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Abstract: Naked singularities are hypothetical astrophysical entities featuring gravitational singulari-
ties without event horizons. In this study, we analyze the shadow properties of Kerr Modified Gravity
(Kerr MOG) naked singularities (KMNSs). We show that the KMNS shadow can appear closed, open,
or even vanish, depending on the dimensionless spin parameter a, the modified gravity parameter «,
and the observer’s inclination angle. We identify the critical conditions under which the KMNS shadow
develops a gap, a unique feature not present in BH shadows. We analyze the properties of a thin accre-
tion disk surrounding a KMNS, within the framework of MOG characterized by the parameter a. The
study includes a detailed examination of the spacetime geometry and the equations of motion for test
particles. In addition, we adopt a simplified model for the disk’s radiative flux, temperature distribution,
and spectral luminosity. Our analysis primarily focuses on the flux distribution of the accretion disk
around KMNS with identical mass but varying spin and MOG deformation parameters. This allows us
to explore how modifications in rotation and the MOG parameter « influence the radiative properties
of the disk. Further, these observational signatures may serve as effective tools for clearly distinguishing
KMNS from standard Kerr naked singularities (KNSs), where the MOG parameter o = 0.

I. INTRODUCTION

General relativity (GR), proposed by Einstein, remains an exceptionally effective theory of grav-
ity. A spacetime singularity would necessarily develop, according to the GR, when masses large
enough collapse under the pull of their own gravity. In 1969, Roger Penrose presented the Cosmic
Censorship Conjecture (CCC), which emphasizes that horizonless strong spacetime singularities
are not feasible [I]. However, several studies focusing on the continuous gravitational collapse of
the inhomogeneous matter cloud demonstrate that spacetime singularities formed during gravi-
tational collapse can be observable by an outside observer [2]. In GR, such a situation can also
emerge where the continual gravitational collapse could bring about an equilibrium static space-
time with a central observable or naked singularity, such as Joshi-Malafarina-Narayan (JMN)
spacetime [3]. The naked singularity can occur as the final state of continuous gravitational
collapse of an inhomogeneous matter cloud. Information about the distinguished spacetime
structure near a naked singularity may be retrieved by photon trajectories [4]. Therefore, to
predict the physical signature of a naked singularity, a detailed study of null geodesics near a
naked singularity is very significant. A valuable approach for classifying the spacetime structure

of a naked singularity is to investigate the shadow of a naked singularity [5]. The analysis of
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the shadow also provides an initial way of figuring out the properties of the naked singularity.
The shadow of a black hole (BH) has attracted significant attention within the astrophysical
community, particularly following the first image of the region around the supermassive BH at
the center of the M87* galaxy, captured by the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) [6]. This interest
further increased with the release of the image of the region around the BH at the center of our
own galaxy, SgrA* [7]. The EHT collaboration analyzed the shadow image of Sgr A*, concluding
that the central object is the finest possible nonspinning BH imitators [7]. Initial efforts to model
the shadow of BHs in asymptotically flat spacetimes focused on simple configurations, including
non-rotating Schwarzschild BHs [8], Schwarzschild BHs surrounded by accretion disks [9], and
rotating Kerr BHs [10]. Since then, the study of BH shadows has significantly evolved to en-
compass a wide range of spacetime geometries within the framework of GR. Researchers have
modeled these shadows using diverse spacetime geometries, with and without the presence of

matter, applying different methods and even exploring alternative gravity theories [TTHIG].

Moffat proposed a scalar—tensor—vector gravity (STVG) theory [17], commonly referred to as
modified gravity theory (MOG). The MOG theory was developed to resolve the discrepancies
between GR and various large-scale astronomical observations which include the dynamics of
galaxies, flat rotation curves, the mass distribution in systems such as the Bullet cluster, and
different gravitational lensing phenomenon [18], all without requiring dark matter. MOG has
also been investigated as a possible explanation for the accelerated expansion of the universe
[19] as well as local particle periodic motions near MOG BH [20]. Additionally, the MOG
theory provides a description of structure formation in the early universe, the matter power
spectrum, and the acoustic power spectrum of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) [21].
This theory introduces new fields into GR, strengthening the gravitational field. Its action
consists of the usual Einstein-Hilbert term associated with the metric tensor g,,, a massive
vector field ¢,, and three scalar fields that represent the running values of the gravitational
constant G, the coupling constant  (which determines the strength of the coupling between
matter and the vector field), and the vector field’s mass p (which adjusts the range of the
coupling) [I7]. The scalar field G = Gn(1 + «) represents the strength of the gravitational
attraction, where G is Newton’s gravitational constant and « is a dimensionless parameter of
the theory [22]. Einstein’s GR, although immensely successful, presents a fascinating paradox
involving spacetime singularities, specifically the emergence of closed timelike curves (CTCs),
which permit time to loop backward [23]. These trajectories violate the normal sequence of time
(chronology), resulting in a breakdown of determinism. The paradox posed by CTCs is distinct
from that of curvature singularities. While singularities signal a breakdown in the laws of physics,
CTCs imply a failure of predictability. Nevertheless, both lead to challenges in formulating well-
defined initial conditions. The region of spacetime that permits CTCs, commonly referred to as
the causality-violating region, results in an ill-posed Cauchy problem, and its boundary is known
as the Cauchy horizon [24]. Various attempts have been made to avoid the formation of CTCs
through modifications to known spacetime solutions [25], but a complete theoretical resolution
remains elusive [26, [27]. The concept of time travel via CTCs introduces additional paradoxes,
such as the well-known grandfather paradox and other logical inconsistencies. However, recent
work by Tobar and Costa suggests that paradox-free (or consistency-free) time travel could
be possible within CTC frameworks [28]. They propose that multiple, in-equivalent but self-
consistent histories may coexist, enabling consistent dynamics in such spacetimes. Similarly,
Nolan explored the motion of gyroscopes along CTCs and analyzed the behavior of T-periodic

spin vectors. Their results, across various CTC admitting spacetimes, were interpreted through



the lens of the consistency principle [29]. CTCs naturally arise in many stationary, axially
symmetric rotating solutions of general relativity. The first such example was Godel’s rotating
cosmological model [30], presented in 1949. Significant effort has been directed toward finding
alternatives to the KNS spacetime that avoid the causality-violating regions, often referred to as
time machines [31], which are predicted to emerge near the ring singularity [32]. One such class
of alternatives includes string-inspired solutions known as superspinars, which model rapidly
rotating compact objects. In these models, the external spacetime remains described by the
standard Kerr NS geometry, while the interior is governed by hypothetical string-theoretic effects
[33, 34]. This approach effectively hides the causality-violating region behind a regular inner
structure, with the boundary of the inner solution expected at or beyond r > 0. The study of
mass accretion around rotating BHs in the context of GR was first undertaken in [35, [36]. By
adopting an equatorial approximation to the stationary and axisymmetric spacetime of rotating
BHs, steady-state thin disk models were developed, extending the theory of non-relativistic
accretion [37]. In these models, hydrodynamical equilibrium is sustained through efficient cooling
mechanisms driven by radiation transport, with the accreting matter following a Keplerian
rotation. The radiation emitted from the disk surface was also examined, assuming blackbody
radiation emerging from the disk in thermodynamic equilibrium. The radiation properties of
thin accretion disks were further explored in [38], where the effects of photon capture by the BH
on its spin evolution were also discussed. These studies also computed the efficiency with which
BHs convert rest mass into outgoing radiation during the accretion process. More recently, the
emissivity properties of accretion disks have been studied for exotic central objects, including
wormholes, non-rotating and rotating quark, boson, or fermion stars, brane-world BHs, f(R)
gravity models, and Horava-Lifshitz gravity [39]. In all these cases, it was shown that distinct
signatures could emerge in the electromagnetic spectrum, thus providing a means to directly test
different physical models using astrophysical observations of the emission spectra from accretion
disks. In the literature, studies on shadows and accretion images in modified gravity can also be
found in [22], A0H42].

This paper also investigates the properties of thin accretion disks around rotating naked singu-
larities, specifically comparing the KMNS and the KNS (with a = 0). We conduct a comparative
analysis of the physical properties of these disks, including the emitted energy flux, the temper-
ature distribution across the disk surface, and the spectrum of emitted equilibrium radiation.
Due to the distinct differences in the external geometry, the thermodynamic and electromagnetic
properties of the disks, such as energy flux, temperature distribution, and radiation spectrum,
differ significantly between these two types of compact objects. These differences may provide
unique observational signatures, potentially enabling the distinction between naked singulari-
ties and BHs, at least in principle. It should be noted that the proposed method for detecting
naked singularities through the study of accretion disks is indirect and should be complemented
by direct observational techniques. These may include the examination of the ”surface” of the
compact object candidates and/or the study of the lensing properties of the central object.

In this paper, we systematically study the projection of the unstable spherical photon orbits
around KMNSs at infinity, which is referred as the “shadow.” We analyze the geometry of the
naked singularity and compute the KMNS shadow analytically by separating the Hamilton-
Jacobi equation and examining the radial effective potential. We demonstrate that the shadow
of the KMNS can be closed, open, or even vanish, depending on the spin parameter and the
inclination angle of the observer. Additionally, we present the critical parameters at which the

shadow undergoes a topological transition, which is discussed in Section [I} In Section [[TA] we



examine the unstable spherical photon orbits around KMNS spacetimes, whereas Section [[TB]
examines the spherical photon orbits and the resulting shadow structure. In Section[[Il} we derive
the main physical parameters for test particles, including the specific energy, specific angular
momentum, and angular velocity. Additionally, the properties of standard thin accretion disks
are reviewed in this section. The energy flux, temperature distribution, and radiation spectrum

from thin disks around KMNSs are also discussed. We discuss and conclude our results in

Section V1

II. ANALYTICAL SHADOW OF KERR MOG NAKED SINGULARITY

The Kerr MOG metric in the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates (¢,7,6, ¢) is given by [21]

. 9 .y
ds? = — wdg_'_SmQQ ((7“2—|—a2) — Aa?sin 9) i

p? p?
2,2 A 2
— 2asin® 6 (r—&-aQ) dtdo + P + p*d6?, (2.1)
p A
A =1 2GAMr + a* + aGNG.A?, (2.2)
> =12+ a%cos?0 (2.3)

where G = Gy (1 + ), is an enhanced gravitational constant with the contribution of Newton’s
gravitational constant G and the deformation rate a. For a = 0, it will retrieve the Kerr
metric. The Newtonian mass .# and the ADM mass M are related as M = (1 + a).#. The
Kerr MOG metric has two horizons known as the outer horizon () and the inner horizon (r_),
obtained as roots of the equation A = 0,

P2 9Mr +a* + —— M2 = 0. (2.4)
14+«

The two horizons are also referred to as the event horizon and the Cauchy horizon, respectively.
They are given by [43]

aM:
Ty = GNM + m —a“. (25)

a

For a = 257 > 1, it is referred to a KNS while for a = &% < 1 there exists a BH solution.
N N

Further a = G,\(/IM = 1, yields an extremal BH solution. Meanwhile, for the Kerr MOG BH,

these limits can be simplified in the following way. If we take o = 1 then these limits become

a > % for KMNS and a < % for Kerr MOG BH solution and a = %, for the extremal limit.

Similarly, these limits are also found with a = 2 [44].
The Hamiltonian of a photon propagation in the Kerr MOG spacetime can be defined as [45]

1 1
H(z.p) = 59" (2)pupy = 02 (p§ + P2A + Vet) =0, (2.6)

where the effective potential Veg is defined as

2 2
Vg = _% <a% —(r® +a2)) + < ,1 % — asin? 0> . (2.7)

A significant physical property of the KMNS is the issue of causality violations. The fundamental

laws of physics are based on the principle of causality, which asserts that cause precedes effect. A



TABLE I: Corresponding to different values of the spin parameter a, the deformation parameter «

range is shown for the KMNS. Here the value of the mass parameter is M = 1.

No. a/M Range of o

1 1.1 a > —0.17355
2 1.2 a > —0.30555
3 1.3 a > —0.40828
4 1.4 a > —0.48979
5 1.5 a > —0.55556
6 1.6 a > —0.609375
7 1.7 a > —0.653979
8 1.8 a > —0.691358
9 1.9 a > —0.722991

CTC is a closed path in spacetime along which the tangent is always timelike. The existence of
CTCs implies a violation of causality, as an observer traveling along such a path could return to
an event that occurred before her own departure. To address this paradox, Hawking proposed the
Chronology Protection Conjecture, which asserts that the laws of physics prevent the formation
of CTCs [46]. However, causality violations are known to occur in certain BHs, including the
Kerr and Kerr-Newman BHs [47]. In general, causality violations and CTCs can occur when
9oo > 0 8.

In the context of the KMNS, we analyzed causality violations using the plots shown in Fig
. |1} which display the relationship between r and sin(f). According to , the sign of gge
is determined by the parameters o and a. Fig a) shows the causality violation/preservation
regions for the KMNS at a specific spin parameter a = 1.01. The green region indicates areas
where causality is preserved, implying the absence of CTCs. In contrast, the red region (ggs > 0)
represents areas where causality violations occur, and CTCs are present. These are the regions
where spacetime curvature allows for time travel or loops, violating causality. The shift and size
of the green and red regions depend on the corresponding value of « in this plot. As a decreases,
the red region (CTCs) reduces in size, and the green region (causality preservation) expands.
Fig (b) shows how the causality violation regions change. The green and red regions alter in
size depending on the value of a. As «a increases, the green region expands, indicating a greater
area where causality is preserved. In contrast, when « decreases, the causality violation region
(red region) extends further, showing a larger region where CTCs occur. This suggests that for
higher «, causality violations are confined to a smaller region. Fig c) shows the behavior for
a = 1.64 with values of a. With higher spin, the structure of the causality violation regions
changes significantly. As the spin parameter a increases, the red region (representing CTCs)
extends further outward, and the green region (causality preservation) shrinks. This behavior
suggests that higher spins, along with specific choices of «, lead to an increased extent of CTC
formation, making causality violations more widespread. Fig d) shows the causality violation
regions for both the KNS and the KMNS. The comparison reveals how the causality violation
regions differ between the two. In the KMNS, the red region (representing causality violations)
is larger, indicating more expansive CTCs. In contrast, for the KNS, the causality violation
region is smaller, and the overall structure is more constrained. As « decreases, the CTC region
shrinks for both cases, but the Kerr MOG solution consistently exhibits a larger region of CTCs
compared to the KNS.
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FIG. 1: The causality violation/preservation regions of the KMNS are analyzed here. We have fixed
M =1 and considered different values of the spin parameter a along with the corresponding values of

Q.

A. Unstable spherical photon orbits around KMNs

The Kerr MOG metric exhibits both axisymmetry and time translation symmetry. In these
coordinates, the metric coefficients are independent of the ¢ and ¢ coordinates, which leads to the
conservation of the associated conjugate momenta, p, and pg respectively [22]. These conserved
quantities correspond to the constants of motion associated with the spacetime’s Killing vectors

’CM = (170’ 0? O)’ RH = (O) 07 0’ 1)'



Accordingly, the geodesic motion in Kerr MOG geometry is characterized by two constants of

motion, which are

E=—K'p, = —p,
L, =R'p, = py. (2.8)

The conserved quantities can be obtained from the symmetries of the spacetime. By projecting
the Killing vectors along the covariant four-momentum vector p,,, we find conserved energy E
and conserved angular momentum in the ¢ direction L., given in (2.8). To examine the spherical
photon orbits and the shadow of KMNS, we use the Hamilton-Jacobi equation [49)]

95 1,05 05
Oxt Oxv’

o 27

where S is the action as the function of affine parameter A and coordinates x*.

(2.9)

The solution to (2.9)) can be separated into different components depending on each coordinate,
we use ansatz [50]

S =—FEt+S,.(r)+ S¢(0) + Lyo. (2.10)

Then from the above equations, we can have equations of motion for null geodesic corresponding

to each coordinate as follows

(67

’Af = EE — a(2Mr — L, 2.11
p At a(2Mr — = ML, (2.11)
2A$ = a(2Mr — —2— M2)E + (p* — 2 —% M2)L, csc? 2.12

P Ap =a(2Mr 1+aM) +(p Mr+1+a/\/1)zcsc 0, (2.12)

. 12 -
pr0? =C — < —=— — E2a2> cos? 0, (2.13)
sin” 6
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where Z = (a? 4 72)? — Aa®sin? 0. The radial equation of motion (2.14)) can be rewritten as

2\ 2
<l])3) 72 = —AC+ (r? +a®)? = 2a(r? + a® — A)p + a*p? — a*A — P?A. (2.15)
Here, we define the impact parameters as ¢ = & and ¢ = %, where C is Carter’s constant,

E
representing a third conserved quantity that arises from the separability of the HJ equation. C

is related to geodesics in the latitudinal direction. Now, the effective potential derived from the

radial equation of motion is as follows

R(r) = —AC+ (r? +a*)? = 2a(r? + a* — A)¢ + a*? — a®A — E2A. (2.16)

B. Spherical photon orbits and shadow

We obtain two sets of solutions by solving the following conditions for spherical photon orbits

with constant radius r = rp,, given as

R(r) =0, and iR(r) = 0. (2.17)



However, only one of these solutions is physically meaningful and applies to our calculations

given by
@M aPry, = 3Mrp 4 1)+ a*Ma N a’rpo+ 2MPrpo — 3Mrla + ria
N a(M —1p)(1+ ) a(M —r,)(1+ )
‘= o —4a*M(1 + ) (rp — Ma + rpa)
- —a?M +a?r, — a?Ma + rpala aM —rp)(1+«)

_|_

(2M2a+a./\/l2 —3M (rp,(1+a) +T12>(1+a)))2> (2.18)

a(M =rp)(1+a)

At the equatorial plane, since ¢ = 0, the critical orbits of the photon (rpn) can be determined
by the roots of in KMNS spacetime. The impact parameters £ and ( are significant
in finding the shape of the shadow. We can find stable and unstable photon orbits around
the KMNS, as before in [2] for the KNS. In the context of KMNS, a single photon sphere for
retrograde motion presents a specific critical impact parameter that describes the boundary
between captured light and light that escapes by the singularity that we can see in Fig[2] .
Orbits with positive values of ¢ represent the prograde equatorial motion of photons, while those
with negative values correspond to retrograde equatorial orbits. For the KMNS with parameter
a =0 ( Kerr case), ¢ vanishes at radius rp, &~ 4.3, as shown in the first plot. The corresponding
circular photon orbit is retrograde, since £ is negative at r,,. This indicates that no photon
sphere exists for prograde equatorial photon motion in this naked singularity spacetime. When
the MOG parameter is set to a = —0.40, the photon sphere radius shifts inward to 7,5, ~ 3.6,
as seen in the second plot. Again, £ is negative at this radius, confirming the photon sphere
corresponds exclusively to retrograde null geodesics. This confirms that even in the KMNS

regime with negative «, prograde photon spheres do not form.
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FIG. 2: This figure demonstrates the behavior of ¢ and ¢ for the KMNS as functions of the radial
coordinate r, with parameters a = 1.38 and M = 1. The left panel corresponds to the MOG case with
a = —0.40, while the right panel shows the GR limit with o = 0. The plots illustrate how the presence
of the MOG parameter « alters the radial profiles of { and &.

The radius rp, corresponds to an unstable circular photon orbit, where photons with impact
parameters equal to the critical value £(rpy,) are trapped in the photon sphere. Photons with
impact parameters smaller than this critical value fall into the naked singularity, while those with
larger impact parameters scatter to infinity and can be observed. This unstable photon sphere

governs the shadow boundary of the naked singularity, creating a dark region in the observer’s



sky surrounded by bright photons scattered from outside the photon sphere. Thus, the impact
parameter plots for KMNSs reveal the absence of prograde photon spheres and illustrate how the
Modified Gravity parameter « shifts the photon sphere radius and affects the nature of photon
orbits, ultimately influencing the observable shadow size and shape. For KMNS, the prograde
equatorial orbit does not exist. The retrograde equatorial orbit separates between orbits that
terminate at the singularity and those that diminish to infinity. Off the equatorial plane, all
orbits that approach the KMNS can escape or unbound. Unstable photon orbits surrounding
KMNS exist in the range r,,s < rp, < rpn, Where 7, is a marginally stable radius and 7, is the
equatorial retrograde circular radius that we can get numerically by putting ( = 0 also can be
seen in Fig The marginally stable radius r,,s can be calculated by %R(r) = 0, which yields
M+ Ma (aQ./\/l — M3 + 3’ Ma — 2M3a + 362 Ma? — MB3a? + a2./\/la3)1/3

ms = 2.19
T 1+« + 1+« ( )

While stable photon orbits with radius r < rps are typically hidden inside the event horizon
for the Kerr BH, they acquire physical significance for the KNS due to the absence of an event
horizon. Nevertheless, bound photon orbits cannot be directly observed by distant observers,
and thus, they do not influence the observational signatures of the KNS [49]. This consideration
similarly applies to the KMNS.

We can obtain the apparent shape of the shadow seen by the asymptotic observer if we consider
the celestial coordinates x and y, which are the coordinates of the asymptotic observer’s sky.

The general expression to find celestial coordinates = and y are [49],

dv
- 1 B L .
x = T(}I_I)I}X) ( rosini— |T0,1) & csci, (2.20)
y= lim r2d—q)| i) = :I:(C+a2c0821752c0t21)% (2.21)
ro—>00 0 dr Tost ’ ’

Fig. [3] illustrates how the forbidden region for photon motion in Kerr MOG spacetime evolves
with increasing MOG deformation parameter «, while keeping spin fixed at a = 1.02. Fig. a),
with a = 0, corresponds to the standard KNS and exhibits the largest forbidden region. As «
increases from Fig. b) to (d), the black-shaded region contracts significantly in both radial and
angular extent. This behavior indicates that higher values of a reduce the effective potential
barrier, allowing more photon trajectories to propagate and escape from the vicinity of the
singularity. Consequently, the deformation parameter a plays a crucial role in modifying the
photon orbit structure, influencing the shape and size of the shadow observable by a distant
observer. As shown in Fig. [d] we observe the behavior of shadow contours cast by a KMNS
at a low inclination angle of i = 15°, for increasing spin values and varying MOG parameter
a. For lower spins such as a = 1.02 and a = 1.21, the shadow retains a nearly circular shape,
and its radius decreases smoothly as a increases, indicating a contraction of the photon capture
region due to the enhanced gravitational modification. However, in the case of higher spins,
particularly ¢ = 1.43 and more evidently at a = 1.7, a distinct transition occurs. The shadow
corresponding to the largest « (red curve) becomes fragmented and eventually disappears at
a = 1.701, suggesting the absence of closed unstable photon orbits for that configuration. In
Fig. |5l we study the shadows of KMNS at an inclination angle of i = 15°, using three different
values of the MOG parameter « for each spin. As shown in a) to c), the shadow opens its gap

progressively with increasing spin a for each corresponding value of a. Moreover, for larger values
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(a) a =102 a=0 (b) a = 1.02, a = 0.06116

(c) a = 1.02, a =0.16116 (d) a = 1.02, a« = 0.26116

FIG. 3: This figure illustrates the forbidden region for photon motion in the Kerr-MOG spacetime for
the parameter values a = 1.02 and M = 1. The black-shaded region represents the zone where the

effective potential Veg > 0, indicating that photon propagation is dynamically forbidden in these areas.

of a, the shadow begins to open its gap at lower spin values compared to smaller «, which is
clearly visible in a) and (b) In (c), the shadow completely disappears at a = 1.71, indicating
the absence of closed photon orbits. In Fig. d), the MOG parameter @ = —0.02833 is fixed,
the shadow gradually opens gaps as the spin increases, eventually disappearing at a = 1.42.
As seen in Fig. p| illustrate that larger « values cause the shadow to open and vanish earlier,
highlighting the spin and « dependence in the shadow topology of KMNSs. However, in Fig. [6]
the shadow of the KMNS at a higher inclination angle does not disappear at lower spins, unlike
what is observed in Figure

In Fig. [7] we present the shadows of KMNS for spin values ranging from a = 1.02 to a = 1.5,
observed at various inclination angles. The top row corresponds to fixed spin a = 1.02 with
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FIG. 4: Shadows of a KMNS with observational inclinations angles ”i”, spin ”a” and MOG parameter
a. The plots from left to right are associated with i = 15° and M = 1. As « increases, the shadow size
contracts noticeably due to enhanced MOG corrections, especially at higher spin. The low inclination

angle reduces asymmetry, highlighting the radial effect of a on the photon region.

different values of a. As seen in the plots, increasing « at fixed spin leads to the shadow opening
wider gaps, especially at higher inclination angles. This demonstrates that for larger «, the
shadow tends to open earlier compared to lower a at the same spin. The bottom row illustrates
the shadow morphology for spins a = 1.33 and a = 1.5 with fixed and varying a. In Fig. [7]
the transition from closed to open or vanishing shadows occurs at lower spin values for smaller
inclination angles and shifts to higher spins as the inclination increases, for corresponding values
of a. This comparison confirms the combined influence of spin, inclination, and « in determining
the shadow topology of KMNSs.
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FIG. 5: Shadows of a KMNS at an inclination angle of i = 15° for various spin parameters a and MOG
parameters «, with M = 1. Panels (a) and (b) show the evolution of the shadow as the spin parameter a
increases from 1 to 2, with corresponding values of . Panel (c) shows the shadow as the spin parameter
a increases from 1 to 1.7 with corresponding values of a. Panel (d) illustrates the effect of increasing
spin from a = 1 to a = 1.42 for fixed « = —0.02833. The shadow becomes increasingly deformed and

ultimately disappears beyond a = 1.42.

i=45° i=45° i=90°

= -0.00601

a=2

FIG. 6: Shadows of KMNS for various spin parameters a, MOG parameter «, and observational incli-
nation angles i. Panels (a) and (b) correspond to ¢ = 45°, while panel (c) corresponds to ¢ = 90°, with

M=1
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FIG. 7: Shadows of KMNS with spin ranging from a = 1.02 to ¢ = 1.5, M = 1, and varying MOG
parameter «, observed at different inclination angles i. In each plot, colors represent different inclination
angles, ranging from red (¢ = 0°) to black (¢ = 90°). Plot (e) starts from ¢ = 3.8° up to ¢ = 90°.

III. THIN ACCERATION DISK

In this section, we calculate the fundamental physical quantities associated with the accretion
disk around a KMNS. These quantities include the specific energy E, specific angular momentum
L, angular velocity €2, and the flux of emitted radiation F for particles in stable circular orbits.
For simplicity, in our analysis, we set M = M, where M represents the body’s total mass. The
behavior of these parameters follows from the disk’s structure equations, which are based on the
conservation of mass, energy, and angular momentum. Each kinematic quantity depends on the
orbital radius and can be determined using the general formalism developed in references [51].

The specific energy F, specific angular momentum L, and angular velocity 2 of particles moving
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in circular orbits are given by [51]

F— —0tt — Gt Q ’ (3.1)
V=91t — 2016 Q2 — gpp N2

L= Ges + 99 1 : (3.2)
V=91t — 2016 Q2 — gpp N2

q_ 9 _ —9wr+ V(Gi6r)’ = gitr Goo.r (3.3)
dt g¢¢’7, ’ ’

The marginally stable orbit marks the innermost boundary of stable circular orbits in a Keplerian
rotational profile. This marginally stable radius is obtained by A stationary observer,
defined by motion along a worldline with constant r and 6, and rotating at a fixed angular
velocity €2, possesses a four-velocity vector of the form u* (%)u +Q (%) . . To remain within
the future light cone, this vector must satisfy the condition [52]

a\" a\"?
|:<(9t> +Q (8@1)) :| = gu + 2Qgt¢ + QQQ(M) <0. (34)

This inequality, which also appears in (3.1) and (3.2]), imposes a constraint on the allowed
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FIG. 8: Specific energy E of circular orbits versus radial coordinate r/M. (a)-(b) Fixed spin a =
1.01,1.38 with varying «, including KNS (a = 0). (c) Varying a with corresponding o where different
colors represent various spin values: red (a = 1.02), green (a = 1.16), blue (a = 1.3), purple (a = 1.5),
orange (a = 1.7), and brown (a = 2). (d) Varying a with fixed o = —0.02883. Higher « increases energy,
higher spin reduces it, showing competing effects of MOG and frame-dragging.

angular velocity €2 of stationary observers Qi < Q0 < Qpax with the minimum and maximum
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bounds given by

it

Qmin =W — W2 - (35)
9o¢
_ 2 it
Qmax = W + 4 Jw? — L=, (3.6)
oo
where w is the frame-dragging frequency of the spacetime, defined as w = —%. Circular orbits
4.0 40
330 3.30
35550 % e —
315 315 %
30308 3.0} 305

3.05
85 86 8.7 88 89 9. 8.6 8.7 88 89 9.0

125 - 25
2.0 2.0
— — a0
15 — 2918020 1.5 — 03749
—— =0.18029 — a=-02749
10 — a=028029 10 — a=-0.1749
2 4 6 8 10 2 4 6 8 10
M '™
(a) a=1.01 (b) a=1.38

4.0

35

3.0

20

2
6

— a=0.06116
—— a=-0.15683 -
— a=-03749 | 15077
— a=-0.3749 :

8

.0
A
3
5
7

1
1

1.
1.
1.
2

1.5

a=-0.3749
a=-0.3749

a
a
a
a
a
a

ot [[1]]

1.0 1.0

10 3 4 5 6
/M r/M

~F
o}

10

(¢) a=1.02,a=1.16,a=1.3,a=1.5,a=1.7,a =2 (d) oo = —0.028883

FIG. 9: Angular momentum L for circular orbits as a function of r/M, plotted for different spin pa-
rameters a and MOG parameters «. Panels (a) and (b) show fixed spin with varying «, including the
KNS case o = 0, while panels (c) vary spin with corresponding o values where different colors represent
various spin values: red (a = 1.02), green (a = 1.16), blue (a = 1.3), purple (a = 1.5), orange (a = 1.7),
and brown (a = 2). In (d) vary spin with fixed a.

with 7 > r,n, for which the specific energy satisfies IF < 1, are classified as bound orbits. The
condition F = 1 corresponds to the radius 7}, of the marginally bound orbit, the smallest radius
for which a test particle can remain on a bound circular path. Fig. [§| shows that the effect of
the MOG parameter « on the specific energy E depends on the spin value a. For small spin
(a = 1.01), increasing « slightly reduces the energy required for circular orbits, indicating that the
MOG correction can enhance gravitational attraction in this regime. However, at higher spins,
increasing « increases the energy, showing a repulsive effect. Ina) and b), with fixed a = 1.01
and 1.38, increasing « raises the energy required for circular motion, reflecting a repulsive effect
of modified gravity. The case a = 0 corresponds to the KNS baseline. c) shows how jointly
increasing a and « modifies the energy profile, while d) isolates the effect of spin with fixed
a = —0.02883, confirming that higher spin reduces orbital energy via frame-dragging. In all
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cases, the energy flattens out at large distances, approaching the rest-mass energy as expected
in asymptotically flat spacetimes. Whereas, Fig. [J]illustrates the behavior of the specific angular
momentum L under similar conditions. For lower spin (a = 1.01), increasing « leads to a slight
decrease in L, reflecting a stronger effective gravitational binding. In contrast, for higher spin
(a = 1.38), the angular momentum increases with «, showing that the MOG correction weakens
the gravitational attraction and demands higher angular momentum to sustain stable circular
orbits. circular orbits under varying spin a and MOG parameter .. In @(a) and |§|(b), increasing
a at fixed spin (e = 1.01 and 1.38) raises the angular momentum required to maintain stable
orbits. The a = 0 case reflects the KNS baseline. @(c) reveals the joint effect of increasing both
a and «, while |§|(d) isolates spin effects at constant & = —0.02883. At large distances, all curves
converge, indicating that the influence of a and spin diminishes.

The flux of radiant energy emitted from the accretion disk is given by the expression [53]

Flr) = My dQ 1 / dL

Tiny—g dr (E —QL)? (B —QL)—"dr, (3.7)

Tms

where M, represents the mass accretion rate. When the disk is assumed to be in thermal
equilibrium, the radiative flux should follow the Stefan—Boltzmann law. Furthermore, using
conservation laws, this expression allows for calculating the energy flux across the disk region
extending from the ISCO (rpys) out to any specified radius [53] [54].

In Fig. we present the behavior of the angular velocity (2, frame-dragging frequency w, and
the limiting angular velocities Qi and Qpax for circular motion in the equatorial plane, for
various spin values @ and MOG parameter «. In the KNS case (o = 0), shown in panel a),
frame-dragging is weaker, and the separation between Q,;, and Q.5 is narrower. As « increases,
110[(b) to d) show that the causal range of allowed angular velocities tightens further, while w
shifts upward due to enhanced frame-dragging. For higher spin values in [10fe) and (f), this
effect becomes more significant, particularly near smaller radii, indicating a stronger rotational
influence of the spacetime. As r — oo, all curves converge, reflecting the asymptotic flatness of
the geometry. At the limiting surface, 2 = Qupin = Qmax = w, indicating the synchronization of
motion near the inner boundary for rapidly rotating configurations.

The flux profiles in Fig. [L1|examine the effects of varying a and a on the energy emission from
thin disks around KMNS. In [11a), for ¢ = 1.01, increasing « enhances the flux and slightly
shifts the peak inward, reflecting mild gravitational repulsion effects at low spin. In b), with
a = 1.38, this enhancement becomes more pronounced, a higher « results in steeper and more
compact flux profiles, indicating stronger MOG influence. ¢), for a = 1.5, shows a significant
amplification of the peak flux with increasing «, accompanied by a noticeable inward shift, as
relativistic and scalar corrections dominate disk structure. In (d), for high spin ¢ = 1.7,
the increase in flux with « persists but begins to saturate, suggesting a crossover where frame-
dragging limits further radiative gain. [L1je) explores varying « and a simultaneously as both
increase, the flux peak becomes sharper and more localized, demonstrating the strong synergy
between spin and MOG corrections in enhancing disk luminosity. Lastly, f ) fixes v and varies
a, revealing that for each «, increasing spin boosts the flux and shifts its maximum inward,
though at high spin the profiles flatten, indicating saturation effects. Together, these results
confirm that both « and a play critical roles in shaping the flux, with higher values leading to
brighter and more compact emission zones. The sharp rise in the flux near the inner disk edge
reflects the contribution of the ISCO radius approaching the compact object as spin increases.

Across all panels, the flux F(r) decreases rapidly with radius and asymptotically approaches zero,
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FIG. 10: The radial profiles of €2, Qmin, max, and w are shown for KMNS with different spin parameters
and corresponding values of « .

as expected in the outer regions of the disk where local energy dissipation becomes negligible.
In some configurations, particularly at high spin and large values of «, F(r) develops negative
regions near the ISCO. These unphysical values result from a sign change in the integrand of the
flux expression, specifically due to the radial derivative of angular velocity (€2 ,). This behavior
signals a breakdown of the standard thin-disk approximation, implying that alternative transport
mechanisms, such as advection or turbulent convection, may dominate energy transfer in the
innermost disk regions. In the low-spin regime (a = 1.02), the KNS case with a = 0 exhibits
a higher peak flux than its Kerr MOG counterparts. This suggests that, at small spin, the
repulsive gravitational correction introduced by a non-zero « suppresses inner-disk efficiency and

reduces radiative output. However, as the spin increases, the flux from KMNSs surpasses that
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FIG. 11: The energy flux F(r) radiated by the disk around KMNS and KNS (« = 0), is computed
for different values of the spin parameter a and corresponding «. In plot (e), different colors represent
various spin values: red (a = 1.02), green (a = 1.16), blue (a = 1.3), purple (a = 1.5), orange (a = 1.7),
and black (a = 2).

of the Kerr case, indicating a crossover. In this high-spin regime, relativistic frame-dragging and
scalar field effects dominate the dynamics, enhancing disk luminosity under modified gravity.
This crossover reflects the interplay between spin-enhanced energy extraction and a-induced
gravitational repulsion in shaping the thermal structure of the disk. Overall, the flux profiles
reveal that both ¢ and « strongly influence the thermal properties of the accretion disk. While
« enhances luminosity and shifts the emission region inward by allowing accretion to proceed
closer to the singularity, a compresses the flux peak further inward and amplifies its magnitude.
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FIG. 12: The energy flux F(r) radiated by the disk around KMNS and KNS (« = 0), is computed
for different values of the spin parameter a and corresponding «. In plot (e), different colors represent
various spin values: red (a = 1.02), green (a = 1.16), blue (a = 1.3), purple (a = 1.5), orange (a = 1.7),
and black (a = 2).

These combined effects significantly alter the disk’s radiative characteristics, particularly in
high-spin KMNS configurations, and may provide distinct observational signatures relevant for
distinguishing between classical and modified gravity scenarios. It should also be noted that
thermodynamic equilibrium is a fundamental assumption in the model describing a steady-state
accretion disk. As a result, the radiation emitted from the disk surface is assumed to follow

a perfect blackbody spectrum [55]. This assumption allows the thermal emission to be related
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FIG. 13: The spectral luminosity as a function of radiation frequency around KMNS and KNS
(e =0), is computed for different values of the spin parameter a and corresponding «. In plot (e),
different colors represent various spin values: red (a = 1.02), green (a = 1.16), blue (a = 1.3), purple
(a = 1.5), orange (a = 1.7), and black (a = 2).

to the local energy flux through the Stefan-Boltzmann law F(r) = osgT*(r), where ogp is
the Stefan—Boltzmann constant. Therefore, under this framework, one can directly determine
the effective temperature profile T(r) of the accretion disk from the energy flux F(r). Fig.
reflects the thermal response of the disk to the flux distributions, with the Stefan-Boltzmann
constant set to unity. In (a), for low spin a = 1.01, the KNS case (o = 0) yields the highest
peak temperature, while increasing a suppresses the peak and shifts the emission zone outward,
indicating reduced inner-disk efficiency due to MOG-induced gravitational repulsion. In b),
at moderate spin a = 1.38, the trend reverses, the peak temperature increases with a and
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moves inward, reflecting enhanced energy extraction facilitated by MOG corrections. Moreover,
in practice, we observe the spectrum of light emitted from the accretion disk as a function of
frequency. Therefore, it is useful to consider the spectral luminosity distribution as measured at
infinity, denoted by L, . Assuming black body radiation from the disk, the observed luminosity
is given by [56]

60 [* /—gE ty)*
= = (w'y) dr, (3.8)
Q0 TISCO M [exp (%)} -1
where u! is the contravariant time component of the four-velocity, defined as [57]
_ 1

\/_gtt - 2QQt¢ - Q2g¢¢,

and y = khTV*’ with h being Planck’s constant, v the radiation frequency, k Boltzmann’s constant,

VL, 0o =

u'(r)

(3.9)

and T} the characteristic temperature defined by the Stefan-Boltzmann law ospT} = 3 %\‘jﬂ [57].
For higher spin values in [12fc) and (d), with a = 1.5 and a = 1.7, increasing « sharply elevates
the peak temperature and compresses the radiating region toward the singularity, although
saturation effects emerge at very high spin. e), where a and « increase simultaneously, shows
a pronounced rise in temperature and inward peak shift, highlighting the synergistic role of
spin and scalar charge. Finally, f ), with fixed « and varying spin, confirms that increasing a
enhances and localizes the thermal output. Overall, the temperature profiles indicate that both a
and « significantly shape the thermal structure of the disk, with high-spin KMNS configurations
producing hotter and more compact emission zones than their Kerr counterparts. The spectral
luminosity distribution as a function of radiation frequency is presented in Fig. It is evident
that all key characteristics of the accretion disk are more sensitive to the parameter a than to

the spin parameter a, with the mimicking effect being apparent across all quantities.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this work, we have shown that the shadow of KMNSs defined as the projection of unstable
spherical photon orbits at infinity, can appear closed, open, or even vanish entirely. Through
an analytical study, we identified how the shadow topology changes with the spin parameter a,
modified parameter o and observer inclination angle . We also examined the causality structure
of KMNSs and found that the emergence of CTCs is significantly influenced by both the spin
parameter and the parameter . Our analysis shows that higher spin values, in conjunction
with non-zero «, lead to more extensive regions where CTCs form, implying that causality vi-
olations are more widespread in the KMNS geometry than in the standard KNS case. While
both solutions exhibit a shrinking CTC region as « decreases, the KMNS consistently supports
a broader domain of causality violation. This distinct difference underscores the profound im-
pact of modified gravity on spacetime structure and further highlights how observational and
theoretical studies of such features could serve as critical tests for alternative gravity theories.

We further analyzed the influence of the a on photon motion in Kerr MOG spacetime, keeping
the spin fixed. Our findings show that as « increases, the region forbidden to photon trajectories
contracts in both radial and angular directions. This contraction implies a reduction in the
effective potential barrier, allowing a wider range of photon paths to escape the vicinity of the
singularity. As a result, the parameter « significantly alters the photon orbit structure, directly

impacting the morphology of the shadow seen by a distant observer. We have also explored
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the properties of accretion disks that may form around naked singularities, hypothetical objects
predicted by general relativity that lack an event horizon. This geometry smoothly reduces to
the standard Kerr metric as the parameter a approaches zero.

We have also investigated the behavior of angular velocities and energy flux profiles associ-

ated with circular motion and thin disk accretion in KMNS spacetimes. Our analysis shows that
increasing the MOG parameter a enhances frame-dragging effects and narrows the causal range
of allowed angular velocities, particularly at higher spin values and smaller radii. This reflects
a stronger rotational influence of the spacetime near the compact object, while all dynamical
quantities asymptotically converge at large distances, consistent with flat spacetime behavior.
In parallel, the energy flux from accretion disks is found to increase with both « and spin a,
with higher values leading to more compact and intense emission profiles. At moderate spin,
the increase is gradual, but at higher spin and deformation, the flux grows sharply and peaks
closer to the singularity. This behavior signals a strong interplay between relativistic rotation
and scalar field corrections, with the flux eventually saturating at extreme spins, suggesting a
limit to radiative efficiency. These findings highlight the critical roles of both modified grav-
ity and rotational dynamics in shaping observable properties of accretion disks around naked
singularities.
The thermal properties of accretion disks are also affected by the spin parameter a and the MOG
parameter «. For low-spin configurations, the maximum disk temperature is highest when
a = 0 (KNS case), while increasing « reduces the peak temperature and shifts the emission
zone outward. This behavior suggests a decrease in inner-disk efficiency due to gravitational
repulsion introduced by modified gravity. At moderate spin, the pattern reverses, the peak
temperature increases with larger «, and the radiating region moves inward, indicating more
efficient energy extraction enabled by MOG effects. In high-spin regimes, both the temperature
and localization of the emission region increase significantly with «, although saturation effects
begin to limit further enhancement at extreme spins. When both spin and scalar charge increase
simultaneously, the thermal output becomes highly concentrated near the central object. Even
with fixed ¢, a rise in spin enhances the thermal response and compacts the emission zone. These
findings indicate that KMNS produces hotter and more compact thermal disks than their Kerr
counterparts, offering potentially observable differences in high-resolution spectral imaging.

The thermodynamic and electromagnetic properties of thin accretion disks, such as energy
flux, temperature distribution, and equilibrium radiation spectrum, exhibit significant differences
between KMNSs and KNSs. These distinctions lead to clear observational signatures that may
be used to differentiate between the two compact objects. For objects with comparable energy
flux, the disk surface can reach notably higher peak values in KMNS, particularly for specific
combinations of spin a and «. All key thermodynamic quantities are found to be highly sensitive
to variations in both parameters. These differences are consistently reflected in the corresponding
disk temperatures and radiation spectra. Furthermore, within certain ranges of spin and «,
the conversion efficiency of accreting mass into radiation is substantially higher in the KMNS
case, indicating a more effective radiative mechanism compared to BHs. Collectively, these

observational features provide a strong foundation for distinguishing KMNSs in modified gravity
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from classical KNS through future high-resolution astrophysical measurements.
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