a Schwarzschild BH are explored in ref. [30], and the prop-
erties of the BH images are studied. It is indicated that for the radiating accreting matters that fill
in the entire space outside the horizon of the BH, the geometrical feature of the BH images is that
the edge curve equation of the shadow is always b = bcri, and the shadow in the infalling model is
so much deeper than that in the static model. However, in view that the radiating accreting matters
are usually located within a spherical shell (SS) around the BH, and the infalling accreting matters
can not freely fall from the infinity, it is very meaningful to extend the spherical accretion models
to the SS accretion models and investigate the properties of the corresponding BH images.

The second purpose of this paper is to construct an analytical algorithm to generate and analyze
the BH images in the static and infalling SS models of optically thin accretion. The radiation is
assumed to be emitted isotropically in the rest frame of the accreting matter, and every lightlike
geodesic can travel without being absorbed or scattered because the accreting matters are optically
thin. In the SS accretion models, the backward ray tracing method based on equation of radiative
transfer [31–35] can be used to calculate the integrated intensity on the observational screen, but
since the derivations always involve the integral along the considered lightlike geodesic within the
boundaries of the SS, the observed integrated intensity will vary with the change of the boundaries
of the SS. In this paper, through a detail analysis, the formulas to calculate the observed integrated
intensities for the SS with different boundaries in the static and infalling models are presented. As
an application example of these formulas, the BH images for the monochromatic emission pattern
with a 1/r2 radial profile are plotted. These images unveil that although the edge of the shadow has
nothing to do with the boundaries of the SS, the observed luminosities of the BH images strongly
depend on the behaviors of the redshift factors between them. On the basis of an analysis of the
redshift factors, the geometrical features and luminosity variations of the BH images in the SS
accretion models are summarized as follows.

1. For the shadow, the luminosity in the infalling model is always lower than that in the static
model, and the luminosity in the infalling model will decrease as rSS

ini increases, where rSS
ini is

the coordinate of the initial radial position of the accretion matters;

2. The radial position of the peak luminosity is described by the equation
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b = bpea :=

{
bcri, for rSS

inn < rpho,

bSS
min, for rSS

inn > rpho,
(1.1)

where rpho = 3m is the equation of the bound photon orbit around the BH, and bSS
min :=

rSS
inn/
√
1− 2m/rSS

inn with rSS
inn as the radial coordinate of the inner boundary of SS;

3. The luminosity in the region b > bSS
max := rSS

out/
√

1− 2m/rSS
out is zero, where rSS

out is the radial
coordinate of the outer boundary of SS. In particular, when rSS

out < rpho, the luminosity in the
entire region outside the shadow is zero;

4. For the region near b = bpea, if bSS
max−bpea is sufficiently small, the luminosity in the infalling

model is lower than that in the static model, and the luminosity in the infalling model will
decrease as rSS

ini increases. But, if bSS
max − bpea is sufficiently large, the luminosity in the

infalling model is close to that in the static model, and the luminosity in the infalling model
is not sensitive to rSS

ini ;

5. For the small region b ≳ bcri, if bpea = bSS
min is sufficiently large, the luminosity in the infalling

model is higher than that in the static model, and the luminosity in the infalling model will
increase as rSS

ini increases.

In addition to the spherical accretion models, the disk accretion models are also important in
the study of BH physics [20, 36–43]. In ref. [44], a basic method to evaluate the integrated intensity
seen by a distant observer at the face-on orientation is provided for the static disk model of optically
and geometrically thin accretion on a Schwarzschild BH, and the BH images for three emission
patterns are presented. The acquired results illustrate that the size of the shadow is very much
dependent on the emission pattern, and the luminosities of BH images are mainly contributed by
the first and second order emissions. Although these conclusions reveal some significant features
of BH images for thin disk accretion models, due to the highly idealized nature of the physical
scenarios, the results in ref. [44] need to be generalized. There are three key points for further
discussions:

• The observer can not always view the accretion disk at the face-on orientation;

• As mentioned in ref. [44], the accreting matters can not always be static, and they may
radially move towards or orbit around the BH;

• In general, the radiating accreting matters are located within a circular annulus (CA) centered
at the center of the BH.

If an algorithm that addresses all the above points is devised, the BH images for various emission
patterns could be plotted. Such generalizations are very meaningful for coping with more realistic
cases of infalling or orbiting accreting matters. In fact, for the rotating disk accretion model, the first
point has been dealt with in refs. [36, 42, 43], and motivated by the techniques in these references,
the generalization of the method in ref. [44] to more realistic physical scenarios is viable.
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The third purpose of this paper is to construct an analytical algorithm to generate and analyze
the BH images in the static, infalling, and rotating CA models of optically and geometrically thin
accretion. Suppose that the CA filled with the radiating accreting matters lies in the equatorial
plane and the radiation is emitted isotropically in the frame comoving with the accreting matter.
When a lightlike geodesic is traced from a distant observer viewing the CA at an inclination angle
backwards towards the region near the BH, it could intersect the equatorial plane many times. If the
emitting point of the geodesic is the kth (k = 1, 2, 3, · · · ) intersection point and the geodesic only
picks up luminosity from the emitting point, the geodesic is referred to as the kth order lightlike
geodesic and the corresponding emission is called the kth order emission. In the spirit of ref. [44],
for a kth order lightlike geodesic emitted from the CA, the radial coordinate of the emitting point
should be determined by the polar coordinates of the receiving point on the screen of the observer
with the help of the kth order transfer function. In this work, by means of the analytical orbit equa-
tion of the lightlike geodesics through the observer, the explicit forms of all the transfer functions
are fully presented in the algebraic manner, where it should be pointed out that the similar analyti-
cal result in ref. [36] only holds for the case of b > bcri. Consequently, starting from the preliminary
method in ref. [44], after considering the contributions from the emissions at all orders, we achieve
the analytical formulas to derive the observed integrated intensity in the CA accretion models. On
the basis of these formulas, once the emitted specific intensity furnished by an emission pattern is
given, the observed integrated intensity can be evaluated.

In order to generalize the results in ref. [44] and derive the observed integrated intensities in
the static, infalling, and rotating models, the corresponding redshift factors appearing in the above
formulas need to be first taken into account. The redshift factors for the static and rotating models
can be easily handled [36, 41, 44, 45], but the evaluation of the redshift factor in the infalling
model is a little subtle. When the radiating accreting matters radially move in towards the BH, the
redshift factor is dependent on whether the emitting point is on the inward or outward segment of
the considered lightlike geodesic, which implies that for a lightlike geodesic with two segments,
while the orbit pericenter coincides with the emitting point, how to determine the value of its impact
parameter is crucial. In the present work, with the aid of the analytical orbit equation of the lightlike
geodesics through the observer this difficulty is overcome, and the redshift factor in the infalling
model is acquired. After the redshift factors are given, the algorithm to generate the BH images in
the three CA accretion models is available.

In principle, by applying the above algorithm, the BH images for the emission patterns in
ref. [44] can be plotted. If the BH image plotted only based on the kth order emission is called
the kth order BH image, the algorithm indicates that the luminosity of a complete BH image in
the CA accretion models should contain the contributions from the BH images at all orders. In
fact, for the fourth and higher order BH images, the bright regions are extremely demagnified
so that their contributions are totally negligible. Thus, by just considering the first three order
emissions, for each emission pattern in ref. [44], the BH images in the static, infalling, and rotating
CA models of optically and geometrically thin accretion are presented. These images suggest that
in the CA accretion models, the size of the shadow depends on the boundaries of the CA, whereas
the observed integrated intensities and the redshift factors in the bright regions are not independent
of them. Furthermore, the expressions of the redshift factors even have nothing to do with the
details of the emission patterns. As a result, through a direct analysis of the behaviors of the
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redshift factors, the geometrical features and luminosity variations of the BH images in the CA
accretion models are provided as follows.

1. The shape of the shadow depends on the inclination angle of the observer relative to the
normal of the equatorial plane;

2. As the inner boundary of the CA varies, the shadow usually bears two or three main separate
parts, which is different from the case in the disk accretion model. If the contributions from
the third and higher order emissions are totally omitted, the luminosity of each part of the
shadow is zero;

3. The inner boundary of the CA in the static or infalling model could extend to r = 2m

whereas in the rotating model, it could only extend to r = 3m, which results in that the area
of the smallest shadow in the former model is less than that in the latter model;

4. In general, for the kth order BH image, the luminosity only in the region bCA
min(α, θ0, k) ⩽

b ⩽ bCA
max(α, θ0, k) is non-zero, where the functions bCA

min(α, θ0, k) and bCA
max(α, θ0, k) are de-

termined by equating the kth order transfer function with rCA
inn and rCA

out , the radial coordinates
of the inner and outer boundaries of the CA;

5. For the first order BH image, in the region contributed by the lightlike geodesics that travel
around the BH less than π/2, the luminosity for the infalling model is always lower than
that for the static model, and the luminosity for the infalling model will decrease as rCA

ini
increases, where rCA

ini is the coordinate of the initial radial position of the accretion matters in
the infalling model;

6. For the kth order BH image with rCA
inn < rpho, in the small region b ≳ bCA

min(α, θ0, k), the
luminosity for the infalling model is always lower than that for the static model, and the
luminosity for the infalling model will decrease as rCA

ini increases;

7. For the kth order BH image with sufficiently large outer boundary, in the small region b ≲
bCA

max(α, θ0, k), the luminosity for the infalling model is higher than that for the static model,
and the luminosity for the infalling model will increase as rCA

ini increases, where note that the
region mentioned above in the first order BH image needs to be excluded;

8. For the kth order BH image, in the region where the angular momentum of the photons at
infinity with respect to z-axis is positive/negative, the luminosity for the rotating model is
higher/lower than that for the static model, where z-axis is perpendicular to the equatorial
plane, and its positive direction is on the side of the observer.

This paper is organized as follows. In sec. 2, the analytical orbit equation of the lightlike
geodesics through any fixed spatial point in Schwarzschild spacetime is derived. In sec. 3, an
analytical algorithm for generating and analyzing the BH images in the static and infalling SS
models of optically thin accretion is constructed. In sec. 4, an analytical algorithm for generating
and analyzing the BH images in the static, infalling, and rotating CA models of optically and
geometrically thin accretion is constructed. In sec. 5, the summary and the related discussions are
presented.
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Throughout this paper, the international system of units is used, and the signature of the metric
gµν is (−,+,+,+). The spacetime indices are marked by Greek indices α, β, γ, · · · running from
0 to 3 and the space indices are denoted by Latin indices i, j, k, · · · running from 1 to 3. The sum
should be taken over when the repeated indices appear within a term.

2 The analytical orbit equation of the lightlike geodesics through any fixed spatial
point

When plotting and analyzing BH images, people are still accustomed to resorting to the numerical
algorithms [15–20] because the numerical approaches are able to provide the universal access to the
BH images in various gravitational models. But, it should be noted that in order to deal with those
problems that arise in the visualization of BH, the advanced numerical skills are indispensable, and
such a typical example is that when the ray-tracing problems are addressed, one needs to make
use of some particular numerical techniques to eliminate the branch ambiguities for those lightlike
geodesics with two branches. To get rid of excessive dependence on complex numerical means,
the algorithm for generating BH images can also be constructed in analytical manner. We will
see that such analytical approaches could successfully solve many problems in a purely algebraic
manner, and the involved calculations are more accurate and considerably faster than commonly
used numerical integrations [22].

For GR, the analytical equations of lightlike geodesics in Schwarzschild spacetime have been
available in refs. [21–25], which lays the foundation for devising the algorithms to generate and
analyze the BH images. However, due to the complex forms of these equations, the direct use of
them seems inconvenient. In view of the central role of lightlike geodesics in the algorithms, in
this section, we intend to present the orbit equation of the lightlike geodesics through any fixed
spatial point and explicitly cast it in terms of the impact parameter. The metric for Schwarzschild
spacetime in spherical polar coordinates (ct, r, θ, φ) is

gµν =



−
(
1− 2m

r

)
0 0 0

0
1

1− 2m

r

0 0

0 0 r2 0

0 0 0 r2 sin2 θ


(2.1)

and four Killing vector fields in this spacetime are [46]

ε0 =
∂

∂t
, (2.2)

ε1 =− sinφ
∂

∂θ
− cot θ cosφ

∂

∂φ
, (2.3)

ε2 =cosφ
∂

∂θ
− cot θ sinφ

∂

∂φ
, (2.4)

ε3 =
∂

∂φ
. (2.5)
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Consider a lightlike geodesic xµ(λ) with λ as an affine parameter, and since the geodesic equation
does not fix the parameter λ, we normalize it so that the four-momentum of the photons is given by
pµ = dxµ/dλ. As in references, the entire geodesic path is in a plane, which implies that we can
rotate coordinates to set θ(λ) = π/2. With this condition in mind, the equations satisfied by the
four-momentum of the photons are

0= gαβ
dxα

dλ
dxβ

dλ
= −

(
1− 2m

r

)
c2
(

dt
dλ

)2

+

(
dr
dλ

)2

1− 2m

r

+ r2
(

dφ
dλ

)2

, (2.6)

−E = gαβε
α
0 p

β = −c2
(
1− 2m

r

)
dt
dλ

, (2.7)

L= gαβε
α
3 p

β = r2
dφ
dλ

, (2.8)

where the first equation is resulted from the fact that pµ is a lightlike vector, and the last two
equations arise from the Killing vector fields ε0 and ε3, respectively, with E and L as the conserved
quantities related to the energy and the angular momentum of photons. From these three equations
and θ(λ) = π/2, the components of the vector pµ are offered,

p0 =
E

c

(
1− 2m

r

) ,

pr = ±L

b

√
1− b2

r2

(
1− 2m

r

)
,

pθ = 0,

pφ =
L

r2

(2.9)

with b := cL/E as the impact parameter of the geodesic, and here, the sign +(−) indicates that
photons go away from (approach) the BH.

The orbit differential equation of the lightlike geodesic can directly be read off from eqs. (2.9),

dr
dφ

= ±r2

b

√
1− b2

r2

(
1− 2m

r

)
. (2.10)

For convenience, we introduce the dimensionless radial coordinate R and the reduced impact pa-
rameter B by R := r/m and B := b/m, and the above equation is then simplified to be

dR
dφ

= V (R) := ±R2

B

√
1− B2

R2

(
1− 2

R

)
(2.11)

with V (R) as the effective potential. By setting

V (R) = 0,
dV (R)

dR
= 0, (2.12)
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the equation of the bound photon orbit and the corresponding critical impact parameter are ac-
quired,

Rpho = 3 ⇔ rpho = 3m, (2.13)

Bcri = 3
√
3 ⇔ bcri = 3

√
3m. (2.14)

The further discussions on the orbit equation of the lightlike geodesic in the general case suggest
that eq. (2.11) ought to be recast as

dφ
dX

= ± 1√
2H(X)

with H(X) := X3 − X2

2
+

1

2B2
, (2.15)

where X := 1/R = m/r. Assume that the lightlike geodesic passes through a spatial point
(r0, 0, φ0), and then, the orbit equation of the geodesic can be given by

±(φ− φ0) =

∫ m/r

X0

1√
2H(X )

dX (2.16)

with X0 := 1/R0 := m/r0, where the positive (negative) sign on the left side indicates that while
photons move towards the BH from the point (r0, 0, φ0), the orbit is counterclockwise (clockwise).
The integral on the right side of the above equation is an elliptical integral, and the integral result
depends on roots of equation H(X) = 0. When the reduced impact parameter B takes different
values from 0 to +∞, the number of real roots of H(X) = 0 varies. By performing a detailed
analysis, with the aid of the knowledge about elliptic integral [47], the expressions for real roots of
H(X) = 0 and the orbit equation of the lightlike geodesic through the spatial point (r0, 0, φ0) are
derived. For the sake of simplicity in writing, we immediately present the results below, and their
validity can be proved by using mathematical softwares.

1. When 0 ⩽ b < bcri, the unique real root of H(X) = 0 is

X1 =
1

6
− 1

3
cosh

2
3
arcsinh

(√
b2cri
b2

− 1

), (2.17)

and the corresponding orbit equation of the geodesic is

±(φ− φ0) =

√
1

2Y (X1)

[
−F

(
ϑles

(m
r

)
, kles

)
+ F

(
ϑles

(m
r0

)
, kles

)]
(2.18)

with

ϑles(X) := arccos

(
X −X1 − Y (X1)

X −X1 + Y (X1)

)
, (2.19)

kles :=

√
1

2
+

1− 6X1

8Y (X1)
, (2.20)

where

Y (X1) :=
√

X1(3X1 − 1), (2.21)

– 8 –



-15 -10 -5 5 10 15

-15

-10

-5

5

10

15

-4 -2 2 4

-4

-2

2

4

Figure 1: The trajectories of the lightlike geodesics through the spatial points (8m, 0, π/3) (left)
and (2.5m, 0, π/3) (right) for different b under the case of 0 ⩽ b < bcri in the polar coordinates
(r, φ). The red and blue lines represent the counterclockwise and clockwise orbits, respectively,
while photons move towards the BH from the point (r0, 0, φ0). The BH and the bound photon orbit
are shown as a black disk and a dashed green circle.

and F is the incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind. Because of

dφ
dr

=− 1

m
X2 dφ

dX
̸= 0 for R =

r

m
∈ [2,+∞), (2.22)

one end of the orbit is at infinity, and the other is behind the horizon of the BH. The images
of such orbits are shown in Figure 1.

2. When b > bcri, the three real roots of H(X) = 0 are

X1 =
1

6
− 1

3
cos

2
3
arcsin

(√
1−

b2cri
b2

), (2.23)

X2 =
1

6
− 1

3
cos

2
3
arcsin

(√
1−

b2cri
b2

)
− 2π

3

, (2.24)

X3 =
1

6
− 1

3
cos

2
3
arcsin

(√
1−

b2cri
b2

)
− 4π

3

, (2.25)

and for them, the following inequalities

−1

6
< X1 < 0 < X2 <

1

3
< X3 <

1

2
(2.26)

hold. In this case, there are two types of orbits for the lightlike geodesic through (r0, 0, φ0).
If r0 > rpho, both the ends of the orbit are at infinity, and the orbit pericenter is at the spatial
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point (r2, 0, φ2) with

r2 :=mR2 := m/X2 > rpho, (2.27)

φ2 :=φ0 ±
√

2

X3 −X1

[
K(klar)− F

(
ϑlarI

(m
r0

)
, klar

)]
, (2.28)

where

ϑlarI(X) := arcsin

(√
X −X1

X2 −X1

)
, (2.29)

klar :=

√
X2 −X1

X3 −X1
, (2.30)

K is the complete elliptic integral of the first kind, and because X2 = m/r2 is a root of
equation H(X) = 0, from eq. (2.15), it can be inferred that the impact parameter of the
lightlike geodesic is expressed as

b =
r2√

1− 2m

r2

. (2.31)

The orbit equation of the geodesic is

±(φ− φ0) =


√

2

X3 −X1

[
F

(
ϑlarI

(m
r

)
, klar

)
− F

(
ϑlarI

(m
r0

)
, klar

)]
,√

2

X3 −X1

[
2K (klar)− F

(
ϑlarI

(m
r

)
, klar

)
− F

(
ϑlarI

(m
r0

)
, klar

)]
.

(2.32)

Here, the upper and lower terms on the right side stand for the pre- and post-pericenter
branches, respectively. As a contrast, if 2m ⩽ r0 < rpho, both the ends of the orbit are
behind the horizon of the BH, and the orbit apocenter is at the spatial point (r3, 0, φ3) with

r3 :=mR3 := m/X3 < rpho, (2.33)

φ3 :=φ0 ∓
√

2

X3 −X1
F

(
ϑlarII

(m
r0

)
, klar

)
, (2.34)

where

ϑlarII(X) := arctan

(√
X −X3

X3 −X2

)
(2.35)

and because X3 = m/r3 is also a root of equation H(X) = 0, from eq. (2.15), the impact
parameter of the lightlike geodesic can be expressed as

b =
r3√

1− 2m

r3

. (2.36)
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Figure 2: The trajectories of the lightlike geodesics through the spatial points (8m, 0, π/3) (left)
and (2.5m, 0, π/3) (right) for different b under the case of b > bcri in the polar coordinates (r, φ).
The red and blue lines represent the counterclockwise and clockwise orbits, respectively, while
photons move towards the BH from the point (r0, 0, φ0). The BH and the bound photon orbit are
shown as a black disk and a dashed green circle.

Now, the orbit equation of the geodesic is

±(φ− φ0) =


√

2

X3 −X1

[
F

(
ϑlarII

(m
r

)
, klar

)
− F

(
ϑlarII

(m
r0

)
, klar

)]
,√

2

X3 −X1

[
−F

(
ϑlarII

(m
r

)
, klar

)
− F

(
ϑlarII

(m
r0

)
, klar

)]
,

(2.37)

where the upper and lower terms on the right side stand for the post- and pre-apocenter
branches, respectively. The images of the above two types of orbits are shown in Figure 2.

3. When b = bcri, the three real roots of H(X) = 0 under the above case reduce to

X1 = −1

6
, X2 = X3 =

1

3
. (2.38)

The two orbit equations (2.32) and (2.37) are degenerated into

±(φ− φ0) = 2

(
arctanh

√
2m

r
+

1

3
− arctanh

√
2m

r0
+

1

3

)
, (2.39)

±(φ− φ0) = 2

(
−arccoth

√
2m

r
+

1

3
+ arccoth

√
2m

r0
+

1

3

)
, (2.40)

and the images of the corresponding orbits are shown in Figure 3.

With the above results in hand, for the orbit of a lightlike geodesic through a spatial point
(r0, 0, φ0), we can calculate the total change of the azimuthal angle φ in the orbital plane and
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Figure 3: The trajectories of the lightlike geodesics through the spatial points (8m, 0, π/3) (left)
and (2.5m, 0, π/3) (right) under the case of b = bcri in the polar coordinates (r, φ). The red and
blue lines represent the counterclockwise and clockwise orbits, respectively, while photons move
towards the BH from the point (r0, 0, φ0). The BH and the bound photon orbit are shown as a
black disk and a dashed green circle.

express it in terms of the impact parameter b. According to the previous orbit equations (2.18),
(2.32), and (2.37), when r0 > rpho and 2m ⩽ r0 < rpho, the total changes of the azimuthal angle
φ are, respectively,

±∆φ=



√
1

2Y (X1)
[−F (ϑles(1/2), kles) + F (ϑles(0), kles)] , for 0 ⩽ b < bcri,

+∞, for b = bcri,

2

√
2

X3 −X1
[K (klar)− F (ϑlarI(0), klar)] , for b > bcri

(2.41)

and

±∆φ=



√
1

2Y (X1)
[−F (ϑles(1/2), kles) + F (ϑles(0), kles)] , for 0 ⩽ b < bcri,

+∞, for b = bcri,

2

√
2

X3 −X1
[F (ϑlarII(1/2), klar)] , for b > bcri.

(2.42)

One could find that whether r0 is larger or less than rpho, the total change of the azimuthal angle
do not depend on the value of r0. In addition, another basic fact that one could recognize is that
the total changes of the azimuthal angle go to infinity when b = bcri, and the reason for this is that
the lightlike geodesic with b = bcri could travel around the BH an infinite number of times. The
images based on the above two equations are plotted in Figure 4, and it is displayed that the total
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Figure 4: The behaviors of the total changes of the azimuthal angle as a function of the impact
parameter. Note that the image in the left panel is essentially the same as that in ref. [44].

changes of the azimuthal angle indeed reach peaks at b = bcri, but due to the numerical limitations,
the actual computed peaks are finite. In many application scenarios, it is useful to have simple
approximations to the total change of the azimuthal angle near some particular values of the impact
parameter b. By applying the techniques of series expansion to the right sides of eqs. (2.41) and
(2.42), the corresponding approximations are

±∆φ≈



b

2m
, for b → 0,

ln

(
C∓

I m

|b− bcri|

)
, for b → b∓cri,

π +
4m

b
, for b → +∞

(2.43)

and

±∆φ≈



b

2m
, for b → 0,

ln

(
C∓

II m

|b− bcri|

)
, for b → b∓cri,

8m

b
, for b → +∞

(2.44)

with

C−
I = C−

II := 648(26
√
3− 45), C+

I :=
648

√
3(

2 +
√
3
)2 , C+

II := 0.74229× 9
√
3

2
. (2.45)

One is able to confirm that the results in eq. (2.43) for b → b∓cri under the situation of r0 > rpho

are identical to those in ref. [44]. Furthermore, in this situation, the result for b → +∞ shows that
under the weak field approximation, the total deflection angle of the geodesic is ±∆φ−π = 4m/b,
which is just the famous deflection angle formula for a lightlike geodesic passing near a spherical
body in GR.
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At present, all the ingredients to construct the analytical algorithm for generating and analyz-
ing the BH images are available, but inspection of eqs. (2.32) and (2.37) reveals that when b > bcri,
two branches of the orbit for the lightlike geodesic through the spatial point (r0, 0, φ0) are de-
scribed by different equations, which could cause ambiguities in applications [22]. In fact, even
though one adopts numerical integration method to describe the orbit of the geodesic, this problem
will also emerge, and to overcome it, special numerical skills are needed. Now, in this section, we
will show that the analytical approach can endow us with the ability to circumvent the problem.
Equations (2.32) and (2.37) could be rewritten as

±(φ− φ0)

√
X3 −X1

2
+ F

(
ϑlarI

(m
r0

)
, klar

)
=


F

(
ϑlarI

(m
r

)
, klar

)
,

2K (klar)− F

(
ϑlarI

(m
r

)
, klar

) (2.46)

and

±(φ− φ0)

√
X3 −X1

2
+ F

(
ϑlarII

(m
r0

)
, klar

)
=


F

(
ϑlarII

(m
r

)
, klar

)
,

−F

(
ϑlarII

(m
r

)
, klar

)
,

(2.47)

respectively. It is known that the elliptic sine, elliptic cosine, and elliptic tangent functions of
modulus k are defined by [47–49]

sn(u, k) = sin[am(u, k)], cn(u, k) = cos[am(u, k)], sc(u, k) = tan[am(u, k)] (2.48)

with am (u, k) as the Jacobi amplitude function satisfying

φ = am[F (φ, k), k], (2.49)

and these Jacobi elliptic functions bear the following properties

sn(−u, k) =−sn (u, k), sn(u+ 2K (k), k) = −sn(u, k), (2.50)

cn(−u, k) = cn (u, k), cn(u+ 2K (k), k) = −cn(u, k), (2.51)

sc(−u, k) =−sc (u, k), sc(u+ 2K (k), k) = sc(u, k). (2.52)

With these definitions and properties of Jacobi elliptic functions, by use of eqs. (2.29) and (2.35),
one could prove that

sn2
[
F

(
ϑlarI

(m
r

)
, klar

)
, klar

]
= sn2

[
2K (klar)− F

(
ϑlarI

(m
r

)
, klar

)
, klar

]
=

m/r −X1

X2 −X1
, (2.53)

sc2
[
F

(
ϑlarII

(m
r

)
, klar

)
, klar

]
= sc2

[
−F

(
ϑlarII

(m
r

)
, klar

)
, klar

]
=

m/r −X3

X3 −X2
, (2.54)

and then substituting these two identities in eqs. (2.46) and (2.47) gives rise to

r=m

[
X1 + (X2 −X1)sn

2

(
±(φ− φ0)

√
X3 −X1

2
+ F

(
ϑlarI

(m
r0

)
, klar

))]−1

, (2.55)

r=m

[
X3 + (X3 −X2)sc

2

(
±(φ− φ0)

√
X3 −X1

2
+ F

(
ϑlarII

(m
r0

)
, klar

))]−1

. (2.56)
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Obviously, eqs. (2.55) and (2.56), originating from eqs. (2.32) and (2.37), respectively, are the
orbit equations of the lightlike geodesic through the spatial point (r0, 0, φ0) when b > bcri under
the situations of r0 > rpho and 2m ⩽ r0 < rpho. The derivations explicitly indicate that for either
situation, compared with the original form of the orbit equation, namely eq. (2.32) or (2.37), two
branches of the orbit now can be described by the identical equation, which results in the vanishing
of the branch ambiguities and thus will facilitate the construction of the analytical algorithms for
generating and analyzing the BH images. In the same manner, the original orbit equations of the
geodesic when b < bcri and b = bcri could also be recast as the similar form,

r=m

[
X1 + Y (X1)

(
1 + cn[±(φ− φ0)

√
2Y (X1)− F (ϑles(m/r0), kles)]

1− cn[±(φ− φ0)
√
2Y (X1)− F (ϑles(m/r0), kles)]

)]−1

, (2.57)

r=m

[
1

2
tanh2

(
±1

2
(φ− φ0) + arctanh

(√
2m

r0
+

1

3

))
− 1

6

]−1

, (2.58)

r=m

[
1

2
coth2

(
±1

2
(φ− φ0)− arccoth

(√
2m

r0
+

1

3

))
− 1

6

]−1

, (2.59)

and it is not difficult to verify that they are equivalent to their original forms. As mentioned earlier,
the equation with the sign “+ (−)” before (φ − φ0) represents the counterclockwise (clockwise)
orbit, while photons move towards the BH from the point (r0, 0, φ0).

Up to now, in Schwarzschild spacetime, all the analytical equations to describe the orbits of
the lightlike geodesics have been achieved, and they are composed by eqs (2.55)–(2.59) or equiv-
alently by eqs. (2.18), (2.32), (2.37), (2.39), and (2.40). The orbit of any lightlike geodesic in
Schwarzschild spacetime could be described by one of these equations, where it should be re-
minded that the bound photon orbit is only a segment of the orbit of the lightlike geodesics with
b = bcri. With these orbit equations, the analytical algorithms for generating and analyzing the
BH images can be constructed, and it will be seen that when these algorithms are applied to the
visualization of BH, many involved problems could be successfully solved in a purely algebraic
manner. As two typical application examples, in the next two sections, we will first construct ana-
lytical algorithms for generating and analyzing the BH images in the SS and CA accretion models,
and then summarize the geometrical features and the luminosity variations of these images.

3 An analytical algorithm for generating and analyzing the BH images in the static
and infalling SS models of optically thin accretion

In the study of BH physics, the spherical accretion models play important roles [15–19, 26–29].
As shown in ref. [30], the static and infalling spherical models of optically thin accretion on a
Schwarzschild BH are explored, and some properties of the BH images are presented. The results
indicate that for the radiating accreting matters that fill in the entire space outside the horizon of
the BH, the geometrical feature of the BH images is that the shadow edge is always located at
the position of the bound photon orbit, and the luminosity of the shadow in the infalling model is
so much deeper than that in the static model. In more realistic situations, the radiating accreting
matters are usually distributed within a SS around the BH, and the infalling accreting matters can
not freely fall from the infinity. Therefore, it is very meaningful to further investigate the properties
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of the BH images for the SS accretion models. In this section, we will make use of the orbit
equation of the lightlike geodesics through a spatial point to construct an analytical algorithm for
generating and analyzing the BH images in the SS models of optically thin accretion.

Suppose that the radiating accreting matters are distributed within a SS around the BH with
rSS

inn and rSS
out as the radial coordinates of the inner and outer boundaries, and the radiation is emit-

ted isotropically in the rest frame of the accreting matter. By following the method presented in
refs. [31, 34], the specific intensity on the screen of a distant observer could be evaluated by adopt-
ing the backward ray tracing method based on equation of radiative transfer [31–35]. This method
states that the specific intensity of radiation I(b, νo) observed by the observer at the frequency νo

along a lightlike geodesic with the impact parameter b is given by

I(b, νo) =

∫
geodesic

g3j(νe)dl, (3.1)

where g := νo/νe is the redshift factor, and in the rest frame of the emitter, νe is the photon fre-
quency, j(νe) is the emissivity per unit volume, and dl is the infinitesimal proper length of the orbit
for the lightlike geodesic. As mentioned above, formula (3.1) originates from equation of radia-
tive transfer. It is because the accreting matters are assumed to be optically thin that any lightlike
geodesic can travel without being absorbed or scattered, which leads to that in the equation of ra-
diative transfer, only the term related to the emissivity per unit volume is kept. As a consequence,
by performing the integral along the lightlike geodesic, formula (3.1) is acquired. With I(b, νo),
the integrated intensity of radiation on the screen of the observer can be achieved by [19, 44]

F (b) =

∫ +∞

0
I(b, νo)dνo = g

∫ +∞

0
I(b, νo)dνe. (3.2)

In general, for the SS filled with the radiating accreting matters, its inner boundary will not
extend to the horizon of the BH, and its outer boundary will also not extend to infinity. Therefore,
compared with the spherical models of optically thin accretion in ref. [30], the upper and lower
limits in the integral of formula (3.1) will change. The first task of this section is to determine the
integral upper and lower limits. Before the formal discussions, it should be emphasized that only
the lightlike geodesics reaching infinity are what we need to take into account, because the observer
is far away from the BH. As examples, by means of eqs. (2.55)–(2.59), the images of the orbits for
the lightlike geodesics through the spatial point (+∞, 0, π/3) under the cases of 0 ⩽ b < bcri,
b = bcri, and b > bcri are plotted in Figure 5. Explicitly, apart from the radial coordinates of the
inner and outer boundaries of the SS, the nature of the lightlike geodesics will also influence the
values of the integral upper and lower limits in formula (3.1). Now, let us make an analysis. When
rSS

inn < rSS
out < rpho, only the orbits for lightlike geodesics with 0 ⩽ b < bcri pass through the SS,

and all the photons are always moving away from the BH. So, if denote P(r) as a point on the orbit
of the considered lightlike geodesic, formula (3.1) can be cast as

I(b, νo) =


∫ P(rSS

out)

P(rSS
inn)

(
g(outw)

)3
j(νe)dl(outw), for 0 ⩽ b < bcri,

0, for bcri ⩽ b.

(3.3)
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Figure 5: The trajectories of the lightlike geodesics through the spatial point (+∞, 0, π/3) under
the cases of 0 ⩽ b < bcri (left), b = bcri (middle), and b > bcri (right) in the polar coordinates (r, φ).
The red and blue lines represent the clockwise and counterclockwise orbits, respectively, while
photons move towards the point (+∞, 0, π/3). The BH and the bound photon orbit are shown as a
black disk and a dashed green circle.

In this equation, we adopt the rule that for a physical quantity A defined on the lightlike geodesic,
(A)(outw) or (A)(inw) represents that it takes values at points on the outward or inward segment of
the geodesic, respectively. This rule applies to the whole paper. When rSS

inn ⩽ rpho ⩽ rSS
out, the orbit

behaviors of lightlike geodesics are stated as follows. 1) The orbits of the lightlike geodesics with
0 ⩽ b < bcri and b = bcri pass through the SS, and all the photons are always moving away from
the BH. Note that in the situation of b = bcri, photons may travel around the BH an infinite number
of times within the SS; 2) For a lightlike geodesic with b > bcri, if the radial coordinate of its orbit
pericenter happens to be rSS

out, according to eq. (2.31), its impact parameter should be

bSS
max :=

rSS
out√

1− 2m

rSS
out

. (3.4)

It can be inferred that the orbits of lightlike geodesics with bcri < b ⩽ bSS
max pass through the SS,

whereas the orbits of lightlike geodesics with b > bSS
max do not pass through the SS, where in the

former situation, since the orbit pericenters of the geodesics are located inside the SS, photons will
first move in toward the BH, and then move away from it. Based on these conclusions, formula (3.1)
can be written as

I(b, νo)=



∫ P(rSS
out)

P(rSS
inn)

(
g(outw)

)3
j(νe)dl(outw), for 0 ⩽ b < bcri,

+∞, for b = bcri,∫ P(r2)

P(rSS
out)

(
g(inw)

)3
j(νe)dl(inw)+

∫ P(rSS
out)

P(r2)

(
g(outw)

)3
j(νe)dl(outw), for bcri < b ⩽ bSS

max,

0, for bSS
max < b,

(3.5)
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and here, according to eq. (2.27), r2 = m/X2 is the radial coordinate of the orbit percenter for the
considered geodesic. When rpho < rSS

inn < rSS
out, the expressions of I(b, ν0) are not exactly the same

as those in eq. (3.5), because the orbit behaviors of the lightlike geodesics with bcri ⩽ b ⩽ bSS
max are

different from those in the above case. If the radial coordinate of the orbit pericenter for a lightlike
geodesic with b > bcri is rSS

inn,

bSS
min :=

rSS
inn√

1− 2m

rSS
inn

(3.6)

should be its impact parameter. Then, one could conclude that the orbit pericenters of the lightlike
geodesics with bcri ⩽ b < bSS

min are located outside the SS, whereas the orbit pericenters of the
lightlike geodesics with bSS

min ⩽ b ⩽ bSS
max are located inside the SS. As a result, in the present case,

formula (3.5) needs to be modified to be

I(b, νo)=



∫ P(rSS
out)

P(rSS
inn)

(
g(outw)

)3
j(νe)dl(outw), for 0 ⩽ b < bcri,

∫ P(rSS
inn)

P(rSS
out)

(
g(inw)

)3
j(νe)dl(inw)+

∫ P(rSS
out)

P(rSS
inn)

(
g(outw)

)3
j(νe)dl(outw), for bcri ⩽ b < bSS

min,∫ P(r2)

P(rSS
out)

(
g(inw)

)3
j(νe)dl(inw)+

∫ P(rSS
out)

P(r2)

(
g(outw)

)3
j(νe)dl(outw), for bSS

min ⩽ b ⩽ bSS
max,

0, for bSS
max < b.

(3.7)

Next, we will employ formulas (3.2), (3.3), (3.5), and (3.7) to derive the integrated intensity
observed by the distant observer in the static and infalling SS models of optically thin accretion.
Simple calculations indicate that the four-velocities of the static and infalling emitters are, respec-
tively,

uµes = (u0es, 0, 0, 0), (3.8)

uµef = (u0ef, u
r
ef, 0, 0) (3.9)

with

u0es =
c√

1− 2m

r

, u0ef =
ESS

c

(
1− 2m

r

) , uref = −c

√
(ESS)2

c4
−
(
1− 2m

r

)
, (3.10)

where if the coordinate of the initial radial position of the accreting matters in the infalling model
is rSS

ini , there is

ESS := c2

√
1− 2m

rSS
ini

. (3.11)
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Obviously, in eqs. (3.8)–(3.10), the subscripts “s” and “f” imply that the corresponding quantities
are defined in the static and infalling models, respectively, and the rule applies to this section. Since
the observer is far away from the BH, his spatial coordinates could be set to be (+∞, 0, φ0), and
then, his four-velocity is

uµo = (c, 0, 0, 0). (3.12)

By virtue of eqs. (3.8)–(3.12), the redshift factors in the two models are given by

g
(outw)
s = g

(inw)
s =

−pµu
µ
o

−pνuνes
=

1

u0es/c
=

√
1− 2m

r
, (3.13)

g
(outw)
f =

−pµu
µ
o

−pνuνef
=

1

u0ef
c

−
(
−pr
p0

)(outw) uref
c

=

(
1− 2m

r

)(√
1− 2m

rSS
ini

+

√
1− b2

r2

(
1− 2m

r

)√
2m

r
− 2m

rSS
ini

)−1

, (3.14)

g
(inw)
f =

−pµu
µ
o

−pνuνef
=

1

u0ef
c

−
(
−pr
p0

)(inw) uref
c

=

(
1− 2m

r

)(√
1− 2m

rSS
ini

−

√
1− b2

r2

(
1− 2m

r

)√
2m

r
− 2m

rSS
ini

)−1

, (3.15)

where in the derivations, the following identities for the photon four-momentum, namely,

p0 =−E

c
= −L

b
, (3.16)(

−p0
pr

)(outw)

=−
(
−p0
pr

)(inw)

=
1√

1− b2

r2

(
1− 2m

r

) , (3.17)

(
−pr
p0

)(outw)

=−
(
−pr
p0

)(inw)

=

√
1− b2

r2

(
1− 2m

r

)
1− 2m

r

(3.18)

have been utilized, and they can directly be obtained from eqs. (2.9) and the definition of the impact
parameter b. As to the infinitesimal proper length of the orbit for the considered lightlike geodesic,
by use of pr = dr/dλ, it is provided by

dl :=−pα

(
uαe
c

)
dλ = −pα

pr
uαe
c

dr, (3.19)

where uαe is the four-velocity of the emitter and λ refers to an affine parameter of the geodesic, and
thus, in the static and infalling models, there are

dl(outw)
s =

(
−p0
pr

)(outw) u0es

c
dr =

1

g
(outw)
s

(
−p0
pr

)(outw)

dr, (3.20)
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dl(inw)
s =

(
−p0
pr

)(inw) u0es

c
dr =

1

g
(inw)
s

(
−p0
pr

)(inw)

dr, (3.21)

dl(outw)
f =

(
−p0
pr

)(outw)
[
u0ef
c

−
(
−pr
p0

)(outw) uref
c

]
dr =

1

g
(outw)
f

(
−p0
pr

)(outw)

dr, (3.22)

dl(inw)
f =

(
−p0
pr

)(inw)
[
u0ef
c

−
(
−pr
p0

)(inw) uref
c

]
dr =

1

g
(inw)
f

(
−p0
pr

)(inw)

dr. (3.23)

In ref. [34], the result corresponding to eqs. (3.22) and (3.23) is incorrect because pr is replaced by
pr, which results in that relevant conclusions based on this result in a large amount of references are
all faulty. After plugging eqs. (3.13)–(3.23) into formulas (3.3), (3.5), and (3.7) and then employing
formula (3.2), the integrated intensities observed by the distant observer in the two models are
presented as follows.

• When rSS
inn < rSS

out < rpho, there are

Fs(b)=


∫ +∞

0

∫ rSS
out

rSS
inn

(
g
(outw)
s

)3(
−p0
pr

)(outw)

j(νe)drdνe, for 0 ⩽ b < bcri,

0, for bcri ⩽ b,

(3.24)

Ff(b)=


∫ +∞

0

∫ rSS
out

rSS
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(
g
(outw)
f

)3(
−p0
pr

)(outw)

j(νe)drdνe, for 0 ⩽ b < bcri,

0, for bcri ⩽ b.

(3.25)

• When rSS
inn ⩽ rpho ⩽ rSS

out, there are

Fs(b)=



∫ +∞

0

∫ rSS
out

rSS
inn

(
g
(outw)
s

)3(
−p0
pr

)(outw)

j(νe)drdνe, for 0 ⩽ b < bcri,

+∞, for b = bcri,

2
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0
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(
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(outw)
s

)3(
−p0
pr

)(outw)

j(νe)drdνe, for bcri < b ⩽ bSS
max,

0, for bSS
max < b,

(3.26)

Ff(b)=



∫ +∞

0

∫ rSS
out

rSS
inn

(
g
(outw)
f

)3(
−p0
pr

)(outw)

j(νe)drdνe, for 0 ⩽ b < bcri,

+∞, for b = bcri,∫ +∞

0

∫ rSS
out

r2

[(
g
(inw)
f

)3
+
(
g
(outw)
f

)3](
−p0
pr

)(outw)

j(νe)drdνe, for bcri < b ⩽ bSS
max,

0, for bSS
max < b.

(3.27)
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(a) Static model (b) Infalling model with rSS
ini = 2.9m (c) Infalling model with rSS

ini = 4m

Figure 6: The BH images observed by a distant observer in the SS models of optically thin accre-
tion with rSS

inn = 2.1m and rSS
out = 2.9m.

• When rpho < rSS
inn < rSS

out, there are

Fs(b)=



∫ +∞

0

∫ rSS
out

rSS
inn

(
g
(outw)
s

)3(
−p0
pr

)(outw)

j(νe)drdνe, for 0 ⩽ b < bcri,

2

∫ +∞

0

∫ rSS
out

rSS
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(
g
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s

)3(
−p0
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)(outw)
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min,

2

∫ +∞

0

∫ rSS
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(outw)
s

)3(
−p0
pr

)(outw)

j(νe)drdνe, for bSS
min ⩽ b ⩽ bSS

max,

0, for bSS
max < b,

(3.28)

Ff(b)=
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rSS
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(
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)3(
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j(νe)drdνe, for 0 ⩽ b < bcri,

∫ +∞

0
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(
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f
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j(νe)drdνe, for bcri ⩽ b < bSS
min,∫ +∞

0
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g
(inw)
f

)3
+
(
g
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f

)3](
−p0
pr

)(outw)

j(νe)drdνe, for bSS
min ⩽ b ⩽ bSS

max,

0, for bSS
max < b.

(3.29)

Equations (3.24)–(3.29) constitute the core ingredients of the analytical algorithm for generat-
ing and analyzing the BH images in the static and infalling SS models of optically thin accretion.
According to these equations, once the emissivity j(νe) per unit volume in the rest frame of the
emitter is given, one is able to directly evaluate the integrated intensities on the screen of a distant
observer when the accreting matters are static and radially infalling. Thus, with the aid of mathe-
matical softwares, the corresponding BH images could be plotted. In what follows of this section,
we will take a common emission pattern [15, 34] as example to analyze the geometrical features
and the luminosity variations of the BH images in the SS models. Concerning the emission pattern,
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(a) Static model (b) Infalling model with rSS
ini = 6m (c) Infalling model with rSS

ini = 103m

Figure 7: The BH images observed by a distant observer in the SS models of optically thin accre-
tion with rSS

inn = 2.5m and rSS
out = 6m.

(a) Static model (b) Infalling model with rSS
ini = 58m (c) Infalling model with rSS

ini = 103m

Figure 8: The BH images observed by a distant observer in the SS models of optically thin accre-
tion with rSS

inn = 2.5m and rSS
out = 58m.

it is presumed that the emission is monochromatic with rest-frame frequency ν0 and a 1/r2 radial
profile, namely,

j(νe) ∝
δ(νe − ν0)

r2
, (3.30)

and with it, on the base of eqs. (3.24)–(3.29), the BH images under the cases of rSS
inn < rSS

out < rpho,
rSS

inn ⩽ rpho ⩽ rSS
out, and rpho < rSS

inn < rSS
out are plotted and shown in Figures 6–11. As mentioned

in the previous section, photons on the lightlike geodesics with b < bcri are always moving away
from the BH, whereas those on the lightlike geodesics with b > bcri could first move toward the
BH and then move outward. Therefore, it can be expected that there is a luminosity jump on the
circle of b = bcri in the BH images, which explains why the edge curve of the shadow coincides
with the bound photon orbit. As to the comparison of the shadow luminosities, by resorting to the
expressions of Fs(b) and Ff(b) under 0 ⩽ b < bcri in eqs. (3.24)–(3.29), we could write

Ff(b)− Fs(b) ∝
∫ rSS

out

rSS
inn

[(
g
(outw)
f

)3
−
(
g
(outw)
s

)3](
−p0
pr

)(outw) 1

r2
dr (3.31)
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(a) Static model (b) Infalling model with rSS
ini = 8m (c) Infalling model with rSS

ini = 103m

Figure 9: The BH images observed by a distant observer in the SS models of optically thin accre-
tion with rSS

inn = 4m and rSS
out = 6m.

(a) Static model (b) Infalling model with rSS
ini = 62m (c) Infalling model with rSS

ini = 103m

Figure 10: The BH images observed by a distant observer in the SS models of optically thin
accretion with rSS

inn = 18m and rSS
out = 58m.

and

(
g
(outw)
f

)3
(
g
(outw)
s

)3 − 1 =


√
1− 2m

r√
1− 2m

rSS
ini

+

√
1− b2

r2

(
1− 2m

r

)√
2m

r
− 2m

rSS
ini


3

− 1, (3.32)

where eq. (3.32) is acquired from eqs. (3.13) and (3.14). Due to rSS
ini ⩾ rSS

out ⩾ r, it is not difficult
to conclude that when 0 ⩽ b < bcri, the inequality(

g
(outw)
f

)3
⩽
(
g
(outw)
s

)3
(3.33)

holds, which leads to

Ff(b) ⩽ Fs(b). (3.34)
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(a) Static model (b) Infalling model with rSS
ini = 34m (c) Infalling model with rSS

ini = 103m

Figure 11: The BH images observed by a distant observer in the SS models of optically thin
accretion with rSS

inn = 18m and rSS
out = 20m.

This result clearly indicates that the shadow luminosity in the infalling model is always lower than
that in the static model. In addition, from eqs. (3.31) and (3.32), one could also recognize that the
shadow luminosity in the infalling model will decrease as rSS

ini increases. These two conclusions
manifest that the variations of the shadow luminosity between different SS models are exactly the
same as those between the spherical models [30]. However, as a contrast, it will be seen that outside
the shadow, the luminosity variations between the SS models are completely distinct from those
between the spherical models.

For the SS models, the fact that the outer boundary of the SS does not extend to infinity in
general means that in a BH image, there exists a maximal impact parameter so that while b is
larger than it, the luminosity goes to zero. According to eqs. (3.24)–(3.29), when rSS

out < rpho, the
maximal impact parameter is bcri, and the luminosity in the entire region outside the shadow is
zero. Furthermore, when rSS

out > rpho, the maximal impact parameter is bSS
max defined by eq. (3.4),

and the luminosity in the region b > bSS
max is zero. Both the two arguments can easily be validated

from the BH images in Figures 6–11. In the region bcri ⩽ b ⩽ bSS
max of the BH images, the

luminosity variation is a bit complicated. The BH images in Figures 7–11 display that under the
cases of rSS

inn ⩽ rpho ⩽ rSS
out and rpho < rSS

inn < rSS
out, the observed luminosities reach peak values at

b = bcri and b = bSS
min, respectively. In the former case, eqs. (3.26) and (3.27) indicate that the peak

luminosity should be infinity, but it is due to numerical limitations that the actual calculated results
never go to infinity. For the convenience of later use, the radial position of the peak luminosity
could be rewritten as b = bpea with bpea defined in eq. (1.1). As before, in order to compare
the luminosities in the region bcri ⩽ b ⩽ bSS

max, based on the expressions of Fs(b) and Ff(b) in
eqs. (3.26)–(3.29), we need to write

Ff(b)− Fs(b) ∝ 2

∫ rSS
out

rSS
inn or r2

[
1

2

(
g
(inw)
f

)3
+

1

2

(
g
(outw)
f

)3
−
(
g
(outw)
s

)3](
−p0
pr

)(outw) 1

r2
dr (3.35)

and (
g
(inw)
f

)3
+
(
g
(outw)
f

)3
2
(
g
(outw)
s

)3 −1 =: f(xini), (3.36)
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where the lower limit of the integral in eq. (3.35) is set to be rSS
inn or r2 for different b, and by virtue

of eqs. (3.13)–(3.15), f(xini) is defined by

f(xini) =
1

2

( √
α

√
xini − β

√
xini − α

)3

+
1

2

( √
α

√
xini + β

√
xini − α

)3

−1 (3.37)

with

xini := 1− 2m

rSS
ini

, α := 1− 2m

r
, β :=

√
1− b2

r2

(
1− 2m

r

)
. (3.38)

Let us first focus on the luminosity in the region around b = bpea, and there are two situations that
need to be addressed.

• If bSS
max − bpea is sufficiently small, eqs. (1.1), (2.31) and (3.4) show that rSS

out −rpho in the case
of rSS

inn ⩽ rpho ⩽ rSS
out and rSS

out − rSS
inn in the case of rpho < rSS

inn < rSS
out are also sufficiently

small. Thus, for a lightlike geodesic with b around bpea, according to the corresponding
integral expressions of Fs(b) and Ff(b) in eqs. (3.26)–(3.29), the radial coordinate r2 of the
orbit pericenter is less than or approximately equal to the integral variable r. This result,
together with eq. (2.31), leads to β ≳ 0, which implies that the behavior of the function
f(xini) in this situation can be analyzed with the help of the Taylor expansion, namely,

f(xini) =
α3/2

x
3/2
ini

− 1 + o(β). (3.39)

Based on eqs. (3.38), the condition rSS
ini ⩾ rSS

out ⩾ r means xini ⩾ α, and then with eqs. (3.35),
(3.36), and (3.39), we get

1

2

(
g
(inw)
f

)3
+

1

2

(
g
(outw)
f

)3
⩽
(
g
(outw)
s

)3
(3.40)

and

Ff(b) ⩽ Fs(b). (3.41)

Obviously, when bSS
max − bpea is sufficiently small, for the region near b = bpea, the luminosity

in the infalling model is lower than that in the infalling model. In addition, by employing the
above equations, one could also find that in the infalling model, the luminosity of this region
will decrease as rSS

ini (xini) increases. The BH images in Figures 7, 9, and 11 verify these
discussions.

• If bSS
max − bpea is sufficiently large, the complex integrations involved in eqs. (3.26)–(3.29)

make the analytical analysis difficult. But as shown in Figures 8 and 10, numerous numerical
calculations indicate that the observed luminosities in the region around b = bpea for the
static and infalling models are close, and the luminosity of this region in the infalling model
is not sensitive to rSS

ini . In fact, it could be further pointed out that the numerical calculations
also suggest that the luminosity variations between different SS models in the entire region
bpea ⩽ b ⩽ bSS

max are similar to those in the region around b = bpea.
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Figure 12: Behaviors of the function f(xini) for b = bcri + (0.1i)m (i = 1, 2, · · · 10) with r =

7m, 15m, and 23m.

Continuing the discussion above, we will next study the luminosity in the small region b ≳ bcri

when rpho < rSS
inn < rSS

out. In this circumstance, if bpea is sufficiently small, it is not difficult to
infer that the luminosity variations between different SS models in the region bcri < b < bpea for
bSS

max ≳ bpea and bSS
max ≫ bpea are, respectively, identical to those addressed in the previous two

situations. Therefore, the situation that needs to be handled is when bpea is sufficiently large. For
this situation, Figures 12 display that while b is slightly greater than bcri, f(xini) is positive and
it will increase as rSS

ini increases. With these arguments in mind, by eqs. (3.35) and (3.36), it is
concluded that there are

1

2

(
g
(inw)
f

)3
+

1

2

(
g
(outw)
f

)3
⩾
(
g
(outw)
s

)3
(3.42)

and

Ff(b) ⩾ Fs(b), (3.43)

which clearly shows that for the small neighbouring region outside the shadow under the case of
rpho < rSS

inn < rSS
out, if bpea = rSS

inn is sufficiently large, the luminosity in the infalling model is higher
than that in the static model. Besides, in the infalling model, Figures 12 also imply that as rSS

ini
increases, the luminosity of the small region will increase accordingly. These two conclusions can
be confirmed from the BH images in Figures 10 and 11.

The above analysis of the luminosity comparisons between different SS models indicates that
due to the existence of doppler effects, the observed luminosities in different regions of the BH
images for the infalling model are distinct from those for the static model. In most situations, the
doppler effects weaken the observed luminosities for the infalling model, whereas according to the
above discussion, under the case of rSS

inn > rpho, if bpea = bSS
min is sufficiently large, the doppler

effects can strengthen the observed luminosities in the small region b ≳ bcri for the infalling model,
which could be viewed as a notable luminosity feature of the BH images in the infalling SS model.
As mentioned earlier, the previous results are obtained on the basis of the monochromatic emis-
sion pattern, and they constitute a simple application example of the algorithm constructed in this
section. By further employing the algorithm, the corresponding results for more realistic emission
patterns can readily be achieved, and in reality, one only needs to insert the new expressions of the
emissivity per unit volume into eqs. (3.24)–(3.29) so that the integrated intensities observed by a
distant observer in the static and infalling SS models of optically thin accretion on a Schwarzschild
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BH can be evaluated, and then the BH images can be plotted. In addition, it should be noted that
the construction method of the algorithm in this section has a good portability, and by following it,
one may be able to generalize the algorithm so as to explore the details of the BH images for the
SS models of optically thin accretion on other spherically symmetric BHs.

4 An analytical algorithm for generating and analyzing the BH images in the static,
infalling, and rotating CA models of optically and geometrically thin accretion

In addition to the spherical accretion models, the disk accretion models are also significant in the
study of BH physics [20, 36–43]. For the static disk model of optically and geometrically thin
accretion on a Schwarzschild BH, a basic method to evaluate the integrated intensity observed by
a distant observer at the face-on orientation is provided in ref. [44], and the BH images for three
emission patterns are presented. These results illustrate that the size of the shadow is very much
dependent on the emission pattern, and the luminosities of BH images are mainly contributed by
the first and second order emissions. As mentioned in ref. [44], these results need to be generalized
because of the highly idealized nature of the physical scenarios. In more realistic situations, the
radiating accreting matters are normally located within a CA centered at the center of the BH and
may radially move towards or orbit around the BH. Moreover, in general, the observer should
view the accretion disk at a definite inclination angle. In fact, the last point has been solved for
the rotating disk accretion model in refs. [36, 42, 43], and motivated by the techniques in these
references, starting from the preliminary method in ref. [44], it is viable to devise an algorithm that
addresses all the above points. In this section, we will make use of the orbit equation of the lightlike
geodesics through a spatial point to construct an analytical algorithm for generating and analyzing
the BH images in the static, infalling, and rotating CA models of optically and geometrically thin
accretion.

Suppose that the radiating accreting matters are distributed within a CA around the BH with
rCA

inn and rCA
out as the radial coordinates of the inner and outer boundaries, and the radiation is emitted

isotropically in the rest frame of the accreting matter. Let the thickness of the CA be negligible, so
that we could put it on the equatorial plane of the BH and employ the yellow annulus in Figure 13 to
represent it. As in this figure, the right-handed rectangular coordinate systems Oxyz and O′x′y′z′

are chosen. For the former, the origin O is at the center of the BH, and the Oxy coordinate plane
coincides with the equatorial plane. For convenience, here, we denote the positive unit vectors of
x-axis, y-axis, and z-axis by ex, ey, and ez , respectively. As to the latter, the origin O′ is the
position of the observer, and since the observer is practically fixed at infinity in the gravitational
field of the BH, the Schwarzschild radial coordinate of O′ ought to be +∞. The direction of O′

could be set to be along

eOO′ = sin θ0ex + cos θ0ez, (4.1)

where θ0 is the inclination angle of the observer relative to the normal of the equatorial plane. With
θ0, the positive unit vectors of x′-axis, y′-axis, and z′-axis are defined by

ex′ = cos θ0ex − sin θ0ez, ey′ = ey, ez′ = eOO′ . (4.2)
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Figure 13: The coordinate systems (see text).

In general, the observer should view the BH (not the CA) at the face-on orientation, and there-
fore, the plane where the screen of the observer is located is just O′x′y′ plane (the cyan plane in
Figure 13).

Among all the lightlike geodesics emitted from the CA, we only consider those whose asymp-
totic directions are along eOO′ because they could be received by the observer. Assume that starting
from an emitting point Pe on the CA, the trajectory of such a lightlike geodesic reaches the obser-
vational screen at a receiving point Po. As mentioned in sec. 2, the entire path of the geodesic is
in the plane PeOO′, and in order to obtain its orbit equation, we need to treat this plane as a new
equatorial plane of the BH, where under this circumstance, for a point P on the geodesic, the angle
ϕ shown in Figure 13 is the corresponding azimuthal angle. Since the observer is located at infinity,
the azimuthal angle coordinate of the receiving point Po in the orbit plane PeOO′ should be zero.
As a consequence, in eqs (2.55), (2.57), and (2.58), after we replace the original azimuthal angle
φ by the new one ϕ and then set r0 = +∞ and φ0 = 0, the orbit equation of a lightlight geodesic
emitted from the CA intersecting the observational screen is obtained,

r =



m

[
X1 + Y (X1)

(
1 + cn[+ϕ

√
2Y (X1)− F (ϑles(0), kles)]

1− cn[+ϕ
√
2Y (X1)− F (ϑles(0), kles)]

)]−1

, for 0 ⩽ b < bcri,

m

[
1

2
tanh2

(
+
1

2
ϕ+ arctanh

(√
1

3

))
− 1

6

]−1

, for b = bcri,

m

[
X1 + (X2 −X1)sn

2

(
+ϕ

√
X3 −X1

2
+ F

(
ϑlarI(0), klar

))]−1

, for b > bcri.

(4.3)
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Here, it should be noted that in eqs (2.55), (2.57), and (2.58), only the positive signs before (φ −
φ0) are kept, and due to the symmetry of the geometrical configuration, this sign selection does
not affect the final BH images. From eqs. (2.17)–(2.25), X1, X2, and X3 appearing in eq. (4.3)
all depend on the impact parameter b of the lightlike geodesic, which results in that the radial
coordinate of a point on the geodesic is an explicit function of ϕ and b, and therefore, eq. (4.3) can
be written as the following form,

r = h(ϕ, b). (4.4)

When a lightlike geodesic is traced from the receiving point Po on the observational screen
backwards towards the emitting point Pe on the CA, it could intersect the equatorial plane Oxy

many times. If the emitting point Pe is the kth (k = 1, 2, 3, · · · ) intersection point and the geodesic
only picks up luminosity from the emission of the point Pe, the geodesic is referred to as the kth
order lightlike geodesic and the corresponding emission is called the kth order emission. Now, we
denote the first intersection point of the considered lightlike geodesic with the equatorial plane as
P1, and as implied in Figure 13, the coordinates of P1 in the orbit plane PeOO′ are (r1, ϕ1), where
it can be easily seen that as the angle φ1 varies from 0 to 2π, the angle ϕ1 satisfies

π

2
− θ0 ⩽ ϕ1 ⩽

π

2
+ θ0. (4.5)

With the angle ϕ1, the coordinates (re, ϕe) of the emitting point Pe in the orbit plane PeOO′ can be
completely determined. One could infer that when Pe is the kth intersection point of the geodesic
with the equatorial plane, the angle ϕe should be

ϕe = ϕ1 + (k − 1)π. (4.6)

Given the angle ϕe, by directly plugging it into the orbit equation (4.4) of the geodesic, the radial
coordinate of Pe is also obtained,

re = h(ϕe, b). (4.7)

On the observational screen, the polar coordinates of the receiving point Po are (b, α). The first task
of this section is to find the relationship between the angles ϕe and α, so that the radial coordinate
re of the emitting point could be expressed in terms of b and α. This task is not difficult. In the
rectangular coordinate system O′x′y′z′, the direction of Po relative to the origin O′ is along

eO′Po =cosαex′ + sinαey′ , (4.8)

and by inserting the definitions of ex′ and ey′ in eqs. (4.2), the expansion of eO′Po in the coordinate
system Oxyz is acquired,

eO′Po = cos θ0 cosαex + sinαey − sin θ0 cosαez. (4.9)

From eq. (4.1), it can be proved that eO′Po satisfies the property

eO′Po · eOO′ = 0. (4.10)
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For the convenience of later derivation, a point Pc whose direction relative to the origin O is along
eOPc = eO′Po is found, and thus, there are

eOPc = cos θ0 cosαex + sinαey − sin θ0 cosαez, (4.11)

eOPc · eOO′ = 0. (4.12)

The fact that Po is on the orbit plane PeOO′ leads that Pc is also on this plane, and the conclusion,
together with eOPc · eOO′ = 0, implies that the unit vector eOP1 representing the direction of the
point P1 relative to the origin O could be expanded as

eOP1 =cosϕ1eOO′ + sinϕ1eOPc . (4.13)

Then, after substituting eqs. (4.1) and (4.11) in the above expansion, the final expansion of eOP1 is
achieved,

eOP1 = (sin θ0 cosϕ1 + cos θ0 cosα sinϕ1)ex + sinα sinϕ1ey

+(cos θ0 cosϕ1 − sin θ0 cosα sinϕ1)ez. (4.14)

As mentioned before, the point P1 is on the equatorial plane (plane Oxy), which means that in
eq. (4.14), the z-component should disappear, namely,

cos θ0 cosϕ1 − sin θ0 cosα sinϕ1 = 0. (4.15)

In this section, the inclination angle θ0 of the observer is restricted to [0, π/2), and thus, by solving
eq. (4.15) under the condition (4.5), a preliminary expression of ϕ1 in terms of α is given,

ϕ1 =


arctan (cot θ0 secα), for 0 ⩽ α ⩽

π

2
or

3π

2
⩽ α < 2π,

π + arctan (cot θ0 secα), for
π

2
< α <

3π

2
.

(4.16)

The above expression of ϕ1 can be further simplified, and by means of the property of the function
arccos, it could be rewritten in the following concise form,

ϕ1 = arccos

(
tan θ0 cosα√

1 + tan2 θ0 cos2 α

)
. (4.17)

In view that the angle ϕe has been given in terms of ϕ1 in eq. (4.6), the formal relationship between
the angles ϕe and α is directly furnished by using eq. (4.17), namely,

ϕe = ιk(α, θ0) := (k − 1)π + arccos

(
tan θ0 cosα√

1 + tan2 θ0 cos2 α

)
. (4.18)

In refs. [36, 38, 50, 51], the equivalent versions of the above relationship can also be evaluated with
the aid of spherical trigonometry, and the reader wishing to go into more details may consult these
references. To conclude the task of this part, we need to insert the above relationship between the
angles ϕe and α into eq. (4.7) to acquire

re = h (ιk(α, θ0), b) (4.19)
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Figure 14: Behaviors of the first three order transfer functions for θ0 = 0 and θ0 = π/3.

which is the radial coordinate re of the emitting point Pe in terms of b and α. The implication of
eq. (4.19) is that for a kth order lightlike geodesic emitted from the CA, once the polar coordinates
of its intersection point with the observational screen are given, the radial coordinate of the emitting
point is determined, and therefore, h (ιk(α, θ0), b) is named as the kth order transfer function.
When θ0 = 0, one could verify that ιk(α, 0) = (k − 1/2)π, so in this case, the kth order transfer
function h (ιk(α, 0), b) actually does not depend on the angle α. The behaviors of the first three
order transfer functions for θ0 = 0 are shown in Figure 14a, and it is not difficult to recognize
that they are identical to those in ref. [44], which means that the analytical forms of all the transfer
functions presented in eq. (4.19) generalize the numerical results in ref. [44]. On the basis of the
analytical results furnished in the section, the behaviors of the first three order transfer functions
for θ0 = π/3 are displayed in Figures 14b–14d, from which it is concluded that when the angle α is
fixed, the kth order transfer function is a monotonically increasing function of the impact parameter
b. One should note that the similar result about the transfer functions given in ref. [36] only holds
under the situation of b > bcri.

The transfer functions play central roles in determining the geometrical features of the BH
images. As we initially envisioned, the radiating accreting matters are distributed within a CA, and
the radial coordinates of the boundaries of the CA are rCA

inn and rCA
out . The kth order transfer function

can be employed to determine the inner and outer boundary curves of the kth order BH image, the
BH image plotted only based on the kth order lightlike geodesics emitted from the CA. In fact,
starting from the following two equations

h (ιk(α, θ0), b) = rCA
inn , h (ιk(α, θ0), b) = rCA

out , (4.20)

two curves on the observational screen could be plotted, and since the kth order transfer function
is monotonically increasing as b increases, the fact that the radial coordinate re of the emitting
points satisfies rCA

inn ⩽ re ⩽ rCA
out means that the radial coordinate b of the receiving points on the

observational screen should satisfy

bCA
min(α, θ0, k) ⩽ b ⩽ bCA

max(α, θ0, k), (4.21)

where b = bCA
min(α, θ0, k) and b = bCA

max(α, θ0, k) are the solutions to the two equations in (4.20),
respectively. Consequently, for the kth order BH image, the luminosities in the regions b <

bCA
min(α, θ0, k) and b > bCA

max(α, θ0, k) ought to be zero. Furthermore, in the same manner, the
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(c) The third order, θ0 = π/3
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(d) The first order, θ0 = 4π/9
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(e) The second order, θ0 = 4π/9
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Figure 15: The isoradial curves of the first three order BH images for different re in the CA models
of optically and geometrically thin accretion with rCA

inn = 2.5m and rCA
out = 13m. The red and blue

lines represent the two boundary curves of the BH images.

isoradial curve for a fixed re can also be plotted based on eq. (4.19), and obviously, the boundary
curves of the kth order BH image are just two particular isoradial curves. The isoradial curves of
the first three order BH images for different re are shown in Figure 15, from which, it is known that
the shape of isoradial curves in a BH image depends on the order of the image and the inclination
angle θ0 of the observer, and it has nothing to do with the emission pattern of the CA. In addition,
by following the method in ref. [44], it can be proved that for the third and higher order BH images,
the regions between the two boundary curves are greatly demagnified, and all their isoradial curves
are concentrated near b = bcri. Hence, in general, the shadow of a BH image in the CA accretion
models should refer to the union of the two regions surrounded by the inner boundary curves of the
first two order BH images, and in view that both the two curves are dependent on rCA

inn , the size and
shape of the shadow will change with the variation of the inner boundary of the CA. As displayed
in Figure 15, the shadow luminosity in the narrow region on the right side of the y′-axis does not go
to zero, so as the inner boundary of the CA varies, the shadow of a BH image in the CA accretion
models usually bears two or three main separate parts, which is different from the case in the disk
accretion models. If the contributions from the third and higher order lightlike geodesics to the BH
image are totally omitted, the luminosity of each part of the shadow is zero.

After the transfer functions in the CA accretion models are presented, we will next embark on
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the derivation of the observed integrated intensity. Starting from the formulas in refs. [19, 44], the
evaluation of the observed specific intensity Io(νo) at the frequency νo along a lightlike geodesic is
not difficult. Since the accreting matters are assumed to be optically and geometrically thin in the
CA accretion models, the emitted specific intensity could be denoted as

Ie(re, νe) with rCA
inn ⩽ re ⩽ rCA

out , (4.22)

where νe is the emission frequency in the rest frame of the emitter. Along the considered lightlike
geodesic, based on the established identity

Ie(re, νe)

ν3e
=

Io(νo)

ν3o
, (4.23)

the observed specific intensity Io(νo) is given as

Io(νo) = g3Ie(re, νe) (4.24)

with g := νo/νe as the redshift factor. Thus, similarly to the formula (3.2), by integrating Io(νo)

with respect to the frequency νo, the integrated intensity of radiation on the observational screen is
derived,

Fo =

∫ +∞

0
Io(νo)dνo = g4

∫ +∞

0
Ie(re, νe)dνe. (4.25)

In the above equation, re is the radial coordinate of the emitting points, and since the observed
integrated intensity should be a sum of the intensities contributed by the lightlike geodesics of all
orders, it can be evaluated by inserting eqs. (4.19) and (4.21), namely,

Fo =
+∞∑
k=1

g4
∫ +∞

0
Ie(re, νe)dνe

∣∣∣∣
re=h(ιk(α,θ0),b)

, bCA
min(α, θ0, k) ⩽ b ⩽ bCA

max(α, θ0, k), (4.26)

where one needs to note that the redshift factor g is also a function of re. As seen from eqs. (4.4)
and (4.18), the above result actually provides the analytical method for evaluating the observed in-
tegrated intensity, and it is the generalization of the corresponding one in ref. [44]. This result once
again clearly shows that for each order BH image in the CA accretion models, the luminosity in
the region surrounded the boundary curves is non-zero. In addition, differently from the case in the
SS accretion models, the above expression of Fo does not involve bCA

min(α, θ0, k) and bCA
max(α, θ0, k),

which implies that the radial positions of the boundaries of the CA do not influence the luminosities
of the bright regions in the BH images.

In what follows, we will derive the redshift factors in the static, infalling, and rotating CA
models of optically and geometrically thin accretion. Simple calculations indicate that the four-
velocities of the static, infalling, and roatating emitters are [36, 41, 45, 52, 53], respectively,

uµes = (u0es, 0, 0, 0), (4.27)

uµef = (u0ef, u
r
ef, 0, 0), (4.28)

uµer = (u0er, 0, 0, u
φ
er) (4.29)
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with

u0es =
c√

1− 2m

re

, u0ef =
ECA

c

(
1− 2m

re

) , uref = −c

√
(ECA)2

c4
−
(
1− 2m

re

)
, (4.30)

u0er =
c√

1− 3m

re

, uφer =
Ω√

1− 3m

re

=

c

√
m

r3e√
1− 3m

re

, (4.31)

where in the infalling model, if rCA
ini is the coordinate of the initial radial position of the accretion

matters, there is

ECA := c2

√
1− 2m

rCA
ini

, (4.32)

and in the rotating model, Ω := dφer/dter = c
√

m/r3e is the angular velocity of the rotating
emitters. For the rotating model, if the accreting matters are rotating in opposite direction, the
angular velocity should be Ω = −c

√
m/r3e . By following the similar rule in sec. 3, the subscripts

“s” , “f”, and “r” represent that the corresponding quantities are defined in the static, infalling, and
rotating models, respectively. These results show that the inner boundary of the CA in the static
or infalling model could extend to r = 2m whereas in the rotating model, it could only extend to
r = 3m, which leads that the area of the smallest shadow in the former model is less than that in
the latter model. Before the formal evaluation of the redshift factor, the equation of the lightlike
geodesic xµ(λ) needs to be reconsidered because its entire path is not in the equatorial plane (plane
Oxy). Thus, as a result, equations (2.6)–(2.9) should be slightly modified. In the Schwarzschild
coordinate system displayed in Figure 13, the spherical polar coordinates are (ct, r, θ, φ). Based
on the fact that the four-momentum pµ = dxµ/dλ of photons is a lightlike vector and there are four
killing vector fields (cf. eqs. (2.2)–(2.5)) in the Schwarzschild spacetime, the equations satisfied by
pµ are

0= gαβ
dxα

dλ
dxβ

dλ
= −

(
1− 2m

r

)
c2
(

dt
dλ

)2

+

(
dr
dλ

)2

1− 2m

r

+r2

[(
dθ
dλ

)2

+ sin2 θ

(
dφ
dλ

)2
]
, (4.33)

−E = gαβε
α
0 p

β = −c2
(
1− 2m

r

)
dt
dλ

, (4.34)

L1 = gαβε
α
1 p

β = −r2 sinφ
dθ
dλ

− r2 sin θ cos θ cosφ
dφ
dλ

, (4.35)

L2 = gαβε
α
2 p

β = r2 cosφ
dθ
dλ

− r2 sin θ cos θ sinφ
dφ
dλ

, (4.36)

L3 = gαβε
α
3 p

β = r2 sin2 θ
dφ
dλ

, (4.37)
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Figure 16: Function images of Ie(re) for the three emission patterns presented in ref. [44], where
in each image, Ie(re) is normalized to the maximum value I0 outside the horizon, and the outer
boundary of the CA is set to be rCA

out = 10m. For the first emission pattern, the image in Panel (a)
is applicable to the static and infalling models, whereas the image in Panel (b) is applicable to the
rotating model.

where E, L1, L2, and L3 are the conserved quantities related to the energy and the components
of the angular momentum of photons. At infinity, if the coordinate time is represented by t̃, from
eq. (4.34), there is E/c2 = dt̃/dλ. A straightforward check suggests that

L1

E
c2 =−r2 sinφ

dθ
dt̃

− r2 sin θ cos θ cosφ
dφ
dt̃

, (4.38)

L2

E
c2 = r2 cosφ

dθ
dt̃

− r2 sin θ cos θ sinφ
dφ
dt̃

, (4.39)

L3

E
c2 = r2 sin2 θ

dφ
dt̃

(4.40)

could be exactly identified as the components of the angular momentum of the photons at infinity,
and thus, the magnitude of the angular momentum ought to be

L

E
c2 = r2

[(
dθ
dt̃

)2

+ sin2 θ

(
dφ
dt̃

)2
]1/2

. (4.41)

By applying E/c2 = dt̃/dλ again, the desired result is achieved,

L2

r2
= r2

[(
dθ
dλ

)2

+ sin2 θ

(
dφ
dλ

)2
]
. (4.42)

With this result, after plugging it into eq. (4.33) and then employing eq. (4.34), the formulas similar
to those in eqs. (2.9) are derived, namely,

p0 =
E

c

(
1− 2m

r

) ,

pr = ±L

b

√
1− b2

r2

(
1− 2m

r

) (4.43)

with b = cL/E as the impact parameter of the geodesics, where the sign +(−) indicates that
photons go away from (approach) the BH. Now, we are in a position to derive the expressions of
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the redshift factors. As implied earlier, the spatial coordinates of the observer are (+∞, θ0, 0), and
then, his four-velocity is

uµo = (c, 0, 0, 0). (4.44)

With the four-velocities of the observer and emitter, by virtue of eqs. (4.27)–(4.32) and (4.44), the
redshift factors in the three models are given by

gs =
−pµu

µ
o

−pνuνes
=

1

u0es/c
=

√
1− 2m

re
, (4.45)

g
(outw)
f =

−pµu
µ
o

−pνuνef
=

1

u0ef
c

−
(
−pr
p0

)(outw) uref
c

=

(
1− 2m

re

)(√
1− 2m

rCA
ini

+

√
1− b2

r2e

(
1− 2m

re

)√
2m

re
− 2m

rCA
ini

)−1

, (4.46)

g
(inw)
f =

−pµu
µ
o

−pνuνef
=

1

u0ef
c

−
(
−pr
p0

)(inw) uref
c

=

(
1− 2m

re

)(√
1− 2m

rCA
ini

−

√
1− b2

r2e

(
1− 2m

re

)√
2m

re
− 2m

rCA
ini

)−1

, (4.47)

gr =
−pµu

µ
o

−pνuνer
=

1

u0er

c
+

pφ
p0

uφer

c

=

√
1− 3m

re

(
1 +

√
m

r3e
b sinα sin θ0

)−1

, (4.48)

where once again we adopt the rule that for a physical quantity A defined on the lightlike geodesic,
(A)(outw) or (A)(inw) represents that it takes values at points on the outward or inward segment of
the geodesic, respectively. In the above derivations, the following identities

p0 =−E

c
= −L

b
, (4.49)(

−p0
pr

)(outw)

=−
(
−p0
pr

)(inw)

=
1√

1− b2

r2e

(
1− 2m

re

) , (4.50)

(
−pr
p0

)(outw)

=−
(
−pr
p0

)(inw)

=

√
1− b2

r2e

(
1− 2m

re

)
1− 2m

re

, (4.51)

pφ
p0

= b sinα sin θ0 (4.52)

have been utilized. The first three identities can be directly obtained from eqs. (4.43) and the
definition of the impact parameter b, and the last one needs to be deduced with the aid of the
geometric configuration presented in Figure 13. Here, for convenience, the radial coordinate of the
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observer is redenoted by r0, and in the previous statements, because he is so far away from the BH,
we have set it to be +∞. As displayed in Figure 13, at the receiving point Po, the position and
velocity vectors of photons are

r= r0eOO′ + beO′Po , (4.53)

v= ceOO′ , (4.54)

and then, by eq. (4.9), the angular momentum of the photons is furnished by

r × v = bc(cos θ0 sinαex − cosαey − sin θ0 sinαez). (4.55)

On the basis of the previous argument, L3c
2/E is just the z-component of the angular momentum

of the photons at infinity, so there is

L3

E
c2 = −bc sin θ0 sinα ⇒ pφ

p0
= −L3

E
c = b sin θ0 sinα. (4.56)

According to formulas (4.45)–(4.48), the redshift factors in the static and rotating CA models
are easily handled, and the direct substitution of the redshift factors (4.45) and (4.48) in eq. (4.26)
gives rise to the observed integrated intensities in these two models,

Fos =

+∞∑
k=1

g4s

∫ +∞

0
Ie(re, νe)dνe

∣∣∣∣
re=h(ιk(α,θ0),b)

, bCA
min(α, θ0, k) ⩽ b ⩽ bCA

max(α, θ0, k), (4.57)

For =
+∞∑
k=1

g4r

∫ +∞

0
Ie(re, νe)dνe

∣∣∣∣
re=h(ιk(α,θ0),b)

, bCA
min(α, θ0, k) ⩽ b ⩽ bCA

max(α, θ0, k). (4.58)

As a contrast, the calculation of the redshift factor in the infalling model is a little subtle. When the
radiating accreting matters radially move in towards the BH, the evaluation of the redshift factor
along a lightlike geodesic is dependent on whether the emitting point is on the inward or outward
segment. Obviously, for a lightlike geodesic with b < bcri, photons are always moving away from
the BH, which means that one only needs to choose formula (4.46) in this case. However, when
b > bcri, the situation becomes complicated because the emitting point of the geodesic may be on
the pre- or post-pericenter branch. Thus, while the orbit pericenter of a lightlike geodesic coincides
with its emitting point, how to determine the value of its impact parameter is crucial. As shown in
Figure 13, for a kth order lightlike geodesic with b > bcri emitted from the point Pe to the point Po,
according to eq. (2.41), the total change of the azimuthal angle ϕ in the orbit plane PeOO′ is

|∆ϕ| = 2

√
2

X3 −X1
[K (klar)− F (ϑlarI(0), klar)] , (4.59)

and then, the azimuthal angle coordinate of the orbit pericenter of the geodesic should be ϕ2 =

|∆ϕ|/2. From Figure 4a and eq. (2.43), it is known that as b increases from bcri to +∞, ϕ2 will
decrease from +∞ to π/2. As stated above, we need to consider a particular kth order light-
like geodesic whose orbit pericenter coincides with the emitting point, which demands that the
azimuthal angle coordinate ϕe of the emitting point Pe ought to satisfy

ϕe = ιk(α, θ0) = ϕ2 =
|∆ϕ|
2

, (4.60)

– 37 –



(a) Static model (b) Infalling model (c) Infalling model (d) Rotating model

(e) Static model (f) Infalling model (g) Infalling model (h) Rotating model

Figure 17: The BH images observed by a distant observer with θ0 = π/3 (top row) and θ0 = 4π/9

(bottom row) for the first emission pattern in the static, infalling and rotating CA models of optically
and geometrically thin accretion. The four images in the infalling model are plotted for rCA

ini = 10m

(second column) and rCA
ini = +∞ (third column).

and through solving this equation, the impact parameter bhal(α, θ0, k) of this particular lightlike
geodesic is obtained. Based on these discussions, we can now write the redshift factor in the
infalling model. Let us first express the observed integrated intensity in the following form,

Fof =
+∞∑
k=1

g4f

∫ +∞

0
Ie(re, νe)dνe

∣∣∣∣
re=h(ιk(α,θ0),b)

, bCA
min(α, θ0, k) ⩽ b ⩽ bCA

max(α, θ0, k). (4.61)

For a kth order lightlike geodesic, the fact that the azimuthal angle coordinate ϕ2 of its orbit peri-
center is a monotonically decreasing function of the impact parameter b leads thatϕ2 ⩾ ϕe ⇒ gf = g

(outw)
f , for b ⩽ bhal(α, θ0, k),

ϕ2 < ϕe ⇒ gf = g
(inw)
f , for b > bhal(α, θ0, k),

(4.62)

and more specifically, the redshift factor in the infalling model could be presented as follows.

• When bCA
max(α, θ0, k) < bhal(α, θ0, k), there is

gf = g
(outw)
f , bCA

min(α, θ0, k) ⩽ b ⩽ bCA
max(α, θ0, k). (4.63)

• When bCA
min(α, θ0, k) ⩽ bhal(α, θ0, k) ⩽ bCA

max(α, θ0, k), there is

gf =

g
(outw)
f , for bCA

min(α, θ0, k) ⩽ b ⩽ bhal(α, θ0, k),

g
(inw)
f , for bhal(α, θ0, k) < b ⩽ bCA

max(α, θ0, k).
(4.64)

– 38 –



(a) Static model (b) Infalling model (c) Infalling model (d) Rotating model

(e) Static model (f) Infalling model (g) Infalling model (h) Rotating model

Figure 18: The BH images observed by a distant observer with θ0 = π/3 (top row) and θ0 = 4π/9

(bottom row) for the second emission pattern in the static, infalling and rotating CA models of
optically and geometrically thin accretion. The four images in the infalling model are plotted for
rCA

ini = 10m (second column) and rCA
ini = +∞ (third column).

• When bhal(α, θ0, k) < bCA
min(α, θ0, k), there is

gf = g
(inw)
f , bCA

min(α, θ0, k) ⩽ b ⩽ bCA
max(α, θ0, k). (4.65)

What needs to be emphasized is that under the case of 0 ⩽ α ⩽ π/2 or 3π/2 ⩽ α < 2π for k = 1,
equations (2.43), (4.5), (4.6), and (4.17) imply

π

2
− θ0 ⩽ ϕe ⩽

π

2
⇒ ϕ2 ⩾ π/2 ⩾ ϕe ⇒ gf = g

(outw)
f , (4.66)

and since the practical calculation suggests that bhal(α, θ0, 1) tends to infinity, equation (4.63) is
actually applicable to this case. In addition, we will further prove that

bcri ≲ bhal(α, θ0, k) < 6m, for k ⩾ 2. (4.67)

The proof is easy because for a particular kth (k ⩾ 2) order lightlike geodesic whose orbit peri-
center coincides with the emitting point, eqs. (4.18) and (4.60) indicate that

ϕe ⩾ (k − 1)π ⇒ |∆ϕ| ⩾ 2(k − 1)π ⩾ 2π, (4.68)

and (4.67) can immediately be read off from Figure 4a.
Given the formulas (4.57), (4.58), and (4.61), one is able to evaluate the integrated intensities

on the screen of a distant observer in the three models once the emitted specific intensity Ie(re, νe)
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(a) Static model (b) Infalling model (c) Infalling model (d) Rotating model

(e) Static model (f) Infalling model (g) Infalling model (h) Rotating model

Figure 19: The BH images observed by a distant observer with θ0 = π/3 (top row) and θ0 =

4π/9 (bottom row) for the third emission pattern in the static, infalling and rotating CA models of
optically and geometrically thin accretion. The four images in the infalling model are plotted for
rCA

ini = 10m (second column) and rCA
ini = +∞ (third column).

in the rest frame of the emitter is known. Thus, the analytical algorithm for generating and analyz-
ing the BH images in the static, infalling, and rotating CA models of optically and geometrically
thin accretion is available, and one could plot the corresponding BH images by means of math-
ematical softwares. In general, the regions between the two boundary curves of the fourth and
higher order BH images are extremely demagnified so that all their isoradial curves are difficult
to distinguish, which implies that the contributions from the emissions of these orders to the BH
image are negligible, and consequently, when plotting a BH image in the CA models, one only
needs to take the first three order emissions into account. Like the case in the SS models, we also
assume that the emission is monochromatic with rest-frame frequency ν0, namely,

Ie(re, νe) = Ie(re)δ(νe − ν0), (4.69)

and then, by inserting it into eq. (4.57), (4.58), (4.61), and (4.63)–(4.65), the corresponding inte-
grated intensities observed by the observer in the three models are achieved. The next task of this
section is to take the three emission patterns provided in ref. [44] as example to analyze the geomet-
rical features and the luminosity variations of the BH images in the CA models, and the function
images of Ie(re) in these emission patterns are shown in Figure 16. By applying the algorithm con-
structed in this section, the BH images for the three emission patterns are plotted in Figures 17–19.
We will first pay attention to the shadow luminosity. All the BH images in Figures 17–19 confirm
the previous conclusions that as the inner boundary of the CA varies, the shadow of a BH image in
the CA accretion models usually bears two or three main separate parts and the luminosity of each
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part is zero if the contributions from the third and higher order lightlike geodesics to the BH image
are totally omitted. In addition, from these images, one could also find that the area of the dark
region on the right side will increase as the inclination angle θ0 of the observer increases.

As to the luminosity comparison outside the shadow between different CA models, based on
the expressions of Fos, Fof, and For, we need to write

Fof − Fos =

3∑
k=1

Rcfs(k)g
4
s Ie(re)

∣∣∣∣
re=h(ιk(α,θ0),b)

, for bCA
min(α, θ0, k)⩽ b⩽ bCA

max(α, θ0, k), (4.70)

For − Fos =
3∑

k=1

Rcrs(k)g
4
s Ie(re)

∣∣∣∣
re=h(ιk(α,θ0),b)

, for bCA
min(α, θ0, k)⩽ b⩽ bCA

max(α, θ0, k), (4.71)

where the functions Rcfs(k) and Rcrs(k) are defined by

Rcfs(k) =
g4f
g4s

− 1

∣∣∣∣
re=h(ιk(α,θ0),b)

, Rcrs(k) =
g4r
g4s

− 1

∣∣∣∣
re=h(ιk(α,θ0),b)

. (4.72)

From eqs. (4.45)–(4.48) and (4.62)–(4.65), the expressions of the above two functions are

Rcfs(k) =




√

1− 2m

re√
1− 2m

rCA
ini

+

√
1− b2

r2e

(
1− 2m

re

)√
2m

re
− 2m

rCA
ini


4

−1, for b ⩽ bhal(α, θ0, k),


√
1− 2m

re√
1− 2m

rCA
ini

−

√
1− b2

r2e

(
1− 2m

re

)√
2m

re
− 2m

rCA
ini


4

−1, for b > bhal(α, θ0, k),

(4.73)

Rcrs(k) =


√
1− 3m

re√
1− 2m

re

(
1 +

√
m

r3e
b sinα sin θ0

)


4

−1 (4.74)

with re = h (ιk(α, θ0), b). An obvious feature of BH images in the CA accretion models is that
the observed integrated intensities and the redshift factors in the bright regions have nothing to
do with the radial positions of the boundaries of the CA, and in addition, the expressions of the
redshift factors even do not depend on the details of the emission patterns, which is different from
the case in the SS accretion models. Consequently, according to eqs. (4.70)–(4.72), the behaviors
of the functions Rcfs(k) and Rcrs(k) can directly reflect the luminosity variations between differ-
ent CA models. The images of these two functions based on the first and second order emissions
for θ0 = π/3 and θ0 = 4π/9 are presented in Figures 20 and 21, respectively, and in view that
their expressions are not dependent of the details of the emission patterns, the ranges of re appear-
ing in eqs. (4.73) and (4.74) are extended beyond those in the three emission patterns. Starting
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Figure 20: Behaviors of the functions Rcfs(k) and Rcrs(k) for θ0 = π/3 based on the first (top row)
and second (bottom row) order emissions. The four images of Rcfs(k) are plotted for rCA

ini = 10m

(first column) and rCA
ini = +∞ (second column).

from Figures 20 and 21, the features of the luminosity variations between different CA models are
summarized as follows.

• For the first order BH image, when 0 ⩽ α ⩽ π/2 and 3π/2 ⩽ α < 2π, the luminosities in
the infalling model are always lower than those in the static model, and the luminosities in
the infalling model will decrease as rCA

ini increases;

• For the kth order BH image with rCA
inn < rpho, in the small region b ≳ bCA

min(α, θ0, k), the lumi-
nosity in the infalling model is always lower than that in the static model, and the luminosity
in the infalling model will decrease as rCA

ini increases;

• For the kth order BH image with sufficiently large outer boundary, in the small region b ≲
bCA

max(α, θ0, k), the luminosity in the infalling model is higher than that in the static model,
and the luminosity in the infalling model will increase as rCA

ini increases, where note that the
region mentioned above in the first order BH image needs to be excluded;

• For the kth order BH image, when 0 ⩽ α < π or π ⩽ α < 2π, the luminosity in the rotating
model is, respectively, lower or higher than that in the static model, and the angular position
of the peak luminosity is near α = 3π/2 in the rotating model.

The reason for the discrepancies of BH images between different CA models should also be
attributed to the doppler effects. For the infalling model, if the inner boundary of the CA is suffi-
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Figure 21: Behaviors of the functions Rcfs(k) and Rcrs(k) for θ0 = 4π/9 based on the first
(top row) and second (bottom row) order emissions. The four images of Rcfs(k) are plotted for
rCA

ini = 10m (first column) and rCA
ini = +∞ (second column).

ciently small, the observed integrated intensities in the small regions b ≳ bCA
min(α, θ0, k) of the BH

images are contributed by those lightlike geodesics with gf = g
(outw)
f , which leads that Rcfs(k) ⩽ 0,

so that the doppler effects will weaken the observed luminosities. On the contrary, when the outer
boundary of the CA is sufficiently large, the geodesics with gf = g

(inw)
f contribute the observed

integrated intensities in the small regions b ≲ bCA
max(α, θ0, k) of the BH images, and now, the result

Rcfs(k) ⩾ 0 implies that the doppler effects will strengthen the observed luminosities. As to the
rotating model, the previous conclusion can easily be validated from the expression of Rcrs(k),
and namely, in the region where the angular momentum of the photons at infinity with respect to
z-axis is positive/negative, the doppler effects will strengthen/weaken the observed luminosity of
the BH image. The BH images plotted for the three emission patterns shown in Figure 16 gener-
alize the corresponding results in ref. [44], and they constitute simple application examples of the
algorithm constructed in this section. For more realistic emission patterns, one only needs to insert
the expression of the emitted specific intensity into eqs. (4.57), (4.58), and (4.61) so as to evaluate
the observed integrated intensities in the static, infalling, and rotating CA models of optically and
geometrically thin accretion on a Schwarzschild BH, and then plot the BH images. Similarly to the
algorithm constructed in sec. 3, the algorithm in this section also has a good portability, and one
could also generalize it to explore the properties of the BH images for the CA models of optically
and geometrically thin accretion on other spherically symmetric BHs.
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5 Summary and discussions

Since the release of the images [1–14] of the supermassive BH at the centers of M87 galaxy and the
Milky Way, the visualization of BH becomes a significant research topic. It has been pointed out
that the analytical equations of lightlike geodesics could serve as useful tools for the visualization
of BH because when they are applied to the ray-tracing problems, the calculations are found to be
more accurate and considerably faster than commonly used numerical integrations [22, 25]. In this
paper, as a preliminary attempt, we make use of the analytical equations of lightlike geodesics in
Schwarzschild spacetime to construct the algorithms for generating and analyzing the BH images
in the SS and CA accretion models.

As the first purpose of this paper, to facilitate the applications, the orbit equation of the lightlike
geodesics through any fixed spatial point is expressed in terms of the impact parameter. Initially,
the orbit equation of the lightlike geodesics through a spatial point (r0, 0, φ0) is cast in the form of
φ − φ0 = F(r, b, r0). It is shown that when b > bcri, F(r, b, r0) is a piecewise function with two
branches, which could cause ambiguities in applications [22]. In order to circumvent the difficulty,
for a lightlike geodesic with b > bcri, the original orbit equations related to the two branches of
F(r, b, r0) are converted to the form of r = G(φ−φ0, b, r0) with the aid of Jacobi elliptic functions,
and since the two new orbit equations are proved to be identical in this case, the branch ambiguities
disappear. Finally, after φ − φ0 = F(r, b, r0) under the cases b < bcri and b = bcri are also recast
as such form in the same way, we obtain the orbit equation of the lightlike geodesics through any
fixed spatial point in terms of the impact parameter.

As the second purpose of this paper, an analytical algorithm to generate and analyze the BH
images in the static and infalling SS models of optically thin accretion is constructed, and these
two SS accretion models are the extensions of the corresponding spherical accretion models in
ref. [30]. In view that the radiating accreting matters are usually located within a SS around the
BH, and the infalling accreting matters can not freely fall from the infinity, it is very meaningful
to further investigate the properties of the BH images in the SS accretion models. Although the
backward ray tracing method [31] can be used to derive the integrated intensity on the screen of a
distant observer [34], the fact that the derivations always involve the integral along the considered
lightlike geodesic within the boundaries of the SS implies that the observed integrated intensity
will vary with the change of the boundaries of the SS. In the sec. 3 of this paper, through a detail
analysis, the formulas to calculate the observed integrated intensities for the SS with different
boundaries in the static and infalling models are presented. In applications, one only needs to
insert the expressions of the emissivity per unit volume in the rest frame of the emitter, so that the
observed integrated intensities on the screen of the observer are obtained.

To study the properties of the BH images in the static and infalling SS models of optically thin
accretion, the BH images for the monochromatic emission pattern with a 1/r2 radial profile are
plotted. These images unveil that although the shadow edge has nothing to do with the boundaries
of the SS, the observed luminosities of the BH images strongly depend on the behaviors of the
redshift factors between them. On the basis of an analysis on the redshift factors, the geometrical
features and luminosity variations of the BH images in the SS accretion models are summarized. It
is indicated that due to the existence of doppler effects, the observed luminosities of the BH images
in the infalling model are distinct from those in the static model. In addition, for the infalling
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model, the doppler effects will weaken the observed luminosities of the BH images in most cases,
whereas if bpea = bSS

min is sufficiently large under the case of rSS
inn > rpho, the doppler effects can

strengthen the observed luminosities of the images in the small region b ≳ bcri, which could be
viewed as a notable feature of the BH images for the infalling SS accretion model.

As the third purpose of this paper, an analytical algorithm to generate and analyze the BH
images in the static, infalling, and rotating CA models of optically and geometrically thin accretion
is constructed, and this algorithm generalizes the numerical one for the static disk accretion model
in ref. [44]. The reason why the results in ref. [44] need to be generalized is because of the highly
idealized nature of the physical scenarios. In realistic situations, the radiating accreting matters
are normally located within a CA centered at the center of the BH and may radially move towards
or orbit around the BH. Moreover, in general, the observer should not always view the accretion
disk at the face-on orientation. In refs. [36, 42, 43], the rotating disk accretion model has been
addressed, and it is motivated by the techniques in these references that the generalization of the
method in ref. [44] to more realistic physical scenarios is viable.

When the CA filled with the radiating accreting matters lies in the equatorial plane, and a
distant observer views it at a definite inclination angle, how to determine the transfer functions
establishing the connection between the emitting and receiving points of the considered lightlike
geodesic is a crucial issue. In the sec. 4 of this paper, by means of the analytical orbit equation of
the lightlike geodesics through the observer, the explicit forms of all the transfer functions are fully
presented in the algebraic manner, and compared with the similar result in ref. [36], ours are also
applicable to the geodesics with b ⩽ bcri. With the transfer functions, by following the preliminary
method in ref. [19, 44], the analytical formulas to derive the observed integrated intensities in the
CA accretion models are derived, and in applications, once the emitted specific intensity is given,
the observed integrated intensities can be evaluated.

The evaluation of the observed integrated intensities in the static, infalling, and rotating models
demands that the redshift factors appearing in the above formulas need to be taken into account.
Although the redshift factors in the static and rotating models are easily dealt with [36, 41, 44, 45],
the handling of the redshift factor in the infalling model is a little subtle. When the radiating
accreting matters radially move in towards the BH, the redshift factor is dependent on whether
the emitting point of the considered lightlike geodesic is on the inward or outward segment, which
implies that for a lightlike geodesic with two segments, while the orbit pericenter coincides with the
emitting point, how to determine the value of its impact parameter is crucial. In the present work,
we successfully overcome this difficulty and acquire the redshift factor in the infalling model with
the aid of the analytical orbit equation of the lightlike geodesics through the observer. After the
redshift factors are given, the algorithm to plot the BH images in the three CA accretion models is
available.

As application examples of the above algorithm, for each emission pattern in ref. [44], the BH
images in the static, infalling, and rotating CA models of optically and geometrically thin accretion
are presented, where note that when the images are plotted, only the first three order emissions
are considered because the contributions from the fourth and higher order emissions are totally
negligible. These images suggest that in the CA accretion models, the size of the shadow depends
on the boundaries of the CA, whereas the observed integrated intensities and the redshift factors in
the bright regions are not independent of them. In addition, the expressions of the redshift factors
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even have nothing to do with the details of the emission patterns. As a result, through a direct
analysis of the behaviors of the redshift factors, the geometrical features and luminosity variations
of the BH images in the CA accretion models are also summarized. Between the different CA
models, the reason for the discrepancies of BH images should also be attributed to the doppler
effects, and like the case in the infalling SS model, the doppler effects in the infalling or rotating CA
model could also weaken or strengthen the observed luminosities under different circumstances.

The BH images for the SS and CA accretion models are actually the generalizations of those
for the spherical and disk accretion models in refs. [30, 44], and they constitute application ex-
amples of the algorithms constructed in this paper. It is illuminated that the properties of the BH
shadows in the two types of models are completely different. In the SS accretion models, the
shadow is always a dark central region with non-zero luminosity, and its size has nothing to do
with the boundary of the SS. On the contrary, in the CA accretion models, the shadow usually
bears two or three main separate parts with zero luminosity, and its shape and size depend on the
inclination angle of the observer and the inner boundary of the CA, respectively. On the basis
of these conclusions, from a BH images, one can easily identify the nature of the accretion flow
around the BH. In fact, the algorithms in this paper provide the basic frameworks for calculating
the observed integrated intensities in the general SS and CA accretion models. When the accret-
ing matters undergo more complex motions or more realistic emission patterns are given, one can
further construct the extended algorithms so as to present the corresponding BH images and study
their properties. In addition, for some gravitational theories, if the analytical equations of lightlike
geodesics in spherically symmetric spacetimes have been available, the algorithms in this paper
can also be slightly extended to explore the visualization of BH in these theories.
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[25] G. Muñoz, Orbits of massless particles in the Schwarzschild metric: Exact solutions, Am. J. Phys. 82
(2014) 564.

– 47 –



[26] K. Saurabh and K. Jusufi, Imprints of dark matter on black hole shadows using spherical accretions,
Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) 490.

[27] X. Qin, S. Chen, and J. Jing, Image of a regular phantom compact object and its luminosity under
spherical accretions, Class. Quant. Grav. 38 (2021) 115008.

[28] K. Jusufi and Saurabh, Black hole shadows in Verlinde’s emergent gravity, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc.
503 (2021) 1310.

[29] A. He, J. Tao, Y. Xue, and L. Zhang, Shadow and photon sphere of black hole in clouds of strings and
quintessence, Chin. Phys. C 46 (2022) 065102.

[30] R. Narayan, M. D. Johnson, and C. F. Gammie, The Shadow of a Spherically Accreting Black Hole,
Astrophys. J. Lett. 885 (2019) L33.

[31] M. Jaroszynski and A. Kurpiewski, Optics near kerr black holes: spectra of advection dominated
accretion flows, Astron. Astrophys. 326 (1997) 419.

[32] F. H. Vincent, T. Paumard, E. Gourgoulhon, and G. Perrin, GYOTO: a new general relativistic
ray-tracing code, Class. Quant. Grav. 28 (2011) 225011.

[33] Z. Younsi, K. Wu, and S. V. Fuerst, General relativistic radiative transfer: formulation and emission
from structured tori around black holes, Astronomy & Astrophysics 545 (2012) A13.

[34] C. Bambi, Can the supermassive objects at the centers of galaxies be traversable wormholes? The
first test of strong gravity for mm/sub-mm very long baseline interferometry facilities, Phys. Rev. D 87
(2013) 107501.

[35] H.-Y. Pu, K. Yun, Z. Younsi, and S.-J. Yoon, Odyssey: A Public GPU-Based Code for
General-Relativistic Radiative Transfer in Kerr Spacetime, Astrophys. J. 820 (2016) 105.

[36] J.-P. Luminet, Image of a spherical black hole with thin accretion disk, Astron. Astrophys. 75 (1979)
228.

[37] G. Gyulchev, P. Nedkova, T. Vetsov, and S. Yazadjiev, Image of the Janis-Newman-Winicour naked
singularity with a thin accretion disk, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 024055.

[38] G. Gyulchev, P. Nedkova, T. Vetsov, and S. Yazadjiev, Image of the thin accretion disk around
compact objects in the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) 885.

[39] S. Paul, R. Shaikh, P. Banerjee, and T. Sarkar, Observational signatures of wormholes with thin
accretion disks, JCAP 03 (2020) 055.

[40] F. Rahaman, T. Manna, R. Shaikh, S. Aktar, and M. Mondal, Thin accretion disks around traversable
wormholes, Nucl. Phys. B. 972 (2021) 115548.

[41] C. Liu, L. Tang, and J. Jing, Image of the Schwarzschild black hole pierced by a cosmic string with a
thin accretion disk, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 31 (2022) 2250041.

[42] S. Guo, Y.-X. Huang, Y.-H. Cui, Y. Han, and Q.-Q. Jiang, Unveiling the unconventional optical
signatures of regular black holes within accretion disk, Eur. Phys. J. C 83 (2023) 1059.

[43] S. Hu, C. Deng, S. Guo, X. Wu, E. Liang, Observational signatures of Schwarzschild-MOG black
holes in scalar–tensor–vector gravity: images of the accretion disk, Eur. Phys. J. C 83 (2023) 264.

[44] S. E. Gralla, D. E. Holz, R. M. Wald, Black hole shadows, photon rings, and lensing rings, Phys. Rev.
D 100 (2019) 024018.

[45] S.-X. Tian and Z.-H. Zhu, Testing the Schwarzschildmetric in a strong field region with the event
horizon telescope, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 064001.

– 48 –



[46] C.-G. Huang, Lectures on General Relativity, Science Press, Beijing, China (2023) (in Chinese).

[47] M. Abramowitz and I. A. Stegun, Handbook of Mathematical Functions With Formulas, Graphs, and
Mathematical Tables, Courier Corporation, Washington, USA 1972.

[48] I. S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhik, Table of Integrals, Series, and Products, Academic Press, San
Diego, USA 2007.

[49] J. P. Boyd, Tracing multiple solution branches for nonlinear ordinary differential equations:
Chebyshev and Fourier spectral methods and a degree-increasing spectral homotopy [DISH], J. Sci.
Comput. 69 (2016) 1115.

[50] G. Gyulchev, J. Kunz, P. Nedkova, T. Vetsov, and S. Yazadjiev, Observational signatures of strongly
naked singularities: image of the thin accretion disk, Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) 1.

[51] T. Müller, Analytic observation of a star orbiting a Schwarzschild black hole, Gen. Relativ. and
Gravit. 41 (2009) 541.

[52] C. Bambi and E. Barausse, Constraining the quadrupole moment of stellar-mass black-hole
candidates with the continuum fitting method, Astrophys. J. 731 (2011) 121.

[53] C. Bambi, A code to compute the emission of thin accretion disks in non-Kerr space-times and test
the nature of black hole candidates, Astrophys. J. 761 (2012) 174.

– 49 –


	Introduction
	The analytical orbit equation of the lightlike geodesics through any fixed spatial point 
	An analytical algorithm for generating and analyzing the BH images in the static and infalling SS models of optically thin accretion 
	An analytical algorithm for generating and analyzing the BH images in the static, infalling, and rotating CA models of optically and geometrically thin accretion 
	Summary and discussions 

