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Abstract
We investigated the shadow and optical appearance of Bardeen black hole (BH) immersed in

perfect-fluid dark matter (PFDM). Using the EHT data, we find that the DM parameter is re-

stricted to a narrow allowed range, confined to values of O(10−1 − 10−2). Additionally, we observed

that increasing the DM parameter substantially enlarges the photon sphere, the critical impact

parameter, and thus the shadow radius, whereas the magnetic charge g produces only negligible

corrections. The DM component also modifies the optical appearance of the accretion disk: higher

b systematically suppresses the observed radiation intensity and reduces image brightness, while

changes in g yield only marginal effects. Subsequently, using the Novikov–Thorne thin disk model,

we analyze primary and secondary images, observed flux, and redshift patterns, showing that

PFDM noticeably alters image size and brightness whereas magnetic charge has a negligible influ-

ence. No blueshifted regions appear in any configuration. These results highlight several promising

observational signatures for testing DM environments and nonlinear electrodynamic effects around

BHs.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The pioneering observations by the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) collaboration have
ushered in a new era of black hole (BH) imaging and strong-field gravity studies. The release
of the first image of the supermassive BH M87* in 2019 [1–6] marked a major milestone,
sparking extensive investigations into BH shadows as powerful probes for testing gravita-
tional theories and exploring the electromagnetic characteristics of compact objects [7–20].
More recently, in May 2022, the EHT collaboration presented the image of Sgr A*, the
supermassive BH at the center of the Milky Way, revealing an asymmetric emission ring
[21–26]. These successive advancements have greatly enhanced the statistical robustness
of BH shadow observations, offering a promising avenue to place stringent constraints on
alternative BHs that deviate from the standard Kerr paradigm [27]. Motivated by these
observational breakthroughs, it has become essential to understand how the intrinsic prop-
erties of BHs and their surrounding environments influence the formation and morphology
of the observed shadow.

The BH shadows represent one of the most striking observational signatures of strong
gravitational fields. It appears as a dark region surrounded by a bright emission ring,
formed by the gravitational lensing and photon capture effects near the event horizon. For
a non-rotating BH, such as the Schwarzschild BH (Sch BH), the shadow exhibits a perfectly
circular boundary. This property was originally analyzed by Synge and later extended
by Luminet, who explored how the presence of thin accretion disk modifies the observed
shadow [28, 29]. In contrast, the shadow produced by a rotating BH, such as the Kerr
BH, becomes asymmetric and deformed as a result of spin-induced frame-dragging effects
[30, 31]. The morphology of the shadow is determined by the specific spacetime geometry
surrounding BH. In recent decades, a substantial body of research has focused on analyzing
shadow characteristics across diverse BHs, both within the framework of GR and in various
modified gravity theories [18, 32–52]. These studies highlight that the remarkable success of
the EHT in imaging BH shadows has inaugurated a new frontier in observational relativity.

Moreover, imaging techniques for thin accretion disks-ranging from semi-analytic ap-
proaches to advanced ray-tracing methods coupled with radiative transfer—serve as a pow-
erful tool for testing gravity in the strong-field regime. Building upon the classical Shakura–
Sunyaev model for geometrically thin and optically thick disks and its relativistic gener-
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alization by Novikov and Thorne [53, 54], semi-analytic analyses such as that of Luminet
have provided direct and secondary disk images along with analytical predictions for radi-
ation flux, while modern numerical ray-tracing simulations have enabled realistic modeling
of accretion-disk images in a variety of BHs [15, 55–68]. Although the geometric outline
of the shadow is primarily determined by the spacetime structure rather than the detailed
accretion dynamics, the observed luminosity distribution, ring morphology, and photon
ring substructures are highly sensitive to the emission of thin accretion disks and radiative
processes [69–76]. Therefore, by combining physically consistent disk models with realis-
tic radiative transfer and high-precision ray-tracing techniques, accretion-disk imaging also
provides a robust observational framework to probe strong-field gravity and to discriminate
between GR and its possible modifications.

Recent observations have yet to definitively exclude deviations from GR, leaving open
the possibility of testing alternative theories of gravity. The existence of spacetime sin-
gularities, signaling the breakdown of GR, has prompted extensive efforts to formulate
regular model through quantum corrections and gravitational modifications [77–83]. In
this context, Bardeen proposed the non-singular BH solution, later understood as arising
from the gravitational collapse of magnetic monopoles within a nonlinear electrodynamics
framework [84, 85]. This pioneering work stimulated the development of other regular BH
models, including those of Hayward and Ayón-Beato–García, which successfully remove cur-
vature singularities while maintaining physical consistency [86–88]. The dynamical behavior,
quasinormal spectra, lensing signatures, and particle trajectories associated with such reg-
ular geometries have been comprehensively analyzed in recent years, offering insights into
strong-field gravitational phenomena [89–93].

In another context, observations of galaxy cluster dynamics have long pointed to the exis-
tence of an unseen mass component in the universe. Zwicky’s pioneering analysis of Cluster
first uncovered a significant mismatch between the luminous and gravitational mass, giving
rise to the dark matter (DM) hypothesis—later substantiated by studies of galactic systems
and other clusters [94–97]. Although DM eludes direct electromagnetic detection, strong
indirect evidence from flat galactic rotation curves, cluster dynamics, and cosmic microwave
background anisotropies firmly supports its presence [95, 98]. Beyond its cosmological signif-
icance, DM can influence the spacetime geometry and accretion dynamics around compact
objects, with recent studies suggesting that superradiant instabilities and axion-like DM ac-
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cretion near BHs may yield detectable gravitational wave signatures [99–101]. Consequently,
the impact of DM is non-negligible. In this study, we examine the shadow and observable
intensity of Bardeen BH immersed in perfect fluid dark matter (PFDM-Bardeen BH), with
an optically thin disk accretion serving as the background light source. We will explore
how the magnetic monopole charge and DM parameter influence the shadow structure and
emission properties. Such an analysis may provide a promising avenue to observationally
distinguish PFDM-Bardeen geometry from Sch BH.

The structure of this paper is outlined as follows. Section 2 introduces the Bardeen BH
surrounded by DM and discusses the theoretical constraints governing the existence of inner
and outer horizons. Section 3 employs EHT observations to place bounds on the model
parameters, with particular emphasis on the range and magnitude of the DM parameter.
In Section 4, we classify photon trajectories into direct emission, lensing rings, and photon
rings, and examine how the model parameters influence various associated physical quan-
tities, including the transfer function and intensity distribution. Section 5 investigates the
primary and secondary images of the accretion disk, focusing on the behavior of the observed
radiation flux and redshift, and analyzes how the parameters shape the optical appearance
of the disk. The final section provides a summary of our main conclusion.

II. BARDEEN BLACK HOLE SURROUNDED BY PERFECT FLUID DARK MATTER

The Bardeen BH stands as a representative example of a regular, singularity-free solution.
First proposed by Bardeen in 1968 as a theoretical counterexample to the notion that grav-
itational collapse inevitably leads to a singularity concealed by an event horizon [84, 102],
it challenged the classical understanding of BH interiors. Decades later, Ayón-Beato and
García provided a physical foundation for this model by demonstrating that it arises as
an exact solution to Einstein’s equations coupled with nonlinear electrodynamics (NLED),
corresponding to the gravitational field generated by a magnetic monopole [85]. This rein-
terpretation transformed the Bardeen metric from a purely phenomenological construct into
a physically consistent spacetime endowed with well defined matter source.

The geometry of Bardeen BH is characterized by the following metric

ds2 = −
(
1 − 2Mr2

(r2 + g2)3/2

)
dt2 +

(
1 − 2Mr2

(r2 + g2)3/2

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2, (1)
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here the parameters M and g correspond to the ADM mass and the magnetic monopole
charge, respectively. The angular part of the metric, dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θ, dϕ2, represents the
standard line element on a unit two-sphere. Unlike the Reissner–Nordström case, where
the charge contribution falls off as 1/r2, the Bardeen modification introduces 1/r3 depen-
dence. This higher-order decay ensures that all curvature invariants—including R, RµνRµν,
and RµναβRµναβ—remain finite even at the origin r = 0. As a result, the Bardeen met-
ric successfully eliminates the curvature singularity while still admitting the presence of
event horizons. Solving the equation governing the existence of inner and outer horizons
yields a critical magnetic charge of g/M = 0.7698, at which the two horizons merge at
r+/M = r−/M = r∗/M = 1.08866. Consequently, the spacetime admits two distinct horizons
when g/M ∈ (0, 0.7698), whereas for values of g/M exceeding this limit, no horizon is present.

From physical perspective, the regular nature of Bardeen BH arises from the interaction
between gravity and a nonlinear electromagnetic field, which is described by the Lagrangian
L(F)

L(F) =
3M
|g|3

 √
2g2F

1 +
√

2g2F


5
2

, (2)

which satisfies Fµν = ∇µAν −∇νAµ, with L(F) being a function of the electromagnetic invari-
ant 1

4 FµνFµν. Incorporating PFDM into the Bardeen BH provides a natural framework to
examine the interplay between DM and regular BHs. As PFDM captures the large scale DM
distribution influencing galactic and BH environments, its inclusion enables an assessment
of how DM modifies the horizon structure and thermodynamic properties of the Bardeen
BH. Assuming the BH is embedded in PFDM background, Zhang et al. [103] derived the
corresponding PFDM-Bardeen BH by coupling gravity with nonlinear electromagnetic field,
for which the energy momentum tensor is given by

T µν = diag(−ρ, pr, pθ, pϕ), (3)

with
ρ = −pr =

b
r3 , pθ = pϕ =

b
2r3 , (4)

where ρ, pr, and pθ = pϕ denote the energy density, radial pressure, and tangential pressures
of DM, respectively [104, 105]. The weak energy condition Ttt ≥ 0 requires b ≥ 0 [103]. The
DM parameter b characterizes the local DM density and its dynamical effect on the spacetime
geometry near BH, rather than the global cosmological DM content. Observationally, b
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can be constrained by comparing theoretical predictions—such as galaxy rotation curves
or BH shadow sizes—with astrophysical data. In the following section, we constrain these
parameters using the observational data from EHT.

Moreover, since the BH under consideration is static and spherically symmetric, the
corresponding metric can be represented as

ds2 = − f (r)dt2 + f (r)−1dr2 + r2dΩ2, (5)

and

f (r) = 1 − 2Mr2(
r2 + g2) 3

2

− b
r

ln
r
|b| . (6)

It is clear from the above expression that setting both the DM parameter b = 0 and the
magnetic charge g = 0 recovers the Sch BH. When DM is absent (b = 0), the metric reduces
to the standard Bardeen BH, whereas vanishing magnetic charge (g = 0) corresponds to the
Sch BH immersed PFDM (PFDM-Sch BH).

Figure 1 illustrates the regions where the inner and outer horizons of the PFDM-Bardeen
BH exist. The red area denotes the presence of both horizons, the white area corresponds to
naked singularity, and the blue boundary represents the extremal BH. In this context, the
extremal condition is governed by the equations f (r∗, g, b) = 0 and f ′(r∗, g, b) = 0 (r∗ = r+ =

r−), which together define a boundary curve in the (b, g) parameter plane that separates the
BH domain from the naked singularity region.
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FIG. 1: On the horizontal axis, we have dimensionless DM parameter b/M, while the
vertical axis represents the dimensionless magnetic charge g/M. The red area corresponds
to the BH region, whereas the white area denotes the naked singularity.

III. CONSTRAINING MODEL PARAMETERS USING EHT OBSERVATIONS OF M87* AND

SGR A*

Following the EHT observations of supermassive BH M87* and Sgr A* [1, 21], the ap-
parent diameter of BH shadow provides a powerful probe to constrain model parameters in
various modified gravity. Furthermore, we employ the measured shadow diameters of M87*
and Sgr A* to place constraints on the DM parameter b. By comparing the theoretical
prediction of the shadow diameter dsh with the EHT observational ranges, we will determine
the allowed parameter region consistent with observational uncertainties.

A. Null geodesic equation for Bardeen BH surrounded by PFDM

The photon sphere, defined as the unstable circular orbit of photons, delineates the
boundary between light rays escaping to infinity and those captured by BH. Consequently,
the apparent shadow observed by a distant observer is governed by the geometry of these null
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trajectories. In the context of the PFDM-Bardeen BH, the interplay between the magnetic
charge and the DM parameter significantly influences the radius of the photon sphere and
the corresponding shadow size. To explore these effects, we derive the null geodesic equation
in this BH and analyze the resulting photon dynamics.

The Lagrangian L for a point particle in the spacetime (5) is given by

L = 1
2

gµν
dxµ

dλ
dxν

dλ
, (7)

where λ represents the affine parameter. Owing to the spacetime’s spherical symmetry, the
motion of the particle can, without loss of generality, be restricted to the equatorial plane
(θ = π/2). Under this condition, two conserved quantities naturally emerge

E = −gtt
dt
dλ
= f (r)

dt
dλ
,

L = gϕϕ
dϕ
dλ
= r2 dϕ

dλ
.

(8)

For L = 0, by combining Eqs. (7) and (8), one obtains the governing equations that describe
the propagation of light in this BH

dt
dλ′
=

1
b̄ f (r)

,

dϕ
dλ′
=

1
r2 ,(

dr
dλ′

)2

=
1
b̄2
− f (r)

r2 ,

(9)

here, we redefine the affine parameter as λ′ = Lλ, while b̄ = L/E represents the impact
parameter associated with the photon trajectory. This parameter holds fundamental im-
portance, as it directly determines the photon’s trajectory and, consequently, the shape
and size of BH shadow. Physically, the impact parameter characterizes the perpendicular
distance between the photon’s initial direction and the BH’s center, thus governing whether
the photon will escape to infinity, orbit in the photon sphere, or be captured by the event
horizon.

By manipulating the light propagation equation, the radial coordinate r can be expressed
as an ordinary differential equation with respect to the azimuthal angle ϕ within the orbital
plane (

dr
dϕ

)2

= r4
(

1
b̄2
− f (r)

r2

)
≡ Veff , (10)
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where Veff represents the effective potential governing photon motion, and the left-hand side
corresponds to the kinetic energy term in Newtonian dynamics. To facilitate the analysis of
photon trajectories, we define a new variable u = 1/r, which allows the photon’s equation of
motion to be recast in the following form(

du
dϕ

)2

=
1
b̄2
− u2 f

(
1
u

)
≡ G(u). (11)

Figure 2 depicts the dependence of G(u) on u for magnetic charge g/M = 0.5 and DM
parameter b/M = 1. The plot clearly reveals the existence of a critical impact parameter b̄c

that distinguishes different photon trajectories. For b̄ > b̄c, photons arriving from spatial
infinity are gravitationally deflected, reaching a minimum radial distance rmin before escaping
back to infinity (where rmin denotes the closest radial distance of the photon from the BH
during its motion). When b̄ < b̄c, photons are inevitably captured by PFDM-Bardeen BH,
defining the photon capture cross-section. At the threshold b̄ = b̄c, photons follow unstable
circular orbits around PFDM-Bardeen BH, with the corresponding orbital radius identified
as the photon sphere radius.

b

-

<b

-

c

b

-

=b

-

c

b

-

>b

-

c

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
-0.005

0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

x=u

y
=
G
(
u
)

g/M=0.5,b/M=1

umin uph

FIG. 2: The functions G(u) for different values of b̄, as a function of u.

Figure 3 illustrates the dependence of the photon sphere radius rph on the magnetic
charge g and the DM parameter b. As shown in the left panel, for a fixed magnetic charge
g, increasing b causes rph to increase initially, reach a peak, and then decrease, indicating
a non-monotonic relationship. In contrast, for a fixed b, the variation with respect to g is
relatively weak. A more detailed inspection reveals that a larger magnetic charge slightly
decreases rph, and the rph of the PFDM–Sch BH remains consistently larger than that of the
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PFDM–Bardeen BH. The right panel further demonstrates that the influence of g remains
modest: within a certain range, an increase in b at constant g enlarges rph, while the Bardeen
BH consistently exhibits a smaller rph than its PFDM–Bardeen counterpart.

g/M=0(PFDM-Sch BH)

g/M=0.1

g/M=0.2

g/M=0.3

g/M=0.4

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

5.0

x=b/M

y
=
r
p
h
/M

b/M=0(Bardeen BH)

b/M=0.1

b/M=0.5

b/M=0.9

b/M=1.3

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
2

3

4

5

6

x=g/M

y
=
r
p
h
/M

FIG. 3: The two pictures illustrate the dependence of photon sphere radius on the
magnetic charge g and DM parameter b.

To determine the critical impact parameter b̄c, we first consider the case b̄ > b̄c. In this
scenario, when the photon reaches its point of closest approach to the BH (r = rmin), the
relation b̄ = rmin√

f (rmin)
holds. As r → rph, the impact parameter approaches its critical value

b̄c. To identify the radius of the photon sphere, we note that for circular photon orbits the
conditions ṙ = 0 (zero radial velocity) and r̈ = 0 (zero radial acceleration) must be satisfied,
which are equivalent to Veff |r=rph = 0 and dVeff/dr|r=rph = 0, respectively. At this stage, the
critical impact parameter b̄c, corresponding to the photon sphere, can be determined by

b̄c =
rph√
f (rph)

. (12)

It should be emphasized that the critical impact parameter is fundamentally linked to the
radius of BH shadow. The shadow structure can be examined by tracing light rays backward
in time from a static observer located at radial coordinate rO. The shadow boundary is
defined by those light rays that asymptotically approach the unstable circular photon orbits
at rph. For a general static, spherically symmetric, and asymptotically flat spacetime, Ref.
[106, 107] demonstrated that when the observer is sufficiently distant from BH (rO → ∞),
the apparent shadow radius tends to the critical impact parameter b̄c. Consequently, this
radius is governed by the position of the photon sphere and the form of the metric function
f (r).
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B. Constraining DM parameter via shadow diameter

Based on the physical implications of Eq. (12), this subsection provides stringent con-
straints on the DM parameter using the EHT observations of supermassive BHs M87* and
Sgr A*. For M87*, general-relativistic magnetohydrodynamic (GRMHD) simulations indi-
cate that current EHT data cannot effectively distinguish whether the BH is rotating or
spherically symmetric based solely on shadow morphology [108]. The measured shadow
size remains consistent with 3

√
3(1 ± 0.17)M, independent of whether the model assumes

spherical or axisymmetric symmetry [109]. Additionally, for Sgr A*, the spin parameter is
sufficiently small such that its influence on the shadow radius can be safely neglected [110].
Accordingly, constraints on the PFDM–Bardeen BH can be established using current EHT
observations.

For M87*, the observed shadow exhibits an angular diameter of 42±3 µas, corresponding
to a source located approximately 16.8 Mpc away, with a central BH mass estimated at
(6.5 ± 0.9) × 109M⊙ [1]. Meanwhile, for Sgr A*, the EHT collaboration reported angular
diameter 48.7 ± 7 µas, with the Galactic Center situated at a distance of 8277 ± 33 pc and
harboring a supermassive BH of mass (4.3 ± 0.013) × 106M⊙ [21].

The shadow diameter, expressed in units of mass, can be evaluated from the BH param-
eters through relation

dsh =
Dθ
M
, (13)

where D represents the distance from the observer. Accordingly, the theoretical estimate of
the radius of BH shadow is obtained using dtheo

sh = 2Rsh = 2b̄c. By applying this relation, we
can determine the corresponding shadow diameters for M87* and Sgr A*, as presented by
[65, 110] 

dM87∗
sh = (11 ± 1.5)M,

dSgr.A∗

sh = (9.77 ± 0.67)M.
(14)

In Fig. 4, stringent constraints on the parameter b are derived under the condition that
both the inner and outer horizons exist. The left panel illustrates the parameter constraints
inferred from the shadow diameter of M87* within the 1σ and 2σ confidence intervals, where
the red dashed curve corresponds to the 1σ range and the black dashed curve denotes the 2σ
range. Likewise, the right panel presents the constraints obtained from the shadow diameter
of Sgr A*. Furthermore, Table 1 summarizes the upper and lower bounds of parameter b
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for both types of BHs at fixed magnetic charge g.

From the figure, it can be observed that the allowable range of g is primarily determined
by its value at the outer horizon and the lower bound along the constraint curve, indicating
that g possesses a definite lower limit. In contrast, the DM parameter b exhibits an upper
bound, with its lower bound gradually emerging as g increases. As shown in Table 1, when
g = 0.7 or 0.8, both upper and lower limits of b appear within the 1σ confidence interval,
while in other cases, only an upper limit is present. Based on these constraints, we infer
that if PFDM–Bardeen BH truly exist, the surrounding DM parameter is likely constrained
within the order of magnitude O(10−1 − 10−2), as excessively large values are unlikely to be
physically viable.

10

12
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16

18

20
dsh

10

12

14

16

18

20
dsh

FIG. 4: The figure illustrates the contour plots of the shadow diameter within the
theoretically allowed parameter space. (Left panel) The red dashed lines correspond to the
M87∗ shadow diameter within the 1σ confidence interval, located at dsh/M = 9.5 and
dsh/M = 12.5. The black dashed line represents the 2σ confidence interval at dsh/M = 14.
(Right panel) For Sgr A∗, the red and black dashed lines similarly denote the 1σ and 2σ
confidence regions, corresponding to shadow diameters dsh/M = 10.44 and dsh/M = 11.11,
respectively.
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TABLE I: The table presents the values of b/M at the 1σ and 2σ confidence levels for
M87* and Sgr A*, with g held fixed.

M87*/b 1σ 1σ 2σ 2σ Sgr A*/b 1σ 1σ 2σ 2σ

g Upper Lower Upper Lower g Upper Lower Upper Lower

0.1M 0.12025 - 0.25262 - 0.1M 0.00151 - 0.03027 -

0.2M 0.12327 - 0.25602 - 0.2M 0.00324 - 0.03270 -

0.3M 0.12837 - 0.26176 - 0.3M 0.00630 - 0.03689 -

0.4M 0.13566 - 0.26992 - 0.4M 0.01105 - 0.04298 -

0.5M 0.14532 - 0.28066 - 0.5M 0.01788 - 0.05122 -

0.6M 0.15756 - 0.29419 - 0.6M 0.02720 - 0.06192 -

0.7M 0.17268 0.00322 0.31078 - 0.7M 0.03949 - 0.07547 -

0.8M 0.19109 0.01593 0.33082 - 0.8M 0.05537 - 0.09239 -

IV. OBSERVED APPEARANCE, SHADOW, AND PHOTON RINGS IN THIN DISK ACCRE-

TION FLOW

In this section, we explore the optical appearance of the PFDM–Bardeen BH when it is
illuminated by a geometrically thin, optically thick accretion disk [111–113]. The observer
is assumed to be positioned along the polar axis, viewing the disk face-on in the equatorial
plane. Photons emitted from various regions of the disk follow distinct trajectories, leading
to different observable features in the BH image. To understand these effects, we first
categorize the possible photon trajectories around PFDM–Bardeen BH before examining
the corresponding image formation. Hence, within the parameter space constrained by
current observational data, our analysis focuses on elucidating how the presence of the
DM parameter and magnetic charge modifies photon propagation and the resulting image
morphology.

A. Categories of photon trajectories: Direct emission, Lensing rings, and Photon rings

To establish the foundation for this investigation, we first analyze the trajectories of
photons propagating in the vicinity of the BH. Equation (11) provides the general form of
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the photon’s trajectory. When the impact parameter satisfies b̄ < b̄c, the photon trajectory
stays outside the event horizon. In this regime, the total variation of the azimuthal angle ϕ
along the photon’s path can be obtained by integrating the orbital equation

ϕ =

∫ uH

0

1
√

G(u)
du, b̄ < b̄c, (15)

the upper integration limit is uH = 1/rH, where rH represents the radial position of the BH’s
outer event horizon. When b̄ > b̄c, the light ray experiences a turning point determined
by the smallest positive real root of G(u) = 0 (This root is expressed as umin = 1/rmin).
Consequently, the total deflection angle of the photon, measured as the accumulated change
in the azimuthal coordinate ϕ outside the event horizon, can be calculated through the
integral form that depends on the specific value of the impact parameter b̄

ϕ = 2
∫ umin

0

1
√

G(u)
du, b̄ > b̄c. (16)

To elucidate the origin of the radiation detected near BHs, photon trajectories are of-
ten divided into three distinct classes—direct emission, lensing ring, and photon ring—as
initially proposed in Ref. [114]. Within this framework, one can characterize the orbital
motion of photons by defining the turn number n(b̄) = ϕ/2π, which quantifies how many
complete revolutions a photon performs around the BH prior to reaching the observer. The
value of n(b̄) depends sensitively on the impact parameter b̄, and as demonstrated in Refs.
[112, 113], it shows discrete transitions corresponding to different photon path families. The
function n(b̄) can be defined as

n(b̄) =
2m − 1

4
, m ∈ Z+. (17)

The boundaries separating the different photon trajectory families are determined by
the critical impact parameters b̄±m. Specifically, b̄−m (with b̄−m < b̄c) and b̄+m (with b̄+m > b̄c)
represent, respectively, the smallest and largest allowed impact parameters associated with
the m-th order photon orbits, where b̄c denotes the critical value. These parameters serve
as thresholds that distinguish distinct classes of photon paths, which can be systematically
categorized as
• direct emission: 1

4 < n < 3
4 ⇒ b̄ ∈

(
0, b̄−2

)
∪

(
b̄+2 ,∞

)
;

• lensing ring: 3
4 < n < 5

4 ⇒ b̄ ∈
(
b̄−2 , b̄

−
3

)
∪

(
b̄+3 , b̄

+
2

)
;

• photon ring: n > 5
4 ⇒ b̄ ∈

(
b̄−3 , b̄

+
3

)
.
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Direct emission corresponds to photons that travel from the accretion disk to the observer
after a single intersection with the disk surface. In contrast, lensing rings arise from photons
that undergo two disk crossings due to gravitational deflection before reaching the observer.
Finally, photon rings are formed by photons that orbit the BH multiple times—intersecting
the disk three or more times—before eventually escaping toward the observer, producing
the innermost lensed features in observed image.

Figure 5 illustrates the photon trajectories for three BH spacetimes: the Bardeen BH
(g/M = 0.1), the PFDM-Sch BH (b/M = 0.1), and the PFDM-Bardeen BH (g/M = b/M =

0.1). The first row shows how the orbital winding number around the thin accretion disk
varies with the impact parameter b̄, where red curves denote photon ring trajectories, yellow
curves represent lensing ring trajectories, and black curves correspond to direct emission.
The second row presents the associated photon paths, with direct emission shown in blue,
lensing ring trajectories in green, and photon ring trajectories in red, thereby completing
the classification of photon motion in these geometries. In addition, table II reveals clear
quantitative distinctions among the Bardeen, PFDM-Sch, and PFDM–Bardeen BHs. The
shadow radius b̄c shows clear and non-degenerate differences among the three BHs. As
indicated in Table II, the Bardeen BH yields the smallest shadow scale, with b̄c/M ≈ 5.19.
When PFDM is introduced, the shadow becomes significantly larger: the PFDM–Bardeen
and PFDM–Sch BHs give b̄c/M ≈ 6.11 and 6.12, respectively, representing an increase of
about 17–18% relative to the Bardeen case. A similar hierarchy is observed for the other
characteristic quantity: both rH and rph consistently exceed the corresponding values of the
Bardeen BH.

Table III shows how the DM parameter and the magnetic charge affect the horizon radius,
photon sphere radius and the shadow scale. When the magnetic charge is fixed at g/M = 0.1,
increasing the DM parameter b consistently enlarges the key geometrical scales of BH. The
outer horizon shifts outward, the photon sphere radius increases, and the corresponding
shadow radius becomes larger. This trend indicates that PFDM effectively deepens the
gravitational potential at large radii, thereby expanding both the causal boundary and the
region accessible to unstable photon orbits. In contrast, when the DM parameter is fixed
at b/M = 0.1, variations in the magnetic charge exert only a modest influence. Increasing
g slightly decreases the horizon radius, the photon sphere radius, and the shadow size, and
these changes are significantly weaker than those driven by b. Overall, b serves as the primary
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parameter governing the global BH scale and shadow diameter, while the magnetic charge
introduces only a minor, secondary correction that mildly contracts these characteristic radii.
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FIG. 5: The photon dynamics for the Bardeen, PFDM-Sch, and PFDM-Bardeen BHs are
shown as functions of b̄. The top panels display the winding number n = ϕ/2π, used to
classify trajectories: direct emission (n < 3/4, black), lensed ring (3/4 < n < 5/4, yellow),
and photon ring (n > 5/4, red). The bottom panels illustrate representative paths in (r, ϕ)
coordinates, with impact parameter 1/10, 1/100, and 1/1000. The BH is shown as a filled
disk, and the dashed circle marks the photon orbit. The three cases correspond to
g/M = 0.1 (Bardeen BH), b/M = 0.1 (PFDM-Sch BH), and b/M = 0.1, g/M = 0.1

(PFDM-Bardeen BH).

B. Observed specific intensities inferred through transfer functions

To quantify the radiation received by a distant observer, we employ transfer functions,
which encode the mapping between emission processes in the accretion flow and their corre-
sponding appearance on the observer’s screen. These functions incorporate the full general
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TABLE II: Table summarizes the dimensionless physical quantities for the three BHs.

BHs rH/M rph/M b̄c/M b̄−1 /M b̄−2 /M b̄+2 /M b̄−3 /M b̄+3 /M

Bardeen (g/M = 0.1,b/M = 0.0) 1.99247 2.99164 5.18747 2.83799 5.00485 6.16226 5.17897 5.21962

PFDM-Sch (g/M = 0.0,b/M = 0.1) 2.31416 3.48255 6.12047 3.30518 5.88831 7.36368 6.10897 6.16345

PFDM-Bardeen (g/M = b/M = 0.1) 2.30829 3.47608 6.11374 3.29758 5.88022 7.35976 6.10210 6.15704

TABLE III: Table examines how the model parameters affect various dimensionless
physical quantities under two controlled scenarios: g/M = 0.1 or b/M = 0.1.

Magnetic charge g/M=0.1 rH/M rph/M b̄c/M b̄−1 /M b̄−2 /M b̄+2 /M b̄−3 /M b̄+3 /M

b/M=0.00 (Bardeen) 1.99247 2.99164 5.18747 2.83799 5.00485 6.16226 5.17897 5.21962

b/M=0.04 2.15297 3.23645 5.64572 3.07044 5.44002 6.74339 5.63586 5.68274

b/M=0.08 2.26149 3.40360 5.97039 3.22894 5.74579 7.16907 5.95933 6.01163

DM parameter b/M=0.1 rH/M rph/M b̄c/M b̄−1 /M b̄−2 /M b̄+2 /M b̄−3 /M b̄+3 /M

g/M=0.00 (PFDM-Sch) 2.31416 3.48255 6.12047 3.30518 5.88831 7.36368 6.10897 6.16345

g/M=0.15 2.30091 3.46794 6.10530 3.28803 5.87004 7.35485 6.09348 6.14901

g/M=0.30 2.26008 3.42313 6.05894 3.23515 5.81376 7.32820 6.04608 6.10501

relativistic effects experienced by photons—such as gravitational redshift, light bending, and
multiple-orbit lensing—and therefore provide a direct bridge between the local emission of
thin disk and observed specific intensity. By integrating the photon trajectories weighted by
the appropriate transfer functions, one can systematically construct the observed brightness
distribution, enabling a consistent comparison of BHs.

Following the setup of the previous subsection, we model the emission as originating from
a geometrically thin, optically thin, and static accretion disk lying in the equatorial plane of
PFDM-Bardeen BH, with isotropic local radiation. Photons are traced along null geodesics
to a distant polar observer, who measures the radiation at frequency νo. The corresponding
specific intensity is obtained through the relativistic transfer relation of Ref. [111–116],
which follows

Io (r, vo) = f (r)
3
2 Ie (r, ve) , (18)
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where Ie(r, νe) and νe denote the specific intensity and emission frequency at the disk surface,
whereas Io(r, νo) refers to the corresponding quantity measured by an observer at the north
pole. The relation follows from Liouville’s theorem, which guarantees that the quantity
Ie(r, νe)/ν3

e remains conserved along photon geodesics. The total observed intensity Iobs(r) at
an image radius is subsequently obtained by integrating the observer frame specific intensity
Io(r, νo) over all frequencies.

Iobs(r) =
∫

Io (r, vo) dvo = f (r)2Iem(r), (19)

here the total emitted intensity defined as Iem(r) =
∫

Ie(r, νe)dνe , which represents the fre-
quency integrated radiation output from each point on the disk. It should be stressed
that the observed signal accounts only for radiation emitted by the disk, without including
absorption, scattering, or reflection effects. Each time a photon trajectory intersects the
equatorial plane, it acquires an additional contribution to the luminosity received by a dis-
tant observer. As outlined earlier, the degree of orbital winding determines the number of
such intersections: weakly deflected rays cross the disk once, moderately wound trajectories
intersect it twice after bending behind the BH, and highly wound paths encounter the disk
three or more times as they loop around the compact object. The total observed intensity is
therefore obtained by summing the emission gathered at each intersection along the photon
path, yielding

Iobs(b̄) =
∑

m

f (r)2Iem(r)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
r=rm(b̄)

, (20)

where transfer function rm(b̄) provides a mapping between the photon impact parameter
and the radial location at which the photon intersects the thin emitting disk. Its derivative
dr/db̄, often referred to as the demagnification factor, quantifies how strongly the transfer
function compresses or stretches this mapping. In essence, the slope characterizes the degree
of demagnification encoded in the transfer function itself [114]. A steeper slope of the
transfer function restricts the range of allowed impact parameters, thereby suppressing its
contribution to the BH’s total observed intensity. Although photons near the photon ring
may, in principle, intersect the accretion disk multiple times, the extreme steepness of their
transfer functions renders their intensity contribution effectively negligible. Consequently,
our analysis focuses solely on the first three intersections (m = 1, 2, 3). The corresponding
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transfer functions can be written as



r1(b̄) =
1

u
(
π
2 , b̄

) , b̄ ∈
(
b̄−1 ,+∞

)
,

r2(b̄) =
1

u
(

3π
2 , b̄

) , b̄ ∈
(
b̄−2 , b̄

+
2

)
,

r3(b̄) =
1

u
(

5π
2 , b̄

) , b̄ ∈
(
b̄−3 , b̄

+
3

)
.

(21)

Subsequently, we display these three classes of transfer functions in Fig. 6. The black
curve denotes the first transfer function, whose nearly constant and relatively small slope
produces the direct image of the emitting disk, reflecting the redshifted source profile. The
Green curve corresponds to the second transfer function; its steep slope yields a strongly
demagnified image originating from the far side of the disk, associated with the lensing
ring. The red curve represents the third transfer function, characterized by an almost
divergent slope, which generates an even more severely demagnified image from the front
side of the disk, identified as the photon ring. Consequently, both the photon ring and
lensing ring contributions are negligible in the total observed flux, with the direct emission
overwhelmingly dominating the measured intensity.

In addition, we list the slopes tan θb, tan θr, and tan θg corresponding to the black, red, and
green curves in each panel. When focusing solely on the direct emission branch (black curve),
the influence of the DM parameter b remains modest: Its increase produces only a slight
reduction in the slope, which may in turn yield a modest enhancement in the oberserved
brightness. In contrast, variations in the magnetic charge g generate changes that are even
smaller—confined to the third decimal place and therefore negligible for practical purposes.
Consequently, distinguishing the luminosity distributions of three BH configurations, as well
as identifying how each parameter shapes the observed brightness, requires a more detailed
analysis, which we carry out in the next subsection.
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(c) g/M = 0.1, b/M = 0.08;

tan θb = 0.978153;
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(d) g/M = 0, b/M = 0.1;

tan θb = 0.976615;

tan θg = 79.564;

tan θr = 2465.63.
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(e) g/M = 0.15, b/M = 0.1;
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(f) g/M = 0.3, b/M = 0.1;

tan θb = 0.974893;

tan θg = 77.761;

tan θr = 2433.77.

FIG. 6: The first three transfer functions for BHs with different parameter choices are
displayed. The top row shows the cases (g/M = 0.1, b/M = 0, 0.04, 0.08) from left to right,
while the bottom row corresponds to (g/M = 0, 0.15, 0.3, b/M = 0.1).

C. Optical appearance of PFDM-Bardeen BH with thin accretion disk

To investigate the optical appearance of the PFDM–Bardeen BH, we construct its ob-
servable image by projecting photon trajectories onto a two-dimensional screen placed at the
observer’s location. Under various emission models, the visible structure of the spacetime
is determined by how photons propagate in the strong-gravity region. In particular, the
shadow boundary is defined by those rays that asymptotically spiral toward the unstable
photon sphere. By tracing these critical geodesics from the vicinity of the BH and mapping
them onto the observer’s image plane, we obtain the shadow silhouette expressed in the
celestial coordinates. This procedure allows a direct visualization of how the PFDM param-
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eter and magnetic charge modify both the shadow geometry and the surrounding brightness
distribution.

Accordingly, once the emissivity profile of thin disk is specified, the received intensity can
be evaluated through the transfer function formalism and then mapped onto the observer’s
image plane in celestial coordinates, yielding the full optical appearance of the BH. In our
analysis, we explore three idealized, static emission models for the accretion disk. In the first
emission model, the disk luminosity rises steeply from large radii and reaches the innermost
stable circular orbit (risco), after which the profile transitions into a smooth quadratic falloff.
In other words, the emission is sharply enhanced near the inner edge of the disk and then
progressively diminishes as one moves outward.

Iem (r) =


I0

(
1

r−(risco−1)

)2
, r > risco

0, r < risco

(22)

where I0 denotes the maximum value of the emitted intensity. In the second model, the
emissivity is prescribed to peak precisely at the rph, after which it decreases following a
cubic falloff. Thus, the brightest emission originates from the photon sphere region, with
the intensity rapidly diminishing as the radius moves away from this location.

Iem(r) =


I0

(
1

r−(rph−1)

)3
, r > rph

0, r ≤ rph

(23)

In the third model, the disk brightness decreases smoothly from the event horizon outward
to the (risco). In this prescription, the emission gradually weakens across this radial range,
producing a continuous, monotonic decline without a pronounced peak.

Iem(r) =


I0

π
2−arctan(r−(risco−1))
π
2−arctan(rH−(risco−1)) , r > rH

0. r ≤ rH

(24)

Figures 7 and 8 display how the optical appearance of PFDM-Bardeen BH evolves as the
DM parameter and magnetic charge. For each emission prescription, the first two columns
illustrate the radial profiles of the intrinsic disk emissivity and the corresponding intensity
measured by a distant observer. The final column translates these results into the observer’s
sky by mapping the radiation field onto the two-dimensional celestial coordinate plane,
thereby showing the resulting images of the BH under each emission model. In Fig. 7, the
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black curve represents the Bardeen BH, whereas the green, and red curves correspond to
PFDM-Bardeen BH with g/M = 0.1 and DM parameter b/M = 0.04 and 0.08, respectively.
The key trends emerging from these comparisons are summarized below.

Starting with Model 1 (top row), the emitted intensity Iem reaches its maximum at the risco

and then decays rapidly with increasing radius, with the peak shifting outward as the DM
parameter b increases. The corresponding observed intensities (middle column) show that
the Bardeen BH (black curve) produces three peaks: a dominant one from direct emission
and two much smaller peaks associated with the lensing and photon ring contributions.
For the PFDM–Bardeen BHs (green and red curves), only two peaks remain, since the
photon ring contribution is almost entirely suppressed; the primary peak again originates
from direct emission. Increasing b reduces the overall intensity amplitude. The rightmost
column, which combines the images for different values of b, demonstrates that the DM
parameter significantly modifies the resulting brightness distribution.

In Model 2 (middle row), the emission profile again shifts outward as the DM parameter
b increases. Yet the corresponding observed intensity displays only two peaks—arising from
the direct emission and the lensing ring—for both the Bardeen and PFDM–Bardeen BHs.
The Bardeen case remains the brightest, while the presence of DM consistently reduces the
overall luminosity. Furthermore, the model 3 (bottom row) yields an analogous behavior:
the observed flux is dominated entirely by the direct emission, with contributions from the
lensing and photon rings effectively absent. Overall, these results demonstrate that the DM
parameter b exerts a clear suppressive effect on the observed brightness. The sensitivity
of the intensity distribution to b underscores that thin disk optical signatures provide an
effective diagnostic of the DM environment surrounding BHs.

Figure 8 examines the influence of magnetic charge g/M = 0, 0.15, 0.3 while keeping the
DM parameter fixed at b/M = 0.1. Overall, the magnetic charge produces only minor
modifications to the emitted intensity, the observed intensity, and the resulting optical ap-
pearance. In Model 1, both the PFDM–Sch and PFDM–Bardeen BHs exhibit only two
peaks dominated by the direct emission with the PFDM–Sch case showing a slightly higher
brightness than its Bardeen counterpart. Model 2 leads to the same qualitative behavior.
Model 3, however, reveals a notable distinction: the PFDM–Sch BH displays three peaks,
with the latter two being small but still discernible in the optical appearance, whereas the
PFDM–Bardeen BHs lacks these additional features entirely. This implies that, provided
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sufficient observational resolution, the faint secondary peaks associated with Model 3 could
serve as a diagnostic of the magnetic charge. In this sense, Model 3 offers a potentially
viable method for probing the presence of a magnetic charge in PFDM-Bardeen BH.
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FIG. 7: The face-on optical appearance of the thin disk is displayed for three distinct
emission prescriptions. The top, middle, and bottom rows correspond to Models 1, 2, and
3, respectively. In each row, the black, green, and red images represent configurations with
fixed magnetic charge g/M = 0.1 and DM parameters b/M = 0, 0.04 and 0.08. For all
panels, both the emitted intensity Iem and the observed intensity Iobs are rescaled by the
maximum emission I0 outside the event horizon, ensuring a uniform normalization across
models and parameter choices.

23



2 4 6 8 10
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
g/M=0

g/M=0.15

g/M=0.3

r/M

Iem/I0

2 4 6 8 10
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

g/M=0

g/M=0.15

g/M=0.3

b̄/M

Iobs/I0

0

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

2 4 6 8 10
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
g/M=0

g/M=0.15

g/M=0.3

r/M

Iem/I0

2 4 6 8 10
0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

g/M=0

g/M=0.15

g/M=0.3

b̄/M

Iobs/I0

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

2 4 6 8 10
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

g/M=0

g/M=0.15

g/M=0.3

r/M

Iem/I0

2 4 6 8 10
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7
g/M=0

g/M=0.15

g/M=0.3

b̄/M

Iobs/I0

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

FIG. 8: In each row, the black, green, and red panels correspond to configurations with a
fixed DM parameter b/M = 0.1 and magnetic charges g/M = 0, 0.15, and 0.30, respectively.
For the intensity calculations, we adopt the corresponding risco/M = 6.87751, 6.85051, and
6.76815. The optical appearances obtained for these three parameter choices are then
assembled into a composite image, shown in the rightmost column.

V. PRIMARY AND SECONDARY IMAGING FEATURES OF THIN ACCRETION DISKS

In this chapter, we investigate the imaging properties of thin accretion disks by systemati-
cally analyzing both the first-order (primary) and second-order (secondary) emission. These
two levels of imaging encode distinct aspects of photon trajectories in curved spacetime: the
primary image is dominated by direct photons reaching the observer with minimal deflec-
tion, while the secondary image arises from strongly lensed photons that execute additional
orbits around BH. By comparing these structures across different parameter choices—such
as the magnetic charge g, DM parameter b, we aim to clarify how the underlying BH shapes
the optical appearance of the disk. This analysis provides a refined diagnostic framework
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for identifying subtle signatures of modified gravity or matter-field effects in high-resolution
BHs imaging.

A. Observation coordinate system

The imaging properties of a geometrically thin accretion disk can be examined by intro-
ducing an observer-adapted coordinate system, as shown in Fig. 9. In the BH’s spherical
coordinates (r, θ, ϕ), the observer is positioned at (∞, θ, 0), with the origin located at the
BH center (r = 0). Within this observational frame X′OY ′, consider an image point q(b̄, α),
characterized by the photon’s impact parameter and its apparent angle α on the observer’s
sky. Extending the associated light ray backward along its geodesic leads to an intersection
with the accretion disk at point Q(r, π/2, ϕ). By invoking the reversibility of null geodesics,
any photon emitted from the disk at Q(r, π/2, ϕ) will traverse the same trajectory forward in
time and arrive at the observer as the image point q(b̄, α). This one-to-one correspondence
between disk emission points and image coordinates provides the foundation for analyzing
both primary and higher-order images.

Fixing the radial coordinate defines a family of photon trajectories that map onto a closed
curve of constant radius on the observer’s image plane. As illustrated on the Fig. 9, an orbit
of fixed r in the equatorial plane intersects any plane spanned by angles α and α + π at two
distinct points, separated by an azimuthal shift of π. For convenience, the directions α = 0

and ϕ = 0 are aligned with the X′-axis of the observer and the X-axis of the BH coordinate
system, respectively.

From simple spatial geometry, one can determine the angle φ between the rotation axis
and the line segment (OQ), which connects the observer to the emission point on the orbit.
Geometrically, the angle φ can be expressed as [18, 52, 117]

φ =
π

2
+ arctan(tan θ sinα). (25)

As the parameter b̄ approaches the critical value b̄c, photons experience increasingly pro-
nounced gravitational deflection, allowing a single emission point Q on the disk to generate
multiple distinct image locations in the observer’s sky. These image locations are indexed
by ordering their azimuthal deflections, so that qn (n ∈ N) designates the image produced
after the n-th accumulated winding, with n representing the image order.
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In the X′OY ′ plane, all even-order images are projected onto the same side as the emission
direction α, whereas odd-order images are reflected to the opposite side, appearing around
α + π. The cumulative azimuthal shift that gives rise to the n-th image is denoted by φn,
defined as

φn =


nπ + (−1)n

[
π
2 + arctan(tan θ sinα)

]
, n ∈ even

(n + 1)π + (−1)n
[
π
2 + arctan(tan θ sinα)

]
, n ∈ odd

(26)

When n = 0, the image corresponds to the observer’s direct view of the disk—its primary
appearance without any additional winding of the photon trajectory. Increasing n to 1,
2, 3, and beyond designates progressively higher-order images, each arising from photons
that have undergone additional azimuthal winding before reaching the observer, thereby
producing secondary, tertiary, and subsequent visual repetitions of the emitting region. In
the following subsection, we provide a detailed examination of the primary and secondary
images produced by the PFDM–Bardeen BH, emphasizing how variations in the model
parameters and the observer’s viewing angle modulate the resulting imaging features.

FIG. 9: The XYZ coordinate system is embedded in the BH. A photon emitted from a
radius r propagates toward the observer’s coordinate system X′OY ′, forming an angle α in
the observer’s frame. The black point corresponds to the coordinate q(b̄, α).
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B. Investigation of direct and secondary images

Photons arriving from large distances follow trajectories determined by their impact pa-
rameter. As each photon approaches PFDM-Bardeen BH, its path is progressively bent by
the gravitational field, and the total angular deviation accumulated by the time it reaches
its point of closest approach rmin is encoded in the function φ1(b̄). This curve serves as a
reference: trajectories that accumulate less angular advance than φ1(b̄) form the family we
denote by φ2(b̄), whereas those undergoing greater angular advance constitute the branch
φ3(b̄). Accordingly, the quantities may be defined as



φ1(b̄) =
∫ umin

0

1
√

G(u)
du,

φ2(b̄) =
∫ ur

0

1
√

G(u)
du,

φ3(b̄) = 2
∫ umin

0

1
√

G(u)
du −

∫ ur

0

1
√

G(u)
du.

(27)

Using Eq. (27), we numerically integrate the photon trajectories and obtain the depen-
dence of φ(b̄) on the impact parameter b̄ for the PFDM–Bardeen BH, evaluated at fixed
radius r with parameters g/M = b/M = 0.1. As illustrated in Fig. 10, the pink dashed curve
represents the constant-r contour associated with the critical impact parameter b̄c, while
the purple dashed curve shows the dependence of φ on b̄ evaluated at the photon’s point of
closest approach to the BH. The contour curves become increasingly convex as the radius
r grows, and their intersections with the purple curve identify the corresponding values of
φ at these turning points. Using this family of contours curves, we reconstruct the primary
and secondary images of the accretion disk, as presented in Fig. 11.

The first two rows of Fig. 11 display the primary and secondary images of the accretion
disk for a fixed magnetic charge g/M = 0.1, viewed at inclination angles θ = 0◦, 40◦, and
80◦. The primary images are significantly sharper and more distinct than the secondary
ones, and as the viewing angle increases, the contours gradually evolve into the character-
istic appearance of thin accretion disk. In each panel, the cases b/M = 0, 0.04, and 0.08

are juxtaposed, revealing that larger values of b systematically enlarge the resulting image
contours. This dependence on the DM parameter becomes even more pronounced in the
secondary images, where its influence is markedly stronger.

The third and fourth rows present the evolution of the image contours as the viewing
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FIG. 10: The deflection φ(b) is shown for various orbital radii r, illustrating how the
bending angle associated with each intersection point evolves as a function of the impact
parameter b̄.

inclination varies, with the DM parameter fixed at b/M = 0.01. Each panel combines
the three magnetic charge configurations g/M = 0, 0.15, and 0.3. The contour morphol-
ogy changes appreciably with the observer’s angle; however, the influence of the magnetic
charge is negligible—its impact on both the primary and secondary images is practically
indistinguishable. This implies that any observational discrimination of a PFDM–Bardeen
BH must primarily rely on the value of the DM parameter b. The presence of DM produces
a clear enlargement of the accretion disk image.

C. Radiative intensity profile of accretion Disk

In this subsection, we analyze the radial distribution of the observed radiative flux emitted
by the accretion disk within the Novikov–Thorne framework. The model is based on three
essential assumptions (1): The accretion flow is a geometrically thin, optically thick disk in
a steady state with a constant mass accretion rate. The gas follows nearly Keplerian circular
orbits between the risco and outer radius rout, with the disk lying on the equatorial plane and
aligned with the BH spin axis. The self-gravity of the disk is negligible. (2): The dissipated
energy is efficiently converted into radiation, allowing the disk to emit locally as a blackbody
in thermal equilibrium. The emergent flux is perpendicular to the disk surface, and the
continuum spectrum is dominated by thermal emission. (3): The underlying geometry is
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FIG. 11: The top two rows display the primary and secondary images for fixed g/M = 0.1

at viewing angles θ = 0◦, 40◦, 80◦. In each panel, the cases b/M = 0, 0.04, 0.08 are combined
into a single composite image for direct comparison. The bottom two rows show the
corresponding primary and secondary images obtained by fixing b/M = 0.1 and varying the
viewing angle over the same set (0◦, 40◦, 80◦). Here, the configurations with
g/M = 0, 0.15, 0.3 are merged into each panel, enabling a unified assessment of how the
magnetic charge influences the imaging structure.
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stationary, axisymmetric, asymptotically flat, and symmetric with respect to the equatorial
plane, ensuring that the particle motion and emitted radiation are governed solely by the
background metric.

The radiative energy flux F(r) can be defined as

F(r) = − Ṁ
4π
√−g

Ω,r

(Ẽ −ΩL̃)2

∫ r

risco

(Ẽ −ΩL̃)L̃,r dr. (28)

This expression is commonly adopted in the literature and is applicable specifically within
cylindrical coordinates. When rewritten in spherical coordinates and with physical dimen-
sions reinstated, it takes the following form [118]

F(r) = − c2Ṁ

4π
√
−g/gθθ

Ω,r

(Ẽ −ΩL̃)2

∫ r

risco

(Ẽ −ΩL̃)L̃,r dr, (29)

where c denotes the speed of light. Subsequently, we consider accretion onto BH of mass
M = 2× 106 M⊙, assuming the accretion rate Ṁ = 2× 10−6 M⊙yr−1. In addition, Ẽ, L̃, and Ω
denote the specific energy, specific angular momentum, and angular velocity of test particle,
respectively. Their explicit definitions can be found in our previous work [18, 19, 52, 119,
120].

Owing to the distinct gravitational environments at the disk and the observer, together
with their relative motion, the emitted photons undergo a corresponding frequency shift.
Consequently, the radiation flux measured by the observer is given by [29, 121]

Fobs =
F(r)

(1 + z)4 , (30)

where z denotes the redshift accumulated by photons as they propagate from the disk to
the distant observer. The corresponding factor 1 + z incorporates the gravitational redshift
produced by the spacetime curvature. Its explicit form is [117]

1 + z =
1 + Ωb̄ sin θ cosα√
−gtt −Ω2gϕϕ

. (31)

Figures 12 and 13 present the primary and secondary images associated with the optical
appearance of accretion disk surrounding the PFDM–Bardeen BH. In these panels, the ob-
served radiation flux Fobs is color-mapped, where brighter, yellowish regions indicate higher
flux, while the black background corresponds to vanishing emission. A well defined disk
outline emerges when the viewing angle approaches 90◦, whereas the morphology becomes
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nearly circular as the inclination tends toward 0◦. Moreover, when the model parameters
are held fixed, the individual effects of g and b are not directly visible in the composite
images. Their influence, however, has already been clearly demonstrated in the previous
subsection. To further examine these effects, we compute the spatial distribution of the
redshift z across the accretion disk images. As shown in Figures 14 and 15, the primary and
secondary images are displayed together, with larger values of z corresponding to regions
rendered in deeper red tones. Notably, this BH exhibits no observable blueshift (z < 0);
all images show exclusively redshifted emission. This property may serve as a potential
observational discriminator, since certain BHs do permit blueshifted regions.

VI. CONCLUSION

The study begins by examining the spacetime structure of PFDM-Bardeen BH. This
analysis identifies the parameter ranges that ensure the existence of regular horizons and
clarifies how the DM parameter and magnetic charge reshape the underlying geometry.
Building on this foundation, observational constraints derived from the EHT are applied
to the model. The comparison with M87* data yields a narrow viable interval for the
DM parameter, restricted to O(10−1 − 10−2), while the magnetic charge introduces only
subdominant modifications. These constraints significantly limit the physically relevant
parameter space. Subsequently, we investigated photon dynamics around the BH, where
null trajectories are classified into direct, lensing, and photon ring branches. The results
show that the DM parameter has a pronounced effect on the photon sphere, shadow radius,
transfer function, and intensity profiles generally enlarging the shadow and suppressing
the observed flux. In contrast, variations in g produce only minor corrections across all
observables.

The final part of the analysis explores the imaging of thin accretion disks, including
primary and secondary images, radiative flux distributions, and redshift maps. The mor-
phology of the disk images is strongly influenced by the viewing inclination, with edge-on
perspectives revealing distinct disk contours. Consistent with earlier findings, the DM pa-
rameter substantially alters image size and brightness, whereas the magnetic charge plays
a negligible role. Notably, all images exhibit purely redshifted emission, providing an ad-
ditional observational signature that may help distinguish PFDM-Bardeen BH from other
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FIG. 12: This figure presents the distribution of Fobs, with the primary and secondary
images combined. It illustrates the cases for fixed magnetic charge g/M = 0.1, considering
viewing angles of 10◦, 40◦, and 80◦, and comparing the DM parameters b/M = 0, 0.05, and
0.08.

compact objects.

Overall, the results demonstrate that DM exerts the dominant influence on both shadow
geometry and optical appearance, while magnetic charge contributes only marginal effects.
These conclusions highlight the potential of high-resolution BH imaging to probe the inter-
play between regular BHs and their surrounding DM environments.
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FIG. 13: The figure shows the cases with fixed DM parameter b/M = 0.1, for viewing
angles of 10◦, 40◦, and 80◦, considering magnetic charges g/M = 0, 0.3, and 0.6.
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