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We consider and compare the Bondi and Novikov-Thorne accretion mechanisms in spherically
symmetric regular black holes. To do so, we model the dark matter distribution adopting two main
approaches. The first takes into account a cosmologically-inspired dark fluid, whose pressure turns
out to be constant, whereas the density and equation of state depend on the radial coordinate. The
second case employs an exponential dark matter energy distribution that describes the dark matter
cloud in the accretion process. Accordingly, we quantify the mass accreted by regular solutions with
the above information on the energy-momentum tensor and their luminosity and thermal properties,
derived from the background models. Numerical simulations of the accretion processes are then
reported, comparing regular black holes with Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter metrics.
In so doing, we consider the Hayward, Bardeen, Dymnikova and Fang-Wang solutions, where the
addiction of a further parameter determines regularity. Implications and physical consequences of
using the Novikov-Thorne and Bondi accretion backgrounds are thus critically discussed in varying
the free parameters of each spacetime.

I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes (BHs) are natural solutions to general rel-
ativity (GR), exhibiting horizons and thermodynamic
properties that have sparked significant speculations, es-
pecially after the first BH accretion image [1], and the
LIGO gravitational wave detection [2]. In particular,
thermodynamic properties of BHs are a very active re-
search area after the Bekenstein seminal paper [3].

Recently, a renewed interest in the study of regular
BHs (RBHs) gained more attention since, unlike tradi-
tional BHs, RBHs bypass the Penrose singularity the-
orems [4, 5], ensuring finite geometric invariants every-
where and avoiding singularities, while still exhibiting
horizons similar to classic BH solutions [6].

They are candidates to describe compact objects,
strong gravitational regimes, as well as associated ef-
fects such as quasi-periodic oscillations [7], quasi-normal
modes [8, 9], non-linear electrodynamic environments
[10, 11], quantum corrections [12, 13] and so on, see e.g.
[14].

The first inspired mathematical solution1 of RBH was

∗Electronic address: capozziello@na.infn.it
†Electronic address: s.gambino@ssmeridionale.it
‡Electronic address: orlando.luongo@unicam.it
1 The origin of RBHs can be traced back to the pioneering work by
Sakharov and Gliner [15, 16], who firstly introduced the idea of

proposed by Bardeen in Ref.[19], making use of a topo-
logical charge, q, and was followed by notable models
as the Dymnikova RBH [20], Hayward solution [21] and
others [11, 22, 23].

Accordingly, the study of compact objects has been
reformulated, including the concept of mimickers [24–27],
namely those objects that mime the BH properties being
non-necessarily real BHs.

In this respect, observations have led to study the in-
teraction of matter in the proximity of BHs, compact
objects and slightly mimickers.

In particular, the formation of accretion disks con-
tributing to the mass growth or the generation of rel-
ativistic jets and winds appear crucial both in presence
of absence of dark matter [28, 29].

Early studies of accretion, such as the Bondi work
in Newtonian gravity [30] and the Michel extension to
GR [31], explored accretion around spherically symmet-
ric objects such as the Schwarzschild BH. Later studies
included various BH solutions and exotic fluids, such as
phantom energy [32], and extended to RBHs [33, 34].

Typically, choosing different spacetimes leads to re-
markable differences in the accretion disks. Examples

a vacuum-like medium in a de Sitter metric. There, the concept
of a smooth behavior of the core, placed at the center, has been
explored, in analogy to de Sitter space, culminating in possible
de Sitter generalizations, see e.g. [17, 18].
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of different behaviors consist in effects due to tangential
pressure [35], effects related to the kind of dark matter
distribution [36], consequences related to metrics exhibit-
ing quadrupole [37], acceleration properties [38, 39], and
so forth, see e.g. [40, 41].

More in detail, we naively interpret at least two main
models to characterize accretion regions:

- The Novikov-Thorne model, in which the thin ac-
cretion disk lies in the equatorial plane, assumes
that particles in the disk move in nearly circular or-
bits. This model allows to evaluate the differential
luminosity emitted by the disk and the efficiency of
mass conversion into radiation [42].

- The Bondi model, distinct from the above, assumes
spherical symmetry and isotropy of the disk. Here,
the energy and angular momentum of the particle
in the accretion disk are conserved. The model also
allows the evaluation of the accretion disk luminos-
ity, which is linked to the Eddington luminosity
limit.

Hence, motivated by the above models, in this paper
we consider the accretion mechanism in spherical symme-
try for some RBH solutions, with the aim of distinguish-
ing those solutions from standard BHs. To characterize
the dark matter distribution, we pose two distinct prob-
lems: In the first case, we single out the well-established
dark fluid, surrounding the gravitational fields induced
by the RBH solutions. A dark fluid is a compelling
model mimicking the effects of a cosmological constant,
but turning out to be quite different from it. The fluid
is characterized by a constant pressure, quite more evi-
dent in laboratory on Earth, with a varying density and
an equation of state (EoS), w proportional to the in-
verse of density itself. The fluid has several applications
in cosmology [43, 44] and has been assumed as a possi-
ble way out to heal the cosmological constant problem,
see e.g. [45]. Hence, its importance in relativistic as-
trophysics is recently acquiring great relevance. Accord-
ingly, we study the effect of a dark fluid with constant
negative pressure and build on the formalism for rela-
tivistic spherical accretion [33]. Instead, for the second
approach, we identify the energy density profile and the
exponential profile depending only on the radial coordi-
nate, already seen in different work to describe a dark
matter cloud in accretion processes [35, 46]. We thus
apply such recipes to RBHs. Specifically, we examine
the Bardeen and Dymnikova BH solutions, which are
characterized by topological charges, as well as the Fan-
Wang and Hayward BH solutions, the latter being as-
sociated with vacuum energy. For each of these cases,
we quantify the mass accreted by these objects and their
associated luminosity and thermal properties. We show
that the theoretical formalism commonly used to derive
the accretion conservation equations remains consistent
when using the exponential density profile, while, when
using the dark fluid, the procedure requires some correc-
tion from the classical method given the particular EoS.

More precisely, our results suggest that for a dark fluid,
the critical point, which is typically of this accretion pro-
cess, deviates from the standard relativistic formulation,
where the polytropic EoS is commonly involved. Thus,
physical differences with respect to the standard poly-
tropic case are reported in detail, as well as a direct
comparison with the Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-
de Sitter solutions. Moreover, we compare the results
obtained in the Bondi accretion with those found in the
Novikov-Thorne model, showing the main departures be-
tween the two background theories and highlighting the
expected differences.

The paper is structured as follows: Sec. II introduces
the two fluids that we aim to investigate in this work.
Sec. III presents the general formalism for Bondi spheri-
cal accretion around compact objects using a spherically
symmetric metric and derives key relations from conser-
vation laws for the dark fluid case. Sec. IV reports
the formalism used to investigate the Novikov-Thorne
accretion model and derives the key relations for both
fluid cases. Sec. V discusses the RBH solutions used
in this study. Sec. VI presents numerical simulations
of Bondi accretion, comparing RBHs with Schwarzschild
and Schwarzschild-de Sitter BHs, first for the dark fluid
case and then for the exponential profile. In Sec. VII we
perform a similar analysis but for the Novikov-Thorne
model by modeling the two different accreting fluids for
all the RBH solutions considered and incorporating the
comparison with Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sit-
ter BHs. Finally, Sec. VIII explores the implications
of our findings in relation to observations and future
research. Throughout the text, we adopt units where
G = c = ℏ = 1.

II. THE ACCRETING FLUIDS

We here focus on the two typologies of fluids involved
here. In particular, we consider the case of dark fluid ac-
cretion plus the study of exponential density profile. The
first picture is cosmologically important [47, 48]. It refers
to a fully-degenerate model compared with the standard
ΛCDM model and can be arguable from scalar fields con-
siderations [43], having relevant consequences on the cos-
mological constant problem [45], inflation [44, 49] and
late-time cosmological evolution. Conversely, the expo-
nential distribution has been initially proposed in Ref.
[50] and by Sofue in Ref. [51, 52] to study the rota-
tional curves of galaxies. It was also severely investigated
in the frameworks of accretion disks [46, 53]. Modeling
dark matter with this profile has remarkable advantages
[54], especially if compared with other profiles, exhibit-
ing pathologies in central regions or discontinuities [35].
Below, we start with the dark fluid case and then, we
describe the exponential distribution.
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A. The dark fluid accretion

Here we derive the equations needed for the dark fluid
accretion process represented by the following EoS for
the pressure,

P = wρ = const, (1)

where w = w(r) is the state parameter or barotropic
factor2 depending only on r.
This EoS can be used to describe a model associated

with the dark fluid [55].

B. The exponential density profile

The other relevant case is offered by the exponential
density profile, first introduced in Ref. [51, 52] and ex-
tensively used in Refs. [35, 46, 53, 56–58] that appears
directly associated with the density of dark matter3.

The density is thus defined as

ρ(r) = ρ0e
−r/r0 , (2)

where ρ0 is a characteristic density, whereas r0 is the core
radius.

In the next sections, we will adopt these two cases to
study two accretion models and it will be explain in detail
how their behavior affects the type of accretion but also
the different results we can get.

III. BONDI SPHERICAL SYMMETRIC
ACCRETION AND RELATIVISTIC FLUID

FORMALISM

A. General formalism

In the context of Bondi accretion, we start by consid-
ering a generic spherically-symmetric spacetime

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +
dr2

B(r)
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2), (3)

where the two functions, A(r) ̸= B(r), represent posi-
tive definite quantities that depend only on the radial
coordinate r.

2 Usually, a barotropic factor is well-established if the EoS does not
depend on the temperature and entropy. Since this appears our
case, we may confuse the terms state parameter and barotropic
factors as it happens in cosmology.

3 Alternative perspectives, not explored in this work, include the
Navarro-Frenk-White profile [59], the phenomenological Burkert
profile [60], their extensions [61], the Einasto profile [62] and
several others, see e.g. [63, 64].

The accretion process around a BH requires the defini-
tion of an energy-momentum tensor and, accordingly, of
the kind of fluids around it. For a perfect fluid, we have

Tµν = (P + ρ)uµuν + Pgµν , (4)

where ρ is the energy density, P the pressure and uµ =
uµ(r) is the four-velocity vector, which is reduced within
a spherical symmetry to

uµ =
dxµ

dτ
= (ut, ur, 0, 0), (5)

with τ the proper time and uθ = 0 and uϕ = 0.
From the four-velocity normalization, we may express

ut in terms of ur as

uµu
µ = −A(r)(ut)2 +

1

B(r)
(ur)2 = −1, (6)

and, immediately, we obtain

ut = ±

√
(ur)2 +B(r)

A(r)B(r)
. (7)

To ensure causality, we choose from the two solutions
the one with a positive sign to ensure causality, which
corresponds to a backward condition. In this way, we
enforce a condition in which the fluid is flowing into the
BH rather than moving out of it.
For simplicity, it appears convenient to hereafter rede-

fine the radial velocity as ur = u and, thus, to take off
the superscript. Depending on the sign of u, we describe
two different physical processes,

- u > 0 corresponds to an outgoing flow,

- u < 0 represents an inflow, characteristic of accre-
tion.

To characterize the relativistic fluid accretion, we set θ =
π/2 to focus on the equatorial plane, where the metric

determinant simplifies to
√
−g = r2

√
A(r)B(r)−1.From

this, we can define:

- The conservation of the energy-momentum tensor,

Tµν
;µ =

1√
−g

∂r
(√

−gT rν
)
= 0 that leads to the

continuity equation,

(P + ρ)ur2
A(r)

B(r)

√
u2 +B(r) = C1, (8)

where C1 is an integration constant.

- The Euler equation consisting in the projection of
the conservation equation onto the four-velocity
vector, uµ, uµT

µν
;ν = uµ∂µρ + (P + ρ)∇µu

µ = 0,
that reads

ρ′

P + ρ
+

u′

u
+

A′

2A
+

B′

2B
+

2

r
= 0. (9)
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From the above relation, upon integration, imme-
diately the definition of velocity u can be found.

Please note that in this and in the above and fol-
lowing relations, ut is irrelevant, while u becomes
the quantity to handle later. We thus have

ur2

√
A(r)

B(r)
exp

(∫
dρ̃

P + ρ̃

)
= −C2, (10)

where C2 is an integration constant, chosen to be
negative, C2 < 0, to ensure an inward flow with
u < 0.

- Finally, the mass flux conservation Jµ is given by:

Jµ
;µ = (ρuµ);µ =

1√
−g

d

dr

(
Jr√−g

)
= 0, (11)

and, after the integration, we have

ρur2

√
A(r)

B(r)
= C3, (12)

with C3 another constant. In the above, we are
deriving the density that will be useful later.

By combining these results, we obtain two important re-
lations. From Eqs. (8) and (10), we find

(P + ρ)
√
u2 +B(r)

√
A(r)

B(r)
exp

(
−
∫

dρ̃

P + ρ̃

)
= C,

(13)
where C is a constant derived from C1 and C2. Addition-
ally, combining Eqs. (8) and (12), we derive the Bernoulli
equation:

P + ρ

ρ

√
A(r)

B(r)

√
u2 +B(r) = C4, (14)

with C4 being a constant determined by C1 and C3. Eq.
(14) is often used to derive the equation for locating the
critical point. In our analysis, as discussed in Subsec.
III B, we adopt an alternative approach to construct the
critical point for the case of dark fluid EoS. However, this
method will be later applied to the second case under
investigation, namely the exponential density profile in
Subsec. III C.

B. Bondi accretion with dark fluid equation of
state

Using the integral relations derived in Sec. IIIA, we
can express the unknown variables in terms of metric
functions and integration constants. This method, out-
lined in Ref. [33, 34], allows us to express the mass ac-

cretion rate Ṁ in terms of these variables, as pioneering
discussed in Ref. [32].

Isolating the radial velocity u in Eq. (13) and solving
the integral by Eq. (1), we compute the radial velocity,

u = ±

√
B(r)

A(r)
C2 −B(r) . (15)

Here, the negative sign is selected in order to model the
accretion process. The energy density ρ can then be ex-
pressed using Eq. (12) and, so, substituting the velocity
from Eq. (15), we obtain

ρ = −C3
r2

√
B(r)/A(r)√

B(r)
A(r)C2 −B(r)

. (16)

Both Eqs. (15) and (16) depend on some integration
constants, that can be singled out as later we will show
in the text, see Subsec. VIA. From their magnitudes, it is
thus possible to fix reasonable bounds over the observable
quantities that we are going to constrain.
Further, within the spherically symmetric accretion,

- a critical point can be identified where the fluid
transits from a subsonic to a supersonic regime,

- the aforementioned transition occurs when the ra-
dial velocity equals the speed of sound, a phe-
nomenon dubbed sonic point,

- in the relativistic extension of the Bondi accretion,
a critical point is also present but the fluid can
here become supersonic prior to reaching this criti-
cal point, indicating that the critical point does not
always coincide with the sonic point.

In our specific case, by virtue of Eq. (1), the speed of
sound is given by

c2s =
∂P

∂ρ
= 0 , (17)

namely, the dark fluid enables no sound perturbations
throughout the entire evolution of the fluid. This fluid is,
therefore, particularly relevant since it suggests a matter-
like component that can be mimicked by exotic scalar
fields [49, 65] or simply by ad hoc barotropic fluids [66].
Accordingly, the speed of sound vanishes at all scales,

thus implying that we need to extend the usual analysis
proposed in previous works through alternative evalua-
tion of the fluid properties, as it will be clarified later in
the following sections.

1. Mass accretion rate and disk luminosity

Let us now discuss the formula for Bondi accretion,
starting from the mass accretion rate Ṁ , which is derived
from the conservation of mass flux. We integrate the
mass flux over a two-dimensional surface [33] and obtain
the following equation:
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Ṁ = −
∫

dθdϕ
√
−gT r

0 . (18)

Focusing on the dark-fluid case, we derive the following
general expression:

Ṁdark fluid = −4πr2(P + ρ)
u
√
u2 +B(r)

A(r)B(r)
. (19)

This equation forms the basis of the first method, whose
reasoning will be elaborated later. Notably, it allows us
to recover a specific subcase of the accretion rate equa-
tion, used in prior studies. By applying Eq. (8) to Eq.
(19), we find:

Ṁspecial = 4πC2M2(P∞ + ρ∞) , (20)

where P∞ and ρ∞ represent the pressure and density at
infinity, i.e., where the variables reach their equilibrium
values. Assuming constant pressure, this further simpli-
fies to:

Ṁspecial = 4πC2M2(P + ρ(r)) . (21)

This accretion rate describes a scenario governed by a
cosmological constant Λ where the density, ρ, remains
constant. This becomes evident if we assume the veloc-
ity in Eq. (15) to be constant, u = const. Under this
assumption, the density expression in Eq. (16) also re-
mains constant, resulting in ρ = const.. Consequently, in
the specific case of Eq. (18), the mass accretion rate, Ṁ ,
is constant and reflects a universe dominated by a cosmo-
logical constant, satisfying the condition ρ = ρ∞ = const.

2. Critical points analysis

Despite the above limitation, related to the precise
form of the dark fluid EoS, a critical point still exists
at r = rcrit. Even though, at rcrit, the radial velocity
does not equate the sound speed, the relativistic nature
of this fluid allows us to identify a critical point that
depends on the geometry and properties of the specific
spacetime under exam, rather than on the pressure P ,
which instead turns out to be a constant across the en-
tire accretion process.

As done in previous works [32, 33], we can redefine the
sound speed with this new variable:

V 2 =
d ln(P + ρ)

d ln ρ
− 1 . (22)

However, the latter does not work well with an EoS with
constant pressure and can even lead to discontinuities
as we will discuss in Subsec. VIA 1. Hence, in lieu of
using Eq. (22) to derive the conventional equation for
the critical point, following for example the procedure
reported in Ref. [34]), we notice that,

- V 2 remains positive only near the inner region.

- It turns to negative values as we move outward.

From the second condition, we argue that by construc-
tion V 2 cannot be positive everywhere, regardless the
EoS, as this does not hold in our case. Indeed, this stands
in contrasts with other EoS, such as a polytropic one or
the one chosen by the work mentioned above, where an
EoS of the type P (r) = wρ(r), with w = const is chosen.
Since V 2 has to remain positive for physical consis-

tency, we identify a small region where V 2 takes neg-
ative values, requiring a redefinition. By analyzing its
behavior, we find a point—unrelated to any sonic tran-
sition of the fluid—where V 2 changes sign, transitioning
from negative to positive. Therefore, we can still refer to
this as a critical point, as it marks the region where V 2

requires redefinition, which we implement as follows:

V 2 > 0, r < rcrit , (23)

V 2 < 0, r > rcrit → V 2 → −V 2 . (24)

At this stage, we can now wonder whether the condi-
tion V 2 = 0 can help to constrain some of the unbounded
integration constants.
In Subsec. VIA, we will report a detailed choice for

these quantities.

C. Bondi accretion with exponential density profile

Let us now discuss the second fluid under investigation:
a fluid with an exponential density profile. We now de-
rive the radial velocity and pressure profiles. Specifically,
starting from Eq. (12), we express the velocity explicitly
by solving w.r.t. u:

u =
C3
ρr2

√
B(r)

A(r)
. (25)

This expression for the velocity is then substituted into
Eq. (8) to determine the pressure profile, yielding

P =

[
C3/C1√

C2
3/ρ

2r4 +A(r)
− 1

]
ρ . (26)

1. Mass accretion rate and disk luminosity

For the second case, which involves accretion modeled
by an exponential density profile, we start from Eq. (20)
and generalize it for any relation of the form P = P (ρ),
which includes our scenario. Thus, we can write:

Ṁexponential = 4πC2M2(P∞ + ρ∞)

= 4πC2M2(P (r) + ρ(r)) . (27)

Now, to describe the luminosity, we use the expres-
sion of Eddington luminosity. This limit indicates the
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maximum luminosity above which the radiation pressure
exceeds the gravitational attraction, halting the accre-
tion process [67]. It is derived by equating the gravita-
tional force acting on a proton to the radiation pressure
force exerted by a luminous source. Since radiation in-
teracts primarily with electrons via Thomson scattering,
the electrostatic coupling between electrons and protons
ensures that the entire plasma feels the effect.

The result is the following expression:

LEdd =
4πGMmp

σT
, (28)

where mp is the mass of the proton, and σT is the Thom-
son cross-section.

To account for the efficiency of converting accreted
mass into radiation, we introduce an efficiency param-
eter ηeff , typically around 0.1. The final expression for
the luminosity is:

L = ηeffṀ , (29)

with Ṁ given by Eq. (19) for the first case and Eq. (27)
for the second case.

2. Critical points analysis

In order to highlight the main differences with respect
to the first case, let us perform a critical point analysis
to determine a critical or sonic point, where the accreting
fluid transits from subsonic to supersonic flow.

Notably, as observed in the relativistic case, this tran-
sition can sometimes occur before reaching the critical
point, i.e., the reason to refer to this as critical point.

Here, since the sound speed is non-zero, it can be easily
derived directly from Eq. (26), as

c2s =
C3/C1

[C2
3/ρ

2r4 +A(r)]
3/2

(
2C2

3

ρ2r4
+A(r)

)
− 1 . (30)

To obtain the critical point expression, following Ref.
[31], we require a combination of all the other conser-
vation laws.

To do so, we can take the logarithmic derivatives of
Eq. (12)-(14), combining them and using the variable
V 2 introduced in Eq. (22).

We then obtain the following equation for the critical
point rc[

(V 2 − 1)− u2

u2 +B

]
du

u
+

[
(V 2 − 1)

(
A′

2A
− B′

2B

)
+
2

r
V 2 − B′

2(u2 +B)

]
dr = 0 . (31)

The critical point is determined by setting both of the
bracketed terms to zero simultaneously, leading to the

following system of equations

V 2
c =

u2
c

u2
c +B(rc)

, (32)

(V 2
c − 1)

(
A′(rc)

2A(rc)
− B′(rc)

2B(rc)

)
+

2

rc
V 2
c − B′(rc)

u2
c +B(rc)

= 0 .

(33)

By separating the two variables, u2 and V 2, we obtain
the following final set of decoupled equations:

V 2
c =

1

1 + 4A(rc)
A′(rc)rc

, (34)

u2
c =

B(rc)A
′(rc)rc

4A(rc)
. (35)

These equations, are related, together with the expres-
sions from Eqs. (22)-(25), to the study of the critical
point rc and consequently, to constrain one of the inte-
gration constants, namely C3.
Indeed, by manipulating these relations, as will be

demonstrated in Subsec. VIB 1, and by equating the
expressions at the critical point with their general coun-
terparts, we can derive at least one constraint on the
integration constants, specifically on C3.

IV. NOVIKOV-THORNE ACCRETION MODEL
AND RELATIVISTIC FLUID FORMALISM

We now introduce the second accretion model consid-
ered in this work: the Novikov-Thorne accretion model.
In this framework, the disk is modeled as a thin, optically
thick structure within a relativistic setting. A steady-
state assumption guarantees that the rest-mass accretion
rate, Ṁ , remains constant throughout the disk.
We adopt the same metric as in Eq. (3). The mass of

the accreting fluid is defined by

Mfluid(r) = 4π

∫ r

rb

dr̃ρ(r̃)r̃2, (36)

where ρ(r̃) is left unspecified at this stage. Here, rb de-
notes a threshold radius, which needs to be greater than
the event horizon, and marks the inner boundary of the
fluid envelope. The total mass of the system, i.e. the BH
plus the fluid envelope, is then given by

M(r) = MBH, rg ≤ r ≤ rb ,

M(r) = MBH +Mfluid(r), rb ≤ r ≤ rs ,

M(r) = MBH +Mfluid(rs), rs ≤ r, (37)

with rs representing the outer radius of the accreting en-
velope and rg = 2,MBH.

An essential relation in our formulation is the one con-
necting pressure and density. Derived from the Tolman-
Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations, see, e.g., [68] and
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[69], the TOV equation—obtained via the conservation
of the stress-energy tensor Tµr

;µ = 0—leads to

dP (r)

dr
= − (P (r) + ρ(r))

2A(r)

dA(r)

dr
. (38)

In this approach the explicit forms of the pressure and
density are obtained by specifying the metric functions,
which are assumed to be known for each solution.

The flux radiated by the disk—due to particles on cir-
cular geodesics in the equatorial plane θ = π/2—is de-
rived from conservation laws for energy, angular momen-
tum, and mass. It is given by

F(r) =
Ṁ

4π
√
−g

dΩ/dr

(E − ΩL)
2

∫ r

ri

(E − ΩL)
dL

dr̃
dr̃, (39)

where Ω denotes the orbital angular velocity, and E and
L are the specific energy and angular momentum of test
particles in the disk. Here,

√
−g is the square root of

the absolute value of the determinant of the metric, eval-
uated in the equatorial plane. (For a diagonal metric,√
−g =

√
grr, gtt, gϕϕ.) The radius ri indicates the inner-

most stable circular orbit (ISCO); the derivatives dΩ/dr
and dL/dr̃ are taken with respect to the radial coordi-
nate.

For completeness, the orbital parameters are expressed
as follows:

Ω =
dϕ

dt
=

√
− ∂rgtt
∂rgϕϕ

, (40)

E = ut , (41)

L = −uϕ = −Ωutgϕϕ , (42)

ṫ = ut =
1√

gtt +Ω2gϕϕ
. (43)

It is useful to relate the locally emitted flux to the lumi-
nosity measured by an observer at infinity, as F(r) is not
directly observable. In differential form, the luminosity
takes the following form

dL∞

d ln r
= 4πr

√
−gF(r). (44)

A. Novikov-Thorne Accretion with Dark Fluid
Equation of State

Let us consider the first scenario, which includes the
dark fluid EoS, relation (1). By doing so, Eq. (38) will
simplify and leads to the the following expression:

P = −ρ . (45)

Since the derivative of P is zero, because the pressure
is a constant and can be seen from Eq. (1), we can au-
tomatically say that the density is also constant in this
case, as is the parameter w. Thereofre, we will have that

the envelope of dark fluid that creates in the accretion
disk, will hve a constant density and pressure for all of
the extension from rb up to rs.
Under these assumptions, if we take these condtions

and use them to derive the mass distribution from Eq.
(36), it leads to an unphysical rsult having a mass that
icncrease and increse as the radius incrase (∝ r3). There-
fore, it is more suitable to choose a constant mass distri-
bution for the dark fluid Mdark fluid = const that extends
from rb up to rs in such a way that

M(r) = MBH, rg ≤ r ≤ rb ,

M(r) = MBH +Mdark fluid, rb ≤ r ≤ rs ,

M(r) = MBH +Mdark fluid, rs ≤ r. (46)

B. Novikov-Thorne Accretion with Exponential
Density Profile

In this second case, we take a fluid envelope modeled by
the exponential density profile in (2). In this study, since
the metric functions are already known, we retain Eq.
(38) without modification. However, particular attention
must be given to the numerical integration of the TOV
equation across the envelope boundaries at rb and rs.
At the inner boundary, the matching between the vac-

uum region and the fluid envelope is imposed by selecting
a test value for the density:

ρ(r = rb) = ρ0e
−rb/r0 = ρb , (47)

and by setting the pressure equal to its Newtonian limit,

P (r = rb) = Pb . (48)

The Newtonian solution for the pressure profile, derived
by combining Eq. (2) with the mass distribution of Eq.
(37), reads

P (r) = 8πr20ρ
2
0

{
− e−2r/r0

(
1

4
+

r0
r

)
− Ei(−2r/r0)

+

[
M

8πr30ρ0
+ e−rb/r0

(
1 +

rb
r0

+
r2b
2r20

)]

×
[
e−r/r0

r/r0
+ Ei(−r/r0)

]}
, (49)

where Ei(r) = −
∫ ∞

−r

dt
e−t

t
is the exponential integral.

(up to 1.5) as discussed in [46], which effectively regulates
the envelope’s thickness.
Following the procedure of the reference above, a rel-

ativistic correction is applied to the boundary pressure
Pb at r = rb. By varying Pb by up to a factor of 1.5,
one effectively regulates the width—or thickness—of the
fluid envelope, thereby ensuring continuity at the inter-
face r = rb. All other quantities, such as the disk lumi-
nosity, retain the forms derived previously.
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V. SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC REGULAR
METRICS

In this section, we examine in detail how fluid accre-
tion is modeled using various RBHs. They are a class of
BH solutions that do not exhibit essential singularities.
They have been proposed as a means to circumvent the
singularity theorems by Penrose and Hawking [5], who
stated that singularities are inevitable in GR. However,
these conclusions arise from a purely classical descrip-
tion of the theory. Since singularities are non-physical
entities, a class of regular solutions can be developed.
Bardeen [19] was the first to propose a static, spherically
symmetric regular metric, where the BH is characterized
by a mass term and a charge parameter that ensures the
regularity of the solution. Similarly, the Hayward metric
[21] incorporates a damping factor that maintains regu-
larity at the center and exhibits features that allow for
modeling various processes, including accretion.

A. Black hole classes

In this section, we classify the metrics studied in this
work. The first class comprises singular spherically sym-
metric solutions, which serve as reference models for com-
parison with RBH solutions. This comparison allows us
to highlight the differences between singular and regular
metrics. The subsequent sections discuss different RBH
classes, categorized based on the physical mechanisms
that ensure regularity.

The first class of RBHs involves solutions incorporating
vacuum energy effects, such as a cosmological constant,
which alter the spacetime structure, particularly at large
distances, and modify the nature of the horizons.

The second class, instead, contains topological charges,
which regularize the BH solutions. They are topological
magnetic or electric charges. Another solution is placed
between these groups as it does not fit strictly into these
classifications. Below, we provide a detailed description
of each RBH solution.

All of the BHs considered in this section employs a
single shape function in the metric, such that, according
to the metric in (3), it simplifies as A(r) = B(r).

B. Singular black holes

1. The Schwarzschild solution

To better understand how RBHs differ from standard
BHs, we consider also the standard Schwarzschild solu-
tion. It describes the gravitational field outside a static,
spherically symmetric mass and here the function A(r),
is given by:

A(r) = 1− 2M

r
, (50)

where M is the BH mass and presents a singularity at
r = 2M , known as the event horizon.
The comparison of the behavior of RBHs with this clas-

sical solution allows for a major understanding of the ac-
cretion of fluids around RBHs.

2. The Schwarzschild-de Sitter solution

The Schwarzschild-de Sitter BH is a solution that in-
cludes the cosmological constant Λ, representing a BH
embedded in an expanding universe. The expansion is
driven by the presence of this vacuum energy. The cor-
responding shape function is:

A(r) = 1− 2M

r
− Λ

3
r2 , (51)

where M is the mass of the BH, and Λ is the cosmo-
logical constant. The term 2M/r corresponds to the
usual Schwarzschild term, while the term with the vac-
uum energy Λ modifies the spacetime geometry at large
distances, introducing a cosmological horizon, in addition
to the physical event horizon.

C. Regular black holes

1. The Hayward solution

The first RBH solution we discuss is the Hayward so-
lution [21]. It introduces vacuum energy by modifying
the BH mass with a regularizing term that prevents sin-
gularities. The shape function for this solution is given
by:

A(r) = 1− 2Mr2

r3 + 2a2
, (52)

where a is a scale parameter that influences the BH core.
This solution is spherically symmetric and effectively in-
troduces a finite energy density at the BH center, mim-
icking the vacuum energy and removing the central sin-
gularity.

2. The Bardeen solution

The first RBH solution of the second class that we
explore is also one of the earliest RBH models called
Bardeen RBH [19]. It modifies the Schwarzschild BH
mass and introduces a magnetic monopole charge qB to
prevent the formation of a singularity. The shape func-
tion is expressed as:

A(r) = 1− 2Mr2

(r2 + q2B)
3/2

. (53)
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The charge qB modifies the geometry of the BH, ensuring
regularity at the core. The Bardeen solution is founda-
tional in demonstrating how topological charges can be
used to create a RBH.

3. The Dymnikova solution

The Dymnikova solution [20], based upon the works by
[10, 70], is another charged RBH but this time incorpo-
rating an electric charge qD associated with the topology
of spacetime. The shape function is:

A(r) = 1− 4M

πr

[
arctan

(
r

rD

)
− r rD

(r2 + r2D)

]
. (54)

Here rD =
πq2D
8M

is a characteristic length scale. This

solution shows how electric topological charges can reg-
ularize BHs, similarly to the magnetic charge of Bardeen
BH.

4. The Fan-Wang solution

The Fan-Wang BH [11] cannot be classified as the other
above solutions. It introduces a charge parameter which
modifies the geometry in a distinct way. The shape func-
tion is:

A(r) = 1− 2Mr2

(r + lFW)3
, (55)

where lFW ≤ 8/27 [42] represents a characteristic charge
parameter. This parameter alters the dynamics by influ-
encing the accretion processes around the BH and intro-
ducing a peculiar structure.

D. Variables expressions for Bondi accretion

The expressions for the variables in Subsec. III B and
Subsec. III C are thereby simplified and this simplifica-
tion arises because, as we said, in these cases the metric
functions satisfy A(r) = B(r).

For the dark fluid case, the velocity in Eq. (15) sim-
plifies to:

u = −
√
C2 −A(r) , (56)

while the energy density in Eq. (16) becomes:

ρ = − C3
r2
√
C2 −A(r)

, (57)

and the mass accretion rate in Eq. (18) simplifies to:

Ṁ =
4πr2C
A(r)2

(
P
√
C2 −A(r)− C3

r2

)
. (58)

In contrast, for the exponential density profile, the ex-
pressions simplify as follows. The radial velocity is given
by:

u =
C3
ρr2

, (59)

while the pressure profile in Eq. (26), as well as the
accretion rate and luminosity, remain unchanged.

VI. THE ANALYSIS OF BONDI ACCRETION
PROCESS

In this section, we investigate the accretion processes
around various RBH solutions. We begin by examin-
ing the behavior of a dark fluid and plotting the relevant
variables for each solution. Following this recipe, we com-
pare the results obtained for the dark fluid with those for
the classical Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter
solutions to highlight differences and similarities among
RBHs and their singular counterparts.
Afterwards, we turn our attention into a second sce-

nario, where the exponential density profile is adopted
to describe the fluid distribution in the accretion disk.
Using the same methodology as before, we analyze and
compare the accretion behaviors.
By remarking the differences between dark fluid and

exponential profile, we intend to clarify which model bet-
ter drives the spherically symmetric accretion dynamics
and whether there are or not notable similarities in their
behaviors.

A. The dark fluid accretion process

Using the relations established before, we analyze the
behavior of the chosen dark fluid to characterize the ac-
cretion around RBHs. The constants of motion are cho-
sen by us after preliminary tests, while the critical radius
rcrit and the event horizon radius rEH are determined nu-
merically. The event horizon is found by imposing the
condition A(r) = 0 or equivalently B(r) = 0, since they
are equal in this work. The results are summarized in
Tab. I.
For all the solutions, the BH mass is set to M = 1

and we define this scaled radius x = r/M to plot all the
variables. Since each solution we test is different, their
event horizons will also be different, so we evaluate them
all numerically and start plotting from the corresponding
event horizon radius for each solution xEH = rEH/M .
After some tests, the pressure value has been set to

be negative. We choose P = −0.75. We start with the
radial inflow velocity profiles shown in Fig. 1. In the
top panel, we analyze the BH characterized by vacuum
energy, the Hayward BH. The solution exhibit a small
range of variation for the velocity values and it shows a
a sharp decline in its velocity profile as it approaches the
event horizon.
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FIG. 1: Radial velocity profiles u as a function of x =
r/M for different RBH solutions. Left: Behavior of vac-
uum solution. Right: Behavior of topologically charged
and Fan-Wang solutions.

As we move outwards from the inner region of the ac-
cretion disk, the Hayward solution shows a continuous
decrease in velocity with increasing x, indicating a grad-
ual slowing of the accretion flow as the fluid moves further
away from the event horizon.

The bottom panel shows the radial velocity profiles for
topologically charged BHs, including the Bardeen, Dym-
nikova and Fan-Wang BHs. All BHs show smooth ve-
locity profiles, similar to the Hayward solution, with a
steady decrease in velocity as x increases. The magnetic
charge introduces only minor deviations from the vac-
uum energy solutions, and despite variations in the radii
of the event horizons for these metrics, the overall growth
behavior remains similar.

We only highlight how the Fan-Wang solution gives
smaller values for the velocity at small radii, but ap-
proaches the other solutions as we move away from the
inner region of the accretion disk. Next, we examine the
energy density, starting with the top panel of Fig. 2. For
the vacuum energy solution, we have the Hayward BH
that shows a rapid increase in energy density at small
values of x. The final value towards which the energy
density grows at small x depends on the constant C, and
these values have been carefully chosen to give consistent
results for all the solutions plotted. As we move away
from the accretion disk, the profile becomes smooth and
asymptotically approaches zero.

In the lower panel of Fig. 2, all three topologi-
cally charged solutions show behavior similar to that
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FIG. 2: Energy density profile ρ as a function of x =
r/M . Top: Behavior of vacuum solution. Bottom: Be-
havior of topologically charged and Fan-Wang solutions.

of the vacuum solutions. The energy density decreases
smoothly at larger x, while, in the inner region of the
accretion disk, a growth is observed starting at differ-
ent values of x and with different slopes, depending on
the specific solution. The behavior of the three solutions
almost overlaps, with the differences becoming more pro-
nounced at small x, and the Fan-Wang solution reaching
the highest values for the density in this region. The
mass accretion rate, Ṁ , is plotted in Fig. 3. The accre-
tion rate is plotted on a logarithmic scale to capture its
wide range of variation. The plot reveals a ”collapse,”
characterized by an almost vertical drop in the accreted
mass at large x, which is an artifact of the logarithmic
scale. In general, the curves smoothly approach zero as
expected for the standard trend.

All RBH solutions exhibit an increase in the accretion
rate as x decreases, i.e., as we approach the BH, with
varying slopes for different solutions. Regardless of the
solution, Ṁ asymptotically approaches zero as we move
further away from the BH.

In the top panel, the vacuum energy solution shows a
faster growth, approaching an almost vertical rise. This
rapid growth is the reason for using a logarithmic scale
to plot Ṁ .

In the bottom panel of Fig. 3, the topologically charged
solutions exhibit similar trends. The Bardeen and Dym-
nikova solutions almost overlap at small x, as observed
for the density, but diverge at larger x, decreasing at dif-
ferent rates. Conversely, the Fan-Wang solution displays
higher values of the accretion rate throughout the entire
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FIG. 3: Mass accretion rate as a function of x = r/M
on a logarithmic scale. Top: Behavior of vacuum solu-
tion. Bottom: Behavior of topologically charged and
Fan-Wang solutions.

range considered, reaching zero later than the other two
solutions.

Both the mass accretion rate and the luminosity
asymptotically approach zero as we move away from the
BH, exhibiting similar behavior to the vacuum solutions.

The behavior observed for the accretion rate, modeled
using a conversion efficiency coefficient ηeff ∼ 0.1, is also
reflected in the Bondi luminosity profiles shown in Fig. 4.
It is important to note that the main difference is that
the luminosity L is scaled by an order of magnitude rel-
ative to the mass accretion rate Ṁ , due to the effect of
the efficiency parameter ηeff, which explains why L has
smaller values but the same trend of Ṁ .

1. The role of variable V 2

Let us now examine the variable V 2, introduced in Eq.
(22), over several RBH solutions. Although the variable
is zero for most of the considered range of x, we identify
a region near a ”critical point” around which the variable
is negative for r > rcrit and takes positive values for r <
rcrit. Hence, V

2 should be redefined using the conditions
(23) and (24).

To better illustrate the behavior of V 2 in the different
solutions, we separate the positive and negative regions
of it. This allows a clearer identification of the critical
point and highlights how the dark fluid EoS affects V 2,
causing it to behave inconsistently with physical expec-
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FIG. 4: Logarithm of Bondi luminosity as a function of
x = r/M . Top: Behavior of vacuum solution. Bot-
tom: Behavior of topologically charged and Fan-Wang
solutions.

tations. The observed discontinuity in the behavior of
V 2, especially around the critical point, suggests that the
chosen EoS is the cause of this irregularity. Specifically,
we used a constant pressure, which, although unusual in
this context, is further complicated by the fact that the
pressure is also negative, as discussed earlier. This un-
usual choice is likely to contribute to the discontinuous
behavior.

To prompt this, we can notice that in Fig. 5, we display
the variation of the positive values of V 2 as a function of
x = r/M , while Fig. 6 shows the corresponding negative
values. It is important to note that the different solutions
exhibit distinct maximum values of V 2, which is caused
by the specific forms and parameters of the RBH solu-
tions under exams. We begin with Fig. 5, where the top
panel illustrates the Hayward solution, which displays a
critical point at a similar x value to those found in the
charged solutions. For the charged and Fan-Wang solu-
tions, we observe that the critical points are located at
nearly the same x, with the critical point of the Fan-
Wang solution being only slightly larger than the others.

In Fig. 6, we present the behavior of the negative values
of V 2, which complements the previous plot, though with
differences in the maximum values of V 2 reached by the
different solutions. In general, the solutions pass from a
region where V 2 < 0 to large x, so we need to rename
the variable for this region −V 2 to a region smaller than
x for r < rcrit where V 2 > 0.
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FIG. 5: Positive range of values of V 2 as a function of
x = r/M . Top: Behavior of vacuum solution. Bot-
tom: Behavior of topologically charged and Fan-Wang
solutions.
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FIG. 6: Negative range of values of V 2 as a function of
x = r/M . Top: Behavior of vacuum solution. Bot-
tom: Behavior of topologically charged and Fan-Wang
solutions.

1st case: dark fluid EoS

Solution C C3 rcrit rEH

Bardeen 1.5 50 7.36 1.58

Hayward 1.5 50 7.36 1.85

Fan-Wang 1.5 50 7.39 0.59

Dymnikova 1.5 50 7.36 1.89

Schwarzschild 1.5 50 7.36 2

Schwarzschild-de Sitter 1.5 50 7.34 2 - 53.74

TABLE I: In the table, we show the values of the inte-
gration constants and the numerical results for the crit-
ical radius rcrit and the event horizon rEH in the case of
dark fluid. Note that the Schwarzschild-de Sitter solution
has two event horizons: a physical one and a cosmolog-
ical one. Constants used: M = 1, a = 0.5, qB = 0.65,
qD = 0.452, Λ̃ = 0.5, Λ = 0.001, lFW = 8/27, P = −0.75.

2. Comparing Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter
solutions

In this section, we compare the trends of the RBH so-
lutions with two limiting cases: the Schwarzschild and
Schwarzschild-de Sitter BHs. This comparison aims to
show how the RBH solutions differ from these conven-
tional models in the context of spherically symmetric ac-
cretion. All relevant constants are listed in Tab. I.

We start with the radial velocity profiles shown in
Fig. 7. In the top panel, the behavior of the Hayward
BH solution closely resembles that of the Schwarzschild
solution, with both of these solutions nearly overlapping
in the middle region of x. However, the Hayward solution
begins to deviate slightly from both the Schwarzschild
and Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions in the inner region
of the accretion disk. As we move outward, the Hay-
ward solution approaches zero at a slightly faster rate
compared to the other solutions.

The lower panel, which refers to the topologically
charged solutions, shows how these solutions approach
the Schwarzschild one at large x. However, in the inner
region they deviate slightly, though not significantly, ex-
cept for the Dymnkova solution, which almost overlaps
even at small x.

A similar analysis applies to the energy density, as
shown in Fig. 8. In the top panel, the Hayward,
Schwarzschild-de Sitter and Schwarzschild solutions show
a complete overlap in the range considered, with their
behavior being almost indistinguishable. In contrast, the
bottom panel shows that the Bardeen, Dymnikova, Fan-
Wang and Schwarzschild solutions overlap almost com-
pletely over the whole range of x.

All solutions eventually approach zero as we move away
from the inner region of the accretion disk.

Next, we analyze the mass accretion rate in Fig. 9
and the luminosity, illustrated in Fig. 10. Let us start
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FIG. 7: Radial velocity profiles u as a function of x =
r/M for different RBH solutions. Top: Behavior of
the vacuum solution compared with Schwarzschild and
Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions. Bottom: behavior of
the topologically charged and Fan-Wang solutions com-
pared with the Schwarzschild solution.

with the mass accretion rate. In the top panel, the
Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions show
an overlapping trend and, like the Hayward solution, an
increase in the inner region of the accretion disk. In par-
ticular, the Hayward BH has lower maximum values of
the mass accretion rate and hence of the luminosity, but
shows this growth in a more inner region of the disk, al-
beit slightly, than the comparison solutions. Both the
mass accretion rate Ṁ and the luminosity L approach
zero as one moves away from the accretion disk, and the
solutions show a completely superimposed behaviour in
this outer region.

For the topologically charged and Fan-Wang solutions,
the Dymnikova and Bardeen solutions almost overlap
with the Schwarzschild solution at small x, while their de-
cay starts at different values of x, with the Schwarzschild
solution reaching zero first. The Fan-Wang one shows
similar trends, but with relatively higher values of Ṁ and
L at large x and therefore never overlap with the other so-
lutions. As in the other cases, we observe the ”collapse”,
again due to the logarithmic scale, that brings both Ṁ
and L to zero as we move away from the accretion disk.

Finally, we compare the variable V 2 for the RBH solu-
tions with the Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter
solutions. To provide a clearer view of the behavior of
all the solutions, we separate the positive and negative
ranges of V 2 values, as was done in the previous section
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FIG. 8: Energy density profiles ρ as a function of x =
r/M for different RBH solutions. Top: Behavior of the
vacuum solution compared with the Schwarzschild and
Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions. Bottom: behavior of
the topologically charged and Fan-Wang solutions com-
pared with the Schwarzschild solution.

VIA. The positive and negative ranges are displayed in
Fig. 11 and Fig. 12, respectively. Only the Fan-Wang so-
lution in the lower panel has a critical point that deviates
slightly from the other regular solutions, as well as from
Schwarzschild BH. All other solutions, however, exhibit
a critical point very similar to the comparison BHs, as
can be seen in Tab. I.

B. The accretion process with exponential density
profile

Let us now turn to the second case, which involves an
exponential density profile. Our objective is to analyze
the changes in the behavior of variables compared to the
first case and to explore how this problem differs from
previous studies, see, for example, [46], where an expo-
nential density profile is used to model out dark matter
within the framework of the Novikov-Thorne accretion
model.
The goal remains the same as before: to study the be-

havior of the key variables involved in modeling accretion.
However, the procedure differs slightly from the previous
case. In this scenario, we analyze how the different RBH
solutions respond, starting from the same sample density
profile.
To achieve this, we employ critical point analysis,
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FIG. 9: Logarithm of the Mass accretion rate as a
function of x = r/M for different RBH solutions.
Top: Behavior of the vacuum solution compared with
the Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions.
Bottom: behavior of the topologically charged and Fan-
Wang solutions compared with the Schwarzschild solu-
tion.

which allows us to determine the critical radius and the
corresponding critical velocity values. This analysis also
provides the value of the integration constant C3, while
the others are manually chosen as they cannot be con-
strained using the same approach.

1. The numerical setup

The critical point, characterized by the sound tran-
sition, is analyzed using the variable V 2 as defined in
Eq. (22). Contrary to the dark fluid case, V 2 remains
positive throughout the domain, which simplifies its in-
terpretation.

As we discussed before in Subsec. III C, we construct
and derive the equations for the radial velocity and the
variable V 2 at the critical point, according to Eq. (31).
By solving this system numerically and imposing that
the two equations might be satisfied simultaneously, we
determine the critical radius rc and the critical velocity
uc.

Next, if we impose the equality between Eq. (35) and
its general counterpart, Eq. (25), evaluated at the critical
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FIG. 10: Logarithm of the Bondi luminosity as a function
of x = r/M for different RBH solutions. Top: Behav-
ior of the vacuum solutions compared with Schwarzschild
and Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions. Bottom: behav-
ior of the topologically charged and Fan-Wang solutions
compared with the Schwarzschild solution.

point as follows:

u2
c = u2

|r=rc
=

C3
ρ(rc)r2c

√
B(rc)

A(rc)
, (60)

this leads to a constrained value for the constant C3.
The results for all numerical calculations are presented
in Tab. II. However, we were unable to find a criti-
cal set of variables (rc, uc) for some of the BH solutions
considered. Specifically, for both the Schwarzschild and
Schwarzschild-de Sitter metrics. For the latter, also de-
spite testing various values of Λ within the allowed range
for positive vacuum energy, no critical point was found.
This result holds even when considering different com-
binations of parameters, with the critical radius always
being smaller than the event horizon.
This outcome is likely due to the density profile cho-

sen for the study, since, with the ”classical” polytropic
description, the Schwarzschild solution has a well-defined
critical point. The conclusion is that this specific setup
of the problem is not well-suited for the analysis of these
particular metrics.
The constants defining the density profile, ρ0 and r0,

are determined by the reference values reported in [46],
with the final parameters summarized in Tab. II.
We now proceed to plot and study the variables of

the problem. All variables are plotted starting from the
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FIG. 11: Positive range of values of V 2 as a func-
tion of x = r/M for different RBH solutions. Top:
The behavior of the vacuum solution compared with
the Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions.
Bottom: The behavior of the topologically charged and
Fan-Wang solutions compared with the Schwarzschild so-
lution.

event horizon for each metric, grouped consistently with
the analysis in the first case.

2. Variables profiles

We start to analyze the radial velocity profiles in
Fig. 13.

The radial velocity u, obtained from the conservation
equations, remains consistently negative, indicating the
inward motion of accreted matter. In the top panel, the
Hayward solution exhibits a steep decline in velocity as
x decreases, becoming more pronounced near the event
horizon, with the critical point located just outside it.
Moving outward from the accretion disk, the velocity
gradually decreases, though at a slower rate.

For topologically charged solutions and the Fan-Wang
metric in the lower panel, the profiles overlap due to their
common dependence on the density distribution and
symmetry properties of the metrics such as A(r) = B(r),
with a slight decrease of the Dymnikova near the hori-
zon. These trends indicate uniform accretion dynamics
in these solutions, characterized by a consistent decelera-
tion of matter with increasing radius. Within this range,
the critical points of the different RBHs are observed, and
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FIG. 12: Negative range of values of V 2 as a func-
tion of x = r/M for different RBH solutions. Top:
The behavior of the vacuum solution compared with
the Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions.
Bottom: The behavior of the topologically charged and
Fan-Wang solutions compared with the Schwarzschild so-
lution.

it can be seen that the critical point of the Bardeen solu-
tion is much more internal than those of the Dymnikova
and Fan-Wang solutions, which are located not only at
large x from the event horizon, but also extremely close
to each other.

Let us now study the pressure profiles. In this second
case, we do not have a constant pressure but it is derived
from the conservation equations, Eq. (26). Starting with
the top panel of Fig. 14, Starting from the vacuum energy
in the top panel, we observe a moderate decrease as we
approach the event horizon and tends to zero for large x,
moving further away from the event horizon.

For topologically charged solutions in the lower panel,
we observe behavior similar to that of vacuum energy
solutions at large distances from the event horizon, con-
firming the reduced dependence on the specific metric
terms at high radii. In contrast, for small values of x,
differences emerge: the curves diverge, showing a sharp
decrease followed by a further increase as we approach
the event horizon. In particular, the Dymnikova solution
exhibits the less pronounced trend, with slightly higher
pressure values compared to the Fan-Wang and Bardeen
solutions, while the Fan-Wang solution, which has the
smallest event horizon, shows an additional increase in
pressure as the innermost region is approached.

Fig. 15 and 16 show the mass accretion rate MṀ and
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FIG. 13: Radial velocity profiles as a function of x =
r/M for different RBH solutions. Top: Behavior of the
vacuum solution. Bottom: Behavior of the topologically
charged and Fan-Wang solutions. The point on the curve,
highlighted by the colour of the solution itself, correspond
to the critical points of each metric.

luminosity L, respectively. The mass accretion rate,
Ṁ , increases as x decreases toward the BH, with each
solution exhibiting a distinct slope. At large radii, all
accretion rates gradually approach zero.

In the top panel, corresponding to vacuum energy so-
lutions, the accretion rate rises sharply near the event
horizon. In particular, the Hayward solution exhibits a
steeper growth, with no peak observed as the event hori-
zon is approached.

In the bottom panel, which displays the behavior of
topologically charged solutions and the Fan-Wang met-
ric, the trends are more uniform. Among these, the Dym-
nikova solution consistently shows higher accretion rates
across all radii.

The luminosity L, scaled by an efficiency factor ηeff,
follows a similar trend. In the top panel, the Hayward
solution maintains a steep profile and high luminosity
values, mirroring its accretion rate behavior. Similarly,
in the bottom panel, the Dymnikova solution exhibits the
highest luminosities near the event horizon, with a rapid
increase analogous to its accretion rate trend. Among the
topologically charged solutions, the Dymnikova metric
yields the highest luminosities, followed by the Bardeen
and Fan-Wang solutions.
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FIG. 14: Pressure profiles in function of x = r/M for
different RBH solutions. Top: Behavior of the vacuum
solution. Bottom: behavior of the topologically charged
and Fan-Wang solutions.
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FIG. 15: Mass accretion rate in function of x = r/M
for different RBH solutions. Top: Behavior of the vac-
uum solutions. Bottom: Behavior of the topologically
charged and Fan-Wang solutions.
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FIG. 16: Luminosity in function of x = r/M for different
RBH solutions. Top: Behavior of the vacuum solution.
Bottom: Behavior of the topologically charged and Fan-
Wang solutions.

2nd case: exponential density profile

Solution C1 C2 C3 rEH rcrit ucrit

Bardeen 1 -1 -1 1.58 2.59 -0.33

Hayward 1 -1 -1 1.85 2.18 -0.43

Fan-Wang 1 -1 -5.12 0.59 15.09 -0.10

Dymnikova 1 -1 -0.99 1.89 14.60 -0.11

Schwarzschild 1 -1 -2 2 – –

Schwarzschild-de Sitter 1 -1 -2.50 2 - 53.74 – –

TABLE II: The table presents the integration constants
and the numerical results for the critical radius rcrit and
the event horizons rEH, using the exponential profile.
Constants used: M = 1, a = 0.5, qB = 0.65, qD = 0.452,
Λ = 0.001, lFW = 8/27, ρ0 = 0.75, r0 = 5.

3. Comparing Schwarszchild and Schwarszchild-de Sitter
solutions

Let us now describe the comparison between the
Schwarzschild and Schwarszchild-de Sitter solutions, as
done in the previous case. Starting with the velocity
profile shown in Fig. 17, we observe in the upper panel
that the Hayward solution exhibits lower velocity values
compared to the Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sit-
ter solutions, with the latter having the smallest values in
this group. However, all solutions follow a similar trend
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FIG. 17: Radial velocity profiles in function of x = r/M
for different RBH solutions. The points on the curve,
highlighted by the colour of the solution itself, correspond
to the critical points of each metric. Top: Behavior of
the vacuum solutions compared with Schwarzschild and
Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions. Bottom: Behavior of
the topologically charged and Fan-Wang solutions com-
pared with the Schwarzschild solution.

across the entire range of x. At larger radii, a gradual de-
crease in velocity is observed, and as the solutions move
away from the event horizon, their velocity values remain
distinct, though the overall decline in velocity becomes
more pronounced.

The lower panel, showing the topologically charged and
Fan-Wang solutions, shows that these solutions do indeed
have the same trend as the Schwarzschild solution, but
the latter has slightly more negative velocity values than
the Bardeen and Fan-Wang BHs while overlapped with
the Dymnikova solution.

We are not able to compare the critical point for the
Scwarszchild and Scwarszchild-de Sitter solutions with
the RBH solutions, since the critical point analysis in this
framework does not give any results for these solutions.

In Fig. 18, we present the pressure profiles, with
the vacuum solutions shown in the top panel. The
Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions ex-
hibit nearly identical trends across all values of x, with
only a slight deviation near the event horizon. This small
difference was introduced by adjusting the integration
constant C3 for the Schwarzschild-de Sitter solution to
distinguish it from the Schwarzschild case, as they would
otherwise be almost completely superimposed. However,
this adjustment does not affect the critical point analy-
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FIG. 18: Pressure profiles in function of x = r/M for dif-
ferent RBH solutions. Top: Behavior of the vacuum so-
lutions compared with Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-
de Sitter solutions. Bottom: Behavior of the topologi-
cally charged and Fan-Wang solutions compared with the
Schwarzschild solution.

sis, as both of them yielded an unconstrained result for
this integration constant. As x increases, all solutions
gradually converge, eventually approaching zero.

For the topologically charged and Fan-Wang solutions,
we note that the trends differ as we approach the event
horizon, with the exception of the Dymnikova solution
which is completely superposed to the Schwarzschild so-
lution, having the lowest negative pressure values of all
the other predicted solutions in the plot. As we move
away from the disc towards larger radii, the trends also
overlap with Schwarzschild, showing an increase in pres-
sure asymptotically approaching zero.

Next, we discuss the accretion rate in Fig. 19 and the
luminosity in Fig. 20.

Starting from the upper panels of Figures 19-20,
which illustrate the vacuum energy solution, we ob-
serve that for small x, the Hayward solution exhibits
a significantly higher accretion rate—and consequently
a higher luminosity—compared to the Schwarzschild and
Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions. Between these two, the
Schwarzschild solution maintains slightly higher values
than the Schwarzschild-de Sitter case, though the differ-
ence is not substantial. In the outer regions, all solutions
follow a similar trend, gradually approaching zero.

For the topologically charged solutions and the Fan-
Wang model, we observe that these solutions, along with
the Schwarzschild solution, follow the same overall trend
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FIG. 19: Mass accretion rate in function of x =
r/M for different RBH solutions. Top: Behavior of
the vacuum solutions compared with Schwarzschild and
Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions. Bottom: Behavior of
the topologically charged and Fan-Wang solutions com-
pared with the Schwarzschild solution.

over the same range of x, all displaying a peak but with
a distinct hierarchy in their values except the Dymnikova
which is superposed to it. The Bardeen solution ex-
hibits the highest values, while the Schwarzschild solu-
tion shows the lowest values of Ṁ and L near the event
horizon compared to the other BH solutions.

VII. THE ANALYSIS OF THE
NOVIKOV-THORNE ACCRETION PROCESS

In this section, we analyze the Novikov-Thorne accre-
tion model, extending our previous study of Bondi accre-
tion. To maintain a consistent framework, we examine
two distinct fluid models: a dark fluid accretion scenario
and an accretion disk governed by an exponential density
profile. The goal is to compare the behaviors of these flu-
ids under the same astrophysical conditions, enabling a
meaningful evaluation of their effects on disk properties.
We begin by studying the dark fluid case, where we

present the emitted flux and luminosity for each RBH
solution and compare these with both Schwarzschild and
Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions. The same approach is
subsequently applied to the second case, where an expo-
nential density profile is assumed.
In both cases, we maintain the same parameter choices

as in the Bondi accretion model, with two exceptions:
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FIG. 20: Luminosity in function of x = r/M for differ-
ent RBH solutions. Top: Behavior of the vacuum so-
lution compared with Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-
de Sitter solutions. Bottom: Behavior of the topologi-
cally charged and Fan-Wang solutions compared with the
Schwarzschild solution.

the Fan-Wang parameter is set to lFW = 4/27, instead
of lFW = 8/27, and the cosmological constant for the
Schwarzschild-de Sitter solution is adjusted to Λ = 10−5

instead of Λ = 10−4. These modifications were neces-
sary to obtain physically meaningful results within the
Novikov-Thorne framework.

The differential luminosity plots are presented as func-
tions of the scaled radial coordinate r/MT, where MT

represents the total mass, which can either be M(rs) or
MBH, depending on the chosen density profile. This scal-
ing accounts for the mass dependence introduced by dif-
ferent fluid distributions.

A. The Dark Fluid Accretion Process

Using the previously derived equations, we now investi-
gate the first Novikov-Thorne accretion case for RBH so-
lutions. To ensure a direct comparison with Bondi accre-
tion results, we set the dark fluid pressure to P = −0.75.
Since pressure remains constant in this scenario, the

sonic radius rs is not determined using the TOV equa-
tion (38); instead, it is imposed as an external parame-
ter. We choose rs = 35 AU for all solutions, a value that
aligns with those obtained in the exponential density pro-
file case. The inner radius of the fluid envelope, rb, is set
to a value smaller than the ISCO but sufficiently close

to ensure consistency. The ISCO is determined by differ-
entiating the angular momentum expression and solving
for its critical points.
The three radii governing the accretion disk structure

follow the established relation

rb ≤ ri ≤ rs , (61)

which ensures that a portion of the envelope extends be-
yond the ISCO while maintaining an inner edge larger
than the event horizon, thus preserving physical validity.
This approach diverges from vacuum BH cases, where
rs ≤ ri would be realized.
The numerical values used in this case are listed in

Table III.
The differential luminosity is illustrated in Fig. 21,

This quantity is directly derived from the flux using (44)
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FIG. 21: Differential luminosity as a function of r/MT

(log scale) for different RBH solutions. Top: Behavior
of the vacuum solution. Bottom: Behavior of the topo-
logically charged and Fan-Wang solutions.

and serves as the primary variable for comparison with
Bondi accretion.
In the top panel, the vacuum Hayward solution shows

an increase in luminosity, reaching a peak before gradu-
ally decreasing at larger radii. In the bottom panel, the
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charged and Fan-Wang solutions follow a similar trend,
and their curves converge at large r, indicating asymp-
totic consistency among these models.

1. Comparison with Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de
Sitter

We now compare the RBH models with the
Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter BHs. A key
difference from Bondi accretion is that the cosmological
constant for Schwarzschild-de Sitter is set to Λ = 10−6

instead of Λ = 10−4. This adjustment was necessary to
ensure physical ISCO and rs values within the Novikov-
Thorne framework. Table III contains all reference val-
ues.

The differential luminosity comparison is shown in Fig.
22. The upper panel shows that the Schwarzschild and
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FIG. 22: Differential luminosity as a function of r/MT

(log scale) for different RBH solutions. Top: Behavior
of the vacuum solution compared with Schwarzschild and
Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions. Bottom: Behavior of
the topologically charged and Fan-Wang solutions com-
pared with the Schwarzschild solution.

Hayward solutions nearly overlap throughout the studied
range, while the Schwarzschild-de Sitter solution deviates

at larger r by exhibiting a continual luminosity decrease.
In the lower panel, the Fan-Wang solution has the high-
est luminosity values, followed by the Bardeen and Dym-
nikova solutions, with Schwarzschild showing the lowest
values.

2nd Case: Exponential Density Profile

Solution rEH rb ri rs

Bardeen 1.58 5 5.24 35

Hayward 1.85 5 5.85 35

Fan-Wang 1.5 2.5 4.59 35

Dymnikova 1.89 5 5.69 35

Schwarzschild 2 5 6.01 35

Schwarzschild-de Sitter 2 4 6.02 35

TABLE III: The table presents the numerical results for
the inner and outer radii of the fluid envelope in the ac-
cretion disk, the event horizons, and the ISCO, using the
exponential density profile. Constants used: M = 1AU,
a = 0.5, qB = 0.65, qD = 0.452, Λ = 10−5, lFW = 4/27,
ρ0 = 0.75× 10−5, r0 = 10AU.

B. The Accretion Process with Exponential
Density Profile

We now examine the second accretion model within
the Novikov-Thorne framework, characterized by an ex-
ponential density profile. This model follows the formu-
lation presented in Subsection IVB. The reference values
and numerical results relevant to this case are summa-
rized in Table IV.
The pressure profile is determined through the numeri-

cal integration of the TOV equation. To ensure a smooth
transition between the void and the inner boundary of the
fluid envelope, we incorporate a Newtonian-limit pressure
correction, increased by a relativistic factor, denoted as
fP = 1.5.
The characteristic radii of the system are identified by

first selecting the inner radius of the fluid envelope, rb,
in accordance with the event horizon locations of each
RBH solution. Notably, for this model, the BH mass
deviates from unity, specifically taking the value MBH =
4.933,AU, with all associated quantities and parameters
scaled accordingly.
The outer boundary of the fluid envelope, rs, is de-

termined by locating the radial coordinate at which the
pressure vanishes, i.e., P (r = rs) = 0. This condition
is numerically implemented by defining an appropriate
threshold for near-zero pressure. The ISCO is then iden-
tified by the standard condition dL/dr = 0, consistent
with the previous case and gives the same results of the
dark fluid EoS given that we do not have dependence
from density or pressure profiles.
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We begin our analysis by examining the luminosity as
observed at infinity, as shown in Fig. 23. In the upper
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FIG. 23: Differential luminosity in function of r/MT (in
logarithmic scale) for different RBH solutions. Top: Be-
havior of the vacuum solution. Bottom: Behavior of the
topologically charged and Fan-Wang solutions.

panel, we present the differential luminosity for the Hay-
ward vacuum solution, which exhibits a peak followed by
a decline, forming a characteristic bump, similar to the
dark fluid scenario. In the lower panel, we compare the
topologically charged solutions, observing trends analo-
gous to those of the Hayward case. However, the Fan-
Wang solution consistently displays the highest luminos-
ity across the entire range, followed by the Bardeen so-
lution, while the Dymnikova solution exhibits the lowest
luminosity values.

1. Comparison with Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de
Sitter

We now contrast the results for RBHs with those of
singular Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter solu-
tions to highlight key differences.

In Fig. 24 In the upper panel of Fig. 24, the Hayward
RBH solution closely follows the Schwarzschild behavior
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FIG. 24: Differential luminosity in function of r/MT

(in logarithmic scale) for different RBH solutions.
Top: Behavior of the vacuum solution compared with
Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions.
Bottom: Behavior of the topologically charged and Fan-
Wang solutions compared with the Schwarzschild solu-
tion.

but exhibits slightly higher luminosity values at smaller
radii. The Schwarzschild-de Sitter solution, on the other
hand, decreases more rapidly at large radii while remain-
ing nearly indistinguishable from the other solutions at
small radii.
In the lower panel, the Schwarzschild solution consis-

tently demonstrates the lowest luminosity values across
the entire r/MT range, although its general trend aligns
with that of the regular solutions.

C. Considerations on the Mass Distribution

From the analysis in the previous sections, it is evident
that the results for the exponential density profile and
the dark fluid case are nearly indistinguishable. Both
exhibit the same trend and range of luminosity values.
This similarity arises because the only distinguishing fac-
tor between these two cases, within the Novikov-Thorne
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2nd Case: Exponential Density Profile

Solution rEH rb ri rs MT/MBH

Bardeen 1.58 5 5.24 72.41 1.023

Hayward 1.85 5 5.85 37.53 1.023

Fan-Wang 1.5 2.5 4.59 23.49 1.019

Dymnikova 1.89 5 5.69 47.06 1.023

Schwarzschild 2 5 6.01 36.48 1.023

Schwarzschild-de Sitter 2 4 6.02 27.70 1.021

TABLE IV: The table presents the numerical results for
the inner and outer radii of the fluid envelope in the ac-
cretion disk, the event horizons, and the ISCO, using the
exponential density profile. Constants used: M = 1AU,
a = 0.5, qB = 0.65, qD = 0.452, Λ = 10−5, lFW = 4/27,
ρ0 = 0.75× 10−5, r0 = 10AU.

framework, is the total mass. The density distribution
itself does not directly affect the flux, and consequently,
the differential luminosity remains largely unaffected by
the different pressure profiles.

Some dependence on density and pressure can be re-
covered by considering the inner and outer radii of the
accreting fluid envelope. However, since rb is an arbi-
trarily chosen parameter, and in the dark fluid case rs
must be imposed due to the trivial integration of the
TOV equation (which only constrains the density), their
selection remains a free choice.

Under these conditions, studying the dark fluid case
as rigorously as the exponential density profile becomes
problematic. Furthermore, the matter distribution can-
not be determined using the same procedure. If we incor-
porate our imposed constraints into Eq. (36), the result-
ing mass distribution grows indefinitely or, practically,
up to the chosen boundary of the envelope. Thus, using
this relation directly may be unphysical. To maintain
consistency, we have assigned a comparable mass in both
cases to allow for a meaningful comparison.

However, in principle, one could choose a different
mass. In the following, we analyze the effect of varying
the mass in the dark fluid case and compare the results
with the exponential density profile.

In Fig. 25, we show the differential luminosity for dif-
ferent values of MT.
In the upper panel, where the mass is increased to

Mdark fluid = 2.02, we observe that the differential lumi-
nosity reaches its peak values more quickly compared to
the standard case. This behavior is a direct consequence
of the reduced range of r/MT caused by the increased to-
tal mass. The same trend is even more pronounced in the
bottom panel, where Mdark fluid = 5.02. Here, the peak
luminosity occurs at even smaller values of r/MT, high-
lighting how the scaling of mass influences the observable
luminosity profile.

Therefore, for this specific case, if we impose the
same total mass for both fluid models, we find that the
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FIG. 25: Differential luminosity as a function of r/MT

(in logarithmic scale) for all BH solutions, with differ-
ent values of MT. Top: Differential luminosity with
Mdark fluid = 2.02. Bottom: Differential luminosity
with Mdark fluid = 5.02.

Novikov-Thorne accretion process does not reveal any
differences between them. This is in contrast to the
Bondi accretion case, where the choice of fluid signifi-
cantly impacts the trends of the variables, including the
velocity, density, and luminosity.

VIII. FINAL REMARKS

In this paper, we analyzed and compared the Bondi
and Novikov-Thorne accretion models. To this end, we
explored a class of RBHs and compared their behavior
with the simplest BH solution, the Schwarzschild metric.
Additionally, for the vacuum solution case, we included
a comparison with the Schwarzschild-de Sitter solution.
We characterized the problem by analyzing the key

variables of the accretion processes. For Bondi this in-
cluded the velocity profile, energy density, pressure, mass
accretion rate, and luminosity. Instead, for the Novikov-
Thorne accretion process the differential luminosity pro-
file. Using relativistic conservation laws, we derived
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the equations governing these quantities and numerically
solved them for different RBH solutions.

Our numerical results showed the different trends of
the different RBH solutions under the two fluid models
considered: the dark fluid EoS and the exponential den-
sity profile.

For the Bondi accretion, we started from the vacuum
energy solution, the Hayward RBH, which exhibited a
steady inflow velocity in both cases, with a small de-
crease near the event horizon and also a small decrease
for the exponential profile in the external region of the
disk. Also the density showed a similar behaviour in the
two cases. In general, this metric behaved similar to both
Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter while the ma-
jor difference between the models was given by both the
trends and the values of the accretion rate and luminos-
ity.

The first examined topologically charged solution was
the Bardeen RBH, which showed similar trends to
Schwarzschild at larger radii, but had a slightly different
critical radius in the case of dark fluid. The mass accre-
tion rate and luminosity followed a similar pattern to the
other solutions in the group, but with smaller variations
near the event horizon.

The Dymnikova solution, also in the topologically
charged category, showed the smallest increase in mass
accretion rate and luminosity near the event horizon for
the dark fluid case. The same trend is represented for
the exponential density profile. Here indeed, it showed
the smallest increase for all of the variables under study
with almost a completely overlap with the Schwarzschild
solution.

Instead, the Fan-Wang solution showed contrasting be-
haviour between the two cases. In the dark fluid sce-
nario, it showed anomalies in the mass accretion rate
and luminosity, with values significantly higher, even by
orders of magnitude, compared to the other solutions.
This suggested that this metric may not provide a phys-
ically meaningful accretion process with this EoS. How-
ever, in the exponential density case it followed a com-
patible trend, even with the smallest values of Ṁ and
L, confirming that the anomalous behaviour in the dark
fluid case was due to the chosen EoS rather than an in-
trinsic problem with the metric.

We considered the Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-
de Sitter solutions and compared them with the RBH
metrics. The Schwarzschild BH, exhibited a well-defined
critical point in the Bondi accretion, for the dark flui
ase, but failed to yield a consistent critical radius in the
case of exponential density profile case. This suggested
that this density distribution was not well-suited for this
solution. The trends and values of all the variables were
similar to most of the RBH solutions with the exception
of the Fan-Wang and the Schwarzschild-de Sitter Sitter
as mentioned before.

Similarly, the Schwarzschild-de Sitter BH, behaved like
the Schwarzschild solution in the dark fluid case but did
not produce a physically meaningful critical point in the

exponential density profile case. This was an evidence
of the limitations of applying this profile for certain solu-
tions. The trends for the Schwarzschild-de Sitter solution
was similar to those of the Schwarzschild solution, and
therefore the similarities observed for the RBH solutions
also apply to this metric.
The comparison between the two fluid models for the

Bondi accretion showed important differences. While the
velocity and density profiles were similar in both models,
the mass accretion rate and luminosity showed different
trends and also different ranges of values. In the case
of dark fluid, these quantities followed a monotonically
increasing pattern near the event horizon, while in the
case of the exponential density profile, the curve showed
a bump in the inner region, more similar to the Novikov-
Thorne accretion.
The pressure behaved differently, as the dark fluid

model assumed a constant pressure, while in the expo-
nential density profile, the pressure is defined as a func-
tion of radius derived from conservation laws.
Another important consideration was the critical

point: in the dark fluid model, the relativistic critical
point analysis could not be implemented due to the pe-
culiar EoS and led to a redefinition of certain variables:
we recall in fact how the variable V 2 showed discontinu-
ities when the dark fluid approach was used and, there-
fore, by imposing a constant negative pressure for the
first case. Conversely, in the case of the exponential den-
sity profile, the critical point was well defined using the
conventional formulation. However, the Schwarzschild
and Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions showed no physical
critical points in the second model. This suggested that
the assumed density profile was incompatible with these
metrics.
The second accretion mechanism we investigated is the

Novikov-Thorne model. In this case, the only variable
we analyze is the differential luminosity, and the profiles
obtained for the two types of fluids are identical.
We begin with the Hayward solution, which does not

exhibit differences between the two fluid models. In com-
parison with the Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sit-
ter solutions, the Hayward profile nearly overlaps with
them throughout the entire plotted range, although it
displays higher luminosity values than the Schwarzschild-
de Sitter solution and a smoother decline.
Next, we consider the topologically charged and Fan–

Wang solutions within this accretion model. The
Bardeen solution follows the same trend as the Hayward
solution but attains higher luminosity values. A com-
parison with the Schwarzschild solution shows that while
both share a similar trend, the Bardeen solution reaches
higher luminosity at the same radii.
The Dymnikova solution, following a similar overall

trend as the other solutions, yields slightly lower luminos-
ity than the Bardeen solution; however, it still does not
overlap with the Schwarzschild BH, which consistently
exhibits lower luminosity.
Finally, the Fan-Wang RBH, despite following the
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same trend as the others—shows luminosity values that
are significantly higher than both the other topologically
charged solutions and the Schwarzschild black hole.

For completeness, we also discuss the Schwarzschild
and Schwarzschild-de Sitter solutions. The Schwarzschild
solution follows the same trend as all the RBH models
studied, but it reaches the smallest values for the asymp-
totic luminosity, L∞. In contrast, the Schwarzschild-de
Sitter solution shows a decrease, moving away from the
inner region, a behavior not seen in any other solution.
This unique decline can be attributed to the influence of
the cosmological constant Λ, which is considered only for
this case.

We now turn to the major differences encountered
when modeling the two fluids. The exponential density
profile follows a more classical derivation, using the same
procedure as in [46], to model the various RBH solutions.
This approach allowed us to numerically extrapolate the
edge of the fluid envelope and determine the ISCO for
each solution under study, imposing only the inner ra-
dius rb.

In contrast, the dark fluid model precludes the use of
the usual TOV equation because its constant pressure
renders the equation trivial, providing only information
on the pressure profile. Consequently, both the edges of
the fluid envelope and the mass distribution had to be
chosen manually. With constant pressure, the conven-
tional expression for the mass distribution is not avail-
able, so we imposed a constant mass for each solution.
However, the ISCO could still be derived using the stan-
dard approach even with the dark fluid EoS.

The only notable difference when plotting the luminos-
ity was the range of values for the variable r/MT. This
range shows a direct dependence on the mass; by man-
ually adjusting the mass of the dark fluid envelope, we
observed differences compared to the exponential density
profile. These differences appeared as shifts of the curves
toward smaller or larger r values, without changing the
differential luminosity itself.

Finally, we compared the results with the
Novikov–Thorne model. Although their formula-
tions differ, as outlined in Subsubsec. IV, there are
similarities in both the luminosity values and trends
between the Novikov–Thorne model (using both the
dark fluid EoS and the exponential density profile) and
the exponential density profile case of Bondi accretion.
This agreement suggests that the exponential density
profile, when applied to either our spherically symmetric
setup or the thin-disc approximation of Novikov–Thorne,
shares key physical properties regarding luminosity.

Each solution exhibited a similar trend: a bump at
small radii followed by a decrease as we move further
away from the accretion disk. However, the range of
luminosity values differed by two orders of magnitude,
with Bondi accretion displaying higher luminosities than
the Novikov–Thorne model. Since we used the same pa-
rameters for each solution and for both fluid models, we
conclude that the differences in magnitude are due to

the distinct nature of the expressions derived to repro-
duce the luminosity behavior in the two accretion cases.
Moreover, the mass used to scale the radius differed be-
tween the two models; in the Novikov–Thorne accretion,
the entire mass within the chosen range was considered,
including both the fluid and the bh mass.

We also observed that the various RBH solutions did
not maintain the same hierarchy of luminosity values
across the two models. Specifically, for Bondi accre-
tion, the Hayward solution yielded the highest lumi-
nosity, followed by the Bardeen, Fan–Wang, and then
the Dymnikova and the two rbh solutions. In contrast,
for the Novikov–Thorne model, the Fan–Wang solution
showed the highest values of L∞, followed by the Hay-
ward, Bardeen, Dymnikova, and finally the Schwarzschild
and Schwarzschild–de Sitter cases.

Overall, we can summarize the results of these two
different accreting fluids. For the dark fluid EoS, we re-
call how the critical point of the Bondi accretion pro-
cess shifts compared to the standard polytropic case, as
the conventional sonic point definition does not hold due
to the vanishing sound speed in the dark fluid model.
The variable V 2 showed discontinuities when the dark
fluid approach was used, requiring a redefinition of cer-
tain variables and demonstrating that a constant neg-
ative pressure impacts the standard relativistic formula-
tion. The velocity profiles show a rapid decrease near the
event horizon, with RBHs exhibiting a slightly different
behavior than the Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de
Sitter cases and the same can also be found in the trend
of the mass accretion rate and luminosity which are gen-
erally higher for RBHs compared to Schwarzschild and
Schwarzschild-de Sitter BHs. The same result is indeed
confirmed in the Novikov-Thorne accretion.

Instead, with the exponential density profile, we
showed how the critical point analysis is applicable only
to RBHs, as no well-defined critical radius can be found
for the Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-de Sitter solu-
tions. This suggests that the chosen density profile is
unsuitable for describing accretion in these backgrounds.
The velocity profiles are again characterized by a steep
decline near the event horizon. For RBHs, the location
of the critical point varies depending on the specific met-
ric considered, with the Bardeen critical point positioned
deeper within the gravitational well compared to Dym-
nikova and Fan-Wang solutions. The accretion rate and
luminosity display a rapid growth towards the BH with
the Dymnikova solution exhibiting the highest values. At
large radii, all solutions approach zero accretion rate and
luminosity, consistent with expected asymptotic behav-
ior. The exponential density profile led to results that
resemble the Novikov-Thorne accretion model, particu-
larly in terms of luminosity trends and the formation of
a characteristic bump in the inner accretion region.

Future works will focus on extending these analyses to
rotating RBH solutions and exploring additional proper-
ties of BH solutions also possibly using extended Bondi
accretion models. In addition, different dark matter sce-
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narios will be investigated, remarking how the profile-
dependence influences the outputs obtained from the
background accretions. Last but not least, we will inves-
tigate whether the action of repulsive effects in gravity
can be detected within the physics of accretion disks, see
e.g. [71–76].
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