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We consider a black hole mimicker given by an exact solution of the stationary and axially
symmetric field equations in vacuum known as the δ-Kerr metric. We study its optical properties
based on a ray-tracing code for photon motion and characterize the apparent shape of the shadow
of the compact object and compare it with the Kerr black hole. For the purpose of obtaining
qualitative estimates related to the observed shadow of the supermassive compact object in the
galaxy M87 we focus on values of the object’s spin a and inclination angle of observation θ0 close
to the measured values. We then apply the model to the shadow of the δ-Kerr metric to obtain
constraints on the allowed values of the deformation parameter. We show that based uniquely on
one set of observations of the shadow’s boundary it is not possible to exclude the δ-Kerr solution as
a viable source for the geometry in the exterior of the compact object.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recent observations of shadow images of the grav-
itationally collapsed objects at the center of the elliptical
galaxy M87 (denoted by M87*) and at the center of the
Milky Way galaxy (known as Sagittarius-A*, or in brief
SgrA*) by the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) collabo-
ration [1, 2] has opened a new trend of research aimed
to develop tests of gravity theories and corresponding
black hole solutions near a regime of the gravitational
field for which the validity General Relativity (GR) has
never been tested [3–5]. Consequently, for the first time
we are on the verge of being able to probe the nature of
the geometry in the vicinity of an astrophysical black hole
candidate and test the validity of the Kerr hypothesis[6–
8].

What the EHT collaboration has observed is the rela-
tivistic image of the accretion disk surrounding the ob-
ject, appearing due to light bending in the gravitational
field of the source. The phenomenon has been thoroughly
studied in GR and theoretical explanations of the rela-
tivistic images can be found for example in Refs. [9–12].
The black hole shadow is related to the photon sphere
around the central object and the conceptual study of
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the photon spheres is described for example in Ref. [13],
while theoretical studies of the shadow of rotating black
holes have been carried out in Refs. [14–32]. Also, ob-
servable quantities related to the black hole shadow have
been investigated in detail in Refs. [32–50].

Current observational data such as the observation of
the shadow by EHT and the waveforms of detected grav-
itational waves by the LIGO-Virgo collaborations [51–
54], cannot yet provide certainty that the observed as-
trophysical black hole candidates are exactly described
by the Kerr metric. When considering other possibilities
one may encounter a degeneracy when the same values
for observational quantities may be obtained from dif-
ferent and distinct scenarios which may therefore mimic
the Kerr space-time [55, 56]. Nevertheless one may de-
vise other methods to obtain data from the proposed so-
lutions for compact objects within GR and/or modified
theories of gravity to constrain the physical validity of
such models and possibly restrict or break the aforemen-
tioned degeneracies [57–66].

The data from EHT observations can be used to get
constraints on the parameters of the mathematical solu-
tions that could describe the geometry surrounding the
objects M87* and SgrA*. These solutions range from
black hole space-times in modified and alternative theo-
ries of gravity [67–71], to black hole mimickers and exotic
compact object in GR [56, 72–76] and classical GR black
hole with hair or immersed in matter fields [77–84]. In
fact it is indeed possible, as we shall show in this paper,
that the geometry is described by an exact solution of the
vacuum Einstein’s equations which is not a black hole.

In the present article we study the shadow of a rotat-
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ing black hole mimicker described by the line element
proposed in [85] and subsequently studied in [86], known
as δ-Kerr metric. This is an exact solution of the vac-
uum field equations that extends the Kerr solution to
include higher mass multipole moments. The Kerr space-
time, which describes the gravitational field of an axially-
symmetric rotating black hole, is fully characterized by
two parameters, i.e. the mass m and the specific an-
gular momentum a. The δ-Kerr space-time is a gener-
alization of the Kerr space-time which belongs to the
class of Ricci-flat vacuum solutions of general relativity
discussed in Ref. [85] and is obtained from the Zipoy-
Voorhees static solution [87–89] by means of a solution
generating technique known as HKX transformation [90],
due to Hoenselaers, Kinnersley and Xanthopoulos.

The Zipoy-Voorhees space-time, sometimes called δ-
metric or γ-metric or q-metric, has been extensively stud-
ied over the past several years [91–98], however it is
not ideal to describe an astrophysical source due to its
static nature. The nonlinear superposition of the Zipoy-
Voorhees metric and the Kerr metric results in δ-Kerr
metric that represents a ‘deformed’ Kerr solution which
is characterized by three parameters, namely the mass
m, the spin a and the deformation parameter δ, and
it generically possesses naked singularities. The δ-Kerr
space-time and its relativistic multipole moments have
been recently explored in Ref. [99] and [100]. The pa-
rameter δ describes the departure from the black hole
solution with q = 1 − δ related to the non relativistic
mass quadrupole moment of the source.

In this article we study the image of the shadow of the
δ-Kerr metric and investigate whether the results of the
EHT collaboration for M87* may be used to constrain
the value of the deformation parameter. We find that
for oblate sources (i.e. q > 0), for any given value of the
deformation parameter close to Kerr, there is always a
value of the object’s spin that produces the same bound-
ary of the shadow within the experimental bounds ob-
tained by the EHT collaboration. Therefore, it may not
be possible to distinguish the δ-Kerr space-time from its
black hole counterpart if one relies uniquely on one kind
of observations, such as the shadow’s image.

The paper is organized in the following way: In Sec-
tion II the properties of δ-Kerr space-time are briefly
described. Section III is devoted to description of the
ray-tracing code for photons while the apparent shape of
the shadow of the compact object and its relation with
the observed border of the shadow of M87* are discussed
in Section IV. In Section V we obtain the image of the
thin accretion disk in the δ-Kerr space-time and finally,
Section VI summarizes the main results obtained and the
conclusions that can be drawn in view of future observa-
tions.

II. THE δ-KERR SPACE-TIME

Our aim is to consider a geometry that is continuously
linked to the Kerr space-time and is also an exact solu-
tion of the vacuum field equations. Therefore the most
natural choice is to consider a member of the class of
stationary and vacuum exact solutions, known as Weyl
class. The extension of black hole solutions by the inclu-
sion of higher mass multipole moments takes into account
possible deformations from the black hole geometry and,
in the simplest case, it amounts to a single additional pa-
rameter related to the mass quadrupole. In our analysis
we shall consider the so called δ-Kerr space-time. Follow-
ing [86] the δ-Kerr metric in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates
{t, r, θ, φ} takes the form:

ds2 =− Fdt2 + 2Fωdtdφ+
e2γ

F

B
A
dr2 + r2 e

2γ

F
Bdθ2

+

(
r2

F
A sin2 θ − Fω2

)
dφ2 ,

(1)

where

A = 1− 2m

r
+
a2
∗
r2

, B = A +
σ2 sin2 θ

r2
, (2)

F =
A
B , ω = 2

(
a∗ − σ

C
A

)
,

e2γ =
1

4

(
1 +

m

σ

)2 A
(x2 − 1)

δ

(
x2 − 1

x2 − y2

)δ2
.

(3)

With

A = a+a− + b+b− ,

B = a2
+ + b2+ ,

C = (x+ 1)q
[
x
(
1− y2

)
(λ+ η)a+ + y

(
x2 − 1

)
(1− λη)b+

]
,

(4)
and we have defined

a± = (x± 1)q[x(1− λη)± (1 + λη)] , (5)

b± = (x± 1)q[y(λ+ η)∓ (λ− η)] , (6)

λ = α(x2 − 1)−q(x+ y)2q , (7)

η = α(x2 − 1)−q(x− y)2q , (8)

and for simplicity used prolate spheroidal coordinates
{x, y} that relate to {r, θ} via

x =
r −m
σ

, y = cos θ . (9)

The δ-Kerr space-time depends on three free param-
eters, that are related to mass, angular momentum and
deformation. The mass parameter m is related to the
total gravitational mass of the source. The angular mo-
mentum parameter a∗ is analogous to Kerr’s angular mo-
mentum and subject to the condition |a∗| ≤ m. In the
following it will be convenient to use the a-dimensional
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parameter a = a∗/m that has range a ∈ (−1, 1). The de-
formation parameter δ is analogous to the deformation
parameter in the static Zipoy-Voorhees metric.

The other constants used above, namely σ > 0, q and
α can all be related to the three parameters as follows:

σ =
√
m2 − a2

∗ = m
√

1− a2 , (10)

q = δ − 1 , (11)

α =
m− σ
a∗

=
a∗

m+ σ
=

a

1 +
√

1− a2
. (12)

So we can interpret q as related to the quadrupole param-
eter and α as a new definition of the rotation parameter.

The δ-Kerr is asymptotically flat and has the following
limits:

- For δ = 1 one obtains the Kerr solution.

- For a = 0 one obtains the Zipoy-Voorhees metric.

- For both δ = 1 and a = 0 one obtains the
Schwarzschild space-time.

Furthermore the mass monopole and mass quadrupole
are given by

M0 = m+ σq = m(1 + q
√

1− a2) , (13)

M2 =
σ3q

3
(7− q2) +mσ2(1− q2)−m2(m+ 3σq) ,(14)

which reduce to the known values for the Zipoy-Voorhees
metric when a = 0 and the known values for Kerr
when q = 0. Also, the angular monopole and angular
quadrupole are given by (see [99])

J1 = ma∗ + 2a∗σq = m2a(1 + 2q
√

1− a2) , (15)

J3 = −a∗
3

[3a2
∗m+ 3mσq(3σq + 4m) + 2σ3q(q2 − 4)] .(16)

which vanish for a = 0 and reduce to the known values
for Kerr when q = 0, i.e. when δ = 1.

The geometry of the δ-Kerr space-time is particularly
interesting because it is continuously linked to the widely
studied black hole solutions and because, unlike black
holes, it does not posses an event horizon. In fact it
can be shown that the δ-Kerr metric generically exhibits
strong curvature singularities at various locations for r ≤
rs, with

rs = m+ σ , (17)

corresponding to the location of the outer horizon in the
Kerr case. For this reason, in order to consider the line
element as describing the geometry outside a viable ro-
tating compact object, we will restrict the range of the
radial coordinate to r > rs.

If we consider the possibility that the classical rela-
tivistic description breaks down at the horizon level and
the final fate of complete gravitational collapse can be an
exotic compact object which retains some of the higher
order non Kerr multipole moments of its progenitor, then

we might consider the δ-Kerr solution as the exterior of
such an exotic massive source.

In this regard the δ-Kerr solution may be considered as
a black hole mimicker and it important to study its ob-
servational properties in view of the possibility of testing
the geometry in the vicinity of astrophysical black hole
candidates in the future.

III. RAY-TRACING AND SHADOW’S
BOUNDARY

Observational information of many astrophysical com-
pact sources such as the supermassive black hole can-
didate in M87 comes from the study and analysis of the
light emitted by the accretion disk surrounding the source
and reaching the observer. Therefore, to study the ob-
servational properties of the sources of the δ-Kerr space-
time we need to model the light emission of the accretion
disk. In the following, we study the trajectories of pho-
tons in the δ-Kerr space-time applying the ray-tracing
code described in Ref. [101].

The stationary and axisymmetric δ-Kerr metric is in-
dependent of the coordinates t and φ, so there exist two
Killing vectors, one timelike and one spacelike associated
with time and rotation invariance about the symmetry
axis z. Consequently, these two Killing vectors corre-
spond to two conserved quantities, namely the energy E
and the z-component of the angular momentum Lz = L
of the particle, in our case a photon. The two conserved
quantities can be expressed as:

−E = gttṫ+ gtφφ̇ , (18)

L = gφtṫ+ gφφφ̇ , (19)

where the overhead dot represents the derivative with
respect to the affine parameter of the trajectory λ.

To determine the evolution of the photon’s trajectory
we need the four equations of motion for xµ(λ). Using
the conserved quantities we obtain two first-order differ-
ential equations for the t and φ components from equa-
tions (18)-(19). These can be rewritten in terms of the
normalized affine parameter λ′ = Eλ as

dt

dλ′
=
−gφφ − bgtφ
gφφgtt − g2

tφ

, (20)

dφ

dλ′
=

bgtt + bgtφ
gφφgtt − g2

tφ

, (21)

where b is the photon’s impact parameter which is defined
as b ≡ |L/E|.

We can use the usual second-order geodesic equations
with the normalized affine parameter λ′ and the Christof-
fel symbols Γσµν to get remaining two equations for the
r and θ components of the photon’s trajectory in the δ-
Kerr space-time. This way we obtain the full equations
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of motion that the ray-tracing code uses to determine the
photon’s trajectory.

We suppose that the source of the δ-Kerr space-time
is located at the center of the coordinate system. For
convenience, we choose the mass parameter of the central
object as m = 1, since it just scales the size of the shadow
and it does not affect its shape. We assume the screen to
be at a large distance r0 from the source (in the code
we set r0 = 1000), perpendicular to the line of sight
with the location of the source and inclined by an angle
θ0 with respect to the rotation axis (see Fig. 1). The
celestial coordinates {α0, β0} on the observer’s sky are
related to polar coordinates rscr and φscr on the screen
by α0 = rscr cos(φscr) and β0 = rscr sin(φscr). Because
we only know the positions and momenta of the photon
on the screen, we should solve the geodesic equations
backwards from the observer’s screen to the source. The
photon departs from the screen with a four-momentum
perpendicular to it and initial conditions (α0, β0). Using
the equation uαuα = 0 of the photon’s four-velocity one
can find the component (dt/dλ′)i. The initial conditions
of the photon on the screen are then converted to the
initial position in the δ-Kerr metric (ri, θi, φi). The initial
position and four-momentum of each photon in the δ-
Kerr space-time are given as [102]

ri =
(
r2
0 + α2

0 + β2
0

)1/2
, (22)

θi = arccos

(
r0 cos θ0 + β0 sin θ0

ri

)
, (23)

φi = arctan

(
α0

r0 sin θ0 − β0 cos θ0

)
, (24)

and (
dr

dλ′

)
i

=
r0

ri
, (25)

(
dθ

dλ′

)
i

=
r0(r0 cos θ0 + β0 sin θ0)− r2

i cos θ0

r2
i

√
r2
i − (r0 cos θ0 + β0 sin θ0)2

, (26)

(
dφ

dλ′

)
i

=
−α0 sin θ0

α2
0 + (r0 cos θ0 + β0 sin θ0)2

. (27)

The initial conditions of the code on the screen are de-
fined in the following way. The image of the compact
source is confined inside 0 ≤ rscr ≤ 20 and 0 ≤ φscr ≤ 2π
with a step of π/180. On the screen we can define the
boundary between the photons that can be captured by
the compact source and the photons that can escape
to infinity. The photons are captured by the compact
source if they cross inside the surface r = rs + ∆r with
∆r = 10−3 and rs being the radius of the infinitely red-
shifted null surface given by equation (17). The confine is

defined to an accuracy of ∆rscr = 10−3 which is enough
to accurately determine the shadow’s boundary with the
value of rscr and φscr. This method allows one to calcu-
late the border of the shadow produced by light rays in
the δ-Kerr as it appears on the observer’s screen within
the accuracy defined.

The object’s shadow is the observable consequence of
the photon’s capture by the massive compact source. In
black hole space-times this is related to the photon sphere
which is the surface formed from the combination of all
unstable spherical photon orbits, namely the surface that
separates between photon geodesics that are able to es-
cape to spatial infinity and those that fall towards the
compact object. To describe the shadow one may also
consider the celestial coordinates α and β (see [39] for
reference) which are defined as,

α = lim
r0→∞

(
−r2

0 sin θ0
dφ

dr

)
, (28)

β = lim
r0→∞

(
r2
0

dθ

dr

)
, (29)

where r0 is the distance between the observer and massive
source and θ0 is the inclination angle between the normal
of observer’s screen plane and the symmetry axis (see
Fig. 1).

Through this method we can get the boundary of the
shadow as shown in Fig. 2. As expected, the boundary of
the shadow depends on the deformation parameter q, the
spin parameter a and the observer’s inclination angle θ0.
Notice that for larger values of a the effects of the defor-
mation parameter become less pronounced and are most
visible for q < 0 in the static case. This can be under-
stood by looking at equations (13) and (15) which show
how the leading mass and angular multipoles M0 and J1

depend on q via
√

1− a2. Notice that for astrophysical
rotating sources one would expect the rotation to induce
some oblateness in the source thus causing a deformation
with q > 0. Fig. 2 allows us to estimate the influence of
the mass quadrupole, via the deformation parameter q,
on the shadow’s border. In the sequel, we will focus on
how we may constrain the value of the deformation pa-
rameter in the δ-Kerr metric from observations.

IV. CONSTRAINING THE VALUE OF THE
DEFORMATION PARAMETER

Can we estimate the deformation parameter of the δ-
Kerr space-time from observations? In particular, con-
sidering the image of the BH candidate in the galaxy
M87, would it be possible to put constraints on the value
of the deformation parameter? In order to address this
question we need to describe the dependence of the shape
of the shadow on q and relate it to the shadow’s contour
obtained experimentally. To this aim we will use the in-
dependent coordinate formalism proposed in [32]. The
shape of the shadow is parametrized in terms of the av-
erage radius of the sphere 〈R〉, and the asymmetry pa-
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the celestial coordinates
used for the ray tracing code in the δ-Kerr space-time.

rameter A. We can safely ignore the shift Dc off the
center of the shadow because, in the case of the δ-Kerr
metric Dc is always identically equal to zero. There are
some other ways to describe the shape of the shadow (see
e.g. [12, 37, 103]), however, the results are similar with
any chosen parametrization. The average radius 〈R〉 is
the average distance of the boundary of the shadow from
its center, which is defined as

〈R〉 ≡ 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

R(ϑ)dϑ, (30)

where R(ϑ) ≡
[
(α−Dc)

2 + β(α)2
]1/2

, with Dc = 0 and

ϑ ≡ tan−1[β(α)/α]. The asymmetry parameter A repre-
sents the distortion of the shadow from a circle and it is
defined by

A ≡ 2

[
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

(R− 〈R〉)2
dϑ

]1/2

. (31)

There are two methods that we can follow to estimate
the value of the deformation parameter:

1. We can define another parameter ∆C, which is
called the deviation from circularity, as ∆C =
A/(2〈R〉). The EHT collaboration gives the de-
viation from circularity in the first image of M87*
is ∆C . 10%[1, 8]. We can get the shadows with
different δ and spin a in the δ-Kerr space-time, then
we can calculate the deviation from circularity ∆C
for each shadow to constrain the allowed values of
the deformation parameter.

2. From the areal radius Ra =
√
A/π of the object’s

shadow we can infer the angular diameter θd on the

observer’s celestial sky:

θd = 2
Ra
d

, (32)

where d is the distance between M87* and Earth.
The ring diameter for the M87* black hole shadow
is θd = 42 ± 3µas. Through equation (32), we can
get a constrain on the areal radius which can be
used to constrain the deformation parameter.

When considering the black hole candidate M87* we
need to define the values of its mass and distance from
Earth. The mass is usually estimated as MBH ' 6.2 ×
109M�, with M� being one solar mass, while its distance
from Earth is usually estimated as d = 16.8 ± 0.8Mpc
[104, 105] and thus the value of ring diameter is θd =
42 ± 3µas [1]. In addition we need an estimate of the
value of the spin and the inclination angle of the disk
with respect to Earth. The inclination angle is taken to
be θ0 = 17◦ ± 2◦ according to [106]. Then assuming the
Kerr geometry the value of the spin has been evaluated
as a = 0.90 ± 0.05 [106]. Of course a non vanishing
deformation parameter will affect the measured value of
the spin for a given image of the shadow. However, we
may expect the departure from the Kerr geometry to be
small and therefore the value of the spin to be close to
the estimate given in [106]. We then wish to investigate
how a non vanishing δ may affect the value of a while
keeping θd and θ0 within the observed ranges.

Firstly we can notice that for any given value of δ
increasing the value of inclination angle θ0 (with the
spin fixed in the range a ∈ (0.85, 0.95)), the area of
the shadow increases. Additionally by increasing the
value of the spin a, with the inclination angle fixed in
the range θ0 ∈ (15◦, 19◦), the area of the shadow de-
creases. So we can conclude that, for the Kerr geometry,
the minimum radius of the shadow’s boundary will be ob-
tained for θ0 = 19◦, a = 0.85, while the maximum value
for shadow’s boundary will be obtained for θ0 = 15◦,
a = 0.95, as can be seen in Fig. 3. A similar boundary
may be obtained for a fixed inclination angle, by chang-
ing the value of the deformation parameter, as can be
seen in Fig. 4. The shadow’s size increases as δ and a
decrease. Therefore within the range of allowed values
for the observed angular diameter of the object we may
fit different pairs of {a, δ}.

In order to study the effect of the quadrupole param-
eter on the measurements of the spin of the compact
object we considered the constraints on the shadow’s
boundary 〈R〉 under the assumption of the Kerr geom-
etry, i.e. Fig. 3. To this aim we determined for each
value of δ which range of values of a would give the same
constraints on 〈R〉. This is shown for three values of
the inclination angle θ0 in the allowed range in Figs 5.
The solid black and red lines in the figures represent the
shadow’s boundary radius values of 〈R〉 = 4.8824 and
〈R〉 = 4.9636, which correspond to the solid and dashed
lines in Fig. 3. The purple vertical line corresponds the
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FIG. 2. The boundary of the shadow in the δ-Kerr space-time with different values of spin a and deformation δ for different
inclination angle of observation θ0. Each panel shows the shadow’s boundary for θ0 = 15◦, 45◦, 75◦, 90◦. For smaller values of
a the effect of δ on the shadow’s boundary is more noticeable.

.

case of the Kerr metric. Through these figures one may
come to the following conclusions:

(i) A slightly oblate (δ > 1) black hole mimicker would
produce the same shadow with a slightly lower an-
gular momentum with respect to the Kerr case.

(ii) For angular momentum close to the observed range
a ' 0.9 the influence of the quadrupole parameter
is small, as can be seen from equations (13) and
(15). Even when the value of δ becomes large, i.e.
δ ' 2, the difference of shadow’s radius 〈R〉 be-
tween Kerr and δ-Kerr remains small.
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FIG. 3. The boundary of the shadow in the Kerr metric within
experimental bounds from the EHT observations. The two
boundaries are obtained for the limiting values of inclination
angle and spin of θ0 = 19◦, a = 0.85 and θ0 = 15◦, a = 0.95.

(iii) The shadow’s radius for a fixed δ increases as the
spin a decreases, consistently with what happens
in the Kerr case. However, the influence of the
quadrupole parameter δ > 1 is not monotonic and
the shadow’s radius, for a given spin a, will reach
its maximum value for δ < 1.2.

V. THIN ACCRETION DISK IN δ-KERR
METRIC

We now turn the attention to the simulation of a geo-
metrically thin infinite accretion disk in the δ-Kerr met-
ric following the framework developed for black holes in
[107]. To this purpose we used the open source ray-
tracing code Gyoto [108], which through the ray tracing
of photons emitted by matter accreting onto a central
object in a given geometry allows to simulate the disk’s
image.

The original Gyoto code for geometrically thin infinite
accretion disks was developed in order to produce images
of the shadow of a Kerr black hole. Therefore we had
to modify the code in order to apply it to the δ-Kerr
metric. The two major changes involve of course the
metric functions and the equations of motion. Changing
the metric functions in the code is straightforward, while
the equations of motion required a little more care. From

FIG. 4. The boundary of the shadow in the δ-Kerr metric
with fixed inclination angle θ0 = 17◦ and different values for
spin a and deformation δ. The two boundaries are obtained
for the limiting values of a = 0.80, δ = 0.8, and a = 0.99,
δ = 1.1.

.

the Lagrangian for test particles

L =
1

2
gαβ q̇

αq̇β , (33)

we get the conjugate momenta as

pα ≡ q̇α, pα ≡
∂L
∂q̇α

= gαβ q̇
β = gαβp

β . (34)

Notice that the line-element is stationary and exhibits
invariance under rotations about the symmetry axis.
Therefore, as we mentioned earlier, there are two con-
served quantities related to those symmetries, namely
the energy per unit mass of the test particle, E = −pt,
and the component of the angular momentum along the
symmetry axis, L = −pφ. We can then define the Hamil-
tonian from the usual Legendre transformation

H = pαq̇
α − L =

1

2
gαβpαpβ , (35)

and write the equations of motion in the form of Hamil-
ton’s equations:

q̇α =
∂H

∂pα
, ṗα = − ∂H

∂qα
. (36)

Of the above set of equations two (for t and φ) retrieve
the conserved quantities while two (for r and θ) are the
relevant ones. They are
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FIG. 5. The average radius of the shadow 〈R〉 for different
values of spin a and quadrupole parameter δ with fixed value
of observation angle θ0 = 17◦. The solid lines correspond to
〈R〉 for the minimum and maximum values obtained in Fig. 3.
The purple vertical line corresponds the case of Kerr metric.

ṗr = −1

2
(gtt)′E2 − 1

2
(grr)′pr

2 − 1

2
(gθθ)′pθ

2+

− 1

2
(gφφ)′L2 − (gtφ)′EL,

ṗθ = −1

2
(gtt),θE

2 − 1

2
(grr),θpr

2 − 1

2
(gθθ),θpθ

2+

− 1

2
(gφφ),θL

2 − (gtφ),θEL,

(37)

where the superscript x′ denotes differentiation with re-
spect to r and now we use the notation ẋ to denote differ-
entiation with respect to t. Also the subscript x,θ denotes
differentiation with respect to θ.

An important element in constructing the thin disk’s
image is the profile of the emitted flux of radiation, such
as it was described for example in [109], that needs to
be implemented in the code. For a massive test particle
orbiting the δ-Kerr metric on a circular orbit in the equa-
torial plane θ = π/2 the equation of motion (37) vanishes
and the particle’s effective potential can be written as:

Veff(r) = −1 +
E2gφφ + 2ELgtφ + L2gtt

g2
tφ − gttgφφ

. (38)

Where the conserved quantities E and L can be expressed
as:

E = − gtt + Ωgtφ√
−gtt − 2Ωgtφ − Ω2gφφ

, (39)

L =
Ωgφφ + gtφ√

−gtt − 2Ωgtφ − Ω2gφφ
, (40)

with the angular velocity Ω given by

Ω =
dφ

dt
=

−gtφ,r ±
√
−
(
g2
tφ,r + gφφ,rgtt,r

)
gφφ,r

. (41)

The inner edge of the thin accretion disk in the δ-Kerr
space-time is given by the innermost stable circular orbit
(ISCO). The position of the ISCO is obtained from the
conditions:

Veff(r) = V ′eff(r) = V ′′eff(r) = 0, (42)

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

δ

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

risco
M0

a = 0.9

a = 0.5

a = 0.0

a = −0.5

a = −0.9

FIG. 6. The radius of the innermost stable circular orbit
(ISCO) in units of M0 as a function of the deformation pa-
rameter δ for different values of the spin parameter a. The
solid line corresponds to the Zipoy-Voorhees metric. The ver-
tical line for δ = 1 corresponds to the Kerr case.

which determine the energy E, angular momentum L
and location rISCO of the particle on the innermost stable
circular orbit. In Fig. 6 we show the dependence of the
ISCO on the deformation parameter δ for various values
of a in units of the object’s mass M0. Assuming that the
accretion disk emits electromagnetic radiation, the total
radiative flux can be defined as

F (r) = − Ṁ0c
2

4πM2
0

Ω,r√−g(E − ΩL)2

∫ r

rISCO

(E − ΩL)L,rdr,

(43)

where Ṁ0 is the mass accretion rate, which can be ap-
proximated as constant and g is the determinant of the
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three dimensional sub-space metric with θ = π/2 of the
δ-Kerr metric.

In Figs 7, 8, 9, 10 we show the image of the thin ac-
cretion disk in the δ-Kerr space-time for different values
of a and δ at inclination angles θ0 of 15◦, 45◦, 70◦ and
90◦. The middle column of the figures shows the thin
accretion disk in the Kerr case, i.e. δ = 1, and it is
clear that the most significant departures are obtained
for prolate sources (δ < 1) with small values of a. There-
fore for the range of values constrained by the image of
M87* it may not be possible to distinguish whether the
image is due to a Kerr black hole or to a δ-Kerr met-
ric with slightly different values of the parameters, see
Fig. 7 with a = 0.9, for example. In fact, as suggested
by the analysis of Figs 5, for large angular momentum
even larger values of δ may produce the same image of
the disk. It is then clear that the fact that M87* may
be a black hole mimicker described by the δ-Kerr met-
ric can not be excluded based solely on the properties of
the shadow as inferred from a unique set of observations.
Therefore independent measurements of the deformation
and spin of the object may be necessary in order to break
the degeneracy and determine the nature of the geometry
outside the compact object.

VI. CONCLUSION

We investigated the possibility to test the Kerr hypoth-
esis via the image of the shadow of supermassive black
holes. To this aim we considered a black hole mimicker
whose exterior geometry is given by the δ-Kerr metric,
an exact solution of the field equations in vacuum which
is continuously linked to the Kerr metric via the value
of one parameter. The δ-Kerr space-time is a general-
ization of the Kerr space-time which belongs to the class
of Ricci-flat exact solutions of gravitational field equa-
tions. It is obtained from the nonlinear superposition of
the Zipoy-Voorhees metric and the Kerr metric and it
can be thought of as describing a deformed Kerr black
hole mimicker with the deformation parameter given by
δ = 1 + q, where q 6= 0 is related to the non relativistic
mass quadrupole moment of the source. The presence of
the additional parameter turns the Kerr horizon into a
curvature singularity thus suggesting the interpretation
that the line element describes the exterior of an exotic
compact object with boundary slightly larger that the
infinitely redshifted surface.

We studied the optical properties of δ-Kerr space-time
with a ray-tracing code for photons and simulated the ap-
parent shape of the shadow of the compact object with
the aid of the Gyoto code [108]. We showed that the
shadow of the black hole candidate M87* obtained by the
EHT collaboration [105] could be produced also by an ac-
cretion disk in the δ-Kerr space-time with non vanishing
deformation q and values for the angular momentum and
inclination angle within the measured range. Therefore a
separate set of measurements of those quantities with an

independent method is necessary in order to break the
degeneracy and determine the nature of the geometry.

We conclude that the image of the shadow alone, how-
ever accurate, is not enough to exclude this class of black
hole mimickers since within the error bars of the mea-
surements it will always be possible to find sets of {a, δ}
that produces the same image. However the degeneracy
may be broken by an independent set of measurements
of the same parameters, for example by measuring the
orbits of test particles, such as stars orbiting the super-
massive black hole candidate, in the vicinity of the ob-
ject’s ISCO. As of now the shadow of supermassive BH
candidates has been imaged for M87* and SgrA*. In the
case of SgrA* we already know the orbits of some nearby
stars and its relative vicinity to Earth may one day lead
to the discovery of neutron stars orbiting close enough to
the ISCO to allow us to break the degeneracy in the mea-
surement of the deformation parameter and determine if
the geometry is indeed given by the Kerr metric.

Another way to obtain an independent constraint of
the deformation parameter of the δ-Kerr metric may be
through the observation of gravitational wave signals.
This may be impossible at present for M87* and SgrA*,
as we do not expect to be able to detect gravitational
waves from the inspiral of stars and neutron stars onto
the central object. However it may be possible to nu-
merically study the merger of a binary stellar mass sys-
tem described by two δ-Kerr compact objects and com-
pare the results with the available data from LIGO and
Virgo. Additionally constraints on the allowed values of
the deformation parameter may come from the study of
the emission spectra produced by the disks surrounding
supermassive black hole candidates in the universe.

In the last few years the number and variety of avail-
able observations of the near horizon region of black hole
candidates has grown significantly. To the point that
soon we will have sufficient constraints on the exterior
geometry of such compact objects to test the validity of
the Kerr hypothesis. Until that time it is important to
study the properties of black hole mimickers such as the
δ-Kerr metric.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This research is supported by The National Key R&D
Program of China (Grant No. 2021YFC2203002), Grants
F-FA-2021-432 and MRB-2021-527 of the Uzbekistan
Ministry for Innovative Development and by the Ab-
dus Salam International Centre for Theoretical Physics
under the Grant No. OEA-NT-01.. A. A. is sup-
ported by the PIFI fund of Chinese Academy of Sci-
ences. DM acknowledges support by Nazarbayev Univer-
sity Faculty Development Competitive Research Grant
No. 11022021FD2926. W. H. is supported by CAS
Project for Young Scientists in Basic Research YSBR-
006, NSFC (National Natural Science Foundation of
China) No. 11773059 and No. 12173071.



10

FIG. 7. The thin accretion disk in the δ-Kerr space-time with the observation angle θ0 = 15◦, for the different values of a and
δ. Image sizes are normalized with M0 while the energy flux of each rows (fixed a) is normalized with the maximum value in
the Kerr case (δ = 1). The top row corresponds to the Zipoy-Voorhees metric, while the middle column corresponds to the
Kerr case.
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bayev, O. Luongo, D. Malafarina, and H. Quevedo,
The Astrophysical Journal 925, 210 (2022).

[83] K. Boshkayev, T. Konysbayev, E. Kurmanov, O. Lu-
ongo, D. Malafarina, K. Mutalipova, and G. Zhu-
makhanova, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society 508, 1543 (2021).

[84] K. Boshkayev, A. Idrissov, O. Luongo, and D. Malafa-
rina, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society
496, 1115 (2020).

[85] H. Quevedo and B. Mashhoon, Phys. Rev. D 43, 3902
(1991).

[86] A. Allahyari, H. Firouzjahi, and B. Mashhoon, Classical
and Quantum Gravity 37, 055006 (2020).

[87] A. Das, Journal of Mathematical Physics 12, 1136
(1971).

[88] D. M. Zipoy, Journal of Mathematical Physics 7, 1137
(1966).

[89] B. H. Voorhees, Phys. Rev. D 2, 2119 (1970).
[90] C. Hoenselaers, in Solutions of Einstein’s Equations:

Techniques and Results, edited by C. Hoenselaers and
W. Dietz (Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidel-
berg, 1984) pp. 68–84.

[91] D. Papadopoulos, B. Stewart, and L. Witten, Phys.
Rev. D 24, 320 (1981).

[92] L. Herrera, F. M. Paiva, and N. O. Santos, International
Journal of Modern Physics D 09, 649 (2000).

[93] L. Herrera, International Journal of Modern Physics D
17, 557 (2008).

[94] A. N. Chowdhury, M. Patil, D. Malafarina, and P. S.
Joshi, Phys. Rev. D 85, 104031 (2012).

[95] K. Boshkayev, E. Gaspeŕın, A. C. Gutiérrez-Piñeres,
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