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Abstract

We investigate how the newly obtained static black hole in bumblebee gravity affects the be-

havior of accreting matter and its observable signatures. The Lorentz–violating parameter that

characterizes this geometry modifies photon trajectories and shifts the location of the critical curve

that defines the shadow. Using ray tracing, we examine light deflection, the structure of direct

emission, lensing rings, and photon rings, and we explore three thin–disk emission models—starting

at the ISCO, at the photon sphere, and at the event horizon—together with static and infalling

spherical accretions. Larger values of this parameter enlarge the shadow, move all optical fea-

tures outward, and suppress the observed intensity through gravitational redshift, with additional

dimming produced by Doppler effects for infalling matter.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Ideas suggesting that Lorentz symmetry may operate only as an approximate feature of

spacetime rather than an exact rule have become increasingly relevant, especially in scenar-

ios that aim to connect gravitation with quantum physics [1–5]. Many of these approaches

anticipate that new geometric effects could emerge near experimentally reachable energy

scales. In such contexts, departures from perfect Lorentz invariance often appear when par-

ticular dynamical fields naturally settle into vacuum states with nonzero values, establishing
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a preferred spacetime direction and triggering spontaneous symmetry breaking. Bumblebee

constructions offer a concise way to implement this idea. These models introduce a vector

field whose norm is fixed through a potential, forcing the field to stabilize at a constant mag-

nitude. Once the vacuum solution is reached, this background vector endows the spacetime

with an orientation that alters the standard relativistic structure. The modified geome-

try behaves consistently within the theoretical framework and supplies a well–organized

description of Lorentz–violating effects [6–11].

A variety of theoretical programs—ranging from extensions of Einstein’s gravity to string-

motivated scenarios—have highlighted situations in which a background vector field may al-

ter the local spacetime symmetries [2, 12, 13]. Within these approaches, effective descriptions

often contain fields that naturally stabilize at nonvanishing vacuum values, and once this

occurs, the relativistic symmetry of the geometry no longer remains exact [3, 6]. Bumblebee

models offer one of a remarkable approach concerning this idea. In such constructions, the

central ingredient is a vector quantity Bµ whose magnitude is regulated by a potential of

the form V (BµB
µ ∓ b2) [14]. The potential constrains the field to approach a configuration

with fixed norm, and when this condition is met, the resulting vacuum establishes a pre-

ferred direction in spacetime. This selection mechanism realizes the spontaneous breaking

of Lorentz symmetry [6, 11]. Once the vacuum background is present, perturbations split

into two qualitatively distinct sectors. Disturbances that preserve the fixed–norm condition

propagate similarly to massless gauge modes and resemble photon–like excitations [6], while

those that modify the constrained magnitude obtain mass through the same potential that

enforces the vacuum configuration [11].

Once the bumblebee mechanism was incorporated into curved geometries, the vacuum

configuration of the vector field necessarily interacted with the spacetime dynamics, giving

rise to a broad set of gravitational applications [15]. This integration opened multiple re-

search paths that evolved in parallel. One prominent direction focused on compact objects.

The black hole metric introduced in [16] became the baseline for examining gravitational phe-

nomena in backgrounds where Lorentz symmetry is broken. Studies employing this solution

analyzed how near–horizon physics is altered, including changes in entanglement behavior

[17] and the structure of particle production in these deformed geometries [18]. A related

line of work adapted the mechanism to tensorial fields within the Kalb–Ramond setting,

producing a broader class of Lorentz-violating black hole configurations [19]. A different
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set of developments moved toward cosmology and astrophysical modeling. Scenarios that

mimic anisotropic expansion patterns similar to Kasner–type universes were constructed

in [20], while [21] examined how the same vector background alters the internal structure

of anisotropic stellar systems. The propagation of gravitational waves was also revisited

in this context, showing departures from predictions of standard general relativity [22, 23].

Additional generalizations modified the geometric sector more directly, for instance by incor-

porating a cosmological constant into the bumblebee framework and analyzing the resulting

relaxed vacuum structures [24].

Over the past several years, the bumblebee framework has expanded far beyond the ini-

tial static background of Ref. [16]. One of the most active developments emerged within

the metric–affine approach, where the independent connection introduces new geometric de-

grees of freedom. Within this setting, a static configuration was derived in [25], followed by

the construction of a rotating counterpart displaying axial symmetry [26]. These advances

later enabled the formulation of non–commutative versions of the theory [27] together with

analogous extensions in tensor–field frameworks such as Kalb–Ramond gravity [28]. Fur-

thermore, attention has not remained restricted to black holes. A growing line of research

has shown that the fixed–norm vector field can sustain wormhole geometries or influence

their traversability properties [29–32]. Parallel investigations have proposed black–bounce

backgrounds driven by κ–essence fields while still incorporating symmetry–breaking effects

[33]. Propagation phenomena provide another active domain. The deflection of neutrinos

has been examined across several realizations of the theory: purely metric versions [34],

formulations with independent metric and connection [35], and tensor–based generalizations

of the bumblebee sector [36].

Recent developments have expanded the studies of Lorentz–violating black holes by in-

troducing new solutions derived directly from the bumblebee mechanism [37, 38]. A detailed

analysis of this new static member of this family was later carried out in [39], where several

gravitational aspects and constrainsts were investigated. More recently, the implications

of this background for neutrino propagation—specifically oscillation phenomena—were an-

alyzed in [40]. A rotating analogue of the solution has also become available. By applying

an improved Newman–Janis transformation to the static seed, an axisymmetric geometry

was obtained and presented in [41].

When photons pass near a compact object, their trajectories are warped so strongly that
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a characteristic dark patch appears against any illuminating background. This absence of

light—identified today as the black hole shadow—arises because part of the incoming radia-

tion becomes trapped on unstable photon orbits while the remainder is bent away so severely

that it fails to reach the observer. The notion that such a silhouette could reveal properties

of strong gravitational fields dates back to the seminal analyses of the 1970s, where Bardeen

and others examined how rotating black hole structures [42]. These early theoretical features

later matured into concrete observational strategies. Falcke, Melia, and Agol argued that

the compact object at the center of the Galaxy should produce a detectable depression in the

submillimeter emission [43]. Their proposal eventually guided the long–term development

of horizon–scale interferometry, culminating in the Event Horizon Telescope program. This

effort ultimately delivered the first resolved image of a black hole in M87, followed by the

reconstruction of the shadow of Sgr A∗. The availability of such data transformed studies of

strong gravity. Predictions of shadow sizes, deformations, and asymmetries—within general

relativity and numerous alternative theories—are now routinely brought into comparison

with observational bounds. A rapidly growing literature examines how different gravita-

tional models modify the predicted silhouette, using shadow observables as discriminating

tools [44–59].

A meaningful way to interpret images of compact objects—and to look for departures

from standard gravitational behavior—is to combine the spacetime geometry with a simpli-

fied description of the surrounding accretion flow. Earlier analyses considered Schwarzschild

black holes illuminated by spherically symmetric infall or by alternative accretion prescrip-

tions. Those studies revealed a striking feature: the dark region associated with the shadow

remains remarkably stable, its shape and radius governed almost entirely by the underly-

ing metric rather than by the detailed properties of the accreting material [60–62]. When

more realistic configurations were explored, including optically thin or geometrically thin

disks, a different aspect became evident. In such scenarios, the apparent size of the shadow

is influenced by the location and distribution of the emitting matter [63–72]. The bright

domain surrounding the dark core is typically composed of several visual structures: direct

radiation from the disk, highly bent photons that form lensing arcs, and the increasingly

narrow photon rings produced by repeated near–critical orbits [73–76].

Although previous works examined several classical and semiclassical properties of this

solution, its impact on accreting matter has not yet been addressed. The present analysis
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fills this gap by examining how the recently derived static black hole in bumblebee gravity

alters the dynamics of accretion and the resulting observational appearance. We analyze the

influence of the Lorentz–violating parameter on photon trajectories and on the position of

the critical curve that defines the shadow. By means of ray tracing, we study light bending,

the distribution of direct emission, and the structure of lensing and photon rings. Three

thin–disk configurations are considered—starting at the ISCO, at the photon sphere, and at

the event horizon—together with static and radially infalling spherical accretions. Increasing

values of this parameter expand the shadow, shift all optical structures outward, and reduce

the observed brightness through gravitational redshift, with additional suppression arising

from Doppler effects in the infalling cases.

II. THE NEW BUMBLEBEE SOLUTION

A recently introduced classes of Lorentz–violating compact objects has been modeled

through a modified geometry obtained within the bumblebee framework. The metric that

characterizes this new black hole configuration was presented in Refs. [37, 38]

ds2 = − 1

1 + χ

(
1− 2M

r

)
dt2 + (1 + χ)

(
1− 2M

r

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2. (1)

In this geometry, the deviation from standard Lorentz symmetry is encoded in the parameter

χ, which combines two distinct ingredients of the model through the relation χ = α ℓ. The

quantity α arises as an integration constant of the solution, while ℓ is determined by the

background configuration of the bumblebee field. More precisely, ℓ is defined as ℓ = ξ b2,

where b2 = bµb
µ denotes the fixed norm selected by the vacuum of the vector field and ξ

represents the nonminimal coupling that links the vector background to the curvature.

A natural question arises at this stage: if we rescale the temporal coordinate so as to

absorb the constant factor in gtt, would the resulting geometry become equivalent to the usual

bumblebee black hole [16], in which only grr is modified? The answer is no. In the bumblebee

construction, the metric and the vacuum configuration bµ are obtained simultaneously from

the field equations under the constraint bµb
µ = s b2, and the constant prefactor in gtt is fixed

by the same parameters that determine the functional form of bt(r) and br(r). This factor

is therefore not a removable normalization, but a physical element tied to the Lorentz–

violating background. If one “absorbs” this constant factor into gtt while keeping bµ fixed in
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the coordinate basis (as required when deriving the black hole solution), the VEV constraint

is no longer satisfied because bµ will not being transformed as a covector.

Let us emphasize that this only happens because we are not performing a genuine coor-

dinate transformation. If one actually changes coordinates from t to τ by

t =
√
K τ, (2)

then both the metric and the components of bµ must transform. Since bµ is a covector, one

straightforwardly obtains

b̂τ =
∂t

∂τ
bt =

√
K bt, b̂r = br, (3)

while the inverse metric components in the new coordinates become

ĝττ = − 1

f(r)
, ĝrr =

f(r)

K
. (4)

The norm of the bumblebee field then reads

b̂µb̂
µ = ĝττ b̂2τ + ĝrrb̂2r = − 1

f

(√
K bt

)2
+

f

K
b2r = −K

f
b2t +

f

K
b2r = bµb

µ. (5)

In oher words, under a true coordinate change in which both gµν and bµ transform as tensorial

objects, the quantity bµb
µ is invariant, exactly as expected.

However, when one aims at obtaining the black hole solutions of the bumblebee theory,

the functional form of bµ must remain fixed, because it is determined simultaneously with

the metric by the field equations and the VEV constraint. Therefore, modifying only the

metric while keeping bµ unchanged in the coordinate basis leads to inconsistencies in the

basic structure of the solution. To see this explicitly, consider the original line element

ds2 = − 1

K
f(r) dt2 +K f(r)−1 dr2 + r2dΩ2, K = 1 + χ, (6)

whose inverse metric components are

gtt = − K

f(r)
, grr =

f(r)

K
. (7)

With bµ =
(
bt(r), br(r), 0, 0

)
, the VEV condition reads

bµb
µ = gttb2t + grrb2r = −K

f
b2t +

f

K
b2r = s b2. (1)
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Now perform only the temporal rescaling

t =
√
K τ, dt2 = K dτ 2, (8)

leaving r unchanged. The metric becomes

d̂s
2
= −f(r) dτ 2 +K f(r)−1 dr2 + r2dΩ2. (9)

If we now keep the same functions bt(r) and br(r) (i.e. we do not transform bµ as a covector),

the new norm becomes

b̂µb̂
µ = − 1

f
b2t +

f

K
b2r. (10)

Then

b̂µb̂
µ − bµb

µ =
K − 1

f(r)
b2t . (11)

For bt ̸= 0 and K ̸= 1 (i.e. χ ̸= 0), this correction does not vanish, and therefore

b̂µb̂
µ ̸= s b2. (12)

In other words, absorbing the constant prefactor in gtt while keeping bµ fixed in the coor-

dinate basis (as required when deriving the black hole solution) breaks the VEV constraint

and does not reproduce the original black hole configuration. A genuine coordinate transfor-

mation would preserve bµb
µ by transforming both gµν and bµ, but this necessarily modifies

the functional form of bµ, so the resulting configuration no longer corresponds to the same

vacuum determined by the field equations and therefore does not describe the same black

hole. The points discussed above are concisely illustrated in the schematic diagram shown

in Fig. 1.

III. LIGHT DEFLECTION IN THE NEW BUMBLEBEE BLACK HOLE

We examine photon mobility in this spacetime to explore the optical appearance of the

black hole, namely its shadow and the corresponding pictures of the accretion disc. The null

geodesics, which may be obtained from the Euler–Lagrange equations, control how light

propagates:

d

dλ

(
∂L
∂ẋµ

)
=

∂L
∂xµ

, (13)
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Original BH solution

(gµν , bµ)

bµb
µ = s b2

Genuine coordinate transformation

t →
√
K τ

gµν → ĝµν

bµ → b̂µ

Norm preserved:

b̂µb̂
µ = bµb

µ

Same physical configuration

Metric-only rescaling

t →
√
K τ

gµν → ĝµν

bµ kept fixed

VEV constraint broken:

b̂µb̂
µ ̸= s b2

Not a valid solution

Bumblebee BH construction:

bµ(r) must be fixed by the VEV ansatz

and the field equations.

Keeping bµ fixed while changing only gµν

breaks bµb
µ = s b2.

Transforming bµ covariantly preserves the norm,

but changes the vacuum configuration,

corresponding to a different BH solution

Figure 1: Schematic comparison between two distinct operations starting from the original

bumblebee black hole solution. Left: a genuine coordinate transformation rescales t and

transforms both the metric and the covector bµ, preserving the invariant norm bµb
µ and

describing the same physical configuration in a different coordinate chart. Right: absorbing the

prefactor in gtt while keeping bµ fixed in the coordinate basis breaks the VEV constraint,

producing a configuration that does not satisfy the bumblebee field equations. The bottom box

summarizes the tension: in the construction of the bumblebee black hole, bµ is fixed by the VEV

ansatz and the equations of motion; changing only the metric is inconsistent, while transforming

bµ covariantly preserves covariance but corresponds to a different vacuum configuration and

therefore to a different black hole solution.
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where λ denotes the affine parameter and ẋµ represents the four–velocity of the photon. The

Lagrangian L for a massless particle simplifies when we limit our analysis to the equatorial

plane (θ = π/2), and it is clearly written as [77–79]

2L = − 1

1 + χ

(
1− 2M

r

)
ṫ2 + (1 + χ)

(
1− 2M

r

)−1

ṙ2 + r2ϕ̇2 = 0, (14)

where the dot denotes the derivative with respect to λ. The spacetime has two Killing

vectors, ∂t and ∂ϕ, due to stationarity and axial symmetry. Two conserved values result

from these symmetries: the photon’s energy E and orbital angular momentum L, which are

determined by [80–84]:

E = −∂L
∂ṫ

=
1

1 + χ

(
1− 2M

r

)
ṫ, (15)

L =
∂L
∂ϕ̇

= r2ϕ̇. (16)

To facilitate the derivation, we introduce the impact parameter b ≡ |L|/E and rescale the

affine parameter via τ = λ/|L|. Consequently, the equations for the time and azimuthal

components can be rewritten as [80–82, 85, 86]

dt

dτ
=

1 + χ

b

(
1− 2M

r

)−1

, (17)

dϕ

dτ
= ± 1

r2
, (18)

where the sign ± determines the direction of the light ray (counter–clockwise or clockwise).

Substituting these expressions back into the null constraint 2L = 0, we obtain the radial

equation of motion: (
dr

dτ

)2

+ Veff(r) =
1

b2
. (19)

Here, Veff(r) is the effective potential modified by the bumblebee parameter χ. A consistent

derivation from the metric Eq. (1) yields the explicit form [79, 81, 83, 87, 88]:

Veff(r) =
1

r2 (1 + χ)

(
1− 2M

r

)
. (20)

To perform ray–tracing simulations, it is necessary to express the radial motion in terms

of the azimuthal angle ϕ. Using the relation dr/dϕ = (dr/dτ)/(dϕ/dτ), we arrive at the

orbital equation: (
dr

dϕ

)2

= r4
[
1

b2
− 1

r2 (1 + χ)

(
1− 2M

r

)]
. (21)
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0 5 10 15
r/M

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04
V p

h

rph/M = 3.00000

Region1: b/M > 5.44977
Region2: b/M = 5.44977

Region3: b/M < 5.44977

(a) χ = 0.1

0 5 10 15
r/M

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

V p
h

rph/M = 3.00000

Region1: b/M > 5.92453
Region2: b/M = 5.92453

Region3: b/M < 5.92453

(b) χ = 0.3

Figure 2: The effective potential Veff and the impact parameter bp of the new bumblebee black

holes for different Lorentz violation parameters χ = 0.1 and χ = 0.3.

By introducing the variable substitution u ≡ 1/r, the equation of motion is transformed

into a dimensionless differential form suitable for numerical integration:

du

dϕ
=

√
1

b2
− u2

1 + χ
(1− 2Mu). (22)

The boundary of the black hole shadow is determined by the unstable circular photon

orbit, known as the photon sphere. Its radius rp is defined by the critical conditions for the

effective potential:

Veff(rp) =
1

b2p
and

dVeff

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=rp

= 0. (23)

Solving these conditions yields the radius of the photon sphere rp and the critical impact

parameter bp [79, 81, 83, 87, 88]:

rp = 3M and bp = 3
√

3 (1 + χ)M. (24)

To visualize the effects of Lorentz symmetry breaking on photon dynamics, we plot the

effective potential Veff(r) which has been defined in Eq. 20 for two representative cases,

χ = 0.1 and χ = 0.3, in Fig. 2, respectively. These profiles quantitatively verify our analytical

results. While the location of the potential barrier peak–corresponding to the photon sphere

radius rph–remains fixed at 3M in both configurations, the critical impact parameter bp
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(b) χ = 0.3

Figure 3: Photon trajectories around the new bumblebee black hole in polar coordinates (r, ϕ)

for different Lorentz violation parameters χ = 0.1 and χ = 0.3.

increases noticeably with χ. Specifically, the critical value shifts from bp ≈ 5.45M for

χ = 0.1 to bp ≈ 5.92M for χ = 0.3, indicating a magnification of the black hole shadow as

the Lorentz violation parameter grows.

Furthermore, Fig. 2 explicitly delineate three distinct regimes of photon motion governed

by the impact parameter b. These regimes correspond to the scattering region (Region 1,

b > bp) where light rays escape to infinity, the critical capture orbit (Region 2, b = bp), and

the capture region (Region 3, b < bp) where photons plunge into the event horizon. This

geometric modification, particularly the expansion of the capture region and the scaling of

the shadow boundary, plays an essential role in determining the optical appearance of the

accretion of matter surrounding the new bumblebee black hole, as it fundamentally alters

the observable ring structures formed by photons emitted from the accretion disk.

To further visually corroborate the analytical results derived from the effective potential,

we perform ray–tracing simulations to map the photon trajectories in the polar coordinates

(r, ϕ). The results are presented in Fig. 3, corresponding to the Lorentz violation parameters

χ = 0.1 and χ = 0.3, respectively. In these plots, the black disk represents the event horizon,

while the grey dashed circle denotes the photon sphere at rph = 3M .
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The trajectories are color–coded to distinguish their physical fates, governed by the im-

pact parameter b relative to the critical value bp. The blue curves represent scattering

geodesics (b > bp), where photons approach the black hole but are deflected by the po-

tential barrier, eventually escaping to spatial infinity. The orange curves depict capture

geodesics (b < bp), where photons possess insufficient angular momentum to sustain an

orbit, inevitably plunging into the event horizon. Separating these two regions is the red

curve, which corresponds to the critical trajectory (b = bp). As shown, photons on this path

asymptotically approach the photon sphere, orbiting the black hole multiple times before

instability dictates their final state.

A comparative analysis of Fig. 3 provides remarkable evidence for the geometric modifi-

cation induced by the bumblebee field. Although the physical location of the photon sphere

remains invariant, the range of impact parameters leading to photon capture is clearly larger

in the χ = 0.3 case. This expansion is visually demonstrated by the wider orange region in

Fig. 3b compared to Fig. 3a. Such an observation confirms that the critical impact param-

eter bp shifts outward as χ increases. Consequently, light rays that would otherwise escape

in a low-χ geometry are captured in the high-χ regime. This alteration in photon trajec-

tories dictates how the specific intensity profiles from an accretion disk are mapped to the

observer’s image plane. Therefore, it influences the positions and widths of the observable

direct emission, lensing rings, and photon rings, which we shall investigate in the following

section.

IV. SHADOWS AND RINGS OF THIN DISK EMISSION

Black holes are seldom isolated vacuum solutions in practical astrophysical situations;

instead, they are usually surrounded by bright matter, including accretion discs, which

are the main sources of light for observation. Finding possible observational indicators

of changed gravity therefore requires examining the optical appearance of a black hole lit

by an accretion flow. In this section, we examine an optically and geometrically narrow

accretion disc situated on the bumblebee black hole’s equatorial plane. We examine the

optical rings and shadows produced in this spacetime using the ray–tracing approach. We

will systematically classify the photon trajectories based on their orbital behavior, derive the

observed specific intensities using transfer functions, and finally simulate the observational
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appearances under various emission profiles to reveal the specific effects of the Lorentz

violation parameter χ.

A. Direct emission, Lensing ring and photon ring

The visual appearance of a black hole surrounded by an optically and geometrically thin

accretion disk is governed by the trajectories of photons emitted from the disk and their

subsequent deflection by the gravitational field. As discussed in previous literature, the

image observed by a distant observer can be decomposed into distinct components based

on the total number of orbits n = ϕ/2π that light rays complete around the central object

[79, 89].

Depending on the value of n, the trajectories are classified into three categories [79, 82,

87, 89–93]:

1. Direct emission (n < 3/4): These light rays intersect the accretion disk only once.

They constitute the primary image of the disk.

2. Lensing ring (3/4 < n < 5/4): These photons traverse the equatorial plane twice,

effectively capturing the emission from the back side of the disk.

3. Photon ring (n > 5/4): These rays orbit the black hole at least three times, origi-

nating from the region asymptotically close to the photon sphere.

In the context of the new bumblebee black hole, the impact parameter ranges defining

these regions are significantly modified by the Lorentz violation parameter χ. To quantify

this effect, we numerically calculate the orbital number n as a function of the impact pa-

rameter b, as shown in the top row of Fig. 4. The vertical asymptotes in these plots indicate

the positions of the critical impact parameter bp, where the number of orbits diverges.

Utilizing the ray-tracing code, we determine the precise boundaries for the optical regions.

For the representative case of χ = 0.1, the impact parameter ranges for the direct emission,

lensing ring, and photon ring are obtained as follows:
Direct emission : b < 5.21654M and b > 6.81693M

Lensing ring : 5.21654M < b < 5.43718M and 5.49812M < b < 6.81693M

Photon ring : 5.43718M < b < 5.49812M

(25)
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With the increase of the Lorentz violation parameter to χ = 0.3, these optical windows

undergo a significant expansion and outward shift:
Direct emission : b < 5.57097M and b > 8.47376M

Lensing ring : 5.57097M < b < 5.89969M and 6.02185M < b < 8.47376M

Photon ring : 5.89969M < b < 6.02185M

(26)

The bottom row of Fig. 4 shows the respective spatial paths of these light rays. Our

numerical results are visually confirmed by comparing the left column (χ = 0.1) with the

right column (χ = 0.3). The essential effect parameter bp moves outward from around 5.45M

to 5.92M when χ grows. As a result, the visible rings–represented by the dense bundles of

curved trajectories–appear at greater radial distances and the range of impact parameters

related to photon capture grows. Additionally, the outer lensing ring window’s width grows

from around 1.32M to 2.45M . This suggests that, in contrast to the Schwarzschild-like case,

the higher-order optical rings are both enlarged and dispersed over a larger angular region

on the observer’s screen for a bumblebee black hole with a large χ.

B. Observed specific intensities and transfer functions

Having classified the light trajectories, we now evaluate the observed specific intensity of

the accretion disk. We assume the disk emits isotropically in the rest frame of static world-

lines. According to Liouville’s theorem, the ratio of the specific intensity to the cube of the

frequency, Iν/ν
3, is invariant along a light ray. Therefore, the specific intensity observed

by a distant observer at frequency νobs, Iobs(νobs), is related to the emitted specific intensity

Iemi(νemi) at the disk by [82, 87, 90–93]:

Iobs(νobs) = g3Iemi(νemi), (27)

where g = νobs/νemi =
√
−gtt is the redshift factor. For the bumblebee black hole metric

Eq. 1 considered here, the redshift factor is given by:

g =

√
1

1 + χ

(
1− 2M

r

)
. (28)

Integrating over all frequencies, the total observed intensity Iobs is related to the total emitted

intensity Iemi(r). Since the accretion disk is located in the equatorial plane, a single light ray
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Figure 4: Optical characteristics of the bumblebee black hole with Lorentz violation parameters

χ = 0.1 (left column) and χ = 0.3 (right column).

can intersect the disk multiple times, picking up additional intensity at each crossing. The

total observed intensity for a given impact parameter b is therefore the sum of intensities

from all intersections [94]:

Iobs(b) =
∑
n

[
1

1 + χ

(
1− 2M

r

)]2
Iemi(r)|r=rn(b), (29)

where rn(b) is the transfer function, representing the radial coordinate of the n–th intersec-

tion of the light ray with the accretion disk.
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Figure 5: The first three transfer functions rn(b) for the bumblebee black hole with χ = 0.1 and

χ = 0.3. The yellow, blue, and red curves correspond to the direct emission (n = 1), lensing ring

(n = 2), and photon ring (n = 3), respectively.

The behavior of the transfer functions for the first three image orders (n = 1, 2, 3) is

plotted in Fig. 5. The yellow curve corresponds to the direct image (n = 1), which is a

linear–like mapping with a slope dr/db ≈ 1 [81, 83, 87–90]. This indicates that the direct

image is a relatively faithful reproduction of the disk’s emission profile. The blue curve

represents the lensing ring (n = 2), where the slope dr/db increases rapidly, implying that a

large radial section of the disk’s back side is mapped onto a narrow range of impact param-

eters. The red curve corresponds to the photon ring (n = 3); its slope approaches infinity,

indicating extreme de-magnification where the entire front side of the disk is compressed

into an infinitesimally thin ring. Comparing Fig. 5a and Fig. 5b, we observe that while the

qualitative behavior of the transfer functions remains similar, the critical impact parameter

where the slopes diverge shifts to higher values for larger χ, consistent with our previous

findings.

C. Observational appearances of direct emissions and rings

With the transfer functions established, we can now compute the final observational

appearance of the new bumblebee black hole by convolving the transfer functions with
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specific emission profiles Iemi(r). Since the intrinsic luminosity distribution of accretion disks

depends on complex astrophysical processes, we employ three representative toy models to

systematically investigate the optical signatures [82, 90–99]. These models feature different

emission starting points and decay rates, allowing us to disentangle the geometric effects of

the spacetime from the source morphology.

1. Emission starting from the ISCO

In the first model, we consider an accretion disk whose emission is sharply truncated at

the inner edge, corresponding to the Innermost Stable Circular Orbit (ISCO), and decays

rapidly with radial distance. For the static spherically symmetric metric, the ISCO radius is

located at risco = 6M , identical to the Schwarzschild case and independent of the parameter

χ. The emitted specific intensity is modeled by a second–order decay function:

Iemi(r) =


1

[r − (risco − 1)]2
r > risco

0 r ≤ risco

. (30)

The resulting optical signatures are presented in Fig. 6. As illustrated in the left column,

the intrinsic emission profile Iemi(r) peaks sharply at r = 6M and vanishes for r < 6M .

The corresponding observed intensity Iobs(b), shown in the middle column, reveals that the

observational appearance is overwhelmingly dominated by the direct emission (n = 1). The

profile of this primary image closely mimics the source but is gravitationally redshifted

and mapped to a specific range on the observer’s screen. Crucially, the Lorentz violation

parameter χ significantly affects both the position and the magnitude of the intensity peak.

For the case of χ = 0.1, the maximum observed intensity is approximately 0.37, located at

an impact parameter of b ≈ 7.13M . In contrast, for χ = 0.3, the peak intensity decreases to

approximately 0.26 and shifts outward to b ≈ 7.44M . This quantitative behavior indicates

that a stronger bumblebee field not only expands the apparent size of the accretion disk

image but also dilutes the observed flux due to the redistribution of light over a larger solid

angle.

Regarding the fine structure of the image, the lensing ring (n = 2) appears as a distinct,

narrow spike interior to the direct image, while the photon ring (n = 3) is extremely de-

demagnified and manifests as a negligible feature near the critical curve. The right column
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Figure 6: Observational appearances of the bumblebee black hole for the second-order decay

function.

visualizes these features in the shadow images. A comparison between the top row (χ = 0.1)

and the bottom row (χ = 0.3) clearly demonstrates the geometric expansion effect induced

by Lorentz symmetry breaking. As χ increases, the central dark area (the shadow) enlarges,

and the bright rings move to larger radii, confirming that the parameter χ acts as a global

scaling factor that governs the macroscopic scale of the observational features.

2. Emission starting from the photon sphere

In the second model, we investigate an accretion scenario where the emission extends

further inward, originating directly from the photon sphere rph. This setup is particularly

relevant for studying the contribution of relativistic images, as the source luminosity is

concentrated in the region of strongest gravitational lensing. The emitted specific intensity
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Figure 7: Observational appearances of the bumblebee black hole for the third-order decay

function.

is described by a third–order decay function:

Iemi(r) =


1

[r − (rph − 1)]3
r > rph

0 r ≤ rph

, (31)

where rph = 3M is the radius of the photon sphere, which remains invariant under the

bumblebee gravity modification.

The observational signatures for this model are displayed in Fig. 7. The intrinsic emission

profiles (left column) peak sharply at r = 3M and decay cubically with distance. Unlike

the previous model where the rings were spatially separated, the extension of emission

to the photon sphere leads to a significant superposition of the optical components. As

shown in the observed intensity profiles (middle column), the lensing ring and photon ring

are superimposed on the inner edge of the direct emission. This superposition creates a

distinctive multi–peaked structure in the intensity profile, where the sharp spike corresponds

to the combined flux of the photon and lensing rings effectively concentrated near the critical
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curve.

Quantitatively, the impact of Lorentz symmetry breaking is manifested in the position

and prominence of this critical feature. For χ = 0.1, the observed intensity reaches its global

maximum near the critical impact parameter bp ≈ 5.45M . However, as the Lorentz viola-

tion parameter increases to χ = 0.3, this peak shifts outward to b ≈ 5.92M . This shift is

consistent with the expansion of the shadow radius discussed earlier. Furthermore, a com-

parison of the images (right column) reveals that the prominent annular structure–resulting

from the coalescence of the direct emission and relativistic rings–becomes noticeably wider

and is located at a larger radius in the χ = 0.3 case. This demonstrates that for emissions

originating near the photon sphere, the parameter χ plays a fundamental role in determining

the angular size of the primary observable feature.

3. Emission starting from the event horizon

Finally, we consider a scenario where the accretion flow extends all the way to the event

horizon rh. This model represents a geometrically thin disk with a moderate decay rate,

allowing us to probe the observational signatures of radiation emerging from the deepest

regions of the potential well. The emitted specific intensity is given by a moderate decay

function:

Iemi(r) =


π/2− arctan[r − (risco − 1)]

π/2− arctan(rp)
r > rh

0 r ≤ rh

, (32)

where rh is the event horizon radius, which depends on the specific metric parameters in

Eq. 1.

The observational outcomes for this model are presented in Fig. 8. As shown in the

left column, the intrinsic emission profile extends smoothly to the horizon without a sharp

cutoff. The corresponding observed intensity (middle column) exhibits a broad and complex

structure. Unlike the previous models where distinct peaks could be identified, here the

direct emission, lensing ring, and photon ring are merged into a single, continuous luminosity

distribution. The intensity profile rises gradually from the outer region, culminating in a

prominent peak near the critical curve before dropping sharply at the shadow boundary.

A quantitative analysis of the intensity profiles reveals a significant dependence on the
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Figure 8: Observational appearances of the bumblebee black hole for the moderate decay

function.

Lorentz violation parameter χ. For χ = 0.1, the peak observed intensity is approximately

0.47, located at b ≈ 5.46M . In the case of χ = 0.3, the peak intensity drops to approximately

0.34, and the position of the maximum shifts outward to b ≈ 5.95M . This reduction in peak

brightness is more pronounced than in the other models, suggesting that the near-horizon

radiation is strongly affected by the geometric dilation induced by χ. The images in the

right column further illustrate this effect: the observable ring in the χ = 0.3 case appears

significantly wider and dimmer compared to the χ = 0.1 case. This confirms that for

accretion disks extending to the horizon, a non–zero bumblebee parameter χ would manifest

observationally as a larger, more diffuse, and less luminous shadow boundary.

The numerical results from the above three models (30)-(32) consistently exhibit two

primary observational trends associated with the increase of the Lorentz violation parameter

χ: an outward shift of the optical rings and a simultaneous decrease in the observed peak

intensity. These features can be directly understood by analyzing how the parameter χ

22



modifies the spacetime geometry and the photon propagation equations.

The expansion of the ring structures in the impact parameter space is a direct consequence

of the modified critical curve. As derived in Eq. (20), the effective potential barrier is

modulated by the factor (1 + χ)−1. This modification scales the critical impact parameter

as bp ∝
√
1 + χ. Consequently, for a larger χ, the threshold for photon capture increases,

causing the critical trajectories (and thus the photon and lensing rings) to map onto larger

radial coordinates on the observer’s screen. This explains why the boundary of the shadow

appears larger in the χ = 0.3 case compared to the χ = 0.1 case, regardless of the emission

profile structure.

On the other hand, the reduction in the observed intensity can be attributed to the

dependence of the gravitational redshift on the metric coefficients. The observed specific

intensity is related to the intrinsic emission via the redshift factor g =
√
−gtt. It is evident

that the redshift factor scales inversely with the square root of 1+χ. Therefore, an increase

in χ leads to a smaller value of g for a fixed radial emitter. Since the total observed intensity

scales as Iobs ∝ g4, this dependency results in a significant reduction in the received flux.

Therefore, the non-zero vacuum expectation value of the bumblebee field imposes a dual

modulation on the black hole image: it scales the apparent size of the shadow and attenuates

the brightness of the surrounding accretion flow. In this manner, these correlated variations

provide a specific observational signature for the violation of Lorentz symmetry in the strong

gravity regime.

V. SHADOWS AND PHOTON SPHERES WITH SPHERICAL ACCRETIONS

In addition to the thin disk scenario, astrophysical black holes are often surrounded by

geometrically thick, optically thin matter distributions, such as spherical accretion flows.

Unlike the discrete ring structures formed by thin disks, spherical accretions produce a

continuous luminosity profile, where the shadow appears as a central brightness depression.

In this section, we extend our analysis to the bumblebee black hole surrounded by spherical

accretions, considering both static and radially infalling matter configurations.
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Figure 9: Observational appearances of the bumblebee black hole for the static spherical

accretion.

A. Static spherical accretion

We first consider a static, optically thin accretion surrounding the black hole. For an

observer at infinity, the observed specific intensity Iobs(νobs) at a specific frequency νobs is

given by the line-of-sight integral of the emissivity [88, 100, 101]:

Iobs(νobs) =

ˆ
γ

g3j(νemi)dlprop, (33)

where g = νobs/νemi is the redshift factor, j(νemi) is the emissivity per unit volume in the

emitter’s rest frame, and dlprop is the infinitesimal proper length along the photon path

γ. Assuming a monochromatic emission with a radial inverse-square decay profile, the
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emissivity is defined as

j(νemi) ∝
δ(νemi − ν∗)

r2
. (34)

For a static observer at infinity and a static matter distribution, the four-velocity of the

emitter is

uµ
emi =

(
1√
−gtt

, 0, 0, 0

)
. (35)

Consequently, the redshift factor is determined purely by

g =
1√
1 + χ

√
1− 2M

r
. (36)

The proper length element in the new bumblebee spacetime can be derived from the new

bumblebee metric Eq. 1 as:

dlprop =

√
1 + χ

1− 2M
r

+ r2
(
dϕ

dr

)2

dr. (37)

By substituting the orbital equation dϕ/dr derived in Eq. (22), we numerically integrate the

observed intensity as a function of the impact parameter b.

The resulting observational signatures are presented in Fig. 9. The top row displays

the intensity profiles Iobs(b), which rise smoothly to a sharp peak at the critical impact

parameter bp before decaying at larger radii. This peak corresponds to the photon sphere,

where the optical path length through the emitting medium is maximized due to the strong

gravitational lensing. Inside the critical curve (b < bp), the intensity drops rapidly, forming

the central shadow.

A comparison between the χ = 0.1 (left column) and χ = 0.3 (right column) cases reveals

the dual impact of the Lorentz violation parameter. First, the position of the maximum

brightness shifts outward from b ≈ 5.45M to b ≈ 5.92M , confirming the enlargement of the

shadow size. Second, the magnitude of the peak intensity decreases noticeably, dropping

from approximately 0.70 to 0.61. This suppression is a direct consequence of the modified

redshift factor g ∝ (1 + χ)−1/2, which uniformly dims the observed radiation. The images

in the bottom row visualize these effects: the shadow in the χ = 0.3 case is larger but

surrounded by a less luminous photon ring compared to the χ = 0.1 case.
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Figure 10: Observational appearances of the bumblebee black hole for the infalling spherical

accretion.

B. Infalling spherical accretion

A more realistic scenario involves matter dynamically accreting onto the black hole. We

consider a radial free–fall model where the gas starts from rest at infinity. The four–velocity

of the infalling fluid uµ
emi is given by [82, 87, 88, 101]:

ut
emi =

1

−gtt
, ur

emi = −
√

1− gtt. (38)
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In this dynamical context, the redshift factor g must account for both gravitational redshift

and the Doppler effect arising from the bulk motion of the fluid. It is expressed as [101]:

g =
kµu

µ
obs

kνuν
emi

, (39)

where kµ = ẋµ is the photon four–momentum and uµ
obs = (1, 0, 0, 0) corresponds to the static

observer at infinity.

The observational results for the infalling accretion are presented in Fig. 10. Similar to

the static case, the observed intensity profiles (top row) exhibit a sharp peak at the critical

impact parameter. However, the overall luminosity is orders of magnitude lower due to the

Doppler effect, as the emitting matter moves away from the observer at high velocities near

the horizon.

Quantitatively, for the case of χ = 0.1, the maximum intensity reaches approximately

0.00245 at b ≈ 5.45M . When the Lorentz violation parameter increases to χ = 0.3, the

peak intensity drops further to 1.1 × 10−3, with the peak position shifting to b ≈ 5.93M .

This significant reduction confirms that the combination of the new bumblebee geometry

and the kinematic redshift strongly suppresses the observed flux. Furthermore, inside the

critical curve (b < bp), the intensity decays much faster than in the static case, rendering

the central shadow significantly darker. This feature is clearly visible in Fig. 10 (bottom

row), where the contrast between the photon ring and the central dark region is enhanced

compared to the static scenario.

VI. CONCLUSION

This work examined how the new static bumblebee black hole modified photon dynamics

and the observed emission from different accretion models. The Lorentz–violating deforma-

tion shifted the critical impact parameter outward, which enlarged the shadow and changed

the positions of the direct emission, lensing rings, and photon rings. Ray–tracing simula-

tions confirmed that all ring structures moved to higher impact parameters as the parameter

increased, and the separations between the rings widened accordingly. In the thin–disk anal-

ysis, the outward shift of the critical curve altered the mapping from the emitting radii to

the observer’s screen, producing broader arcs and modifying their relative brightness.

For static spherical accretion, the luminosity profiles showed a pronounced central dim-
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ming, with the depression becoming wider for larger values of the Lorentz–violating pa-

rameter. In the infalling configuration, the combined gravitational and Doppler redshifts

suppressed the flux by several orders of magnitude. The peak intensity decreased noticeably

when the parameter was raised, and its location moved outward along the impact–parameter

axis. Inside the critical curve, the intensity decayed more rapidly than in the static case,

which rendered the central region significantly darker and increased the contrast between the

photon ring and the interior shadow. The numerical examples illustrated this trend clearly,

such as the reduction of the peak intensity for the infalling model when the parameter

increased from 0.1 to 0.3, together with the shift in the peak position.
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[19] A. A. Araújo Filho, “Particle creation and evaporation in Kalb-Ramond gravity,” JCAP,

29



vol. 04, p. 076, 2025.

[20] J. C. S. Neves, “Kasner cosmology in bumblebee gravity,” Annals Phys., vol. 454, p. 169338,

2023.

[21] J. C. S. Neves and F. G. Gardim, “Stars and quark stars in bumblebee gravity,” Annals

Phys., vol. 475, p. 169950, 2025.

[22] D. Liang, R. Xu, X. Lu, and L. Shao, “Polarizations of gravitational waves in the bumblebee

gravity model,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 106, no. 12, p. 124019, 2022.

[23] K. M. Amarilo, M. B. Ferreira Filho, A. A. Araújo Filho, and J. A. A. S. Reis, “Gravitational
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[27] A. A. Araújo Filho, N. Heidari, I. P. Lobo, Y. Shi, and F. S. N. Lobo, “The Flight of the

Bumblebee in a Non-Commutative Geometry: A New Black Hole Solution,” 9 2025.
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