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We investigate the properties of the shadow cast by a black hole in a non-commutative spacetime
surrounded by a plasma medium. Black holes in a plasma environment can exhibit complex interac-
tions that profoundly affect their shadow properties. In specific terms, we consider a special type of
plasma medium motivated from the interactions among axions, photons and plasma excitations, or
commonly termed as axion-plasmon in the presence of a magnetic field. We have studied the effect of
these plasma parameters and the non-commutative parameter on the shadow properties by focusing
particularly the photon sphere radius, angular shadow and the shadow observed from the observer’s
perspective. For this we have considered two different forms of plasma viz. homogeneous and inho-
mogeneous plasma. In this work we have presented the parameter dependence of these BH shadow
properties.

I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes (BH) are regions of extreme curvature in
spacetime predicted by general relativity (GR), are one
of the most fascinating entities in the universe. A key
motivation for studying BHs is to test GR in the strong-
field regime and to understand the fate of collapsing
massive stars. Furthermore, BHs play an important role
in the evolution of galaxies, often by residing at the
galactic centers and by influencing the dynamics of sur-
rounding stars and gas.

Recent work on BHs explores various aspects, includ-
ing the resolution of singular points of infinite density
at the center of classical BHs. One of such approach
deals with non-commutative geometry of spacetime,
which introduces a fundamental “fuzziness" to space-
time at extremely small scales [1–3]. This is termed
loosely as “smearing of mass". The smearing of mass,
inspired by non-commutative geometry, helps avoid
singularities in black hole solutions by preventing the
gravitational collapse of matter into an infinitely dense
point. Instead of a point-like singularity, the mass dis-
tribution becomes spread out over a finite region, of-
ten modeled by a Gaussian or Lorentzian distribution
[1]. Non-commutative geometry introduces an intrin-
sic uncertainty in the localization of points in space-
time, which fundamentally suggests how matter and
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energy are may be distributed, especially in situations
with strong gravitational fields. As a result, singular-
ities, which arise from assuming point-like matter dis-
tributions, may be avoided by considering non-local
matter distributions. This concept of smearing of the
mass distribution plays a significant role in the cur-
vature of spacetime in the manner that, classically, in
a BH, the curvature becomes infinite at the singular-
ity but with a smeared mass distribution, the space-
time curvature stays finite even at the centre of the BH.
This produces a regular BH solution. Quantitatively,
the extent of the smeared region is parameterized by
the non-commutativity parameter, usually represented
as

√
θ, which intriduces an intrinsic length scale below

which the classical definition of a point like object be-
comes redundant. The basis for the application of non-
commutative geometry to black holes is the idea that
spacetime coordinates cannot be measured with infinite
accuracy. The amount of energy needed for such accu-
rate measurements would necessarily change the geom-
etry at these scales, introducing an inherent precision
in coordinate measurements. This is somewhat anaol-
ogous to the Heisenberg uncertainty principle in quan-
tum mechanics. Some important works carried out re-
cently using non-commutative spacetime includes the
work of Toghrai et al [4] where they studied the non-
commutative formalism of a Schwarzschild black hole
and some of its physical features. Bhar et al [5] investi-
gated the thermodynamical properties, shadows, quasi-
normal modes of the noncommutative BH in the frame-
work of de Rham-Gabadadze-Tolley like massive grav-
ity. Some other works can be found in Refs. [6–16].
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The surroundings of a galactic BH can contain matter
in the form of plasma. This is because, as matter accretes
onto a black hole, it is heated by gravity and friction to
extremely high temperatures in a hot accretion disk. The
heat ionizes the accreting matter, thus forming a plasma
that emits energy over the entire electromagnetic spec-
trum, and can be an interesting probe from the obser-
vational point of view. The plasma environment can
also be a useful ingredient in a wide range of astrophysi-
cal processes, including the production of relativistic jets
from the black hole poles and the production of strong
magnetic fields. There have been many works dedicated
to the effect of plasma on the optical properties of BHs,
for instance in a work by Atamurotov et al, [17], they
studied the motion of photons around a Kerr black hole
in a plasma with a radial power-law parameterization of
density and found that the black hole shadow size and
shape are dependent on the plasma parameter, spin, and
inclination angle, while in a Schwarzschild BH, the pho-
ton sphere remains unchanged, but the shadow size is
reduced by refraction, and the highest energy emission
rate gets reduced in the presence of plasma. In another
work by Perlick et al, [18] they studied the effect of a
non-magnetized plasma on the shadows in spherically
symmetric spacetimes, and they derived general formu-
las which they used in studying Schwarzschild BHs and
Ellis wormholes, including free-fall plasma cases and
discussed the observational perpectives on the shad-
ows of supermassive BHs. Abdujabbarov et al [19] dis-
cussed the shadow of a rotating BH with quintessen-
tial energy in both vacuum and plasma and found that
in vacuum the quintessential field enlarges the radius
of the shadow and diminishes its distortion, whereas
in a plasma medium, the shape of the shadow is de-
pends crucially on the plasma parameters, spin, and the
quintessential field. There are several other works deal-
ing with the effect of plasma on BH properties and can
be found in [20–23] etc.

Furthermore, plasma around a black hole may also
couple to theoretical particles like axions (which were
proposed to solve the strong CP problem in particle
physics) through superradiance, draining energy and
angular momentum from spin of black holes [24, 25].
Superradiating would produce an axion cloud dense
near the black hole. Plasma can have a significant role
in this phenomenon as well as in the development of
the axion cloud. Although not a standard terminology,
the "axion-plasmon" terminology reflects the interesting
interaction among axions, photons and plasma excita-
tions near the BH environment. Plasma influences, like
screening electric charges and modifications of the pho-
ton propagation [26] can affect the interaction between

axions and the electromagnetic field and may produce
observable signatures [27–29]. Analysis of these cou-
plings has the potential to add valuable perspectives
to both axion physics as well as plasmas in a strong
gravitational field. Some of the important works based
on the effect of axion-plasmon on the optical proper-
ties of BHs include the works of Atamurotov et al [30]
where they studied the effect of axion-plasmon cou-
pling on the null trajectories around a Schwarzschild
BH and how it affects the BH shadow, deflection an-
gle and Einstein rings caused by radially infalling gas
on the BH in the presence of a plasma medium. They
found that these optical properties are influenced by the
axion-plasmon coupling parameter. They also showed
that the size of the BH shadow decreases with the in-
crease in the axion-plasmon parameter if the observer’s
position lies sufficiently far away. Khodadi [31] inves-
tigated the shadow of a spinning BH within an axion-
plasmon cloud and observed that axion-photon inter-
action affects the shadow size and shape. He found
that with increasing value of axion-plasmon coupling,
the size of the shadow increases for high-spinning BHs,
whereas more massive axions shows small impact; in
the non-rotating case, the shadow size diminishes, and
the axion-plasmon cloud boosts energy emission for
rotating BHs but seen to decrease as the rotation is
slower. Pahlavon [32] studied the effect of a plasma
medium on a Riessner Nördstrom BH where the effects
of axion-plasmon coupling on the optical features of a
charged BH is investigated, and they found that the
photon geodesics, shadow radius, deflection angle, Ein-
stein rings. It was shown that the shadow size decreases
as charge increases, whereas its appearance varies with
the plasma model in consideration, and it is maximum
without plasma and minimum in the case of homoge-
neous plasma. Some other progress in the arena of BHs
in a plasma environment over the recent years includes
the work of Ali et al [33] where they studied deflection
of light and shadow properties of a hairy BH under the
effect of non-magnetic plasma. Rukkiyya and Sini [34]
investigated strong lensing properties and shadows of
a quantum Schwarzschild BH in the presence of a ho-
mogeneous plasma medium. Umarov et al [35] stud-
ied the optical properties under the influence of plasma
medium around a Sen black hole, particularly on the
shadow, weak lensing, and time delay properties. Al-
imova et al [36] investigated weak lensing and shad-
ows in the framework of Kalb–Ramond gravity in Reiss-
ner–Nordström spacetime using uniform plasma, sin-
gular and non-singular isothermal spheres. Some other
relevant works can be found in [37–42].
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II. PHOTON MOTION AROUND THE BH IN THE
PRESENCE OF AXION-PLASMON

In this work, we want to explore the consequences
of the optical properties of a non-commutative BH in a
generalized electromagnetic theory which includes the
axion-photon interaction in it [32, 43, 44]. As a result,
one needs to introduce an extra term, that accounts for
the axion-photon interaction. The Einstein-Maxwell ac-
tion is given by

S =

∫ (
R

16π
− 1

4
FµνF

µν

)√
−g d4x+ Smatter, (1)

where

Smatter =

∫
Lmatter

√
−g d4x, (2)

with

Lmatter = Lφ −AµJ
µ
e + Lint. (3)

In our work, we shall assume that the surrounding
plasma does not significantly impact on the overall cur-
vature of spacetime. We are only interested in what
role the plasma medium plays in determining the pho-
ton trajectories. The interaction between the electromag-
netic field and the plasma can affect the energy shifts
of the photons, which probably can dictate the opti-
cal properties around the BH. In the action given by
Eq. (1) above, Jµ

e represents the four-current associated
with electrons, while Fµν is the electromagnetic field
tensor, that embeds the electric and magnetic field com-
ponents. The axion Lagrangian contribution is given by
Lφ = ∇µφ

∗∇µφ−m2
φ|φ|2, which describes the dynamics

of the axion field, including the kinetic and mass terms.
The interaction term Lint = −(g/4)εµναβFαβFµν repre-
sents the interaction between axions and photons. This
term, where g denotes the strength of the axion-photon
coupling, describes how axions affect the electromag-
netic field through a pseudoscalar interaction [32].

The static spherically symmetric spacetime metric for
the Non-Commutative BH is

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
1

f(r)
dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2), (4)

where

f(r) = 1− 2M

r
+

8M
√
θ√

πr2
.

Here, M and θ are the mass and non-commutative pa-
rameter of the BH, respectively.

If we are interested in photon trajectories about a BH
in the presence of axion-plasmon medium, the Hamilto-
nian can be defined as [45]

H(xα, pα) =
1

2

[
gαβpαpβ − (n2 − 1)(pβu

β)2
]
, (5)

Here, the spacetime coordinates, four-velocity and four-
momentum of the photon are defined by xα uβ and pα
respectively. Also, n is the refractive index of the plasma
medium (n = ω/k, with k as the wave number). The
refractive index of the plasma medium in the framework
with the axion-plasmon term is given by [43]

n2 = 1−
ω2

p

ω2
− f0

γ0

ω2
p

(ω − ku0)2
− Ω4

ω2(ω2 − ω2
φ)

−f0
γ0

Ω4

(ω − ku0)2(ω2 − ω2
φ)

, (6)

where

ω2
p(x

α) = 4πe2N(xα)/me

is the plasma frequency in which e, me and N de-
notes the electron charge, mass and number density of
electrons. Here, ω(xα) is the photon frequency defined
as ω2 = (pβu

β)2; the axion frequency is denoted by
ω2
φ ; the axion-plasmon coupling parameter is given by

Ω = (gB0ωp)
1/2 with B0 as the homogeneous magnetic

field directed in the z-direction, where g represents the
axion–photon coupling [43]1. Given the axial symmetry
of the magnetic field and the spherically symmetric na-
ture of the spacetime, we shall assume that the effects
of strong curvature predominantly govern the particle
dynamics, thereby dominating the influence of the mag-
netic field. The fraction of electron beam moving in-
side the plasma with velocity u0 is given by f0, where
γ0 is the associated Lorentz factor. As we are uncertain
about the significance of the electron beam scenario in
the vicinity of the BH, it will be convenient for us to set
f0 = 0 for the sake of simplicity. Then, we can rewrite
(6) as [17]

n2(r) = 1−
ω2

p(r)

ω(r)2
− Ω4

ω(r)2[ω(r)2 − ω2
φ]
,

= 1−
ω2

p(r)

ω(r)2

(
1 +

g2B2
0

ω(r)2 − ω2
φ

)
, (7)

with

ω(r) =
ω0√
f(r)

, ω0 = const. (8)

1 Here, g should not be confused with the determinant of the metric
tensor.
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For the experimental requirements for axion-plasmon
conversion, the plasma frequency scale must satisfy the
inequality ω2

p ≫ Ω2 (or equivalently, ωp ≫ gB0),.
According to [18], the photon energy at spatial infinity is
given by ω(∞) = ω0 = −pt, and the lapse function is de-
fined such that f(r) → 1 as r → ∞. In addition, for
distinguishing the BH shadow from the vacuum case,
the plasma frequency must continue to be much smaller
than the photon frequency, i.e. ω2

p ≪ ω2. Now, for
light ray propagation in an axion-plasmon medium, the
Hamiltonian can be recast in the following way: [45, 46]

H =
1

2

[
gαβpαpβ + ω2

p

(
1 +

g2B2
0

ω2
0 − ω2

φ

)]
. (9)

The four velocity components for the photons in the
equatorial plane (θ = π/2, pθ = 0) are:

ṫ ≡ dt

dλ
=

−pt
f(r)

, (10)

ṙ ≡ dr

dλ
= prf(r), (11)

ϕ̇ ≡ dϕ

dλ
=

pϕ
r2

, (12)

where we have used the formula for obtaining four-
velocity using the Hamiltonian, ẋα = ∂H/∂pα. Using
Eqs. (11) and (12), we can form a general equation for
null trajectories

dr

dϕ
=

grrpr
gϕϕpϕ

. (13)

The constraint equation H = 0, sets the above equation
as [18]

dr

dϕ
=

√
grr

gϕϕ

√
h2(r)

ω2
0

p2ϕ
− 1, (14)

where

h2(r) ≡ − gtt

gϕϕ
−

ω2
p

gϕϕω2
0

(
1 +

g2B2
0

ω2
0 − ω2

φ

)
. (15)

If we introduce the dimensionless parameters

ω̃2
φ =

ω2
φ

ω2
0

and B̃2 =
g2B2

0

ω2
0

, (16)

we can rewrite Eq. (15) for our non-commuative space-
time as

h2(r) = r2
[ √

πr2

8
√
θ − 2

√
πMr +

√
πr2

−
ω2

p(r)

ω2
0

(
1+

B̃2

1− ω̃2
φ

)]
.

(17)

where we have set gtt and gϕϕ from Eq. (4). The photon
sphere of radius rph, can be determined by solving the
following equation [18]

d(h2(r))

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=rph

= 0. (18)

Now using Eq. (17) in (18) we can obtain a non-linear
first order differential equation for the photon sphere ra-
dius rph for our non-commutative BH spacetime in the
presence of axion-plasmon effects as:

2
(
B̃2 − ω̃2

ϕ + 1
)
ωp

(
rph

) (
rphω

′
p

(
rph

)
+ ωp

(
rph

))
ω2
0

(
ω̃2
ϕ − 1

)
+

−6πMr3ph + 32
√
π
√
θr2ph + 2πr4ph(√

πrph
(
2M − rph

)
− 8

√
θ
)

2
= 0

(19)
The roots of Eq. (19) cannot be obtained analytically be-
cause of its non-linearity and presence of mixed coupled
terms as well as higher order terms in rph. Nevertheless,
we can study it numerically by choosing different forms
of ωp(r).

Let us now calculate the angular shadow radius
which can be defined with the help of the photon sphere
radius rph. The angular shadow radius αsh is defined as:

sin2 αsh =
h2(rph)

h2(ro)
(20)

Using Eq. (17), we can express Eq. (20) as

sinαsh =


r2ph

 √
πr2ph

8
√
θ−2

√
πMrph+

√
πr2ph

−
ω2

p

(
B̃2

1−ω̃2
ϕ

+1

)
ω2

0


r2o

 √
πr2o

8
√
θ−2

√
πMro+

√
πr2o

−
ω2

p

(
B̃2

1−ω̃2
ϕ

+1

)
ω2

0





1/2

(21)
Here, rph and ro denotes the photon sphere radius and
observer’s location respectively. If one assumes that the
observer’s location lies very far away from the BH, then
the approximate BH shadow radius can be found by us-
ing Eq. (21) as follows: [47]

rsh ≈ ro sinαsh, (22)

which gives

rsh = rph

 √
πr2ph

8
√
θ − 2

√
πMrph +

√
πr2ph

−
ω2
p

(
B̃2

1−ω̃2
ϕ
+ 1

)
ω2
0


1/2

(23)



5

Note that the shadow radius no longer depends on the
observer’s location. We can see that if one reconsid-
ers the limiting case where there is no plasma medium,
ωp → 0, and where there is no contribution from the
axionic and magnetic fields (ω̃ϕ → 0 and B̃ → 0 re-
spectively), the trivial case of a Schwarzschild shadow
radius (rSch

sh = 3
√
3M ) is obtained at rph = 3M (photon

orbit radius for a Schwarzschild BH).

III. PHOTON SPHERE RADIUS

In this section, we shall discuss how in the presence of
a plasma medium, the effective motion of photons is af-
fected due to the dispersive properties of the plasma. In
this context, we shall adopt two specific cases. First, we
assume a homogeneous plasma, which is characterized
by a constant electron number density and plasma fre-
quency, and hence a uniform refractive index. Secondly,
we shall consider an inhomogeneous plasma, charac-
terized by a power-law varying plasma frequency and
hence a spatially varying refractive index. To be spe-
cific, we want to see how the photon radius depends on
the particular nature of surrounding plasma medium.

A. Homogeneous Plasma

In case the non-commutative BH is surrounded by a
homogeneous plasma characterized by a fixed plasma
frequency i.e. ω2

p = const., the exact analytical expres-
sion for the radius of photon sphere from Eq. (19) can be
hard to obtain. This is because, the surrounding plasma
also constitutes the axionic field frequency ω̃ϕ as well as
a magnetic field B̃, coupled with the plasma frequency
ωp, making them interdependent. Therefore, the pho-
ton sphere radius should be calculated numerically. In-
fact to be more specific, we shall plot the same with re-
spect to the plasma frequency by setting different val-
ues of our three parameters of dependency, i.e the non-
commutative parameter θ, axion frequency ω̃2

ϕ,and the
magnetic field B̃2. For simplicity, we shall work with
units where M = 1. The numerical results are plot-
ted in Fig. 1. In the figure, we can see how the photon
sphere radius varies with the plasma frequency, for any
three values of the aforementioned model parameters.
In Fig. 1 (a), for fixed values of ω̃2

ϕ and magnetic field
B̃2, the photon sphere radius rises exponentially with
the increase in plasma frequency ω2

p/ω
2
0 . One can see,

the photon sphere radius starts with smaller values for
larger values of θ. This implies that as θ increases, the
shadow radius decreases. In Fig. 1 (b) and (c), however

we see a contrasting scenario with (a). In the former,
keeping θ = 0.02 and ω̃2

ϕ = 0.5, we can see an expo-
nential increase in photon sphere radius with increasing
values of ω2

ph/ω
2
0 for different values of B̃2 with θ and

ω̃2
ϕ fixed, but for all cases the radius starts with the same

value. This implies that, in the vacuum case ωp → 0,
there is no dependence of photon sphere radius with
varying B̃2. The slope of the curve however increases
with increasing values of B̃2. In the latter case, the same
behaviour is apparent with the variation with the axion
frequency ω2

ϕ, while keeping θ and B̃2 fixed. But, the
slope of the curves vary moderately with changing val-
ues of axion frequency.

B. Inhomogeneous plasma with ω2
p(r) = κ/rq

Next, let us investigate the dependence of an inho-
mogeneous plasma on the radii of photon spheres while
including the axionic contribution. In this case, we may
consider that plasma frequency as a radially dependent
function following a power-law form as: [46, 48]

ω2
p(r) =

κ

rq
. (24)

In this context, κ and q are independent free parame-
ters. The values of these parameters in the present work
shall be fixed to q = 1 and κ as a coupling constant [46].
The parameter q in fact quantifies how the intensity of
plasma effect falls over radial distances. For instance, if
one sets q = 2, the plasma frequency falls off like a in-
verse squared law and would signify a faster dilution of
plasma effects as compared to q = 1. Therefore, q = 1

case would provide a clearer impact of the presence of
the plasma medium on the BH optical properties. Once
again, we seek numerical solutions of the photon sphere
radii by solving Eq. (19) for the case of inhomogeneous
plasma. After solving Eq. (19), the photon sphere radii
are plotted against the coupling constant of inhomoge-
neous plasma κ/ω2

0 . From Fig. 2 (a), for a fixed value of
B̃2 = 0.3 and ω̃2

ϕ = 0.5 we can see that the variation of
the photon sphere radius increases initially then tends to
flatten out as the coupling constant κ/ω2

0 increases. Also,
as the non-commutative parameter decreases, the slope
of the curve increases noticeably, signifying increase in
value of rph as θ decreases. Note that in the vacuum
limit, κ → 0, the photon sphere radius reduces to the
same initial value, irrespective of the value of θ. Next, in
Figs. 2 (b) and (c), we see the same behaviour except in a
way how the photon sphere radius vary with respect to
changing B̃2 (see Fig. 2(b)). In other words, towards the
vacuum limit, the photon sphere radius tends to have
different initial values and these values increases with
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FIG. 1. Variation of photon sphere radius with the plasma frequency for various combinations of the parameters for a homoge-
neous plasma
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FIG. 2. Variation of photon sphere radius with the plasma frequency for various combinations of the parameters for an inhomo-
geneous plasma

increasing B̃2. The overall slope of the curves has al-
most the same magnitude but with smaller deviations.
In Fig. 2 (c), with respect to varying axion frequency ω̃2

ϕ,
the trend of variation of photon sphere radius is almost
similar to the previous cases, but the effect of the axion
field is minimal and no significant dependence on the
slope of the curve is prominent here.

IV. SHADOWS

A. Homogeneous Plasma

Now let us discuss the behaviour of shadow cast by
the non-commutative BH in the presence of plasma. To
start with, we calculate the angular shadow through Eq.

(21). In homogeneous plasma case we can have:

sinαsh =


r2ph

 √
πr2ph

8
√
θ−2

√
πMrph+

√
πr2ph

−
ω2

p

(
B̃2

1−ω̃2
ϕ

+1

)
ω2

0


r2o

 √
πr2o

8
√
θ−2

√
πMro+

√
πr2o

−
ω2

p

(
B̃2

1−ω̃2
ϕ

+1

)
ω2

0





1/2

(25)
where ωp is treated as a constant. Fig. 3 shows the nu-
merical plot of the angular shadow with respect to ob-
server’s position. In Fig. 3(a), the axion frequency ω̃ϕ

and B̃2 are kept fixed at 0.5 and 0.3, respectively, while
the constant homogeneous plasma frequency is set to
ωp = 0.5. We have solved for the photon sphere ra-
dius rph from the condition (19), for each case and used
those in Eq. (25). It is seen that the angular shadow αsh

decreases asymptotically with increasing observer dis-
tance, with the variation noticeably influenced by the
non-commutative parameter θ. As θ increases, the an-
gular shadow starts from smaller values, while the slope
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of the curves remains unchanged. Figs. 3(b) and (c)
also exhibits analogous behavior. In Fig. 3(b), the de-
pendence of the angular shadow on the axion frequency
is relatively weak provided θ = 0.02, B̃2 = 0.3, and
ωp = 0.5 are held constant. In Fig. 3(c), under the con-
ditions θ = 0.02, ω̃2

ϕ = 0.3, and ωp = 0.5, the angular
shadow continues to decrease with observer distance,
yet it tends to converge to similar values for observers
positioned at nearer regions of the BH.

The shadow radius can be calculated from Eq. (23) as

rsh = rph

 √
πr2ph

8
√
θ − 2

√
πMrph +

√
πr2ph

−
ω2
p

(
B̃2

1−ω̃2
ϕ
+ 1

)
ω2
0


1/2

(26)
The expression remains same as that of Eq. (23) except
here ω2

p is a constant. Using Eq. (26), we plotted of the
shadows of the BH in the Cartesian plane, as shown in
Fig. 5. In Fig. 5(a), it is clear that the non-commutative
parameter θ, while having fixed values for ω̃2

ϕ and B̃2

and setting ωp to 0.5, clearly influences the shadow size.
In particular, an increase in θ results in a smaller shadow.
A similar effect is observed while varying B̃2, where an
increase in the magnetic field causes an expansion in the
shadow radius, as can be seen from Fig. 5(c). In contrast,
changes in ω̃2

ϕ have a very minimal effect on the size of
the shadows, as is observed from Fig. 5 (b).

B. Inhomogeneous Plasma

Next, in the inhomogeneous plasma case setting ω2
p =

κ/rq , where q = 1 in Eq. (21) we can obtain the angular
shadow as:

sinαsh =


r2ph

 √
πr2ph

8
√
θ−2

√
πMrph+

√
πr2ph

−
κ2

(
B̃2

1−ω̃2
ϕ

+1

)
ω2

0r
2
ph


r2o

 √
πr2o

8
√
θ−2

√
πMro+

√
πr2o

−
κ2

(
B̃2

1−ω̃2
ϕ

+1

)
ω2

0r
2
o





1/2

(27)
Eq. (27) is analyzed by plotting for various combina-

tions of the parameters, like we did in the previous sub-
section for the homogeneous plasma case. The key dis-
tinction in this analysis lies in the inclusion of the inho-
mogeneous plasma coupling parameter, κ. For the pur-
poses of this work, we have adopted a constant value of
κ = 0.5, though it is important to note that κ may as-
sume any arbitrary positive values in general. Fig. 4 (a)
shows the variation of the angular shadow as a function
of the observer’s position, for several different values
of the non-commutative parameter θ. In this case, we

have set ω̃2
ϕ = 0.5 and B̃2 = 0.3. It is observed that the

angular shadow decreases as the observer moves far-
ther from the black hole. Notably, the dependence on θ

becomes evident: as the observer approaches the black
hole, the angular shadow tends to increase for smaller
values of the non-commutative parameter θ. In Fig. 4
(b), the variation of the angular shadow is shown for dif-
ferent values of the axion frequency ω̃2

ϕ, while maintain-
ing fixed values for θ and B̃2. The overall trend is quali-
tatively similar to the previous cases, with a very feeble
dependence on the axion frequency. A similar observa-
tion can be made when considering the dependence on
varying B̃2 values, as displayed in Fig. 4 (c). From these
analyses, it is clear that neither the axion frequency ω̃2

ϕ

nor the magnetic field B̃2 exerts a significant influence
on the angular shadow within the context of an inho-
mogeneous plasma. These results points towards the
conclusion that the primary factor influencing the an-
gular shadow in this scenario is the observer’s position,
with only noticeable effects arising from variations in
the non-commutative parameter θ. The dependence on
the axion frequency and magnetic field however is quite
subtle in the case of inhomogeneous plasma. This is one
of the important result of this analysis.

The shadow radius in the case of inhomogeneous
plasma can be calculated from Eq. (23) as

rsh = rph

 √
πr2ph

8
√
θ − 2

√
πMrph +

√
πr2ph

−
κ2

(
B̃2

1−ω̃2
ϕ
+ 1

)
ω2
0r

2
ph


1/2

(28)
Using Equation (28), we have generated a plot of the

shadows in the Cartesian plane, as portrayed in Fig. 6.
In Fig. 6(a), it is evident that the non-commutative pa-
rameter θ, while maintaining fixed values of ω̃2

ϕ and B̃2

and setting κ to 0.5, uniquely influences the size of the
shadows. Consistent with the results in the homoge-
neous plasma scenario in subsection IV A, an increase
in the non-commutative parameter leads to a reduction
in shadow size. Furthermore, Figs. 6 (b) and (c) exhibits
a subtle dependence on the variations of ω̃ϕ and B̃2, re-
spectively. A closer look at the zoomed in figures of (b)
and (c) reveals that an increase in ω̃2

ϕ leads to a decrease
in the shadow radius, and similarly, an increase in B̃2

also results in a smaller shadow radius.

V. OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS

In the strong-gravity regime, the EHT’s most re-
cent horizon-scale image of Sgr A∗ [49] offers an ideal
platform to test theories of gravity and fundamental
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FIG. 4. Variation of angular shadow with the observer’s position for various combinations of the parameters for an inhomoge-
neous plasma

physics. Because Sgr A∗ is so very near to us, estimat-
ing its mass, distance, and, consequently, its mass-to-
distance ratio, becomes very much easier. Compared to
M87*, whose mass is not strictly restricted by the stellar
dynamics observations, this poses itself as a significant
benefit. The mass of the Sgr A∗ (O(106)M⊙) is much
smaller than that of the M87∗ (O(109)M⊙), opening up
a whole new way of looking at fundamental physics in
the strong curvature regime. The Sgr A’s shadow can
also offer more rigorous limits on fundamental parame-
ters than the M87’s, using the same reasoning [50].

The EHT has determined the fractional deviation be-
tween the predicted shadow radius rs and the shadow
radius of a Schwarzschild BH rsch = 3

√
3M , given by:

δ ≡ rs
rsch

− 1 =
rs

3
√
3M

− 1. (29)

The Keck and VLTI set the following constraints on δ as:

[50–52]

δ = −0.04+0.09
−0.10 (Keck) and δ = −0.08+0.09

−0.09 (VLTI)

For a convenient analysis, we may calculate the aver-
age value of δ estimated from the Keck and VLTI obser-
vations since these values are uncorrelated as they are
originated from independent measurements. Thus the
average value of δ is

δ ≈ −0.060± 0.065. (30)

If ones assumes a Gaussian posterior distribution, the
confidence intervals for δ are

−0.125 ≲ δ ≲ 0.005 (1σ) and − 0.19 ≲ δ ≲ 0.07 (2σ).

(31)
Extracting rs from Eq. (29), we get

rs
M

= 3
√
3(δ + 1), (32)
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FIG. 5. Shadow images for various combinations of the parameters for a homogeneous plasma

which when combined with the constraints Eq. (31),
gives

4.55 ≲ rs/M ≲ 5.22, (1σ) and 4.21 ≲ rs/M ≲ 5.56, (2σ).

(33)
To examine the shadow constraints on our model pa-

rameters, we use Eqs. (26) and (28) and plot it in com-
parison to the observational data as mentioned above.
The Tab. I shows the obtained constraints on the pa-

rameters with respect to the Sgr* shadow data. We note
that for both homogeneous and inhomogeneous plasma
cases, the non-commutative parameter θ is very tightly
constrained on both 1σ and 2σ confidence levels. More-
over, the axion frequency ω̃ϕ is not constrained at 1σ
level for both types of plasma. Also, the magnetic field
parameter B̃2 remains unconstrained at the 1σ confi-
dence level.
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