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We consider the optical appearance under a thin accretion disk of a regular black hole with a
central de Sitter core implementing O(l2/r2) far-corrections to the Schwarzschild black hole. We
use the choice l = 0.25M , which satisfies recently found constraints from the motion of the S2
star around Sgr A∗ in this model, and which leads to thermodynamically stable black holes. As
the emission model, we suitably adapt ten samples of the Standard Unbound emission profile for a
monochromatic intensity in the disk’s frame, which have been previously employed in the literature
within the context of reproducing General Relativistic Magneto-Hydrodynamic simulations of the
accretion flow. We find the usual central brightness depression surrounded by the bright ring cast
by the disk’s direct emission as well as two non-negligible photon ring contributions. As compared
to the usual Schwarzschild solution, the relative luminosities of the latter are significantly boosted,
while the size of the former is strongly decreased. We discuss the entanglement of the background
geometry and the choice of emission model in generating these black hole images, as well as the
capability of these modifications of Schwarzschild solution to pass present and future tests based on
their optical appearance when illuminated by an accretion disk.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last decade direct proofs for the existence of
astrophysical black holes have come from both the ob-
servations of dozens of gravitational waves out of binary
black hole [1] and neutron star [2] mergers, and from
the imaging brought by the superheated plasma in or-
bit around the supermassive objects at the heart of the
M87 [3] and Milky Way [4] galaxies, M87* and Sgr A*,
respectively. Both types of observations are compatible
with the rough expectations brought by the Kerr solution
of General Relativity (GR), which is solely characterized
by mass and angular momentum [5]. At the same time,
these observations have provided a great opportunity for
testing both modified black holes and black hole mim-
ickers. The former include black holes with additional
fields or hair (i.e. hairy black holes [6]) as well as black
holes beyond GR [7], while the latter typically refer to
horizonless compact objects of different types, such as
traversable wormholes [8] or boson stars [9], see e.g. [10]
for a review of their current observational status.
A major argument in favour of these alternatives to

the Kerr black hole comes from the unavoidable exis-
tence of space-time singularities inside it, as provided
by the singularity theorems [11]. Such singularities are
associated to the existence of at least one incomplete
geodesic, and their presence threaten the classical de-
terminism and predictability of GR itself. Since geodesic
incompleteness typically correlates with the blow up of a
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certain set of curvature scalars, common wisdom in the
field appeals to quantum-gravity regularization mecha-
nisms when curvature nears the Planck scale and restor-
ing, in turn, the geodesic completeness of the geometry.
This way, the finding of regular black holes has become
a popular trend in the community, and many different
strategies to achieve this end have been concocted [12].
For the sake of this paper, we consider the one of de Sit-
ter (dS) cores, in which the central point-like singularity
of a spherically symmetric (Schwarzschild) black hole is
replaced by one such core, a strategy which manages to
keep all curvature scalars finite [13]. The regular de Sit-
ter core black hole can be later set to rotate [14, 15], in
order to find the counterpart of the Kerr solution.

The main aim of this work is to characterize one of
these dS-core black holes via its optical appearance when
illuminated by a (optically and geometrically) thin accre-
tion disk. The chosen dS geometry is characterized by
the fact that in the far-away range it introduces correc-
tions to the Schwarzschild black hole of order O(l2/r2),
where l is a typical scale of the new geometry. This
makes this dS core one of the strongest departures from
the Schwarzschild solution within this class. Indeed, the
strong deviations in the orbits of test particles, that char-
acterize these dS-core black holes, motivated a Monte
Carlo Markov chain analysis aimed to constrain the scale
length l using astrometric and spectroscopic data of po-
sitions and velocity of the star S2 that orbits around the
supermassive compact object Sgr A* at the centre of the
Milky Way [16, 17]. These data provided an upper bound
on the scale length l of≲ 0.47M (in units ofG = c = 1) at
the 95% of the confidence level. For the sake of this work
we shall take the choice l = 0.25M , which lies within
such a constraint and in the lower end of the branch of
thermodynamically stable black holes within this class.
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To carry out our analysis we shall suitably adapt ten
samples of the Standard Unbound (SU) Johnson’s dis-
tribution for a monochromatic (in the frame of the disk)
emission profile [18], some of which have been used in sev-
eral recent surveys of General Relativistic Magneto Hy-
droDynamic (GRMHD) simulations of the accretion flow
within simpler settings. Such simulations consistently re-
port the optical appearance of black holes to be largely
dominated by a bright ring of radiation enclosing a cen-
tral brightness depression, the latter closely tracking, in
the observer’s plane, a critical curve resulting from the
projection of the unstable bound geodesics (the photon
sphere), and typically known as the shadow [19]. Further-
more, within this thin accretion disk framework, such a
ring is broken into an infinite sequence of self-similar rings
labelled by an integer n corresponding to the number of
half-loops of light trajectories around the black hole, cre-
ating, on the asymptotic observer’s screen, a similar num-
ber of photon rings [20]. These rings produce universal
signatures in very-long base interferometry (VLBI) de-
tectors [21], potentially allowing to distinguish between
different black hole metrics [22]. However, due to the
fact that such rings are exponentially decreased in their
corresponding luminosities, typically those beyond n ≥ 2
are dismissed from the images since only the n = 1 and
(perhaps) the n = 2 ones might be observed in future
observational devices, such as the next generation Event
Horizon Telescope (ngEHT) [23]. In addition, in this set-
ting the outer edge of the central brightness depression
is associated with the (gravitational lensed) effective re-
gion of emission (typically the horizon) and thus it can
be strongly reduced as compared to the usual shadow of
the geometrically thick case [24].

The features above have been confirmed in many other
studies in the field, see e.g. [25–36] for a non-extensive
list. The dS-core black holes images studied in this work
with the SU emission profiles reproduce this behaviour,
but significantly decrease the luminosity extinction rate
between the n = 1 and n = 2 photon rings, making
the latter to appear comparatively much brighter in the
images. At the same time, a strong reduction in the
shadow’s size is also observed. We discuss the inter-
play between the ten SU models and the dS-core back-
ground geometry in generating the photon ring and cen-
tral brightness depression features of the images. We fur-
thermore comment on the resemblances and differences
of these images with respect to its Schwarzschild coun-
terpart as well as the chances of such black holes to pass
present and future observational constraints of this kind.

This work is organized as follows. In Sec II we intro-
duce the theoretical background and the thin accretion
disk model and emission profiles used throughout the pa-
per. Images are found and discussed in Sec. III for both
dS black holes and naked cores, and in Sec. IV we further
comment on our results. Appendix A contains the main
ingredients of null geodesics for the generation of images.
Throughout the article we shall work in units G = c = 1.

II. FRAMEWORK

A. Background geometry

We consider an asymptotically flat, spherically sym-
metric geometry written as

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +
dr2

A(r)
+ r2dΩ2 , (1)

where dΩ2 = dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2 is the volume element on
the unit two-spheres. A large family of dS cores param-
eterized by the metric function (here l is a constant)

M(r) = M

(
rq + lq

rq

) p
q

, (2)

was introduced in [14], since it contains as particular
members the well known Bardeen [37] (p = 3, q = 2)
and Hayward solutions [38] (p = q = 3), and are typ-
ically found as solutions of non-linear electrodynamics
(possibly coupled to scalar fields as well); the condition
p ≥ 3 must be imposed to guarantee regularity at the
center r = 0. For the sake of this work we take the
choice p = 3, q = 1, that is

M(r) = M
r3

(r + l)3
. (3)

This choice represents an asymptotically flat space-time,
behaving in this limit as A(r) ≈ 1 − 2M/r + O(l2/r2),
while at the center r → 0 it implements a dS core be-
haviour of the form A(r) ≈ 1 − 2Mr2/l3 + O(r3/l3).
The motivation for this model lies therefore in the fact
that it provides the strongest polynomial correction to
the Schwarzschild black hole at far distances within this
class, while preserving the dS core at the center and the
regularity of the curvature scalars it brings with it.
The metric (3) represents different configurations de-

pending on the choice of the parameter l. In this sense,
for 0 ≤ l < lc, where lc = 8M

27 ≈ 0.2969M , it describes
two-horizons black holes with an external event horizon
r+ and an internal one r−. These two horizons merge
into a single (degenerate) one (i.e. an extreme black
hole) at l = lc. For l > lc the horizon disappears, leav-
ing a regular naked dS core. Furthermore, by analyzing
the thermodynamic properties of the black holes above,
one finds that the stability of the system, as given by the
positivity of the specific heat (at constant l) can only be
achieved within the range 0.245 ≤ l ≤ lc, thus leaving a
narrow gap of stable black holes within this model. Fur-
thermore, the metric (3) has been constrained using the
astrometric and spectroscopic data of the orbital motion
of the S2 star around Sgr A∗ [16]. Their analysis con-
strains the value of l to be ≲ 0.47M at the 95% of the
confidence level, therefore also allowing for the existence
of naked dS cores compatible with such an observation.
For our aims, the main object of interest will be

the generation of images of a sample of two-horizons



3

black hole with a dS core (dSBH), taking the choice
of l = 0.25M , which yields the event horizon radius
r+ ≈ 1.059M and an inner horizon radius r− = 0.25M .
For completeness, we shall also discuss briefly the images
of a naked dS core (NdS), for which we take the choice
l = 0.30M ; obviously in such a case no horizon radius is
present.

A brief description of light trajectories in spherically
symmetric space-times is provided in Appendix A. For
our analysis below the important concept is the one
of photon sphere, namely, the locus of unstable bound
geodesics, and the critical curve, namely, the projection
on the observer’s plane of such a photon sphere.

B. Accretion disk emission

We consider our source of emission to be an optically
thin, equatorial thin disk near the black hole. Such a disk
is typically modelled as composed of individual emitters
that follow approximately circular (Keplerian) orbits un-
til reaching the innermost stable circular radius (ISCO)
radius; after that point the particles of the disk plunge
into the black hole following Cunningham’s prescription
[39]. We assume the disk to define a specific monochro-
matic intensity Iνe

, with νe the frequency in the frame
of the disk, and the total intensity emitted is thus only
dependent on the radial distance from the central mass,
Ie(r) ≡ Iνe

. The reconstruction of the image requires, in
general, solving the radiative transfer equation [40]

dIν
ds

=
j(ν)

ν2
− νIνχ(ν) , (4)

where Iν ≡ Iν/ν
3 is the invariant intensity, while jν is

the emissivity and χ(ν) the absorption, the latter effec-
tively taken to zero by the optically thin assumption.
The invariant character of Iν means that in the frame
of the observer with frequency νo the observed intensity
will behave as

Iνo
=

ν3o
ν3e

Iνe
=

g(ro)

g(r∞)
Iνe

, (5)

where the last equality follows from Eq.(1) with g(r) =
A(r)1/2. Since we are dealing with asymptotically flat
space-times with an observer located far away from the
black hole, then g(r∞) = 1. The total observed intensity
will be then given by the integration

Io(r) =

∫
dνoIν0(r) =

∫
dνeg

3(r)Iνe = g4I(r) . (6)

Every time a light ray intersects the (optically thin) disk
it will increase its luminosity as dictated by the disk’s
local intensity, and thus the final image brightness will
be given by the addition of all the contributions for every
possible intersection with the disk, in other words, we
write

Io(b) =
∑
n

ξn(A
2I)|r=rn(b) , (7)

where the function rn(b) with n = 0, 1, 2, . . . stores the
information about the radial location of the n-th inter-
section with the disk outside the event horizon, and it
is dubbed as the transfer function. In this sense, n = 0
corresponds to the direct emission of the disk, namely,
those photons emitted from the disk and directly reach-
ing the observer without undergoing any additional turns
around the black hole; those with n ≥ 1 correspond to
the photon rings, i.e., photons that have completed n
half-turns around the black hole (since the disk is lo-
cated both in the front and the back of it). Addition-
ally, we have included a fudge factor ξn, which has been
shown to increase the compatibility of the simple mod-
elling of the emission employed here with the results of
time-averaged GRMHD simulations in non-zero thickness
disks [18, 24]; depending on the sought properties of the
disk this numerical factor can be modelled according to
different prescriptions. For our purposes we shall con-
form to the thin-disk scenario and thus take ξn = 1 for
n = 0, 1, 2 and ξn = 0 otherwise.
On theoretical grounds, the contribution of the pho-

ton rings to the total luminosity can be proven to be
exponentially-suppressed. To see this, one considers a
photon that starts slightly above the photon sphere rm
as r0 = rm + δr0, where δr0 ≪ rm. After n half-turns,
the photon’s location will be given by [41]

δrn = eγLnδr0 , (8)

where γL is dubbed as the Lyapunov exponent, a univer-
sal quantifier of a given background geometry in the limit
n → ∞. This exponential drift of the photon’s location
induces a similar exponential decay for the luminosities
of the corresponding photon rings, hence its relevance in
connecting properties of the background geometry with
actual observables (up to the non-trivial modelling of
the accretion disk, as we shall see below). From an ob-
servational point of view, however, a VLBI observatory
can only measure luminosity contrasts between the di-
rect emission n = 0 and the first photon ring n = 1,
while future experiments such as the ngEHT could al-
low to measure up the second photon ring n = 2 [23].
Therefore, we shall keep up to the n = 2 ring in the gen-
eration of images and the computation of the Lyapunov
exponent above.
As our class of emission profiles we select Johnson’s SU

models, given by the expression [18]

JSU =
e−

1
2 [γ+arcsinh( r−µ

σ )]
2√

(r − µ)2 + σ2
, (9)

which is characterized by three parameters; µ is related
to the location of the peak of the emission: small (big)
values tend to move the peak away from (behind) the
event horizon; γ governs the profile asymmetry: nega-
tive (positive) values tend to locate the steep part of the
profile inside (outside) the horizon; σ (typically given in
units of M) is related to the profile width; small (big)
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Model µ γ σ/M Comments

SU1 2r+ −2 3/2 Softest decay of [42]

SU2 17r+/6 −2 1/4 This is GLM3 model of [43] for a Schwarzschild black hole.

SU3 3
2
r+ 2 1/4 Narrow rings of [44]

SU4 r− −2 3/2 Overestimated of [44]

SU5 r+ 0 1 Typical 1 of [44]

SU6 r+ 2 1/2 Underestimated of [44]

SU7 r− −3/2 1/2 Considered in [18], GLM1 model of [43]

SU8 r− 0 1/2 This is GLM2 model of [43]

SU9 r− 2 1 Typical 2 of [44]

SU10 r− 2 1/4 Hardest decay of [42]

Table I. The SU class of emission profiles defined in Eq.(9) for the ten choices of the parameters µ, γ, and σ/M characterizing
them. Here r± denote the horizon and inner radius of the black hole; for Schwarzschild this is r+ = 2M and r− = 0, while for
dSBH this is r+ ≈ 1.059M and r− = 0.25M . In the rightmost column we display the references each model is inspired from.
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Figure 1. The ten (normalized) emission profiles of Table I for the Schwarzschild (left) and dSBH (right) configurations in
double-logarithmic scale. The three dashed vertical lines denote the event horizon radius r+ (rh in the Schwarzschild case
representing the single horizon in this geometry), the photon sphere radius rm and the ISCO radius rISCO, respectively, for
each configuration; for the dSBH a fourth vertical dashed line denotes the location of the inner horizon radius r−. Obviously,
only those parts of the emission profile at radius r > r+ are relevant for the generation of images.

values tend to have a steeper (broader) decay with nar-
rower (broader) rings. For the sake of this work we shall
take ten choices for these values covering a range of qual-
itatively different profiles, and which are taken from a
number of different sources where the parameters range
from µ ∈ [r−, 2r+], γ ∈ [−2, 2] and σ/M ∈ [0.25, 1.5],
where r± are the outer and inner horizons of a rotating
black hole. Despite the lack of rotation in our model, we
shall use the outer/inner horizons of the dSBH configura-
tion as a substitute for them, while in the Schwarzschild
black hole where only the event horizon is present, we
obviously have r+ = 2M and r− = 0.

This pool of parameters is detailed in Table I, where
the different models are presented in decreasing order in
terms of the radius re of the region where they possess
the effective source of emission i.e. its maximum. The
corresponding radial dependence of these profiles is de-

picted in Fig. 1 for the Schwarzschild black hole (left)
and the dSBH (right), including their respective values
of the event horizon radius r+, the inner one r− (in the
dSBH case), the photon sphere radius rm (associated to
the locus of unstable geodesics, see Appendix A) and
the ISCO. Three of these choices are adapted from those
originally introduced by Gralla, Marrone and Lupsasca
(GLM) in Ref. [18], and employed for the generation of
images in several papers by some of us, such as in [43];
here they are dubbed as SU2, SU7, and SU8, respec-
tively. Five of the remaining models were introduced by
Paugnat et al. in [44] as representative cases of a sur-
vey performed over black hole spins and inclinations for
combination of values of the emission profile parameters
µ = {r−, r+/2, r+, 3r+/2, 2r+}, γ = {−2,−1, 0, 1, 2} and
σ/M = {0.25, 0.5, 1, 1.5}, which cover the range of re-
sults found in the corresponding simulations performed
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Figure 2. The transfer function rn(b) for the Schwarzschild black hole (left), dSBH (middle) and NdS (right) solutions. The
contributions of the direct emission correspond to blue straight lines, while the n = 1 and n = 2 photon rings are shown in
orange and green, respectively.

by such a collaboration. Such models represent a “Typi-
cal 1” profile with a n = 2 ring diameters slightly above
average values (SU5), a “Typical 2” profile with diam-
eters slightly below average values (SU9), an overesti-
mated profile (SU4) and an underestimated one (SU6),
and finally a narrow profile with the smallest diameters
(SU3). The remaining two choices come from the analy-
sis of [42] and, in particular, from their Table 2, in which
they present over a hundred of emission profiles, high-
lighting three of them. The first one (SU1) corresponds
to the largest radius of emission and a slow decay, while
the second one (SU10) lies in the opposite end, with a
very quick decay. The third model is the GLM1 one al-
ready included in our list as the SU7 one.

This pool of models is flexible enough to cover dif-
ferent scenarios of behaviour of the radial dependence
around the effective region of emission of the disk. In
this sense, four models peak outside the event horizon
of the Schwarzschild black hole: SU1 and SU2 near the
ISCO radius with soft and hard decays, respectively, and
SU3 and SU4 slightly above the Schwarzschild radius,
with hard and soft decays, respectively. Another one
(SU5) peaks almost exactly at r = r+. The remaining
SU6/SU7/SU8/SU9/SU10 models peak inside the event
horizon, so the effective radius of emission is marked by
their values at r = r+. These last five models have in-
creasingly harder decays, which means that for those in
the end of the sequence (SU8, SU9, and SU10), there
will be little emission outside the event horizon, some-
thing that should have its reflection in the corresponding
optical appearances. Given the fact that r± are different
in the Schwarzschild/dSBH solutions, there are some dif-
ferences in the shape of the corresponding profiles; this
seems to be an unavoidable trouble of comparing differ-
ent background geometries: the behaviour of the disk is
not independent of the shape of the metric, see [15] for
a recent discussion on this. Accepting this, we normalize
all our intensity profiles to their maximum values for as
an optimal comparison of the Schwarzschild/dSBH im-
ages as possible.

III. GENERATION OF IMAGES

The observational appearances of the Schwarzschild,
dSBH and NdS configurations are built using a ray-
tracing procedure: all trajectories arriving to the ob-
server’s plane image are backtracked into the emitting re-
gion via the geodesic equation (recall that a short deriva-
tion of the equations of null geodesics is provided in the
Appendix A)

dϕ

dr
= − b

r2
1√

1− b2A(r)
r2

. (10)

The relevant quantities to carry out this analysis and to
characterize the resulting features are the critical impact
parameter and photon sphere radius. For Schwarzschild
these are bc = 3

√
3M ≈ 5.196M and rm = 3M , while for

dSBH bc ≈ 3.614M and rm ≈ 1.767M , and, finally, for
NdS one has bc ≈ 3.108M and rm ≈ 1.329M .
We place the observer’s at a radius of r∞ = 1000M to

recover the asymptotically Schwarzschild character of the
space-time there, and run the integrations to collect the
info on the transfer function, which is depicted in Fig.
2 for the Schwarzschild (left), dSBH (middle) and NdS
(right) configurations; to this end we assume the disk
to be seen in a face-on orientation. This figure displays
the contributions of the direct emission (blue straight
line) and the n = 1 (orange) and n = 2 (green) photon
rings: the effective source of emission re/M determines
the parts of these curves above which their luminosity
can actually reach the asymptotic observer. Since the
slopes of the curves are associated with the demagnifica-
tion of their corresponding emissions in the images, this
figure states the dominant role of the direct emission in
the image via its nearly constant slope; the n = 1 and
n = 2 photon rings will be sub-dominant, while n > 2
rings will be ignored. In the NdS case we observe that
both photon rings extend much deeper into the inner re-
gion of the configuration; this is due to the absence of an
event horizon which allows photons to reach the inner-
most regions of the effective potential, where an infinite



6

Model γL eγL

(
I1
I2

)SU1 (
I1
I2

)SU2 (
I1
I2

)SU3 (
I1
I2

)SU4 (
I1
I2

)SU5 (
I1
I2

)SU6 (
I1
I2

)SU7 (
I1
I2

)SU8 (
I1
I2

)SU9 (
I1
I2

)SU10

Sch 3.1507 23.35 28.94 27.83 21.57 27.21 23.34 21.14 24.74 23.45 22.81 22.20

dSBH 2.266 9.64 14.06 12.51 8.00 13.14 10.07 8.20 10.82 9.61 9.14 8.47

Table II. The Lyapunov index γL, the theoretical extinction rate eγL , and the observational extinction rate I1/I2 between the
n = 1 and n = 2 photon rings for the ten SU models listed in Table I, as obtained for the Schwarzschild and the dSBH models.

divergence is found, thus repelling light rays that get to
it. We shall see in a while the repercussions of this fact
for the corresponding optical appearances.

A. Regular dS black hole vs Schwarzschild

In Table II, we report the numerical results of our sim-
ulations for the Schwarzschild and dSBH configurations.
Our main interest here is to check the reliability of the
Lyapunov index γL of Eq.(8) as a marker of the actual
exponential decay of the luminosity of successive pho-
ton rings. To this end, we compute the extinction rate
of the n = 1 ring as compared to the n = 2, that is,
the luminosity ratio I1/I2 for each SU model, and com-
pare it to the theoretical rate eγL1. From this Table, we
observe that in both the Schwarzschild and dSBH geome-
tries five SU models produce higher extinction rates than
its Lyapunov-based rate, one is left unchanged, while the
other four predict a lower rate. Such deviations from the
theoretical prediction can be quite important: in the SU1
model it can increase up to a ∼ 24% for Schwarzschild,
while in the SU3/SU6 it can decrease by a factor ∼ 10%
for Schwarzschild and ∼ 15% for dSBH. This behaviour
is strongly governed by the disk’s parameter γ: nega-
tive (positive) values of γ yield larger (smaller) extinc-
tion rates; in this sense, the SU5 and SU8 models, having
γ = 0, produce extinction rates that track very closely
the Lyapunov prediction. This is in agreement with the
results of GRMHD simulations, which associate the size
of γ with the thickness of the rings and, in turn, with
their relative luminosity, as we have just seen here.

In Figs. 3 and 4 we depict the observed inten-
sity Io(r) and the optical appearance for a range of
values for the impact parameter b ∈ [−8, 8] for the
Schwarzschild (left two plots) and dSBH (right two
plots) solutions, and for the SU1/SU2/SU3/SU4/SU5
and SU6/SU7/SU8/SU9/SU10 models, respectively, and

1 For the latter we do not use the n → ∞ limit where (for the
Schwarzschild black hole) γL = π, but approximate it by the
n = 2 value (for Schwarzschild γL ≈ 3.150). This difference
(∼ 0.3%) is negligible enough for our purposes here .

we recall that such models are organized in decreas-
ing values of their effective region of emission. There
are several features of interest in these images. We
find universally (i.e. for every SU model, and in both
the Schwarzschild and dSBH configurations) the ex-
pected presence of both a central brightness depression
and a bright photon ring surrounding it, which can
be further decomposed into up to two additional rings
(the photon rings) depending mostly on the choice of
SU model but also with some differences between the
Schwarzschild/dSBH solutions.

Regarding the bright rings, their distribution is gov-
erned by both the location of the effective source of emis-
sion and the strength of the decay with distance of the
emission profile. We can see this effect in the SU1/SU2
models, where the location of the maximum of emission
is very similar but the decay is weak (strong) in the SU1
(SU2) model: as a consequence in the former (latter)
the glow of the direct emission extends to much farther
(closer) regions of the impact parameter space. The pho-
ton rings (n = 1, n = 2) will be clearly visible in the
Schwarzschild-SU2 model, but they appear overlapped
with the direct emission in the Schwarzschild-SU1 and
dSBH-SU1/SU2 models, which means we are able to dis-
tinguish between both background geometries at fixed SU
emission model. Both SU3 and SU6 produce an unusual
signature for both Schwarzschild/dSBH models with the
n = 1 photon ring located above the direct emission but
separated from it, so in the optical appearance one neatly
sees the photon ring encircling the direct emission; this
effect is more exaggerated in the SU3 model given the
fact that the decay of the profile with distance is stronger
than in SU6. In every other SU model the photon rings
are overlapped with the direct emission. In particular,
for the SU4 it nears the outer edge of the brightness
depression while the direct emission extends to farther
distances given the weak decay of the intensity profile
with the distance (as in SU1). Finally, SU5, SU7, SU8,
SU9, and SU10 produce quite similar images: the direct
emission dominates the image from the central bright-
ness depression outwards, and superimposed on it lies
the boost of luminosity of the two photon rings, whose
exact locations within the direct emission depend on the
strength of the decay of the intensity profile which de-
fines the effective domain of the direct emission: weak



7

SU1

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

b

I o
(b
)

SU1

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

b

I o
(b
)

SU2

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

b

I o
(b
)

SU2

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

b

I o
(b
)

SU3

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

b

I o
(b
)

SU3

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

b

I o
(b
)

SU4

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

b

I o
(b
)

SU4

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

b

I o
(b
)

SU5

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

0.12

0.14

b

I o
(b
)

SU5

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

0.12

b

I o
(b
)

Figure 3. The observed intensity Io(b) and the optical appearance (using b ∈ [−8, 8]) of a Schwarzschild black hole (left two
figures) and a dSBH solution (right two figures) for the (from top to bottom) SU1, SU2, SU3, SU4, and SU5 emission models
of Table I, using a fudge factor ξ0 = ξ1 = ξ2 = 1 and ξn = 0 for n > 2.

(strong) decays produce a photon ring placed far (near)
the outer edge of the image.

Differences between the dSBH and Schwarzschild solu-

tions (at fixed SU model) are both obvious at naked eye
but also subtle. The first significant difference is a strong
reduction of the central brightness depression size in the
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Figure 4. The observed intensity Io(b) and the optical appearance (using b ∈ [−8, 8]) of a Schwarzschild black hole (left two
figures) and a dSBH solution (right two figures) for the (from top to bottom) SU6, SU7, SU8, SU9, and SU10 emission models
of Table I, using a fudge factor ξ0 = ξ1 = ξ2 = 1 and ξn = 0 for n > 2.

dSBH case as compared to the Schwarzschild one. This
was expected on the grounds of a much smaller horizon
radius, critical impact parameter and photon sphere ra-

dius of the dSBH, since these aspects strongly influence
the actual location of the outer edge of the brightness de-
pression, and which in the case where the emission goes
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Figure 5. The observed intensity Io(r) (top) and the optical appearance (bottom) of a naked regular dS core for the SU2 (left),
SU7 (middle), and SU8 (right) emission models of Table I, using a fudge factor ξ0 = ξ1 = ξ2 = 1 and ξn = 0 for n > 2.

all the way down to the event horizon is bounded by
above by the so-called inner shadow, and which, as al-
ready discussed, depends only on the background geom-
etry [24]. The second difference is with the photon rings
themselves: we already computed in Table II a signifi-
cant reduction in the extinction rate I1/I2 between both
geometries (up to a factor 2), which has a clear reflection
of brighter rings as compared to the surrounding image.
Besides these aspects, the arrangement of the locations
and overlapping of the photon rings with the direct emis-
sion in the dSBH has some tiny differences with respect
to the Schwarzschild case but mostly in those SU mod-
els with emission outside the event horizon; those disks
whose emission decreases from the horizon outwards tend
to wash out these differences between background geome-
tries. Let us recall that these images are obtained in a
face-on orientation, i = 0: inclined images would make
the lower part of the photon ring to tilt upon the cen-
tral brightness depression introducing an asymmetry in
the images (though only noticeable at large enough incli-
nations). However, this effect would be similar for both
Schwarzschild and dSBH and would help little to distin-
guish them beyond what we discussed here; an illustra-
tion of this effect can be found in e.g. [43].

B. Regular naked dS core

For the sake of completeness of our analysis, let us
briefly discuss an example of a regular naked dS core,

for which we choose the value l = 0.30, which brings it
very close to becoming a (extreme) black hole. In this
case, the lack of a horizon allows light trajectories to
interact with the inner part of the effective potential,
which has a divergent behaviour at the center. This has
a dramatic effect in the images of the corresponding ob-
jects. To illustrate this, we depict in Fig. 5 the observed
intensity and the optical appearances for three choices
of the SU models (SU2, SU7, and SU8), corresponding
to the GLM3/GLM1/GLM2 used in previous papers by
some of us. There one neatly sees the main difference
brought by these NdS objects: the appearance of new
peaks of intensity, which manifest themselves as new pho-
ton rings in the optical appearances. The reason for this
can be seen in the transfer function of Fig. 2 (right plot),
where photons interacting with the internal part of the
potential will be repelled by it and have the chance to
circulate one more time around the photon sphere, pro-
ducing the new sets of photon rings in the observer’s
screen. Furthermore, such new contributions break the
expected exponentially decay of successive photon rings,
which makes rings with n > 2 to produce non-negligible
contributions to the luminosity of the images, and yield
a multi-ring structure previously studied in the litera-
ture [45, 46], though for simplicity we just kept up to
the n = 2 ring to illustrate the main aspects of the opti-
cal appearances of the NdS solutions. Indeed, the latter
resemble the canonical appearance of a black hole for
the SU2 model, with the new photon rings living inside
the region previously occupied by the central brightness
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depression only, yielding a clear signature to distinguish
both objects. But in the SU7 and SU8 models the result-
ing objects yield optical appearances that have nothing
to do with the canonical black hole ones and, as such,
these kinds of objects can hardly pass as black hole mim-
ickers from what we know about their cast images.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work we have considered a black hole geometry
replacing the central region of the Schwarzschild black
hole by a de Sitter core characterized by a single pa-
rameter l, this way removing the curvature singularity
lurking there, and studied its optical appearance when
surrounded by an optically and geometrically thin accre-
tion disk. This de Sitter core is actually the strongest
modification of the Schwarzschild solution of a certain
class of such cores which include the well known Bardeen
and Hayward solutions as particular members.

We set a value of l = 0.25M that is allowed by the re-
cent analysis of the orbital motion of the S2 star around
Sgr A*, that estimated l ≲ 0.47M at the 95% of the con-
fidence level, and corresponds to the lower end of the sub-
family of these black holes which are thermodynamically
stable. Regarding the accretion disk, we use a simplified
setting for a monochromatic intensity profile belonging to
the class of models known as Standard Unbound John-
son’s distribution, a sub-class of which has been shown
in the literature to be capable to reproduce the results
of some scenarios for the accretion flow in GRMHD sim-
ulations. In particular, we employed ten choices for the
parameters of such profiles, representatives of different
emission profiles and producing different signatures of the
corresponding optical appearances.

We run our simulations in this setting, which for the
background geometry means significantly lower horizon
radius, critical impact parameter, and photon sphere ra-
dius. This is translated, within the optical appearances
of these objects, into a strong suppression of the luminos-
ity extinction rate (up to a factor two) between the n = 1
and n = 2 photon rings, which therefore appear in the
images as significantly more luminous within the direct
emission of the disk as compared to their Schwarzschild
counterparts. This happens for all the emission mod-
els, yet visible differences between dSBH/Schwarschild
configurations are more acute in those SU model whose
peak of emission is located away from the event hori-
zon; those in which the profile decreases from the event
horizon outwards tend to wash out such differences and
produce more similar images.

Furthermore, the dS black hole also yields a strongly
reduced size of the outer edge of the central brightness de-
pression, neatly distinguishing it from the Schwarzschild
black hole. Under the recent results from the calibrated
measurements of the “shadow’s size” of Sgr A∗ by the
EHT Collaboration reported in [47], where it is claimed
that the size of the bright ring correlates, under certain

assumptions and after proper calibration (and some de-
bate) with such an edge, one expects the latter to be con-
strained (at 2σ) within the range 4.21 ≲ rsh/M ≲ 5.66,
while in our case this is rsh/M ≈ 3.614. This strategy
was actually used in [48] to constrain a large number
of alternative spherically symmetric geometries (further
analysis of the implications of such a measurement has
been recently discussed in [49]). Given the strong re-
duction of the size of the central brightness depression in
our case, this makes these objects hardly compatible with
the images of Sgr A∗, pinpointing that strong deviations
from the GR solutions may have a hard time in recon-
ciling themselves with present and future observations.
Obviously, such a criticism applies even more strongly
to the naked dS configurations since they also show a
multi-ring structure that does not resemble current ob-
servations, except for very particular emission model sce-
narios.
To conclude, our analysis with a pool of well moti-

vated emission models shows that regular de Sitter-core
black holes can be actually tested with current and fea-
ture “shadow” observations since they introduce large
enough differences in their optical appearances as com-
pared to canonical black hole solutions. Even though
the background geometry employed here seems to be too
strong a modification of the Schwarzschild one to be com-
patible with current images, it paves the way for other dS
core black holes to be tested with this tool. Of course,
in order to produce competitive images, the simplified
treatment employed here needs to be upgraded towards
more realistic settings with rotation, thick disks, absorp-
tion, inclination, and so on.
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Appendix A: Null geodesic behaviour

In this Appendix we provide a short summary of the
main ingredients (since they have been derived many
times in the literature of the subject, see e.g. [51] for
a quite general analysis) of the equations of null geodesic
motion together with their main features for the genera-
tion of images. We start from the Lagrangian density of
a particle, which is given by

L =
1

2
gµν ẋ

µẋν , (A1)

where a dot represents a derivative with respect to the
affine parameter. For a photon with wave function
kµ = ẋu this Lagrangian equals zero, a reflection of the
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fact that photons travel along null geodesics of the back-
ground geometry, i.e., gµνk

µkν = 0. The spherically sym-
metric character of the geometry means that we can fix
θ = π/2 without any loss of generality, while the exis-
tence of two Killing vectors associated to translational
and rotational invariances of the system implies two con-
served quantities, E = −Aṫ and L = r2ϕ̇, naturally
interpreted as the energy and angular momentum per
unit mass, respectively. This allows to write the geodesic
equation under the form

ṙ2 =
1

b2
− V (r) , (A2)

where b = L/E is the impact parameter, while the effec-
tive potential reads as

V (r) =
A(r)

r2
. (A3)

Eq.(A2) has the typical shape of a particle moving in a
one-dimensional effective potential. From here one can
define the photon sphere as given by the simultaneous
fulfilment of the equations

b2c =
1

V (rm)
(A4)

V ′(r)|r=rm = 0 (A5)

V ′′(r)|r=rm < 0 . (A6)

The first condition states that a turning point has been
reached, the second its critical (extremum) character,

and the third that it corresponds to a maximum (oth-
erwise, it is dubbed as an anti-photon sphere, which are
typically unstable [50]). Provided that all these condi-
tions are met then the photon sphere radius rm (which
is projected in the observer’s screen as a circular criti-
cal curve) yields the locus of bound unstable geodesics,
with bc corresponding to the critical impact parameter a
light ray issued from the observer’s screen would need in
order to asymptote to r = rm. This way, bc separates
those trajectories with b > bc that find a turning point
at some rt > rm, from those with b < bc that overcome
the effective potential and end up swallowed by the event
horizon of the black hole. In the backwards ray-tracing
procedure, it splits the observer’s plane image into the
bright (b > bc) and dark (b < bc) regions, with those
nearing b ≳ bc being associated to the presence of pho-
ton rings, namely, light trajectories that have circled the
black hole n-half times. In order to classify the latter and
to find the optical appearance of the object one is inter-
ested in obtaining the deflection angle; this is done using
again the conserved quantities of the system to rewrite
(A2) as a variation of the azimuthal angle ϕ with respect
to r, which results in Eq.(10). Nonetheless, in thin disk
scenarios where emission from inside the photon sphere
(up to the event horizon) can occur, this simple picture
must be modified in order to allow light rays to get out
from the accretion disk towards reaching the asymptotic
observer; this is described in the main text.
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