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General relativity’s prediction that all black holes are described by the Kerr metric, irrespective of
their size, can now be empirically tested using electromagnetic observations of supermassive black
holes and gravitational waves from mergers of stellar-mass black holes. In this work, we focus
on the electromagnetic side of this test and quantify the constraining power of very-long-baseline-
interferometry (VLBI) observations of emission generated by hot gas surrounding supermassive
black holes. We demonstrate how to use lensing bands—annular regions on the observer’s screen
surrounding the critical curve—to constrain the underlying spacetime geometry. Contingent upon
a detection of a lensed VLBI feature, the resulting lensing-band framework allows us to exclude
spacetimes for which said feature cannot arise from geodesics that traversed the equatorial plane
more than once. Focusing on the first indirect image and tests of black-hole uniqueness, we employ
a parametrized spacetime as a case study. We find that resolving geometric information that goes
beyond the apparent size of the critical curve has the potential to lift degeneracies between different
spacetime parameters. Our work thereby quantifies a conservative estimate of the constraining power
of VLBI measurements and contributes to a larger effort to simultaneously constrain geometry and
astrophysics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Do all astrophysical black holes source (up to rescaling)
the same exterior gravitational field? In general relativ-
ity (GR), the answer is ‘yes’: uniqueness theorems imply
that (i) the vacuum exterior of any spherically symmet-
ric source is given by the Schwarzschild solution [1, 2];
(ii) the vacuum exterior of a stationary axisymmetric
(as well as uncharged and non-degenerate) black-hole
horizon is given by the subextremal Kerr solution [3];
and (iii) the leading-order asymptotics of any station-
ary and axisymmetric source are unique and agree with
the asymptotics of the Kerr solution [4]. Taken together,
these three theorems guarantee that the vacuum exte-
rior of stationary solutions in GR reproduces the Newto-
nian limit, allow us to uniquely identify the (asymptotic
quantities) mass M and angular momentum J , and fix
the first parametrized post-Newtonian (PPN) parame-
ters to βGR = 1 and γGR = 1 [5–7]. Physically, the latter
two PPN parameters, respectively, quantify the spatial
curvature which is “generated” per unit rest mass and
the degree of “nonlinearity” arising in the superposition
law for gravity [8].

Any observation of a negligibly small test mass in
a stationary background spacetime (sourced by a sig-
nificantly larger mass) puts the assumptions of these
uniqueness theorems to the test. But in which regimes,
see Fig. 1 as well as Ref. [9], might we find deviations?
On the one hand, we can probe uniqueness at large cur-
vature scales ξ ≡ GM/

(
r3c2

)
: in this case, stellar-mass
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FIG. 1. Different types of observations classified by their
source mass Msource (in units of Planck mass MPlanck)
and their curvature scale ξ (in units of inverse Planck
area ℓPlanck

−2). The boundary of the gray region indicates
the formation of a horizon (according to GR). The vertical
lines indicate increasing radial distance to the source, along
which light rays and test masses (small dots denote the plan-
ets of the Solar System and Pluto) probe the background
geometry.

black holes or neutron stars are the prime astrophysi-
cal targets. On the other hand, we can probe black-
hole uniqueness at varying source mass Msource, whereby
we refer to an appropriate notion of mass in a station-
ary axisymmetric spacetime [10, 11]. Laboratory exper-
iments currently push the low-Msource frontier at sub-
milligram mass scales [12, 13] (shown on the far left of
Fig. 1). At largeMsource, electromagnetic observations of
active galactic nuclei (AGN) through, for example, radio
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very-long baseline interferometry (VLBI) [14, 15], X-rays
(see, e.g., Refs. [16, 17]), or the near-infrared (see, e.g.,
Refs. [18, 19]), are currently the only way to explore the
galactic regime at horizon scales. In the future, LISA
will also be able to explore this regime in the gravita-
tional wave sector [20].

Extracting information about the underlying geome-
try from VLBI data is an active area of research and
progress is happening fast, see, for example Ref. [21] for
a recent review of analytical studies. The image of a
black hole is formed by incident null geodesics on an
observer’s screen. The characteristic image features are
tied to the presence of a horizon and the presence of an
unstable photon sphere or, more generally, an extended
photon shell, see Refs. [22–24] for its description in the
Kerr spacetime. The photon shell can be defined as a
spatial region in which closed photon orbits are possible.
Incident null geodesics on the observer’s screen can then
be divided into two classes: an exterior image region in
which incident geodesics originate from radial asymptotic
infinity and an interior image region in which geodesics
originate from the horizon. The division is demarcated
by the apparent shadow boundary [25] or, henceforth,
critical curve [26]. On either side, the critical curve is
surrounded by an infinite series of exponentially stacked
annular lensed images of the entire spacetime region in-
terior/exterior to the photon shell [24, 27–29].

Since, by definition, no light can escape the horizon,
one may intuitively expect a central brightness depres-
sion, commonly referred to as “the shadow.” The critical
curve also contains the direct image of the event horizon
itself — the “inner shadow” [30–32]. In realistic observa-
tions, both, “the shadow” and even “the inner shadow”
are not expected to be completely dark due to astrophys-
ical foreground emission. Hence, the distinction between
the presence and absence of the horizon is nontrivial [33–
35].

Going beyond the central brightness depression, the
apparent size of the critical curve, and the surrounding
exponentially stacked lensed images, have been used to
infer a quantitative imprint of the geometry [14, 36]. The
quantitative precision of this inference is subject to astro-
physical uncertainty and has been scrutinized in various
studies [26, 37–41].

The above issue of disentangling geometry and astro-
physics (at least in part) arises from the following di-
chotomy. On the one hand, the critical curve itself de-
pends only on the geometry [25]. On the other hand,
the full observable image will clearly depend on the as-
trophysical source. Subsequent lensed images approxi-
mate the critical curve exponentially well but carry some
residual astrophysical dependence [42]. Recent progress
towards quantifying this dependence is based on a pre-
cise theoretical characterization of gravitational lensing
in the Kerr spacetime [24, 28, 29, 43]. We will refer to
the resulting definition of an (n-fold) lensed image as the
n-th photon ring, where the indexing n + 1 is counting
the maximum number of times an emitted photon that

arrives to the observer plane has crossed the equatorial
plane. Thus, for example, n = 0 corresponds to the di-
rect (lensed) image, i.e., photons that arrive to the ob-
server’s screen and have crossed the equatorial plane at
most once.

In particular, this has led to a proposed null test of GR,
capable to achieve a sub-percent level of accuracy [42].
The proposed test consists of measuring the shape of the
second photon ring (n = 2), which is (exponentially)
close to critical curve, on multiple baseline angles and
check whether or not it follows the GR prediction for the
Kerr metric [44]. The level of accuracy can be achieved
due to the small width-to-diameter ratio of the (n = 2)
photon ring. This null test works remarkably well even
for moderate inclinations (i ≲ 45◦) [45].

On the other hand, the first (n = 1) photon ring has
a larger width-to-diameter ratio than subsequent rings,
and consequently the definition of its diameter in the im-
age plane is ambiguous. Nevertheless, the first photon
ring does admit an angle-dependent diameter in visibil-
ity space [46]. In other words, GR predicts a particular
functional form for the angle-dependent diameter for the
critical curve that, surprisingly, provides an interferomet-
ric ring diameter of the first photon ring close, to a few
percent, to the critical curve. Therefore, detections of
orbiting (n ≥ 1) photons provide a window into strong
gravity and enable higher-precision probes of the Kerr
geometry at large-Msource.

Previous works beyond GR have mostly relied on the
assumption of black-hole uniqueness and have then ex-
plored deviations which are, nonetheless, unconstrained
by other observations (see, for example, Refs. [47–50]).
This assumption effectively collapses the entire parame-
ter space in Fig. 1 and assumes that gravity acts univer-
sally. There are several reasons to, nevertheless, remain
agnostic. First, GR itself produces event horizons which
can be reached by either going to sufficiently large cur-
vature (stellar-mass black holes) or to sufficiently large
source mass (AGNs). Similarly, deviations from GR
could be tied to nonlinearities [51] or even to nonlocal
quantities. Second, theories beyond GR can have mul-
tiple (stable) branches of black-hole solutions, see e.g.,
Refs. [52, 53]. Different mass scales may be prone to end
up in one or another branch. Indeed, the formation his-
tory of AGNs is not well understood [54, 55]. Third, and
maybe most importantly, whenever we are granted new
observational opportunities, it is good practice to best
not be guided by any theoretical prejudice.

Given the above status of the field, our work is moti-
vated by three objectives. Our first objective is to provide
a generic framework to constrain spacetime parameters,
including the ones related to black-hole uniqueness, with
VLBI observations. Such uniqueness tests for AGN have
been recently been considered in spherical symmetry in
Ref. [56]. Here, we provide the means to extend them
beyond spherical symmetry. Our second objective is to
quantify the constraining power of the first indirect image
beyond null tests [46], and extend this work to deviations
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from the Kerr paradigm. Our third objective is to dis-
entangle the above constraints on the underlying space-
time geometry from uncertainty about the astrophysical
accretion process. Previous studies have attempted to
tackle this issue by large computation-intensive joint in-
ference [49, 57–60], by calibration factors [34, 47, 48, 61–
63], or by means of the second lensing band [50]. Here, we
extend the latter approach and propose a generic scheme
which circumvents modelling or calibrating the impact of
astrophysical uncertainties.

Focusing on geometric lensing bands [45, 64], annular
regions on the observer’s screen surrounding the critical
curve, allows us to progress on all three of the above
objectives simultaneously. By extending previous works
within GR [42, 46] and beyond GR [50, 65], we will show
how lensing bands deform when parametrized deviations
from the Kerr spacetime grow sufficiently large. Param-
eter regions that result in lensing bands which cannot
contain an observed lensed image are thereby excluded.
Upon confident detection of an associated VLBI feature,
this translates to independent constraints of the respec-
tive deformation parameters, e.g., the leading PPN pa-
rameters βM87 and γM87, for supermassive black holes.
A comparison of, e.g., (βM87, γM87) and (βGR, γGR) then
provides a test of the uniqueness of black holes at up-to-
now unexplored source-mass scales.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we present the framework by reviewing the geo-
metric concept of lensing bands (Subsec. II A) and dis-
cussing some observational avenues to extract a lensed
emission region from VLBI measurements (Subsec. II B).
With these two inputs, we present a generic scheme to
translate a confident observation of lensed emission in
the image plane into constraints on the underlying ge-
ometry. Since in the present work we are not using real
data for the VLBI feature, we will refer to all quantita-
tive statements as “projected constraints.” Our results
aim to quantify the capability of VLBI observations to
impose constraints. As a proof of concept, we then focus
on VLBI observations of M87∗ [14, 40]. In Sec. III, we
benchmark the framework by recovering the Kerr param-
eters (mass and spin) and the inclination to the source. In
Sec. IV we apply the lensing-band framework to a para-
metric deviation of the Kerr metric, whose parameters
are associated with black-hole non-uniqueness. Projected
constraints on specific spacetimes can be obtained by ex-
pressing said spacetime within the parametrization and
comparing the respective coefficients. We summarize our
results and discuss the prospects of future work in Sec. V.
Throughout the paper, we use geometric units in which
GN = c = 1, and the (−,+,+,+) metric signature.

II. THE LENSING-BAND FRAMEWORK

The main motivation behind our work is to constrain
spacetime geometries based on an inconsistency with
an observed “(n-fold) lensed” image of an astrophysical

emission source. In this section, we will provide the de-
tailed definitions and ingredients of the method.
The proposed lensing band framework requires: (i) a

precise (geometric) definition of what is meant by the
“(n-fold) lensed” image; (ii) a confident detection of a
persistent VLBI “feature”; and (iii) the assumption that
this persistent VLBI feature can be explained as the de-
fined (n-fold) lensed image.
Given the definition of a “lensed image” that we choose

to work with (see below), the precise exclusion statement,
which we explore quantitatively in the subsequent sec-
tions, can be expressed as follows:

Upon a confident detection of a persis-
tent VLBI feature, we exclude spacetimes for
which this feature cannot arise from geodesics
that traversed the equatorial plane more than
once.

We expect it to be straightforward to apply our frame-
work to any other definition of a “lensed image” and to
any other assumed/observed VLBI feature.
If one defines the “photon ring” as the lensed image as-

sociated with the above lensing-band definition, and as-
sumes that a VLBI measurement has detected said pho-
ton ring, then the above statement can be rephrased as
follows:

We identify spacetimes which are excluded by
a confident detection of the photon ring.

The resulting constraints are then rigorous and depend
only on the level of confidence in the above input defini-
tions and assumptions.
In Subsec. II A, we review several available definitions

of the term “lensed” image or “(n-fold) lensed” image.
We compare these definitions and, in particular, review
the henceforth-used notion of equatorial lensing bands.
In Subsec.II B, we briefly review some observational av-
enues toward confidently detecting the associated VLBI
feature. Relying only on these two inputs, in Subsec. II C,
we present an algorithm for excluding parameter regions
in families of spacetimes such as the Kerr spacetime.

A. On the definition of a lensed image

Lensing bands demarcate the region in an observers’
image plane in which the (n-fold) lensed image of the
emission can be incident. Clearly, the very definition of
any such lensing bands rests on the underlying definition
of what one precisely refers to as “(n-fold) lensed image.”
In general one may relate lensing to the deflection an-

gle between the ingoing and the outgoing portion of the
ray (see, for example, Ref. [66] for how to obtain the
deflection angle in the Kerr spacetime).
When there is a sufficiently compact central object,

such as a black hole, geodesics can orbit the central object
more than once—or infinitely many times in the presence
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of a photon shell. Therefore, it is desirable to have a gen-
eral definition quantifying this n-fold orbital motion. In
addition, it is desirable to exploit the symmetries associ-
ated to stationarity and axisymmetry. Together with the
assumption of reflection symmetry, this singles out the
equatorial plane as a plane with respect to which orbital
motion may be defined precisely.

Related concepts were discussed in Refs. [24, 26], and
a precise definition with respect to crossings of the equa-
torial plane was made rigorous in Refs. [43, 67].

1. Black hole lensing bands

In any stationary and axisymmetric spacetime, the
equatorial plane is singled out since it is perpendicular to
the axis of symmetry. It is thus useful to tie a notion of
a lensed image to the equatorial plane1. The nth-order
lensing band may, therefore, be defined as the region in
the image plane corresponding to geodesics that have
crossed the equatorial plane up to n + 1 times [45, 64].
In Boyer–Lindquist coordinates (t, r, θ, ϕ), this definition
simply corresponds to counting how many times the con-
dition θ = π/2 (or equivalently cos θ = 0) is met. In the
context of comparing to alternative definitions below, we
will refer to the above as the “crossing definition” of lens-
ing bands. Throughout the paper, whenever we use the
term lensing bands without further specification, we refer
to the “crossing definition.”

In particular, the zeroth-order lensing band then cor-
responds to all light rays that reach the observer’s screen
with a cut-out portion corresponding to the apparent
location of the event horizon in the observer’s screen.
Therefore, the zeroth-order lensing band covers the en-
tire image plane apart from the direct image of the event
horizon, commonly referred to as the inner shadow [30–
32], and corresponds to the direct, and therefore weakly
lensed, image of the accretion structure. In contrast, al-
ready the first-order lensing band covers only a finite re-
gion within the image plane. Its inner (outer) boundary
corresponds to rays originating from the location of the
event horizon (from equatorial radial infinity) and arriv-
ing at the screen after crossing the equatorial plane once
more. Each successive higher-order lensing band is con-
tained within the former and, for n → ∞, the nth-order
lensing band exponentially converges to the critical curve
[25].

1 Other definitions of what one may refer to as a geometric lensing
band are possible. For instance, one may also count crossings
(or turning points) with respect to other planes such as the one
orthogonal to the observer’s line of sight, see, for example the
discussion around Fig. 1 in Ref. [68].
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FIG. 2. To exemplify the inequivalence of different geometric
definitions of lensing bands, we show the Boyer–Lindquist co-
ordinates (r, θ) of example trajectories in the Schwarzschild
spacetime, viewed at inclination i = 17◦ and for screen co-
ordinates (α, β) = (x, x) in the vicinity of x ≈ 4M . All
the shown trajectories have two turning points (i.e., m = 1)
and, therefore, are part of the first lensing band according
to the turning-point definition. In contrast, the trajectories
that cross the equatorial plane only once (i.e., n = 0), denoted
with dashed orange lines, are not part of the first lensing band
according to the equatorial-plane-crossing definition. Con-
versely, the trajectories that cross the equatorial plane twice
(i.e., n = 1), plotted with dotted cyan lines, are part of the
first lensing band according to the equatorial-plane-crossing
definition. The critical trajectory, for which cos(θ) → 0 for
r → ∞, is marked as the black (continuous) curve, on which
the arrow points towards the screen.

2. Alternative definitions

Several other (sometimes closely related) geometric
definitions of lensing bands have been discussed in the
literature, see, e.g., Refs. [23, Sec. 4.3], [68, Fig. 1], or [50,
App. A]. In particular, this includes a definition via turn-
ing points [24] in the polar coordinate θ: one may alter-
natively define the mth-order lensing band as the image
region in which incident geodesics exhibit m+ 1 turning
points in θ, i.e., for which the condition d cos(θ)/dλ = 0
(with λ denoting the affine parameter along the geodesic)
is metm+1 times along the geodesic. We will refer to this
as the “turning-point definition” of the lensing bands.

The “crossing definition” and the “turning-point def-
inition” are related but are not equivalent. To be spe-
cific, it was shown that all geodesics in Kerr spacetime
must cross the equatorial plane between two turning
points [67]. In stationary and axisymmetric spacetimes
beyond vacuum GR, the above relation can be broken,
see for example, Fig. 6 of Ref. [69]. That said, even in the
Kerr spacetime, geodesics which start (or end) at radial
asymptotic infinity may or may not cross the equatorial
plane while coming in (or escaping from) radial asymp-
totic infinity, as shown in Fig. 2. Hence, while a lens-
ing band obtained via the “turning-point definition” will
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always encompass the respective lensing band obtained
with the “crossing definition”, the inverse statement is
not generally true, and the two lensing band boundaries
do not coincide.

Consequently, for an optically thin and geometrically
thick accretion disk, emission from the far half of the
disk transits the equatorial plane once more than emis-
sion from the near half of the disk (where near and far
are defined with respect to the observer’s position). The
tails of the associated emission, i.e., emission which orig-
inates from r ≈ r0 or r ≈ ∞ but on the near side of the
equatorial plane, can thus “leak” from the nth into the
(n− 1)th equatorial lensing band.

Two comments are in order. First, this effect is in-
creasingly relevant for non-equatorial emission from ei-
ther close to the horizon or close to asymptotic infinity.
Second, even for rather exotic geometrically thick disks
with an emission peak close to r ≈ r0 or r ≈ ∞, the
(n-fold) lensed emission (according to the “turning point
definition”) must always lie within the (n − 1)th-order
lensing-band (according to the “crossing definition”).

Nevertheless, the above discussion highlights that the
very definition of what one refers to as lensed emis-
sion may be related to the question of an astrophysics-
independent confident detection of the associated VLBI
feature. In practice, different geometric notions of a lens-
ing band discussed may serve as an estimate for a sys-
tematic error in the identification of a VLBI feature with
the lensing band. As the purpose of the present work
is merely to introduce and demonstrate the lensing-band
framework, we defer such quantitative estimates of a po-
tential systematic error to future work.

3. Numerical approximation via bisection

Due to their simple geometric definition, the effort to
obtain lensing bands is comparable to the effort to obtain
the critical curve. For any algebraically special space-
time in which geodesic motion is separable, we expect
that the lensing bands can thus be expressed by closed-
form one-dimensional integrals, see Ref. [45, App. A] for
the Kerr case. In the non-separable case, each lensing-
band boundary can be obtained by numerical bisection.
In complete analogy to numerically obtaining the crit-
ical curve, this amounts to bisecting while numerically
solving the geodesic equation, i.e., a coupled system of
ODEs.

For this purpose, we have developed a Mathematica
package, LBeyondGR2, to iteratively move the bisection
forward along the lensing-band boundary. Thereby, we
can reliably obtain even non-star-convex lensing-band
boundaries [64]. A description of the algorithm is given in

2 The code is publicly available at https://github.com/aaron-
hd/LBeyondGR.

App. A. A brief summary of the resulting scheme to con-
strain the underlying geometry is presented in Sec. II C.

B. On the observation of a lensed emission region

In the following Subsecs. II B 1 to II B 3, we briefly re-
view three current avenues to observationally extract a
lensed emission region from VLBI data. In Subsec. II B 4,
we then model a specific lensed emission region with
which we obtain the projected constraints presented in
the remainder of this paper.

1. A hybrid imaging algorithm

One way to isolate evidence for a lensed image from
foreground emission is hybrid imaging. Hybrid imag-
ing combines rasterized image reconstruction with the
specific modeling of expected features. In Ref. [40], for
the data obtained in the 2017 EHT observation run of
M87∗ [14], hybrid imaging algorithms [70, 71] indicated
a Bayesian preference for a model fit upon inclusion of an
expected thin-ring feature over a model fit without said
thin-ring feature. The authors of Ref. [40] interpreted
these results as first evidence of (with the definitions of
the present work) n = 1 lensed emission. We refer the
reader to Refs. [41, 72] for other analyses where no evi-
dence for the presence of lensed emission was found.

2. An interferometric diameter inferred from the visibility
amplitude

An image consisting of nested rings, as expected from
GR, produces a cascade of damped oscillations on pro-
gressively longer baselines [24]. Such decomposition is
displayed, for example, in Fig. 1 of Ref. [46] for 0 ≤ n ≤ 2.
Consequently, the visibility amplitude of such an image
will display a ringing pattern whose period of oscillation
is related to a characteristic length/diameter in the image
domain, modulated by an envelope whose specific falloff
is dictated by the ring thickness [24]. Due to these prop-
erties in the visibility domain, a space-based VLBI obser-
vation can provide evidence for a lensed emission region
within the LBn≥1

VLBI, if a ringing pattern in the visibility
amplitude is detected. By sufficiently long baselines, we
mean that, since the n = 0 image is also ringlike, the
baseline should be long enough to provide evidence of a
change in the slope of the envelope of the interferometric
signature [24]. The location, in baseline length, where
the direct image (n = 0) stops dominating the visibility
domain depends on the width of the n = 0 image itself,
which is highly dependent on the accretion structure sur-
rounding the black hole [42, 46].

https://github.com/aaron-hd/LBeyondGR
https://github.com/aaron-hd/LBeyondGR
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3. A phase shift on polarimetric images

Another approach to increase confidence in the de-
tection of a lensed emission region, is given by polari-
metric images. Assuming that the astrophysical emis-
sion source, and, in particular, its polarization structure,
shares the rotational symmetry of the spacetime, one ex-
pects that the polarization flips between successive lens-
ing bands [73]. In particular, there is a complex conjuga-
tion of the rotationally symmetric Fourier mode, known
as β2, between the n = 0 and n = 1 images. Thus, mea-
suring a shift in polarimetric phases on long baselines is
another estimator [74].

Such a rotationally-symmetric polarization structure is
expected to arise from the accretion flow of magnetically
arrested disks which are currently preferred by observa-
tions of M87∗ [75]. At moderate (near-face-on) inclina-
tion, the above polarimetric signature has been confirmed
in simulated interferometric observations [74]. In partic-
ular, the authors construct a gain-robust interferomet-
ric quantity and demonstrate that future observations of
M87∗ have the potential to detect this polarization sig-
nature.

4. Concrete implementation of an input VLBI feature

Irrespective of which of the above avenues the reader
deems most promising, we demonstrate the potential of
such an observation to rule out parameter ranges in an
underlying family of spacetime geometries such as the
Kerr spacetime. As a concrete proof of concept, we as-
sume a lensed emission region LBn≥1

VLBI which matches the
(upper prior limit of the) narrow-ring feature reported
in Ref. [40], i.e., a geometrically circular ring of radius
θring = 21.7± 0.1µas and fractional width ψ = 0.05. We
neglect the error in the radius θring, since it is a sublead-
ing contribution. A graphic representation of the result-
ing lensed emission region LBn≥1

VLBI is given in Fig. 3.
We emphasize once more that the posteriors in Ref. [40]

are insufficient to constrain the width or shape of the
ring-like VLBI feature. In the following, we implicitly
assume that joint data analysis of future observations,
see, for instance Refs. [76, 77], can confidently associate
such a thin-ring VLBI feature to lensed emission.

Provided an external measurement of the distance D
to the source (in this case to M87∗, for example), we
can translate between the apparent on-sky angle α (in
units of radians or equivalently µas) to geometric units
r0 = 2MGN/c

2 in the underlying spacetime (with M
the asymptotic mass, GN the Newton constant, and c
the speed of light) by

tan(α) ≡ MGN

D c2
. (1)

In all statistical inferences, we assumeD = 16.8±0.8Mpc
as inferred in Ref. [78, App. I], cf. also Refs. [79–81] for
the original measurements. For our exploratory analysis,

allowed excluded

FIG. 3. Two schematic examples of n = 1 lensing bands
LBn=1(g) (light-shaded regions), for which the respective
spacetime g remains allowed (left-hand panel) / can be ex-
cluded (right-hand panel), after a confident detection of a

lensed emission region LBn≥1
VLBI (circular crescent; green re-

gions contained in the lensing band; orange regions not con-
tained in the lensing band).

we neglect the error on D as subleading, recognizing that
any error in D fully degenerates with the inferred mass
M .

C. Resulting scheme and numerical
implementation

From here on, we assume that a lensed emission region
(i) has been observed and (ii) must lie, for any given
spacetime g, within its n = 1 lensing band, LBn=1(g).

Hence, if the observed lensed emission region LBn≥1
VLBI

does not match, or “fit into,” the lensing-band LBn=1(g),
then we can rule out the respective underlying spacetime
geometry g, see Fig. 3 for an schematic representation
of this matching procedure. The level of confidence with
which the underlying spacetime geometry can be ruled
out depends on (i) the level of confidence in the detec-
tion of the lensed emission region, and (ii) the level of
confidence in the theoretical assumption that it must oc-
cur within the lensing band.
We allow for an arbitrary centroid shift by an image-

plane vector (x0, y0) when performing the matching. The
centroid shift amounts to the lack of a reference point.
Potential observations of the inner shadow [30–32] or the
base of the jet in M87* [82] could provide additional pri-
ors for the centroid shift. Examples of such reference
points will be shown in Sec. IVB, but we will not in-
clude them in the statistical analysis presented in this
work. Such additional priors will only strengthen evi-
dence against the underlying spacetime g.
In the following, we present an explicit algorithmic

scheme with which we decide – given a lensed emission
region LBm≥n

VLBI, as defined in Sec. II B – whether or not a
given spacetime g is excluded. The readers not interested
in numerical technicalities may skip this section and pro-
ceed directly to the results (Sec. III).
The scheme splits into three parts: first, an algorithm
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to determine the lensing band LBn(g); second, a min-

imization of the subregion of LBm≥n
VLBI which cannot be

covered by LBn(g); and third, an iteration of the for-
mer two steps as part of a Markov-chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) sampling algorithm.

In the present work, we focus on the n = 1 lensing band
which is, at present, observationally most relevant. How-
ever, the scheme generalizes to arbitrary n and we plan to
determine the exclusion potential of a confident (space-
based) n = 2 detection in future work, cf. Ref. [50].

1. Free-floating bisection to obtain the lensing-band region

The numerical approximation of a lensing-band
LBn(g) requires us to determine3

(i) its outer boundary ∂(outer)LBn(g) and

(ii) its inner boundary ∂(inner)LBn(g).

Each equatorial lensing-band LBn(g) is defined by the
number of times N that the respective incident light ray
has crossed the equatorial plane, i.e., n = N − 1. Equiv-
alently, one can define the following binary conditions

C(outer)
n =

{
TRUE if N ⩾ n+ 1

FALSE if N < n+ 1
, (2)

C(inner)
n =

{
TRUE if N < n+ 1

FALSE if N ⩾ n+ 1
. (3)

These conditions evaluate to TRUE whenever the respec-
tive image point is to the left of the respective lensing-
band boundary ∂(outer)LBn(g) [or ∂(inner)LBn(g)], where
left and right are defined following the boundary counter-
clockwise. The only difference between determining the
inner and outer boundary is a flip in the condition (or
equivalently a flip in clockwise/counterclockwise direc-
tion). Other conventions may be chosen and are equiva-
lent to the above.

The task of numerically approximating a lensing band
is, thereby, reduced to numerically approximating a
closed boundary curve ∂R twice. This curve demarcates
a subregion R ⊂ R2 in the 2D image plane with respect
to a specified boundary bisection condition C, i.e., with
respect to the above conditions C(outer)

n and C(inner)
n .

Except for a modification in the boundary bisection
conditions, the individual bisections are fully equiva-
lent to the well-known numerical bisection of the critical
curve, see Ref. [83] for an example of such a bisection
code. In particular, the numerical effort is equivalent.

The abstract task of bisecting a closed curve can be
thought of as a discretization of said curve. One may

3 Strictly speaking, this split only holds as long as the topology
of the lensing-band region remains unchanged. Here, we will
assume that this is the case.

define an orthogonal ray on each such discrete boundary
piece. If one can ensure that on each ray, two initial
points are given—one on either side of the boundary—
then one can perform a simple iterative bisection with
respect to the defining boundary bisection condition C.
Our key technical advancement lies in the choice of bi-

section rays. Previous numerical codes, see, e.g., Ref. [83]
(for the critical curve) and Ref. [64] (for lensing bands),
perform an ‘angular bisection’ with respect to a (suit-
ably) chosen central point. Instead, here we develop a
“free-floating” bisection algorithm. Once two points on
the boundary are known, the next bisection can then be
chosen only in reference to these two points. We find that
this has two major advantages:

• The first significant advantage is robustness with
respect to non-star-convex boundaries. When using
an angular bisection with respect to a central refer-
ence point, bisection rays may intersect the bound-
ary more than once. By definition, this necessarily
occurs whenever the respective region is not star-
convex. Whenever such a double intersection oc-
curs, the boundary is not identified correctly by
means of angular bisection. The free-floating bisec-
tion algorithm avoids these issues. In particular,
it robustly identifies also non-star-convex bound-
aries4.

• The second major advantage is the adaptive step
size. The free-floating bisection initializes each sub-
sequent bisection in reference to (at least two) pre-
vious points on the boundary. This makes it pos-
sible to dynamically adapt the step size and preci-
sion which, in turn, allows us to optimize efficiency
while ensuring that the boundary is not lost.

We assume that the free-floating bisection algorithm can
be adapted to any other (binary) boundary bisection con-
dition in a 2D plane. Given the generality of this prob-
lem and given the above two advantages, the algorithm
might be of more general use. We provide further details
in App. A.
Given this free-floating bisection algorithm, the prob-

lem is reduced to standard numerical ray tracing (in
curved spacetime g) at each bisection step. In or-
der to keep the code-development minimal, we use an
adapted version of Mathematica’s NDSolve routine for
the ray tracing5. The ray tracing is performed in Boyer–

4 The only remaining ambiguity concerns the initial guess and
whether it converges to the associated boundary. Here, we as-
sume (and verify) that the screen point (α, β) = (0, 0) lies within
the inner shadow and that a random guess at radial distance of
100M lies within the asymptotic n = 0 lensing-band region. We
find that these assumptions are sufficient to identify all lensing-
band boundaries investigated here.

5 This is certainly not the most efficient ray tracing and we are
inclined to make use of existing optimized ray tracing codes (such
as the ones presented in Refs. [16, 84–86], for example) in future
applications.
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Lindquist type coordinates. The translation from screen
coordinates to ray tracing coordinates is detailed in
App. C (see also Ref. [83]) and, in fact, only requires
that the coordinates converge to oblate spheroidal coor-
dinates at r → ∞. The observers screen is then placed
at r = 105M which approximates the r → ∞ limit suffi-
ciently well6

2. Minimizing the uncovered emission region

Once the lensing band is determined, the second task
is to vary the centroid shift (x0, y0) such that the sub-

region of LBm≥n
VLBI that cannot be covered by LBn(g) is

minimized7. In the mathematical language of set the-
ory, the region which we want to minimize is the rel-
ative complement LBn(g)

c
of LBn(g) in LBm≥n

VLBI, i.e.,

LBn(g)
c ∩ LBm≥n

VLBI ≡ LBm≥n
VLBI \ LBn(g). Finally, we nor-

malize the area to the total area of LBm≥n
VLBI. We can thus

summarize the abstract task as determining the relative
covered area A defined by

A(g) ≡
Min(x0,y0)

(
LBm≥n

VLBI \ LBn(g)
)

LBm≥n
VLBI

. (4)

The normalization ensures that 0 ⩽ A(g) ⩽ 1 which is
useful for numerical purposes. Once A is determined, we
decide

• if A(g) = 0, the geometry g remains allowed;

• if A(g) > 0, the geometry g is excluded.

For the present purposes, we use Mathematica’s prede-
fined region and minimization routine to perform this
second step8. While VLBI image reconstructions do not
have an absolute reference frame, we enforce a constraint
on the centroid shift, i.e.,

x20 + y20 < rad
(
LBn≥1

VLBI

)2

, (5)

where rad(LBn≥1
VLBI) denotes the radius of the ob-

served/assumed lensed emission region. This constraint
effectively enforces that the central brightness depression
region does not move to unphysical regions. In prac-
tice, this constraint is required to avoid artefacts when
the lensing band develops very broad regions, i.e., re-
gions which exceed the diameter of the observed/assumed
lensed emission region, see lower panels of Fig. 5 for ex-
amples.

6 We have tested that the precision of the lensing-band boundary
in the Kerr space time at high inclination (see Fig. 5 for some
visual examples) remains at least at the subpercent level with
the analytical results using the code described in Ref. [64].

7 In Ref. [87], a mismatch was defined for the regions within the
critical curve, after co-centering them at the origin of the ca-
mara’s reference frame.

8 To be explicit, we use NMinimize and specify the method to
RandomSearch.

3. Bayesian inference

Given a confident measurement of lensed emission as
discussed above, we estimate the parameters of the space-
time g(M,A, p1, . . . , pk), where M and A denote the
asymptotic mass and spin, respectively, and pi denotes
extra parameters (e.g., coupling constants or dimension-
less “bumpy” parameters [88]), for which the n = 1 lens-
ing band of an observer at infinity, and at inclination i
can cover the considered ring. In other words, we esti-

mate the set of parameters λ⃗ = {i,M,A, p1, . . . , pk} such
that its n = 1 lensing band covers the observed VLBI
feature, as Fig. 3 illustrates.
We perform the parameter estimation using the affine

invariant MCMC sampler emcee [89], to explore the pos-
terior surface, i.e., the likelihood function L

log
[
L
(
θring = 21.7µas|λ⃗

)]
= −1

2

(
A
σ

)2

, (6)

times the parameter priors. Here A ∈ [0, 1] (Eq. 4) de-
notes the overlapping area between the VLBI feature and
the lensing band, and σ is the standard deviation of the
distribution, which we assume it to be σ = 0.05, as a
proxy for the observational error of the VLBI feature.
We choose flat priors on all the parameters. For the pa-
rameters A, i and M the ranges are −1 ≤ A/M ≤ 1,
0 ≤ i [deg] ≤ 85 and 3 ≤ M/(109M⊙) ≤ 8, respectively.
For the parameters pi, however, the only requirement
are for them to satisfy (i) the absence of further (Killing)
horizons; (ii) the absence of closed timelike curves; and
(iii) no signature changes in the metric. In App. D, we
present the explicit expressions for their range of validity.
The emcee ensemble of walkers is initialized by sam-

pling from the prior distributions. For all the cases pre-
sented in this work, we run until ∼ 105 samples are ob-
tained, and burn-in the initial 100 samples. In general,
parameter regions in which the lensing band is wide are
easier to find within the posterior likelihood distribution.
Recovering the theoretically expected symmetry of all re-
sults and correlations under the exchange of A ↔ −A
(as well as a ↔ −a) seems to be another good marker
for convergence of the MCMC sampler. The presented
results suggest that most (but not all) correlations are
fully converged. Given the exploratory character of our
work, we do not deem it justified to spend computation
time on further convergence.

III. BENCHMARK: PROJECTED
CONSTRAINTS IN THE KERR SPACETIME

As a benchmark application of the lensing-band
scheme, we ask what can be inferred about the parame-
ters of the Kerr spacetime itself. In Boyer–Lindquist co-
ordinates the free parameters of the Kerr geometry are:
the inclination i; the Kerr mass parameter M ; and the
Kerr spin parameter A/M . The results of the MCMC
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FIG. 4. Projected constraints obtained using the lensing-
band framework applied to the Kerr spacetime. These results
exemplify how, upon measuring a VLBI feature, as mentioned
in Subsec. (II B), one can constrain parameters of the space-
time. Given that the lensed image assumed for this example
is a circular ring, it is possible to constrain the inclination.
The mass, as expected, is also constrained from the overall
scale.

sampling are shown in Fig. 4. All the results should be
understood as projected constraints which can be inferred
once a confident detection of a lensing-band region, as
discussed in Sec. II B, is available. We further emphasize
this interpretation, i.e., that these are not actual con-
straints obtained from data, by using the “geometrically-
equal-to” sign ≑ whenever referring to projected con-
straints.

For the implemented example, it is reassuring that the
mass posterior results in a projected constraint for the
mass of M87∗, i.e., M ≑ 6.68+0.48

−0.42 10
9M⊙, that is in

agreement with previous results [14]. We find no inde-
pendent projected constraint on the spin. We remind
the reader that we ignore any external mass measure-
ment and make only minimal assumptions on the astro-
physics, cf. Sec. II. Hence, we interpret this result as the
statement that additional knowledge about, for example,
the accretion physics, an external mass measurement, or
higher-order lensing bands is needed to infer the spin.

We do, however, find an interesting correlation, albeit
small, between mass and spin: the higher the absolute
value of the spin, the larger the inferred mass, see the
covariance of A and M in Fig.4. The underlying reason
for this correlation is the shrinking of the n = 1 lensing
band with increasing spin, see left vs right columns in
Fig. 5. With very different inference techniques, it has
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FIG. 5. Examples of lensing bands (light gray regions) and

the fitted lensed emission regions LBn≥1
VLBI (green regions con-

tained in the lensing band; orange regions not contained in
the lensing band) in the Kerr spacetime. The three rows (top
to bottom) distinguish different inclinations: i = 0◦, 50◦, and
85◦, respectively. The two columns distinguish different spins:
A = 0 (left) and A = 0.99M (right).

been previously found in Refs. [40, 90] that such corre-
lation between mass and spin is more significant in the
n = 1 image than in the critical curve (i.e., in the n = ∞
image). It is reassuring that we recover this correlation.

As expected, given that the modeled VLBI feature is
a circle, the results disfavor high inclinations. To be spe-
cific, the posterior for the projected constraint on incli-

nation results i ≑ 34◦+28◦

−22◦ . Indeed, the n = 1 lensing
band becomes very thin as the inclination approaches
i ∼ 90◦, as shown by the different rows in Fig. 5. We
highlight that formally our analysis assumes, and thus
all constraints rely on, a confident detection of lensed
emission throughout the specified region LBn≥1

VLBI, see,
for instance, the darker and colored regions in Figs. 5
and 3 and the discussion in Subsec. II B. In particular,
the quantitative projected constraints (such as the one on
the inclination) which arise from a thinning of the lensing
band, implicitly rely on lensed emission being observed
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not just somewhere but everywhere within the observed
region.

The above example highlights that our projected con-
straints should be interpreted as an estimate for the
constraining power of a given VLBI observation or as
a means to uncover quantitative physical correlations
among the underlying parameters of the geometry.

Dedicated future studies to determine how confident
VLBI observations can constrain the thickness of a lensed
emission region are vital to solidify constraints such as
the above ones. We also emphasize that the definition
of lensing bands (defined with respect to the equato-
rial plane) is ill defined at exactly edge-on inclination
i = 90◦. Respectively, when deforming, e.g., the n = 1
lensing band with increasing inclination across i = 90◦,
one encounters a discontinuity, see e.g., [45, Fig. 7]. The
quantitative impact of this remains to be scrutinized in
future studies and, hence, we are cautious to interpret
our results at close to edge-on inclination.

IV. APPLICATION: PROJECTED
CONSTRAINTS ON BLACK HOLE

NON-UNIQUENESS

In this section, we apply the developed lensing-band
framework to parametrized deviations from the Kerr
spacetime. This test case demonstrates that the frame-
work is an efficient tool for first explorations of large pa-
rameter spaces of possible deviations from GR in the con-
text of black-hole shadow observations. In particular, we
demonstrate that the formalism enables us to

• efficiently explore degeneracies and correlations in
large parameter spaces,

• quantify the constraining power of a confident ob-
servation of a lensed emission region,

• identify specific detectable deviations which may
then be tested for against the Kerr spacetime in
explicit astrophysical models.

As in the previous section, we present the results in the
form of “projected constraints” on the underlying space-
time parameters. In Subsec. IVA, we briefly review
parametrized deviations in stationary and axisymmetric
spacetimes beyond Kerr, and present a seven-parameter
spacetime which we will use as a prototype test case be-
yond Kerr. In Subsec. IVB, we then apply the lensing-
band framework presented in Subsec. II and discuss the
resulting projected constraints.

A. Parametrizing deviations to circular spacetimes

There are various ways in which black-hole candidates
may differ from a black hole solution in GR [91]. In
recent years, a “theory-agnostic” approach to testing
GR has been heavily pursued. This approach involves

parametrizing deviations from GR solutions (such as the
metric [88] or gravitational potentials [8]) or observables
(such as the gravitational waveform [92] or quasinormal
modes frequencies [93]). As a result, a particular theory
is neither employed nor tested, but the hope is that the
parameters involved, in such an agnostic way, can then
be mapped to physical constraints.

The exploration of deviations at the level of the met-
ric requires to (i) parametrize a given class of spacetimes
in terms of free metric functions, and then (ii) expand
these metric functions. In the first step, the free func-
tions should ideally cover the entire class of spacetimes
without any redundancy. While this may seem trivial, a
satisfactory answer with regards to all possible station-
ary and axisymmetric spacetimes is—to the best of our
knowledge—not known. In Subsec. IVA1, we review
what is known in subclasses of stationary and axisym-
metric spacetimes with additional symmetries. For the
second step, a relation to physical quantities, such as mul-
tipole moments at asymptotic infinity, seems desirable.
We briefly review such expansions in Subsec. IVA2.

1. Subclasses of stationary and axisymmetric spacetimes
with a redundancy-free metric ansatz

Stationary and axisymmetric spacetimes are defined
by the existence of a spacelike rotational Killing vec-
tor ηµ and an asymptotically timelike Killing vector
ξµ. A theorem by Carter ensures that the two Killing
vectors always commute [94]. Throughout the follow-
ing discussion, we restrict to the physical case of four-
dimensional Lorentzian spacetimes, but we do not as-
sume vacuum GR. Moreover, we seek a coordinate sys-
tem valid throughout the exterior black-hole region.

Due to the Killing symmetries, the metric can always
be written in terms of ten free functions which depend
only on two coordinates. Assuming a global ((2+1)+1)
foliation of the spacetime, eight independent metric func-
tions are sufficient [95]. When restricting to a coordinate
patch in the vicinity of future null infinity, these can fur-
ther be reduced [96, 97]. However, to the best of our
knowledge, a fully satisfactory understanding regarding
completeness and redundancy remains outstanding, see
also [98, 99].

In contrast, the class of stationary and axisymmetric
spacetimes contains several subclasses in which further
progress has been made. Each of these subclasses can
be understood in terms of some enhanced (either explicit
or hidden) symmetry. Some of the known subclasses are
successively contained within each other.

First, one may restrict to circular spacetimes [100–
102]. Physically, circular spacetimes allow for a global fo-
liation into two orthogonal 2-surfaces. This also implies a
global symmetry under simultaneous inversion ϕ ↔ −ϕ
and t ↔ −t of the two Killing coordinates (associated
with ηµ and ξµ). All vacuum solutions of GR are circu-
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lar9. Irrespective of vacuum GR solutions, any circular
spacetime can be written as

ds2circ =− gtt(r, θ) dt
2 − gtϕ(r, θ)(dt dϕ+ dϕ dt)

+ grr(r, θ)
[
dr2 + σ(r, θ)dθ2

]
+ gϕϕ(r, θ) dϕ

2 ,

(7)

where the choice of σ(r, θ) = r2 + a2 cos(θ)2 speci-
fies Boyer–Lindquist coordinates (t, r, θ, ϕ). The circu-
lar class requires five non-vanishing metric elements, de-
scribed in terms of four independent functions10. It is
both minimal and exhaustive in the number of required
free functions. Exhaustiveness of Eq. 7 relies on circular-
ity and has been established in Refs. [100–102].

One may further enhance the symmetry from station-
arity to staticity. Any static and axisymmetric space-
time is a member of the Weyl class [103] with four non-
vanishing metric elements written in terms of two inde-
pendent functions.

Alternatively, one may restrict to spacetimes which,
in addition to the two Killing vectors ηµ and ξµ, admit
for an independent rank-2 Killing tensor. The Killing
tensor then guarantees a hidden constant of motion
and thus separability and integrability of geodesic mo-
tion [104, 105]. The minimal and exhaustive form has
been derived in Ref. [105], and we will thus refer to this
subclass as the Benenti–Francaviglia class. Both, the
Weyl class and the Benenti–Francaviglia class are con-
tained in the circular class.

Finally, in any of the above classes, one may or may
not chose to break reflection symmetry about the equa-
torial plane, see e.g., Ref. [106] for a study within the
Benenti–Francaviglia class. Of course, one may also fur-
ther restrict to spherical symmetry, where stationarity
implies staticity.

Given that the circular class is the largest known sub-
class in which a redundancy-free metric ansatz has been
established, we focus on this symmetry subclass of sta-
tionary and axisymmetric spacetimes in our analysis. Be-
fore we do so, we briefly summarize different expansion
approaches.

9 Mathematically, circularity can be understood as a property of
the Ricci-tensor Rµν in relation to the two Killing vectors ηµ

and ξµ, i.e., that ηµR
[ν
µ ξκηλ] = 0 and ξµR

[ν
µ ηκξλ] = 0 ev-

erywhere (while there exists a point in the spacetime for which
η[µξν∇κηλ] = 0 and ξ[µην∇κξλ] = 0), see e.g., Ref. [102,
Sec. 7.1]. It is now obvious that any Ricci-flat spacetime, hence,
any vacuum solution of GR is circular.

10 Equation. (7) requires only four free functions but five non-
vanishing metric elements. Hence, coordinate transformations
can be used to, for instance, alter the relation between dr2 and
dθ2. This coordinate freedom can be used to reduce from five to
four free functions, see, e.g., Ref. [100] for the well-known Papa-
petrou form. The latter choice of coordinates, however, does not
contain Kerr in Boyer–Lindquist coordinates [99, App. B].

2. Expansion approaches to parametrized deviations

Multipole expansions of the Weyl class have been ex-
plored in Refs. [88, 107]. They have been extended to de-
viations from Kerr spacetime by applying the Newman–
Janis algorithm [108] to the Weyl class [107, 109–111].
The resulting spacetimes are no longer within the Weyl
class. In Ref. [110] it was shown that the resulting
spacetimes do not necessarily admit for a rank-2 Killing
tensor and thus need not remain within the Benenti–
Francaviglia class.

Different Taylor expansions around asymptotic infin-
ity within the Benenti–Francaviglia class have been ex-
plored in Refs. [112–114]. A continued fraction expansion
around the horizon at r = r0 of the circular class (first de-
veloped in spherical symmetry in Ref. [115]) has been set
up by Konoplya, Rezzolla, and Zhidenko (KRZ) [116],
which we briefly review in App B. To the best of our
knowledge, the KRZ expansion covers all of the above
expansions, while the reciprocal is not true. Hence, we
focus on this continued-fraction expansion below.

3. A seven-parameter family obtained from the
leading-order terms in the KRZ expansion

As detailed above, we focus on the KRZ expansion
(see Subsec. IVA2) of circular spacetimes (see Sub-
sec. IVA1). Furthermore, we make sure to maintain
oblate spheroidal coordinates at radial asymptotic in-
finity and match the leading order asymptotics to the
mass M , the angular momentum J , and the PPN pa-
rameters β and γ. The respective explicit derivation
within the KRZ expansion is detailed in App. B. These
choices result in a seven-parameter family of spacetimes
for which the metric functions in Eq. 7 can be written in
the following simple form

gtt = −

(
∆βγ +

r30(r−r0)
r2 a01

)
sin2 θ − g2tϕ

gϕϕ
,

grr =
Σ
(
1− (1−γ)M

r

)2

(
∆βγ +

r30(r−r0)
r2 a01

) ,

gθθ = Σ ,

gϕϕ =

[
a2 + r2 +

2Mra2

Σ

(
A

a
− (a2 + r20) cos

2 θ

2M r0

)]
sin2 θ ,

gtϕ = −2MrA sin2 θ

Σ
. (8)

We use the common shorthand A = J/M , Σ = r2 +
A2 cos2 θ, and ∆ = r2 − 2Mr + A2 which are also often
used to denote Kerr spacetime. In addition, we use the
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shorthand

∆βγ =
(r − r0)

[
∆− 2M2(β − γ + r0

M ) + r0(r + r0)
]

r
,

(9)

which reduces to ∆βγ → ∆ in the Kerr limit (see below).
The seven free parameters

Ξ = (r0,M, J, β, γ, a, a01) , (10)

have the following physical meaning:

• The surface r = r0 denotes the black-hole horizon.
In App. D we present the theoretical bound on the
other parameters to ensure that r = r0 is the out-
ermost (Killing) horizon.

• The parametersM and J correspond to asymptotic
mass and angular momentum, respectively. Instead
of J , we sometimes work with A = J/M .

• The parameters β and γ correspond to the leading-
order PPN parameters in the point-mass limit.

• The parameter a accounts for independent devia-
tions of the horizon area11 away from the horizon
area of a Kerr black hole with equatorial horizon
radius r0 and asymptotic spin A.

• In the asymptotics, the parameter a01 corresponds
to (r0/r)

3 corrections. We include this parameter
to relate to previous studies [49, 56].

The Kerr spacetime in Boyer–Lindquist coordinates is
recovered when r0 →M +

√
M2 − a2, J → aM , β → 1,

γ → 1, and a01 → 0.

B. From size constraints to shape constraints

Given the spacetime in Eq. (8) and the lensed-emission
region in Subsec. II B, we employ the lensing-band frame-
work to obtain projected constraints on the underlying
free parameters of the circular beyond-Kerr geometry
given in Eq. 10.

The full results of the Bayesian parameter estima-
tion, including deviations of all seven free parameters
Ξ = (r0,M,A, β, γ, a, a01) of the underlying spacetime,
is presented as corner plot in Fig. 6. As in the previous
section, we choose flat priors on all the parameters with
the following bounds: 0.01 ≤ r0 ≤ 5, −5 ≤ A/M ≤ 5,
−1 ≤ β ≤ 3, −1 ≤ γ ≤ 5, −1 ≤ a ≤ 1, and −5 ≤ a01 ≤ 5,
and check that the resulting metric obeys the theoretical
bounds presented in App. D. As we will see, these flat pri-
ors are deformed into preferred regions, for most of these

11 In the context of the KRZ expansion, see App. B, a is identified
with the spin parameter of the background Kerr spacetime.

parameters, demonstrating the constraining power of a
confident observation of a lensed emission region such as
the one discussed in Subsec. II B.
We discuss several aspects of these results in more de-

tail in the following section. To aid the discussion, we
present explicit lensing bands of respective metric de-
formations and refer to the marginalized posteriors and
covariances in Fig. 6.

1. Disentangling the asymptotic mass and the radial
horizon location

Previous constraints derived from data obtained in
EHT observations of M87∗ and SgrA∗ assume that
the asymptotic mass M is tied to the horizon loca-
tion r0 [14, 48, 49, 56]. This can be understood as
an expression of the uniqueness theorems of GR. As
our parametrized spacetime disentangles M and r0, we
are able to probe this particular uniqueness assump-
tion. Indeed, our results indicate independent projected
constraints for both parameters, with inferred values of
M ≑ 5.98+1.35

−1.51 10
9M⊙, and r0 ≑ 2.23+1.38

−1.16M . The out-
come is, therefore, consistent with mass estimates ob-
tained from the image of M87∗ [14, 40]. These values are
also consistent with a horizon location in the full range
of black holes admissible in GR, i.e., from Schwarzschild
spacetime with r0 = 2M all the way to extremal Kerr
spacetime, i.e., with r0 = 1M .

2. The effects of the inclination

As discussed in Sec. III, for the Kerr spacetime, the def-
inition of equatorial lensing bands is ill-defined at edge-on
inclination (i.e., at i = 90◦), see, e.g., Fig. 7 in Ref. [45].
Hence, we are cautious to interpret results at close to
edge-on inclination.
With the above caveat, and similar to the Kerr case in

Sec. III, our results suggest a preference for low, i.e., close

to face-on, inclination. Specifically, we find i ≑ 32◦+31◦

−21◦

which remains very similar to the posterior for the incli-
nation obtained for the Kerr benchmark test in Sec. III.
Once more, the lensing band becomes very thin at high,
i.e., close to edge-on, inclination. Hence, it becomes in-
creasingly delicate (or at some point impossible) to fit the
observed lensed emission region into the theoretical lens-
ing band. We reiterate that such projected constraints
formally rely on a confident observation of lensed emis-
sion everywhere within the associated image region.
With regards to the specific astrophysical source of

M87∗–used here to quantitatively exemplify our lensing-
band formalism–an observation of the jet can provide a
strong independent prior on the inclination [117, 118],
i.e., i = 17.2◦ ± 3.3◦. Said prior is very far from edge-on
such that the above caveat is likely not very relevant–at
least for this particular source. In the future, it would be
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FIG. 6. An application of the lensing-band framework to the seven free parameters of the beyond-GR spacetime given in
Eq. 8 and the observer’s inclination. Assuming the observation of a VLBI feature, as discussed in Subsec. II B, these projected
constraints, to one standard deviation, result by demanding it to be completely within the first lensing band of the spacetime
considered.

interesting to perform a Bayesian analysis that uses this
external prior on the inclination.

3. Lifting (part of) the degeneracy among spherically
symmetric PPN corrections (β, γ)

The PPN corrections (β and γ) enter as spherically-
symmetric deformations. Both PPN corrections remain
consistent with the values preferred by GR (βGR = 1
and γGR = 1). Moreover, they are correlated which sug-
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FIG. 7. The inner shadow and the first (n = 1) lensing band
viewed at an inclination of i = 17◦. The orange regions de-
note the lensing bands arising from individually deforming the
PPN parameters β (top panels) and γ (bottom panels), while
keeping all of other parameters fixed at their Schwarzschild
values. As a reference, we also display the lensing band of the
Schwarzschild spacetime in blue in all these panels.

gests that the strongest projected constraint can actually
be placed on the combination (β − γ), see Fig. 6. This
combination enters in the considered spacetime metric
via ∆βγ and, therefore, affects the gtt component of the
metric, see Eq. 8. Several other works have quantified
constraints directly in terms of constraints on the func-
tional form of gtt [38, 47, 63, 119]. However, away from
spherical symmetry or the critical curve, the lensing be-
haviour is not only controlled by the gtt component of
the metric.

Beyond the combination (β − γ), we find independent
projected constraints towards lower values of β and γ,
while we find that our priors are saturated towards larger
values. From this we conclude that the presented lensing-
band framework can only place lower bounds on the lead-
ing PPN parameters–at least not without external input
from independent measurements.

As detailed below, an explanation for these one-sided
projected constraints can be understood in terms of (i)
a thinning/broadening behaviour of the lensing-band de-
formation associated to these parameters and (ii) a de-
generacy of several spherically symmetric deviation pa-
rameters.

Looking at single-parameter deformations away from
the Schwarzschild spacetime (see Fig. 7), we identify that
increasing β or γ broadens the lensing band. If there are
no other deformations (or if all other deformations can be

compensated for by other parameters such as the mass),
then the observed emission region can still be accom-
modated. Vice versa, decreasing β or γ thins the lensing
band, thus eventually obstructs a complete overlap of the
assumed VLBI feature, and, hence, places constraints on
the respective parameter regions.
In addition to this broadening/thinning effect, defor-

mations of β or γ, also lead to an increase/decrease of the
overall size of the lensing band. Such a deformation in
the overall size occurs generically for many spherically-
symmetric deformation parameters and has previously
been discussed in Ref. [38]. In fact, most constraints
placed on deviations from GR to date reduce the geo-
metrical information to the apparent size of the photon
ring [48, 56] and are thus, as such, highly degenerate [38].
The degeneracy with the mass M , can, of course, be
lifted by means of an external mass measurement [14].
However, without resolving geometric information be-
yond the overall apparent shadow diameter, degeneracies
among various possible spherically-symmetric deforma-
tion parameters are impossible to avoid [120]. Our re-
sults demonstrate that the first lensing band provides an
independent way to break (at least some of these) these
degeneracies. In particular, the lensing-band framework
captures more information than just one overall diame-
ter. Even in spherical symmetry, it captures continuous
information encoded in the width of the lensing band.
As a result, these degeneracies can (at least partially) be
lifted. For instance, the independent lower bounds on β
and γ indicates such a breaking of degeneracy.
Several other ways to lift the degeneracy among various

spherically symmetric parameters have been suggested
in the literature. For example, using higher-order lensed
images [49, 69, 90, 121–124], or the inner shadow [30–32].
The latter is also demonstrated in Fig. 7, where we also
show the inner shadow, where a comparison of the overall
diameter of the first lensing band with the diameter of
the inner shadow provides another powerful way of lifting
the degeneracy, without relying on higher-order lensed
images.

4. Beyond PPN corrections: strong-field modifications

We have chosen to include the parameter a01 in or-
der to compare with results in the literature [48, 49, 56].
These studies assume black-hole uniqueness and there-
fore focus on a01 and other higher-order deviation param-
eters. In an expansion around radial asymptotic infinity,
a01 contributes to the next-to-leading order spherically-
symmetric deviations once the leading-order PPN param-
eters (i.e., β and γ) have been fixed to their GR values.
The latter are well-constrained at Solar System scales,
while the former is not. In this sense, if one assumes
black-hole uniqueness, then a01 captures the leading devi-
ations which have not already been constrained by other
observations.
We find that the lensing-band framework places an in-
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FIG. 8. As in Fig. 7, but for single-parameter deviations in
a01.
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FIG. 9. As in Fig. 7, but for single-parameter deviations in
the asymptotic spin A = J/M .

dependent projected constraint on a01, both from above
and from below, e.g, for the considered case a01 ≑
−0.06+1.79

−1.40. Together with the theoretical bounds (see
App. D), the lensing-band shape itself seems to be suf-
ficient to break the degeneracy with all other deviation
parameters investigated here. On the one hand, a the-
oretical constraint on the existence of a Killing horizon
(cf. App. D) bounds the value of a01 from below [59].
On the other hand, larger values of a01 lead to a thinner
lensing band, see Fig. 8, hence, eventually to an upper
bound. Contrary to previous results [48, 49, 56], the ob-
tained projected constraint does not rely on an external
mass measurement. The projected constraint on a01 has
the same order of magnitude than the results inferred
from the EHT observation of SgrA∗ [34].

5. A shape constraint on the asymptotic angular
momentum J

The lensing-band formalism also provides access to
constraints which rely on the shape and not just on the
overall size or width of the lensing band. In the following,
we refer to these as “shape constraints.” Corresponding
variations in the shape of the critical curve and in the
second lensing band have been previously considered in
Refs. [25, 42]. In particular, deformations of their ap-
proximately elliptical shape have lead to a proposed null

test of GR [42, 46], see also Ref. [50] for beyond-GR de-
formations.
An explicit example of such a shape constraint is pro-

vided by deformations in the asymptotic angular momen-
tum J , see Fig. 9. At large angular momentum, exceed-
ing the viable values in Kerr spacetime, the lensing band
shape is deformed so far that the lensed emission region
modelled in Subsec. II B can no longer be covered by the
lensing band. Thus, the underlying geometry is excluded.
The asymptotic angular momentum, J , is the only

parameter in our parametrized ansatz which explicitly
breaks spherical symmetry. One may thus expect that, in
fact, similar “shape constraints” can also be obtained for
further non-spherically-symmetric deformation parame-
ters. In this context, we also note that one can expect
much tighter constraints when our formalism is applied
to the n = 2 lensing band and a potential space-based
VLBI detection of the associated emission region. We
will extend our analysis to the n = 2 lensing band in
future work.

V. DISCUSSION

We have introduced a framework for leveraging the
observation of a lensed image of astrophysical emission
surrounding a supermassive black hole to constrain the
underlying spacetime geometry systematically. The ap-
proach is based on lensing bands: annular regions around
the critical curve on the observer’s screen, shaped exclu-
sively by the spacetime geometry (and the observer’s lo-
cation). We have specifically focused on an equatorial
definition of the first lensing band, defined as the area
in the image space in which incident light rays that have
intersected the equatorial plane at least twice.
The framework relies only on three inputs: (i) a precise

(geometric) definition of the lensing bands; (ii) a detec-
tion of a persistent VLBI feature; and (iii) the assump-
tion that (i) and (ii) can be identified. Although the first
requirement may sound simple at first glance, defining
what a lensed image is can be challenging, as there are
various ways to do so. The choice of geometric definition
and the status of a detection of a persistent VLBI feature
are discussed in Subsecs. II A and IIB, respectively.
As an explicit demonstrations of the framework, we

have: (i) specified to a lensing-band definition which
counts how many times an incident light ray has crossed
the equatorial plane; and (ii) assumed a detection of
an associated VLBI feature for which we model a thin
ring. Given these choices, the precise exclusion state-
ment which we quantitatively explore can be stated as
follows:

Upon a detection of a VLBI feature, we ex-
clude spacetimes for which this feature cannot
arise from geodesics that traversed the equa-
torial plane more than once.

If one assumes a definition of the “photon ring” as the
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lensed image associated with the above lensing-band def-
inition, and assumes that a VLBI measurement has de-
tected said photon ring, then the precise exclusion state-
ment can be rephrased as follows:

We identify spacetimes which can be excluded
by a confident detection of the photon ring.

Since a confident detection of the photon ring of M87∗ re-
mains subject of current research [40, 41, 46, 72, 74], the
application we have presented should be understood as a
way to quantify the constraining capability of current and
future VLBI observations. That is why we have referred
to our results as projected constraints, and not actual
constraints.

In Subsec. II C, we have detailed the explicit imple-
mentation of the lensing-band framework. Our imple-
mentation encompasses (i) numerical ray tracing in sta-
tionary, axisymmetric, and asymptotically flat but other-
wise arbitrary spacetimes, (ii) numerical bisection of po-
tentially non-star-convex lensing-band boundaries, (iii)
numerical minimization of the overlap of the resulting
geometric lensing bands with an observational prior, and
(iv) Bayesian parameter estimation, see also Fig. 3 for a
visual synthesis. In this context, we also develop a novel
free-floating bisection algorithm, the details of which are
delegated to App. A.

Alongside the conceptual description in this paper, we
provide links to the associated computational toolbox.
The developed algorithm can also be used to generate
adaptive pixel grids to compute high-resolution black-
hole images by putting more pixels within the lensing
bands, as done in, for example, Ref. [64]. We highlight
that, while the present application is entirely focused on
the n = 1 lensing band, our framework is entirely gen-
eral and can straightforwardly be applied to higher-order
lensing bands, see Ref. [50] for related work on the sec-
ond photon ring. Constraints from higher-order photon
rings will be much tighter because the thickness of the
lensing bands (exponentially) decreases with their order.
At the same time, higher-order photon rings are more
challenging to resolve in observations.

Our work is complementary to previous work based
on lensing bands. This includes the null tests of GR
proposed for the first Ref. [46] and second Ref. [42, 45]
photon rings. Beyond GR, our work complements previ-
ous studies which have focused on spherically-symmetric
deviations [65] and on deviations of the largest diameter
of the second lensing band [50]. In particular, the width
and the angular shape of the lensing band have the po-
tential to impose independent constraints. We find that
these can be used to lift degeneracies, for instance, be-
tween(i) the black-hole mass and its horizon location; (ii)
the asymptotic mass and angular momentum; and (iii)
PPN parameters and horizon-scale modifications. Never-
theless, the projected constraints obtained from the first
lensing band are conservative, i.e., we make no assump-
tion about the astrophysics. This has advantages and
disadvantages. On the one hand, such conservative con-

straints cannot be impacted by incorrect assumptions on
the astrophysics. On the other hand, this means that any
correct assumption on the astrophysics is expected to im-
prove the constraints. For instance, a fast radial falloff of
the emissivity would significantly tighten constraints as
the outer edge of the lensing band can be replaced with
a new boundary corresponding to a finite radial location
at which the intensity is effectively negligible.
Turning the projected constraints obtained in this ex-

ploratory study into actual constraints will require a con-
certed effort. As we have highlighted above, all our quan-
titative statements crucially rest on whether an observed
VLBI feature can be identified and confidently associ-
ated with a precise definition of lensed emission. We ex-
pect that such confidence is best achieved when inference
methods based on hybrid imaging [40], ringing in visibil-
ity space [46], and polarization [74] will be combined. It
is likely that some systematic uncertainty in our assump-
tions will remain and we thus view the above only as a
first step. In a second step, it is imperative to verify
any resulting constraints by means of joint inference on
parameters in the geometry and the astrophysics. Any
such joint-inference study would amount to a test of our
assumptions. We emphasize that the latter statement
does not rely on a perfect astrophysical modelling within
the joint-inference study. It will thus be most valuable
to compare to joint-inference studies beyond-GR based
on disk models [49, 59], semi-analytic models [125], and
GRMHD [60]. Moreover, the second step of joint in-
ference remains crucial, since any added insight on the
astrophysics of the plasma surrounding the black hole is
expected to tighten the obtained constraints.
With observational earth-based VLBI data becoming

more precise and space-based VLBI data becoming avail-
able in the future, it is imperative to develop generic the-
oretical tools that go beyond the mere calculation of the
critical curve. In this work, we propose a concrete frame-
work to quantitatively constrain arbitrary stationary and
axisymmetric spacetimes beyond GR with the first indi-
rect image. This contributes, both, to a larger effort
to quantify a geometric map between four-dimensional
near-horizon spacetimes and their two-dimensional opti-
cal image on the celestial sphere, and to a larger effort to
simultaneously infer geometry and astrophysics.
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Appendix A: Free-floating bisection algorithm

Here, we provide the details of an algorithm to solve
the following numerical problem: we assume a 2D vector
space R2 with a suitable norm | · |, and a compact subre-
gion R ⊂ R2 defined by a binary condition C such that
C(x⃗) = TRUE if x⃗ ∈ R and C(x⃗) = FALSE otherwise.
The goal of the algorithm is to numerically approximate
one closed piece of the boundary ∂R of this region. If
the region is topologically nontrivial, then there may be
several such closed pieces which will then have to be ob-
tained individually12.

We assume some prior implementation of a standard
bisection algorithm. Given any two points x⃗1, x⃗2 ∈ R2,
such standard bisection will approximate the intersection
of the boundary ∂R with the straight line connecting x⃗1
and x⃗2. If there is no such intersection the bisection will
converge to one of the boundary points. Depending on
the specific binary bisection condition C, such a standard
bisection algorithm will require to pass on suitable in-
formation. We refer to this information collectively as
hyper parameters. For the lensing-band case investigated
in the main text, the hyper parameters include all the
necessary information to perform ray tracing which then
serves to evaluate the bisection condition C.
The abstract algorithm detailed below subdivides the

goal of determining the closed boundary. The algorithm
is realized in three steps, the last of which is iterated until
the a full closed boundary piece has been obtained:

1. Determine an initial section of the boundary: First,
we need to obtain two initial points x⃗1, x⃗2 ∈ R2

which approximate two distinct, but sufficiently
close, boundary points. With the phrase “distinct,
but sufficiently close”, we refer to 0 < |x⃗2 − x⃗1| <

12 For the present use-case of a lensing-band region, there are two
distinct closed pieces of boundary—one inner and one outer
boundary of the lensing band.

ϵ such that ϵ is smaller than the desired (user-
defined) initial numerical precision. This step ei-
ther requires some prior knowledge about where (at
least a piece of) the boundary is located, or needs to
be iterated by drawing random pairs of x⃗1, x⃗2 ∈ R2

until an initial boundary section has been success-
fully identified. We detail in the main text how
this initial step can be robustly implemented for
the specific application to lensing bands.

2. Determine the initial guardrail points: Given x⃗1
and x⃗2, their distance may serve as the initial pre-
cision p = |x⃗2 − x⃗1|, their tangent t⃗ = x⃗2 − x⃗1 may
provide an initial bisection direction, and, follow-
ing their normal by a distance p on either side, we
define so-called inner and outer “guard-rail points”
i⃗ and o⃗. The latter are defined such that initially
n⃗ = o⃗ − i⃗ is perpendicular to t⃗. By construction,
we choose x⃗2, i⃗, and o⃗ to lie on one straight line.

3. Take a free-floating bisection step (iterated): Given
the initial section of the boundary (defined by x⃗1
and x⃗2), the precision p, and the initial inner and

outer guard-rail points i⃗ and o⃗, we can now perform
the key iterative step of the algorithm. This step
is further subdivided into the following tasks:

(a) We normalize the tangent by the precision p.

(b) We move forward either i⃗ or o⃗ along the tan-
gent t⃗. In the first iteration this choice is arbi-
trary but in each subsequent step we deter-
mine whether to move forward i⃗ and o⃗ de-
pending on whether the scalar product t⃗ · n⃗
is positive or negative. This ensures that each
bisection step will (approximately) follow the
curvature of the boundary.

(c) We perform a standard boundary bisection be-

tween the updated i⃗′ and o⃗′. If this bisec-
tion converges (up to precision p) to either of
the guardrail points, then we can no longer be
sure that the boundary remains between the
guardrail points. If the latter occurs, then we
increase the precision p′ = atighten p by a fac-
tor of atighten < 1 and repeat the above three
tasks. This increase in the precision eventu-
ally ensures that the boundary remains be-
tween the guardrail points.

Finally, once successful, we relax the precision p by
a factor arelax > 1 in favour of efficiency, update
i⃗ = i⃗′ and o⃗ = o⃗′, and append the newly obtained
boundary point to the boundary section.

Step (3) can now be iterated until the last point on the
current boundary section is only a distance p from the
first point, i.e., the boundary section has (approximately)
closed.

We implement the above algorithm in the current ver-
sion of LBeyondGR. We find that the choice of atighten =
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1/2 and arelax = 4 seems to work well but we have not
yet performed a dedicated runtime optimization study for
these parameters. In general, we expect that the optimal
choice of atighten and arelax will depend on the specific
application at hand.

The two key advantages of such a free-floating bisection
algorithm are (i) that it guarantees a reliable bisection
of a closed but otherwise arbitrary (in particular, not
necessarily star-convex) boundary and (ii) it incorporates
an adaptive step size control.

Appendix B: The KRZ expansion of circular
spacetimes

In this Appendix we briefly review the expansion of cir-
cular spacetimes provided in Ref. [116]. For specific de-
tails, we refer the reader to Refs. [115, 116]. This particu-
lar parametrization uses both polynomial and continued-
fraction expansions to represent the metric in Eq. 7 by
five free functions B, K, N , W , and Σ, i.e.,

gtt =
N(r, θ)2 −W (r, θ)2 sin(θ)2

K(r, θ)2
, (B1)

gtϕ = 2W (r, θ) r sin(θ)2 , (B2)

gϕϕ = K(r, θ)2 r2 sin(θ)2 , (B3)

grr = Σ(r, θ)
B(r, θ)2

N(r, θ)2
, (B4)

σ(r, θ) grr ≡ gθθ = Σ(r, θ) r2 . (B5)

The functional form in which the free metric functions
appear is arbitrary as long as the functions are exact. If,
however, the functions are expanded, the specific choice
of the functional form may lead to differences at finite or-
der in a respective expansion. It appears that the specific
functional form in Eqs. B1 and B5 (see Ref. [116] for the
specifics) is chosen such that (i) the leading asymptotics
are fixed by single coefficients and (ii) the Kerr metric
is represented by comparatively simple polynomial func-
tions.

One of the free functions is related to coordinate free-
dom, so the authors in Ref. [116] choose to fix

Σ(r, θ) = 1 +
A2

KRZ

r2
cos(θ)2 , (B6)

which is compatible with a representation of Kerr space-
time in Boyer–Lindquist coordinates, cf. σ(r, θ) below
Eq. 7. In the latter case, AKRZ matches the spin param-
eter of Kerr spacetime. More generally, the parameter
AKRZ is related to the asymptotic choice of coordinates,
i.e., to the focal parameter of the oblate spheroidal co-
ordinates in which the asymptotically flat limit of the
spacetime is represented–see App. C for further discus-
sion.

By introducing a polar polynomial and a radial coor-

dinate [116]

y = cos(θ) , x = 1− r0
r
, (B7)

respectively, the functions are expanded in a mixture of
a low-order polynomial and a continued-fraction expan-
sion. This choice guarantees an asymptotically flat limit
and that the lowest-order expansion coefficients map to
the first few asymptotic corrections, i.e., map to the
PPN parameters. This is not the only choice and fix-
ing more/less of the asymptotic behaviour is, a priori,
equally (un)justified. More explicitly, in Ref. [116] the
polynomial expansion in the angular coordinate y chosen
is

N(x, y)2 = xA0(x) +

∞∑
i=1

Ai(x) y
i , (B8)

B(x, y) = 1 +

∞∑
i=0

Bi(x) y
i , (B9)

W (x, y) =
1

Σ

∞∑
i=1

Wi(x) y
i , (B10)

K2 − AKRZ

r
W = 1 +

1

Σ

∞∑
i=1

Ki(x) y
i . (B11)

The lowest polynomial orders in (1−x) ≡ r0/r are treated
separately, i.e.,

A0(x) = 1− ϵ0(1− x) + (a00 − ϵ0 + k00)(1− x)2

+ Ã0(x)(1− x)3 , (B12)

Ai>0(x) = Ki + ϵi(1− x)2 + ai0(1− x)3

+ Ãi(x)(1− x)4 , (B13)

Bi(x) = bi0(1− x) + B̃i(x)(1− x)2 , (B14)

Ki(x) = wi0(1− x)2 + K̃i(x)(1− x)3 , (B15)

Wi(x) = wi0(1− x)2 + W̃i(x)(1− x)3 , (B16)

while higher (polynomial) orders are part of a continued-
fraction expansion, i.e.,

Ãi(x) =
ai1

1 + ai2 x
1+...

, (B17)

B̃i(x) =
bi1

1 + bi2 x
1+...

, (B18)

K̃i(x) =
ki1

1 + ki2 x
1+...

, (B19)

W̃i(x) =
wi1

1 + wi2 x
1+...

. (B20)

We summarize the explicit matching to the Kerr solu-
tion in Tab. I and in App. B. Note that the matching to
the Kerr metric presented in Ref. [116] needs additional
terms that are not shown explicitly in their paper [129].
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The last term in [116, Eq. (A6)] should read

k21r
3
0

r3
[
1 +

k22(1− r0
r )

1+k23(1− r0
r )

] , (B21)

with k22 and k23 given as in Tab. I. Nevertheless, the
Kerr metric has an exact representation at finite order
in the KRZ expansion. The expansion (or “bumpy”) pa-
rameters are thereby denoted by (ϵi, aij , bij , wij , kij , )
where the index i (j) denotes the order of the (continued-
fraction) expansion in y (x) [116].
Similarly, as in Ref. [130], here we use the KRZ

metric to parametrize deviations from Kerr as fol-
lows. First, we linearly perturb the KRZ parameters
Ξ = (ϵi, aij , bij , wij , kij)

T , around their respective Kerr
value, i.e. around ΞKerr. This effectively introduces devi-
ations (“bumpy” parameters), which we collectively label
by δΞ, to all of the KRZ parameters, i.e.,

Ξ = ΞKerr + δΞ =


ϵKerr
i

aKerr
ij

bKerr
ij

ωKerr
ij

kKerr
ij

+


δϵi
δaij
δbij
δωij

δkij

 . (B22)

Since we seek a modification of the Kerr metric, only two
parameters are required to describe the “background”
KRZ parameters ΞKerr. We chose to parametrize them
as a function of the mass m and spin parameter a, i.e.,
ΞKerr(m, a), and we take r0 = m +

√
m2 + a2 as in, for

example, Ref. [34] for the spherically symmetric case and
Ref. [130] for the axis symmetric case. Note, however,
that under this description, m and a are not necessarily
the asymptotic mass and spin.

Once all expansion parameters, up to the order at
which the Kerr metric is exactly represented, are in-
cluded, the “background” KRZ parameters become re-
dundant with a suitable deformation of the deviation pa-
rameters.

The coefficients ki0 play a special role because they
are not suppressed by r0/r and thus modify the oblate
spheroidal coordinates to which the Boyer–Lindquist co-
ordinated converge in the flat asymptotic limit, as shown
in App. C. We choose to fix all the ki0 as in Ref. [116],
i.e.,

k00 =
A2

KRZ

r20
, k0i|i>0 = 0 , (B23)

such that the parameter AKRZ corresponds to the focal
parameter of the asymptotically flat oblate spheroidal
coordinates (cf. App. C). The coefficients ϵi, bi0, ωi0, and
ki0 contribute at order O(r0/r), while ai0 contributes at
order O(r20/r

2), cf. also Tab. I.
Without the uniqueness theorems of GR, there is no a

priori reason to expect that the Kerr parameters (m, a)
are related to the asymptotics of the spacetime. In fact,

the asymptotic (Komar) mass and angular momentum
are now (to leading order) given by

M = m+
r0
2
δϵ0 , J = am+

r20
2
δω00 . (B24)

When the deformation parameters δϵ0 = 0 and δω00 = 0,
the Kerr parameters (m, a) agree with the asymptotic
mass and spin, i.e., M = m and J = aM , respectively.
Therefore, the relation between asymptotic (M,J) and
Kerr parameters (m, a) can be viewed as an expression
of the uniqueness theorems of GR.
Two of the other KRZ deformations parameters can

be identified with the PPN parameters γ (related to how
much spatial curvature is produced by unit rest mass)
and β (related to how much “nonlinearity” is introduced
in the superposition law for gravity) as

γ = 1 +
r0 δb00
M

, β = γ − r20 δa00
2M2

. (B25)

Thus, with regards to the leasing asymptotics, the phys-
ical parameters of the metric in this parametrization can
be identified by trading (δϵ0, δω00) for (M, J) (using
Eqs. B24) and (δa00, δb00) for (β, γ) [using Eqs. B25],
to get

δϵ0 =
2(M −m)

r0
, δω00 =

2(J − am)

r20
, (B26)

δa00 =
2M2(γ − β)

r20
, δb00 =

M(γ − 1)

r0
. (B27)

If one assumes uniqueness and Solar System constraints
on the PPN parameters, γ and β are required to be close
to one [8]. Higher-order coefficients correspond to higher-
order corrections to the behaviour at asymptotic infinity.
The mapping to the PPN metric of a point particle is
shown explicitly in App. C. In summary, the resulting
expansion around the Kerr spacetime within the KRZ
parametrization thus exhibits the following parameters:

• the location of the horizon: r0,

• a horizon parameter of the background Kerr geom-
etry parameter: a,

• leading asymptotics: (M, J),

• PPN asymptotics: (β, γ),

• beyond-PPN (θ-dependent) asymptotics:
(δϵi, δai0, δbi0, δki0, δωi0) ∀i ⩾ 1, which we will
not modify here,

• continued-fraction coefficients:
(δaij , δbij , δkij , δωij) ∀j ⩾ 1, of which we modify
only δa01.

As a result, we obtain a spacetime with asymptotic
mass and angular momentum (M, J) and five devia-
tion parameters (r0, s, β, γ, δa01). When r0 = M +
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Polynomial coefficients
Leading

continued fraction
Subleading

continued fraction

KRZ parameter ϵ0 a00 b00 k00 ω00 a01 b01 k01 ω01 a02 b02 k02 ω02 a03 b03 k03 ω03

Kerr a2

r20
0 0

A2
KRZ

r20

(
1 + a2

r20

)
a
r0

0 0 0 0 — — — — — — — —

O(r−n) 1 2 1 0 1 3 2 1 2 · · · · · ·

KRZ parameter ϵ1 a10 b10 k10 ω10 a11 b11 k11 ω11 a12 b12 k12 ω12 a13 b13 k13 ω13

Kerr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 — — — — — — — —

O(r−n) 2 3 1 0 1 4 2 1 2 · · · · · ·

KRZ parameter ϵ2 a20 b20 k20 ω20 a21 b21 k21 ω21 a22 b22 k22 ω22 a23 b23 k23 ω23

Kerr 0
(
1 + a2

r20

)
a2

r20
0 0 0 −a4

r40
0 −a2

r20
0 0 — −a2

r20
— — — a2

r20
—

O(r−n) 2 3 1 0 1 4 2 1 2 · · · · · ·
...

...
...

TABLE I. The 51 parameters (ϵi, aij , bij , wij , kij), up to O(x3y2), ( i ⩽ 2 and j ⩽ 3), required in the KRZ expansion
to represent the Kerr spacetime exactly. The KRZ parameters ϵi and those with j = 0 are chosen to obtain a specific form
of asymptotics. In contrast, the KRZ parameters with j ⩾ 1 are part of a continued-fraction expansion. Once any of the
continued-fraction parameters vanishes, all corresponding higher-order parameters do not contribute. The KRZ parameters
with odd i break reflection symmetry about the equatorial plane, and thus all vanish for Kerr spacetime. We do not consider
such deviations in the present work. We list the respective values reproducing the Kerr spacetime, where r0 = m+

√
m2 − a2.

We also indicate the order in the 1/r expansion around r = ∞ at which the respective deviation parameter affects the asymptotic
behaviour of the spacetime by O(r−n). All the coefficients for which n = 0 affect the asymptotic definition of oblate spheroidal
coordinates, cf. App. C. Finally, we highlight in bold the five deviation parameters which are investigated in the present work.
Some of the leading and subleading continued-fraction parameters have also been investigated in Refs. [48, 49].

√
M2 − J2/M2, a = J/M , β = γ = 1, and δa01 = 0, the

spacetime reduces to Kerr spacetime in Boyer–Lindquist
coordinates. More generally, its metric elements are com-
pactly written as

gtϕ = −2MrA sin2 θ

Σ
,

grr =
Σ
(
1− (1−γ)M

r

)2

(
∆βγ +

r30(r−r0)
r2 a01

)
,

gθθ = Σ ,

gϕϕ =

(
a2 + r2 +

2Mra2 sin2 θ

Σ
∆aAKRZ

)
sin2 θ ,

gtt = −

(
∆βγ +

r30(r−r0)
r2 a01

)
sin2 θ − g2tϕ

gϕϕ
. (B28)

We use the common shorthand A = J/M as well as

Σ = r2 +A2
KRZ cos

2 θ , (B29)

∆ = r2 − 2Mr +A2
KRZ. (B30)

It is AKRZ, not A = J/M or a, which appears in short-
hand. In addition, we use additional deviation short-

hand, i.e.,

∆βγ =
(r − r0)

[
∆− 2M2(β − γ + r0

M ) + r0(r + r0)
]

r
,

(B31)

∆aAKRZ
=

(
AAKRZ

a2
− r(a2 −A2

KRZ)

2M a2

)
1

sin2 θ

+

(
a2 −A2

KRZ

2M r
− a2 + r20

2M r0

)
cos2 θ

sin2 θ
. (B32)

The latter reduce to ∆βγ → ∆ and ∆aAKRZ
→ 1 in the

Kerr limit.

The focal parameter AKRZ, the asymptotic angular
momentum A = J/M , and the background spin param-
eter a are, in principle, independent quantities. In the
main text, we choose to identify the focal parameter of
the asymptotic coordinates with the background spin pa-
rameter, i.e., AKRZ ≡ a but we keep the asymptotic spin
parameter A = J/M as an independent parameter.
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Appendix C: KRZ parameters and the asymptotic
limit

1. The far-field metric in GR in quasi-isotropic
coordinates

Kerr black holes are unique in GR (see Ref. [3]
for a proof and its mathematically precise statement).
Thus, in quasi-isotropic coordinates [131] (t, rI, θ, ϕ), the
asymptotic behavior of any black hole in GR must match
the point-mass PPN metric [132]

ds2 =−
[
1− 2

M

rI
+ β

M2

r2I
+O

(
1

r3I

)]
dt2

+

[
1 + 2 γ

M

rI
+O

(
1

r2I

)]
dr2I +

[
r2I +O(1)

]
dΩ

−
[
4 sin(θ)2

J

M

M

rI
+O

(
1

r2I

)]
dt dϕ , (C1)

where M and J can be identified as the Newtonian mass
and angular momentum (in agreement with the mass and
angular momentum of the full Kerr solution), and dΩ =
dθ2 + sin(θ)2 dϕ2. The two PPN parameters in GR are
βGR ≡ γGR ≡ 1 [8]. Under the assumption that AGNs
are black holes, this is sufficient to test the asymptotic
behavior required by GR.

Other uniqueness theorems extend the importance of
the above asymptotic behavior to the vacuum exterior of
generic spacetimes in two ways. First, in spherical sym-
metry, i.e., for J → 0, the Jebsen–Birkhoff theorem [1, 2]
guarantees that the same asymptotic behavior applies
to the vacuum exterior of any source [2]. Second, the
leading-order (i.e., up to O(1/r2)) behavior also applies
to the vacuum exterior of any stationary and axisymmet-
ric source [4].

2. The far-field metric in GR in oblate spheroidal
coordinates

We rewrite the Kerr spacetime in Boyer–Lindquist
coordinates as deviations from flat space (see,e.g.,
Ref. [133]), i.e.,

ds2 =− dt2 +
r2 + a2 cos2 θ

r2 + a2
dr2 (C2)

+ (r2 + a2 cos θ2) dθ2 + (r2 + a2) sin2 θ dϕ2

+
r0
r

[(
dt− a sin2 θ dϕ

)2
(1 + a2 cos2 θ/r2)

+
(1 + a2 cos2 θ/r2) dr2

1− r0/r + a2/r2

]
.

In this form, the first two lines denote Minkowski space in
oblate spheroidal coordinates, while the last line denotes
corrections starting at order O(r0/r).

When comparing this to the asymptotic limit (neglect-

ing O(r0/r)) of the KRZ expansion, i.e., to

ds2 =− dt2 + dr2 + (r2 +A2
KRZ cos θ

2) dθ2 (C3)

+
[
r2 + r20(k00 + k20 cos

2 θ + . . . )
]
sin2 θ dϕ2

+O(r0/r) ,

we find that all the ki0 contribute to the definition of the
oblate spheroidal coordinates in which the flat limit of
the KRZ spacetime is expressed. In particular, we find
that the choices

k00 =
A2

KRZ

r20
, (C4)

ki0 = 0 , (C5)

are required such that the asymptotics match to those
of of a spinning spacetime (in oblate spheroidal coor-
dinates). Hence, the parameter AKRZ determines how
to transform from Boyer–Lindquist to screen coordinates
and thus how to set initial conditions for ray tracing
geodesics backwards in time, see, e.g., Ref. [83].

Appendix D: Theoretical constraints on the KRZ
parameters

Any fixed set of non-vanishing KRZ parameters is con-
strained by theoretical consistency considerations in the
external spacetime i.e., for r > r0. In particular, this
includes (i) the absence of further (Killing) horizons; (ii)
the absence of closed timelike curves; and (iii) no signa-
ture changes in the metric.

(i) Here, we assume that event horizons coincide with
the Killing horizons. In GR, this equivalence is
guaranteed by the Hawking rigidity theorem. We
caution that, beyond GR, it is a non-trivial assump-
tion. For stationary and axisymmetric spacetimes
(with t and ϕ the two Killing coordinates), Killing
horizons occur whenever

g2tϕ − gttgϕϕ = 0 . (D1)

We thus need to make sure that r = r0 remains the
largest root of Eq. D1.

(ii) The sign of gϕϕ determines whether changes in ϕ
are spacelike or timelike. At the same time, asymp-
totic flatness requires that ϕ is a periodic coordi-
nate in ϕ ∈ [0, 2π]. Thus, whenever gϕϕ(r, θ) < 0,
it means that there exists a closed timelike curve.
If we want to avoid such causality violations, we
need to therefore require

gϕϕ > 0 , (D2)

at least outside the horizon.
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(iii) We also check that the signature of the metric does
not change, i.e., that

det(g) < 0 . (D3)

However, we find that this does not impose condi-
tions on the investigated parameters.

In the following, we collect the implied theoretical
bounds on the parameter sets which we investigate in
the present work. We implement these theoretical con-
straints as priors in the Bayesian analysis presented in
the main text, and rule out the respective spacetimes
before applying any lensing-band constraints.

Let us now focus on the explicit bounds obtained when
identifying AKRZ ≡ a (but keeping A = J/M indepen-
dent) as in the main text. From the form of the metric
in Eq. 8 (or even in the more general form in Eq. B28)
and the Killing-horizon condition in Eq. D1, we find that
Killing horizons occur whenever

0 = ∆βγ +
r30(r − r0)

r2
a01 (D4)

=
(r − r0)

r

[
∆− 2M(β−γ+r0) + r0(r + r0) +

r30
r
a01

]
.

Hence, the (Killing) horizon condition (i) is fulfilled
whenever the largest real-valued root r = r+ of the above
equation remains inside of the horizon, i.e., r+ ⩽ r0.
(Note that r = r0 itself always remains a root, i.e., a
Killing horizon.)

Regarding closed timelike curves, we find that gϕϕ > 0,
is guaranteed whenever

2AsM + s2 r0 + r30 > 0 . (D5)

To obtain the explicit expression, we have divided out
manifestly positive factors and specified to the equatorial
plane, i.e., to χ ≡ cos(θ) = 0 (which can be shown to
imply the tightest bound as it comes with a prefactor
which is manifestly positive for all r > r0). Similarly,
the tightest bound arises when evaluating the condition
at r = r0.

For the considered metric parameters, condition (iii)
does not imply further constraints.
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cou, P. Kervella, S. Lacour, V. Lapeyrère, B. Lazareff,
J. B. Le Bouquin, P. Léna, M. Lippa, T. Ott, J. Pan-
duro, T. Paumard, K. Perraut, G. Perrin, O. Pfuhl,

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-005-0168-y
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.34.905
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/12/1/013
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/12/1/013
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9311012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.169.1017
https://doi.org/10.1086/150804
https://doi.org/10.1086/150804
https://doi.org/10.12942/lrr-2014-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/1403.7377
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/802/1/63
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.3455
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.47.1407
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9209012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.022002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.022002
https://arxiv.org/abs/0802.2350
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03250-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.09546
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab0ec7
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab0ec7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.11238
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac6674
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa74c0
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa74c0
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.00596
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.05322


23

P. M. Plewa, S. Rabien, G. Rodŕıguez-Coira, G. Rous-
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and L. Küchler, Black Hole Photon Rings Beyond Gen-
eral Relativity, (2023), arXiv:2303.02111 [gr-qc].

[51] E. Babichev and C. Deffayet, An introduction to the
Vainshtein mechanism, Class. Quant. Grav. 30, 184001
(2013), arXiv:1304.7240 [gr-qc].

[52] D. D. Doneva and S. S. Yazadjiev, New Gauss-Bonnet
Black Holes with Curvature-Induced Scalarization in
Extended Scalar-Tensor Theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120,
131103 (2018), arXiv:1711.01187 [gr-qc].

[53] A. Held and J. Zhang, Instability of spherically sym-
metric black holes in quadratic gravity, Phys. Rev. D
107, 064060 (2023), arXiv:2209.01867 [gr-qc].

[54] A. C. Fabian, Observational Evidence of AGN Feed-
back, Ann. Rev. Astron. Astrophys. 50, 455 (2012),
arXiv:1204.4114 [astro-ph.CO].

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201834294
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.12641
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1939
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1939
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17215
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17215
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41114-022-00036-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.01597
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2021.10.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2021.10.004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.07101
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026286607562
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026286607562
https://doi.org/10.12942/lrr-2004-9
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aaz1310
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aaz1310
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.04329
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.024018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.024018
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.00873
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1959.0015
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1959.0015
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1063776119030026
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1063776119030026
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.08030
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe6090154
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.14121
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac09ee
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.00683
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202037787
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202037787
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.09226
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac6756
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac6756
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/accced
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/accced
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.14883
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac6674
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.08680
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.024023
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.08557
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ac27ed
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.06812
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac3a03
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.02178
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac7c1d
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac7c1d
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.09004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.09004
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2743
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2743
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.09989
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.09989
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.124004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.124004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.03879
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.044032
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.12881
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.124003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.10336
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.02781
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.064043
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.12956
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.141104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.141104
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.01055
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.01752
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ac655d
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.02355
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.02111
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/30/18/184001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/30/18/184001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.7240
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.131103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.131103
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.01187
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.064060
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.064060
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.01867
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-081811-125521
https://arxiv.org/abs/1204.4114


24

[55] M. Volonteri, M. Habouzit, and M. Colpi, The origins
of massive black holes, Nature Rev. Phys. 3, 732 (2021),
arXiv:2110.10175 [astro-ph.GA].

[56] K. Akiyama et al. (Event Horizon Telescope), First
Sagittarius A* Event Horizon Telescope Results. V.
Testing Astrophysical Models of the Galactic Center
Black Hole, Astrophys. J. Lett. 930, L16 (2022).

[57] G. Lara, S. H. Völkel, and E. Barausse, Separating as-
trophysics and geometry in black hole images, Phys.
Rev. D 104, 124041 (2021), arXiv:2110.00026 [gr-qc].

[58] S. Nampalliwar and S. K, Theory-agnostic tests of grav-
ity with black hole shadows, (2021), arXiv:2108.01190
[gr-qc].

[59] P. Kocherlakota and L. Rezzolla, Distinguishing grav-
itational and emission physics in black hole imaging:
spherical symmetry, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 513,
1229 (2022), arXiv:2201.05641 [gr-qc].

[60] S. Nampalliwar, A. I. Yfantis, and K. D. Kokkotas, Ex-
tending GRMHD for thin disks to non-Kerr spacetimes,
Phys. Rev. D 106, 063009 (2022).

[61] P. Kocherlakota et al. (Event Horizon Telescope), Con-
straints on black-hole charges with the 2017 EHT ob-
servations of M87*, Phys. Rev. D 103, 104047 (2021),
arXiv:2105.09343 [gr-qc].

[62] S. Vagnozzi et al., Horizon-scale tests of gravity theories
and fundamental physics from the Event Horizon Tele-
scope image of Sagittarius A, Class. Quant. Grav. 40,
165007 (2023), arXiv:2205.07787 [gr-qc].

[63] K. Salehi, A. Broderick, and B. Georgiev, Photon Rings
and Shadow Size for General Integrable Spacetimes,
(2023), arXiv:2311.01495 [gr-qc].

[64] A. Cárdenas-Avendaño, A. Lupsasca, and H. Zhu,
Adaptive analytical ray tracing of black hole pho-
ton rings, Phys. Rev. D 107, 043030 (2023),
arXiv:2211.07469 [gr-qc].

[65] M. Wielgus, Photon rings of spherically symmetric black
holes and robust tests of non-Kerr metrics, Phys. Rev.
D 104, 124058 (2021), arXiv:2109.10840 [gr-qc].

[66] S. V. Iyer and E. C. Hansen, Light’s Bending Angle in
the Equatorial Plane of a Kerr Black Hole, Phys. Rev.
D 80, 124023 (2009), arXiv:0907.5352 [gr-qc].

[67] S. E. Gralla and A. Lupsasca, Lensing by Kerr
Black Holes, Phys. Rev. D 101, 044031 (2020),
arXiv:1910.12873 [gr-qc].

[68] A. Eichhorn and A. Held, Quantum gravity lights up
spinning black holes, JCAP 01, 032, arXiv:2206.11152
[gr-qc].

[69] A. Eichhorn and A. Held, From a locality-principle for
new physics to image features of regular spinning black
holes with disks, JCAP 05, 073, arXiv:2103.13163 [gr-
qc].

[70] A. E. Broderick et al. (Event Horizon Telescope),
THEMIS: A Parameter Estimation Framework for the
Event Horizon Telescope, Astrophys. J. 897, 139 (2020).

[71] A. E. Broderick, D. W. Pesce, P. Tiede, H.-Y. Pu,
and R. Gold, Hybrid Very Long Baseline Interferom-
etry Imaging and Modeling with THEMIS, Astrophys.
J. 898, 9 (2020), arXiv:2208.09003 [astro-ph.IM].

[72] P. Tiede, M. D. Johnson, D. W. Pesce, D. C. M.
Palumbo, D. O. Chang, and P. Galison, Measuring Pho-
ton Rings with the ngEHT, Galaxies 10, 111 (2022),
arXiv:2210.13498 [astro-ph.HE].

[73] E. Himwich, M. D. Johnson, A. Lupsasca, and A. Stro-
minger, Universal polarimetric signatures of the black

hole photon ring, Phys. Rev. D 101, 084020 (2020),
arXiv:2001.08750 [gr-qc].

[74] D. C. M. Palumbo, G. N. Wong, A. A. Chael, and M. D.
Johnson, Demonstrating Photon Ring Existence with
Single-baseline Polarimetry, Astrophys. J. Lett. 952,
L31 (2023), arXiv:2307.05293 [astro-ph.HE].

[75] K. Akiyama et al. (Event Horizon Telescope), First M87
Event Horizon Telescope Results. IX. Detection of Near-
horizon Circular Polarization, Astrophys. J. Lett. 957,
L20 (2023).

[76] L. Blackburn et al., Studying Black Holes on Hori-
zon Scales with VLBI Ground Arrays, (2019),
arXiv:1909.01411 [astro-ph.IM].

[77] M. D. Johnson et al., Key Science Goals for the Next-
Generation Event Horizon Telescope, Galaxies 11, 61
(2023), arXiv:2304.11188 [astro-ph.HE].

[78] K. Akiyama et al. (Event Horizon Telescope), First M87
Event Horizon Telescope Results. VI. The Shadow and
Mass of the Central Black Hole, Astrophys. J. Lett. 875,
L6 (2019), arXiv:1906.11243 [astro-ph.GA].

[79] J. P. Blakeslee, A. Jordán, S. Mei, P. Côté, L. Ferrarese,
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