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The Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg (EEH) black hole model is an extension of classical black hole solutions
in general relativity, incorporating quantum electrodynamics (QED) effects via the Euler-Heisenberg
Lagrangian. The Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian describes the nonlinear corrections to Maxwell’s equations
due to virtual electron-positron pair production in a strong electromagnetic field. When this Lagrangian
is coupled with Einstein’s field equations, it leads to modified black hole solutions that took into account
these quantum corrections. In this paper, we investigate the impact of the screening parameter, acting as
an effective dielectric constant endowed in a vacuum due to such QED effects, on the properties of the
rotating and electrically charged Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg black holes (EEH). To this aim, we analyzed
and discussed findings as to how the screening parameter, being positive or negative, affects certain black
hole properties such as null regions, shadow cast and its observables, and quasinormal modes (QNMs)
relative to the Kerr and Kerr-Newman cases. We find that the presence of a screened charge due to the
associated QED effects in this screened Maxwell theory might noticeably alter the properties of black
holes, offering insights into the interplay between gravity and quantum field effects.

PACS numbers: 95.30.Sf, 04.70.-s, 97.60.Lf, 04.50.+h
Keywords: Black hole; Quasinormal modes; Greybody

I. INTRODUCTION

The Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) Collaboration’s work on capturing the first images of supermassive black holes is
a monumental achievement in astrophysics. The EHT is a global radio telescope network that works together to form a
virtual Earth-sized telescope using the Very Long Baseline Interferometry (VLBI) technique. By synchronizing multiple
telescopes across different continents, the EHT can achieve the high resolution necessary to observe details as small as
the event horizon of a black hole. The image of M87*, released in April 2019, was the first direct visual evidence of a
black hole’s existence [1–3]. It confirmed theoretical predictions based on General Relativity and provided new insights into
the behavior of matter and light around supermassive black holes, first analyzed through the seminal works of Synge and
Luminet [4, 5] for static black holes, and Bardeen [6] for the axisymmetric case. Then, the image of Sgr. A*, released in
May 2022, provided the first visual confirmation of the black hole at the center of our galaxy. It also validated the methods
developed for M87* and underscored the dynamic nature of Sgr A* [7, 8]. EHT’s success has profound implications for
astrophysics as it opens up new avenues for studying black holes’ environments, testing gravity theories under extreme
conditions, and understanding the fundamental physics of accretion and jet formation. The precise shape of these shadows
encodes critical physical parameters, such as the black holes mass and spin, and the study of black hole shadows has proven
instrumental in addressing fundamental questions across a broad spectrum of topics [9], including the behavior of accretion
disks [10], the nature of dark matter [11, 12], modified gravity theories [13–19], and the existence of extra dimensions [20].
These intriguing questions have ignited a surge of theoretical and experimental research into black hole shadows.

The Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg system is considered an effective action of a superstring theory, where static and spherically
symmetric black hole solutions were constructed in Ref. [21], and the electric charge was included [22]. The charged static
case was then extended in Ref. [23] to an axisymmetric case using the Newman-Janis algorithm. Then, its rotating structure
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was studied [24]. Time-like particle motion was considered in Ref. [25], and many studies about the non-rotating case of
EEH black holes exist in the literature [26–34]. One of the aims of this paper is to explore the properties of the rotating
EEH black hole through the shadow cast, shadow radius, and observables.
Black holes, intriguing celestial entities governed by Einstein’s theory of gravity, represent enigmatic phenomena in the

universe. A seminal moment in the study of black holes occurred with the detection of Gravitational Waves (GWs) on
September 14th, 2015 [35]. This milestone not only deepened our understanding of black holes but also paved the way for
experimental tests of gravitational theories. According to Einstein’s theory of general relativity, GWs originate from the
acceleration of massive objects, causing disturbances in the fabric of spacetime. These waves carry essential information
about the dynamics and kinematics of the astronomical sources that produce them. Advanced instruments such as LIGO
and Virgo have played pivotal roles in detecting GWs.
When two black holes merge, they coalesce into a final black hole that emits GWs exhibiting distinct wave patterns

known as ring-down modes. These GWs manifest quasinormal modes (QNMs) that depend on the mass and spin of the
resulting black hole. Analyzing GW data using these QNMs is crucial for unveiling the mysterious properties of black holes
and acquiring valuable insights into their nature.
QNMs represent a significant and captivating aspect of black hole physics. They signify the oscillations of a black hole

that gradually attenuate over time, characterized by intricate frequencies. Termed ”quasinormal” because they are not
precisely normal modes, which would perpetually oscillate [36–38], they fade away due to dissipative mechanisms such as
gravitational wave emission. QNMs are complex values that portray the emission of gravitational waves from compact,
massive celestial objects in the cosmos. The real component of QNMs indicates the emission frequency, while the imaginary
component corresponds to their decay rate. Understanding QNMs is imperative as they encode vital information about the
attributes of black holes, including their mass, angular momentum, and the characteristics of the surrounding spacetime.
Moreover, delving into QNMs offers insights into the nature of black holes and the strong gravitational regime, which is
challenging to explore using alternative methodologies. These modes play a fundamental role in comprehending the structure
and evolution of black holes and their involvement in astrophysical phenomena such as gravitational wave signals. Recent
years have witnessed extensive research into the exploration of GWs and the QNMs displayed by black holes within various
modified gravity theories [39–56].

The program of the paper is as follows: In Sect. II, we give a brief review of the EEH theory and the EEH rotating black
hole. In Sect. III, we explore the null regions such as the event horizon and ergosphere. Sect. IV examines the null geodesic,
and in Sect. V, we study the different observables such as the shadow cast, shadow radius, etc. Sect. VI examines the
QNMs, both the rotating and static cases. Finally, we form a conclusion and state possible future research directions. The
paper use the metric signature (−,+,+,+) and geometrized units by applying G = c = 1.

II. BRIEF REVIEW OF EINSTEIN-EULER-HEISENBERG THEORY AND EEH ROTATING BLACK HOLE

First, we provide a brief overview of the EEH theory, which is minimally coupled to nonlinear electrodynamics (NLED) [24]

S =
1

4πG

∫
M4

d4x
√
−g
[
1

4
R− L(X,Y )

]
, (1)

In this context, G represents Newton’s constant, which we set to G = 1. g is the determinant of the metric tensor, R is the
Ricci scalar, and L(X,Y ) is the Lagrangian of the nonlinear electrodynamics (NLED) theory. This Lagrangian is determined
by the only two independent relativistic invariants derived from the Faraday tensor for the Maxwell field in four dimensions:
the scalar X and the pseudoscalar Y where X = 1

4FµνF
µν = 1

2

(
B2 −E2

)
and Y = 1

4Fµν
∗Fµν = E ·B. In this context,

E and B represent the electric field and the magnetic field strength, respectively. Fµν is the Faraday electromagnetic tensor,
and ∗Fµν is its dual, defined by ∗Fµν = 1

2

√
−gϵµνσρFσρ, ϵ0123 = −1, and ∗Fµν = 1

2
1√
−g
ϵµνσρFσρ, ϵ0123 = 1,

ϵµνσρ is completely antisymmetric and satisfies ϵµνσρϵ
µνσρ = −4!.

Note that for the EEH theory [57],

L(X,Y ) = −X +
2α2

45m4

(
4X2 + 7Y 2

)
. (2)

In the case of the Euler-Heisenberg theory, where m is the electron mass and α is the fine structure constant, the theory
reverts to linear Maxwell electrodynamics when α = 0 and L(X) = −X. The Einstein equations are derived by varying
the action given with respect to the metric gµν . Gµν = 8πTµν where Gµν represents the Einstein field tensor, and the
energy-momentum tensor Tµν is given by the derivative of L with respect to the corresponding invariant. The variation with
respect to the electromagnetic four-potential Aµ yields the electromagnetic field equations

∇µ (LXF
µν + LY

∗Fµν) = 0, (3)
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and the energy-momentum tensor is

Tµν =
1

4π
[gµνL − (LXFµσ + LY

∗Fµσ)Fν
σ] . (4)

The Jacobi identities can be expressed as follows: ∇µ (
∗Fµν) = 0. To introduce a Legendre dual description of the NLED

theory, one involves the antisymmetric tensor Pµν defined by dL(X,Y ) = − 1
2P

µνdFµν ,
∗Fµν) = 0 where L(X,Y ) is the

Lagrangian of the nonlinear electrodynamics (NLED) theory. The Lagrangian density for the Euler-Heisenberg nonlinear
electrodynamics can be expressed in general as:

Pµν = 2
∂L
∂Fµν

= − [LXF
µν + LY

∗Fµν ] (5)

with the field equation ∇µP
µν = 0. For the Euler-Heisenberg theory, the dual Plebanski tensor Pµν is given by

Pµν = Fµν − 4α2

45m4
(4XFµν + 7Y ∗Fµν) . (6)

The invariants of the tensor Pµν can be expressed as

s = −1

4
PµνP

µν , t = −1

4
Pµν

∗Pµν .

Here, ∗Pµν = 1
2

√
−gϵµνσρPσρ. The structural function H can be expressed as H(s, t) = − 1

2P
µνFµν − L. For the Euler-

Heisenberg theory, the structural function H (up to terms of higher order in α) is given by H(s, t) = s− 2α2

45m4

(
4s2 + 7t2

)
.

The energy-momentum tensor of P is defined as Tµν = HsPµαPν
α + gµν (2sHs + tHt −H). It should be noted that the

Maxwell linear electrodynamics is recovered when Fµν = Pµν . Then the energy-momentum tensor, written in the P frame,
reads

Tµν =
1

4π

[(
1− 16α2

45m4
X

)
F β
µFνβ − 28α2

45m4
Y
(
F β∗
µ Fνβ + ∗F β

µFνβ

)
−gµν

(
X − 2α2

45m4

(
4X2 + 21Y 2

))]
. (7)

The energy-momentum tensor in terms of the dual variables reads

Tµν =
1

4π

[(
1− 16α2

45m4
s

)
Pµ

βPνβ +gµν

(
s− 2α2

45m4

(
12s2 + 7t2

))]
. (8)

The relationship between Fµν and Pµν is:

Fµν = HsPµν +Ht
∗Pµν = Pµν − 16α2

45m4

[
sPµν +

7

4
t∗Pµν

]
. (9)

Thus, assuming a Kerr-like spacetime with the Euler-Heisenberg nonlinear electrodynamics (NLED) as the source, the
resulting spacetime resembles a screened Kerr-Newman solution. In Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, the potential describing
the electromagnetic aspect of the EEH theory in terms of the dual Plebanski variables is determined by the ansatz

B = Bαdx
α = −Qa cos θ

Σ

(
dt−

(
r2 + a2

)
a

dϕ

)
, (10)

with the dual Plebanski 2-form

∗P = dB∗P =
2Q

Σ2
ar cos θdr ∧

(
dt− a sin2 θdϕ

)
+

Q

Σ2

(
r2 − a2 cos2 θ

)
sin θdθ ∧

[
adt−

(
r2 + a2

)
dϕ
]
, (11)

which satisfies the relations

∗Prϕ = a sin2 θ∗Ptr , a∗Pθϕ =
(
r2 + a2

)∗
Ptθ. (12)

The Plebaski 2-form reads

P =
Q

Σ2

(
r2 − a2 cos2 θ

)
dr ∧

(
dt− a sin2 θdϕ

)
+

Q

Σ2
ar sin 2θdθ ∧

[(
r2 + a2

)
dϕ− adt

]
. (13)
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The components are also related by Prϕ = a sin2 θPtr and aPθϕ =
(
r2 + a2

)
Ptθ. We obtain the invariants s̃ and t̃ as

s̃ =
Q2

2Σ2
− 4M2r2 cos2 θ

Σ4

t̃ =
2Qr cos θ

Σ4
M
(
r2 − a2 cos2 θ

)
. (14)

Therefore, the solution for A = Aνdx
ν can be derived as follows

A =

{
1− 10α

225π
D2

Q +
10α

225π
H2

Q +
60α

225π
H2

Q

H2
Q

D2
Q

}
× Qr

Σ

[
dt− a sin2 θdϕ

]
, (15)

and

D2
Q =

Q2

Σ2D2
c

, H2
Q =

M2 cos2 θ

Σ3D2
c

, (16)

with Dc = m2
ec

3/(eℏ) is the critical field. In the expression above, we utilized the relation 16α2/
(
45m4

e

)
= 20α/

(
225πD2

c

)
.

For α = 0, gives the usual electromagnetic potential for the KN black hole solution is recovered.
Furthermore, the energy-momentum tensor Tµν for the Euler-Heisenberg nonlinear electrodynamics (NLED) is given by

8πT rr = −∆Q2

Σ3

(
1− 16α2

45m4
e

s̃

)
− 16α2

45m4
e

∆

Σ

(
s̃2 +

7

4
t̃2
)
,

8πT θθ =
Q2

Σ3

(
1− 16α2

45m4
e

s̃

)
− 16α2

45m4
e

1

Σ

(
s̃2 +

7

4
t̃2
)
,

T tt = −
(
r2 + a2

)2
∆2

T rr + a2 sin2 θT θθ,

T tϕ = −
(
r2 + a2

)
a

∆2
T rr + aT θθ,

Tϕϕ = − a2

∆2
T rr +

1

sin2 θ
T θθ. (17)

Hence, we obtain the rotating spherically symmetric metric of EEH black hole spacetime [24, 25, 58]

ds2 = −

(
1− 2Mr − Q̃2

ρ2

)
dt2 +

ρ2

∆
dr2 −

(
2Mr − Q̃2

)
2a sin2 θ

ρ2
dtdϕ+ ρ2dθ2

+

r2 + a2 +

(
2Mr − Q̃2

)
a2 sin2 θ

ρ2

 sin2 θdϕ2, (18)

where

ρ2 = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, ∆ = r2 + a2 − 2Mr + Q̃2, (19)

which represents a screened KN-like black hole. The screened charge of the black hole is defined as

Q̃2 = Q2

{
1− 5α

225π

[
D2

Q − 4H2
Q

(
1− a2 cos2 θ

Σ

)
×
(
7− 12

a2 cos2 θ

Σ
+ 12

a4 cos4 θ

Σ2

)]}
. (20)

The main metric reads

ds2 = −
(
1− 2Mr −Q2

e +AQ4
e/20r

4

ρ2

)
dt2 +

ρ2

∆
dr2 −

4a
(
Mr − Q2

e

2 +AQ4
e/40r

4
)
sin2 θ

ρ2
dt dφ

+ ρ2 dθ2 +
Σsin2 θ

ρ2
dφ2, (21)
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where

ρ2 = r2 + a2 cos2 θ,

∆ = r2 + a2 − 2m(r)r,

Σ =
(
r2 + a2

)2 − a2∆sin2 θ, (22)

and

m(r) =M − Q2
e

2r
+A

Q4
e

40r5
. (23)

We have reduced the EEH rotating black hole solution to a Kerr-Newman-like black hole one. By setting a = 0, the static
screened Reissner-Nordstrom solution is recovered. In order to gain some physical insight into the energy-mass function, we
could allow to vary from point to point in the spacetime. In this framework, the solution behaves asymptotically as the
Kerr-Newman one.

III. NULL REGIONS

Recall that in the Kerr case, it is well-known that if the spin parameter is extremal (a =M), two horizons coincide at
r =M . It means that the minima of the curve by the function ∆(r) coincides r =M at ∆(r) = 0. If a = 0, we expect the
Schwarzschild case for the horizon where r = 2M . For the Reisnner-Nordstrom case, two horizons are also formed due to
the effect of the black hole charge Qe. Similar to the Kerr case, the critical value for the charge is Qe =M . Any charge
greater than M would produce an imaginary horizon and unphysical. In the Kerr-Newman (KN) case, it can be shown that

the critical value of charge for the horizons to be physical is Qe =
√
M2 − a2. It implies that as a tends to be large, Qe

should have a small value.
For the EEH black hole, we have the KN case with the addition of the screening parameter A. Thus, it is meaningful to

explore the effect A on the critical value of the black hole charge given a. We numerically show this in Fig. 1, where we
include the Kerr and the KN case for comparison (a = 0.90M). Interestingly, there are two different results as we consider
the different signs of A. When A becomes increasingly negative, the minima deviates farther from ∆(r) = 0, which implies
that one needs a value of Qe that is lower relative to the critical value in the KN case (Qe ∼ 0.436M). When A becomes
increasingly positive, the Cauchy horizon disappears, and only the event horizon remains. We observe that the radius of the
event horizon approaches the horizon of the non-rotating case as A continues to get large.

In the right panel of Fig. 1, we explored the effect of decreasing the value of Qe, which is noticeable for the Kerr and KN
cases. We observed in this case that the horizon shifts closer to a =M when A becomes less positive. However, it turns
out that A being negative needs a small amount of black hole charge Qe for the Cauchy and event horizon to manifest.
Indeed, the positive value of A has a vanishing effect on the Cauchy horizon, while the negative value of A has a vanishing
effect for both, unless the black hole charge is very small.

Next, we examined the ergosphere radii. For the KN case, the critical value of charge must be Qe =
√
M2 − a2 cos2(θ).

The numerical plot is shown in Fig. 2. At θ = π/2 (left panel), this is the same as the critical value for the horizon. As A
becomes increasingly negative, one needs a smaller value of Qe for the physical manifestation of the ergosphere to occur.
By contrast, we observe only one ergosphere radius occurring in this critical value of Qe, getting closer to r = 2M as A
becomes more positively large. In the right panel, we considered θ = π/4, and with Qe that is less than the critical value.
We observe that positive values of A have a negligible effect on the outer ergosphere and remove the inner ergosphere. In
contrast, negative values of A introduce a larger value of the inner ergoregion as compared to the Kerr and KN cases. It is
also interesting to note that for A = −1000, the ergosphere exists even if there is no inner and outer horizon present.

IV. NULL GEODESICS

In this section, we start with the analysis of photon geodesic by utilizing the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, which gives

∂S

∂λ
= −H, (24)

where S is the Jacobi action, λ is the proper time (or the affine parameter). In terms of the coordinate xµ, the Hamiltonian
in General Relativity is given by

H =
1

2
gµν

∂S(λ)

∂xµ
∂S

∂xν
, (25)



6

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
r/M

0.4

0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4
(r)

Kerr
Kerr-Newman
A = 10000
A = 1000
A = 1000
A = 10000

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
r/M

0.4

0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

(r)

Kerr
Kerr-Newman
A = 10000
A = 1000
A = 1000
A = 10000

FIG. 1. Behavior of the event horizon. Left panel: Qe ∼ 0.348M , which is the critical value of charge in the KN case. Right panel:
Qe ∼ 0.261M . In these plots, we assumed a = 0.9375M . The red dotted vertical line represents the horizon radius when a = 0 and
a = M .
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FIG. 2. Behavior of the ergo region. Left panel: θ = π/2, where Qe ∼ 0.348M . Right panel: θ = π/4, where Qe ∼ 0.261M . In these
plots, we assumed a = 0.90M . The red dotted vertical line represents the horizon radius when a = 0 and a = M .

so that

∂S

∂λ
= −1

2
gµν

∂S

∂xµ
∂S

∂xν
, (26)

as follows from Eq. (24) above. Let’s use the separability ansatz for the Jacobi function

S =
1

2
µ2λ− Et+ Lϕ+ Sr(r) + Sθ(θ), (27)

and with the particle mass µ, one can obtain the following first-order motion equations [59]

Σ
dt

dλ
=

Ξ(r2 + a2)P (r)

∆r
− ΞaP (θ)

∆θ
,

Σ
dr

dλ
=
√
R(r),

Σ
dθ

dλ
=
√
Θ(θ),
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Σ
dϕ

dλ
=

ΞaP (r)

∆r
− ΞP (θ)

∆θ sin
2 θ
, (28)

where

R(r) = P (r)2 −∆r(µ
2r2 +K),

P (r) = ΞE(r2 + a2)− ΞaL,

Θ(θ) = ∆θ(K − µ2a2 cos2 θ)− P (θ)2

sin2 θ
,

P (θ) = Ξ(aE sin2 θ − L). (29)

The consequence of a hidden symmetry in the θ-coordinate [59, 60] gives a constant of motion K = Ξ2(aE −L)2, found in
the third equation in Eq. (29) above
The geodesic of massless particles can be easily studied by setting µ = 0. In determining the unstable circular orbit of

photons, the condition below must be satisfied:

R(r) =
dR(r)

dr

∣∣∣
r=rps

= 0. (30)

The photon-sphere region is deeply related to the shadow cast by a black hole. A small perturbation on the orbit may cause
photons to escape from rps to infinity, and then reach the observer’s detectors. This is called backward ray tracing. For
photons, it is always useful to define two impact parameters:

ξ =
L

E
and η =

K

E2
. (31)

The former is the impact parameter associated to the ϕ coordinate, while the latter is to the θ coordinate, which is a
generalization to include latitudinal motion contribution of photons. Using the function R(r) in Eq. (29) and the condition
present in Eq. (30), the above quantities are given explicitly by

ξ =
∆′

r(r
2 + a2)− 4∆rr

a∆′
r

,

η =
−r4∆′2

r + 8r3∆r∆
′
r + 16r2∆r(a

2 −∆r)

a2∆′2
r

, (32)

which is a convenient expression due to the fact that it can describe any black hole model described by the function ∆r.
Depending on how complicated ∆r is, analytic or numerical values of rps can be sought off by solving r in η = 0. The
analytical solutions are well-known for both Schwarzschild and Kerr black holes (which have two values for rps). The plot is
shown in Fig. 3 for three cases: retrograde, prograde, and the orbit that defines zero angular momentum. For a given spin
parameter, we see in the inset plot on the left panel how different signs of the screening parameter cause deviation from
the KN case. Same can be concluded with the right panel, with the only difference that the negative screening parameter
produces only one outer orbit.

V. SHADOW CAST AND OBSERVABLES

As mentioned earlier, escaping photons define the shadow cast and it can be done by using the celestial coordinates of
the observer at (ro, θo). Such an observer is also known as the Zero Angular Momentum Observer (ZAMO). The general
definition of the celestial coordinates is [61]

α = −ro
ξ

ζ
√
gϕϕ

(
1 +

gtϕ
gϕϕ

ξ
) ,

β = ro
±
√

Θ(θo)

ζ
√
gθθ

(
1 +

gtϕ
gϕϕ

ξ
) , (33)

and the condition ro → ∞ leads to the simplified relations

α = −ξ csc θo,
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FIG. 3. Left panel: retrograde and prograde photons. Right panel: zero angular momentum orbit. Here, a = 0.9375M and
Qe = 0.246M
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β = ±
√
η + a2 cos2 θo − ξ2 cot2 θo. (34)

If the observer is at the equatorial plane θo = π/2, these expressions reduce to α = 0 and β = ±√
η. Furthermore, when

a = 0, we obtain the shadow cast as a perfect circle. The plot of β vs. α is shown in Fig. 4 for the black hole spin parameter
value of a = 0.9375M . We added the Kerr and the KN cases for comparison.

Due to the high spin that we considered, the D-shaped nature of the shadow cast manifests clearly for the Kerr case.
Relative to this, the D-shape is more pronounced for the KN case as we add the charge Qe. For the effect of the screening
parameter, a negative value amplifies the effect of the KN case, but the positive value tends to remove the D-shaped feature
as the parameter increases. We can also observe that the behavior of the photon-sphere under the effect of the screening
parameter is the same as the shadow cast. Finally, when the observer’s polar position changes, the shadow becomes more
oblate.

As the spin parameter a becomes more extremal, one can still obtain the shadow radius defined by Rsh. Its numerical
value can be calculated via [62, 63]

Rsh =
β2
t + (αt − αr)

2

2|αt − αr|
. (35)
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FIG. 5. Upper left panel: Angular radius using the mass of M87* and our actual distance. Upper right panel: Behavior of the distortion
parameter as A varies for different Qe. Lower panel: The energy emission rate as frequency σ varies for different Qe (Note that this is
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Using the above equation, we can define the shadow’s angular radius θsh:

θsh = 9.87098× 10−3RshM

D
, (36)

where M is the black hole’s mass in units of M⊙, and D is measured in parsec. We plot the numerical result in Fig. 5
at the upper left panel, which is consistent with Fig. 4. Other observables that can be derived from the shadow are the

distortion parameter δsh and the energy emission rate d2E
dωdt , which are defined as follows:

δsh =
dsh
Rsh

=
α̃l − αl

Rsh
, (37)

d2E

dωdt
= 2π2 Πilm

eω/T − 1
ω3. (38)

We can approximate the energy absorption cross-section as Πilm ∼ πR2
sh for an observer at ro → ∞. We plot these two

observables in Fig. 5 upper right panel and lower panel, where we can see how these observables behave due to the effect of
the black hole charge Qe and the screening parameter. As for the energy emission rate, as it is related to the black hole’s
lifetime, higher Qe makes the EEH black hole emit more energy. Also, we observe that peak frequency shifts to higher
values as Qe increases.
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VI. QNMS USING WKB APPROXIMATION

This section deals with the QNMs of both the rotating and static black holes by using WKB approximation methods.
QNMs, which characterize the damped oscillations of perturbations in the black hole spacetime, provide critical insights into
the stability and properties of these celestial objects. The WKB (Wentzel - Kramers -Brillouin) approximation method,
known for its effectiveness in semi-classical analyses, is employed to derive and analyze the frequencies and damping rates
of these oscillations. By applying this method, we aim to elucidate the differences and similarities in the QNM spectra of
rotating versus static black holes, thereby enhancing our understanding of their dynamic behaviours under perturbations.

A. The rotating case

In this subsection, we shall derive equations representing the frequencies of QNMs associated with this rotating black
hole using the WKB approximation. This requires determining both the real and imaginary components of ω with leading
and next-to-leading order accuracy. Our focus will be on obtaining an analytical approximation for the frequency spectrum
corresponding to this black hole solution. Although higher-order WKB methods are more reliable, in the case of rotating
black holes, due to the complexity of the method, we shall use the WKB method only up to the leading order corrections.

Before we delve into the specifics of our results pertaining to the angular and radial Teukolsky equations, it is essential to
revisit a fundamental aspect of the WKB expansion. This concept will be a recurring theme throughout our paper. For a
more comprehensive discussion of WKB methods, please refer to [64–70].

In the beginning, we consider a wave equation for the wave function ψ(x), given by:

ϵ2
d2ψ

dx2
+ U(x)ψ = 0. (39)

In the above equation, ϵ is a small positive number. For this equation, the solution can be expended in the following form:

ψ = e
S0
ϵ +S1+ϵS2+.... (40)

In the above expansion, the primary and secondary variables i.e., S0 and S1 can be expressed in the following form [70]:

S0 = ±i
∫ x√

U(x) dx, (41a)

S1 = −1

4
logU(x). (41b)

These formulas will serve as the foundation for our examination of the radial and angular Teukolsky equations in the
subsequent parts of our study.

Teukolsky demonstrated that the Kerr spacetime’s scalar, vector, and tensor perturbations all adhere to a unified master
equation for scalar variables with spin weight s̄. Furthermore, this master equation can be solved through a separation of
variables approach [71]. We will employ the variable u to represent our scalar field, and we shall decompose this scalar wave
as follows [70, 72, 73]:

u(t, r, θ, ϕ) = e−iωteimlϕur(r)uθ(θ). (42)

Subsequently, at the relevant order for l ≫ 1, the angular equation for uθ(θ) can be expressed as:

1

sin θ

d

dθ

[
sin θ

duθ
dθ

]
+

[
a2ω2 cos2 θ − m2

l

sin2 θ
+Alml

]
uθ = 0, (43)

where Alml
represents the angular eigenvalue of this equation. The equation governing the radial function ur(r) is given by:

d2ur
dr2∗

+
K2 −∆λ0lml

(r2 + a2)2
ur = 0, (44)

with the definitions of the parameters as follows:

K = −ω(r2 + a2) + aml, (45)
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λ0lml
= Alml

+ a2ω2 − 2amlω. (46)

It is worth noting that in our calculations, we have neglected higher-order terms based on the facts that ωR ∼ O(l),
ωI ∼ O(1), and ml ∼ O(l) in comparison to the terms we are considering. Therefore, the spin parameter associated with
the perturbation has no impact on the equations governing QNMs of the black hole spacetime. In the above equation
governing the behaviour of the radial function ur, the rate of variation is calculated with respect to the tortoise coordinate
r∗ which is defined as,

d

dr∗
≡ ∆

r2 + a2
d

dr

We can derive an expression for Alml
in terms of ω, l, and ml by analyzing the angular equation within the WKB

approximation. To begin, let us outline our approach to this calculation. Given that the frequency ω = ωR − iωI is complex,
the angular eigenvalue Alml

, which depends on ω, must also be complex [70, 73]. We express this as:

Alml
= AR

lm + iAI
lm, (47)

to distinguish between the real and imaginary components. By utilizing perturbation theory for eigenvalue equations, we find:

AI
lml

= −2a2ωRωI⟨cos2 θ⟩, (48)

where the expectation value is given by the following expression:

⟨cos2 θ⟩ =

∫
cos2 θ|uθ|2 sin θdθ∫

|uθ|2 sin θdθ

=

∫ θ+

θ−

cos2 θ√
a2ω2

R cos2 θ − m2
l

sin2 θ
+AR

lml

dθ

∫ θ+

θ−

1√
a2ω2

R cos2 θ − m2
l

sin2 θ
+AR

lml

dθ

. (49)

The Bohr-Sommerfeld condition for such a case from Ref. [70] can be given as∫ θ+

θ−

dθ

√
a2ω2

R cos2 θ − m2

sin2 θ
+AR

lm = (l + 1/2− |m|)π . (50)

By differentiating the Bohr-Sommerfeld condition (50) with respect to the variable z = aωR and considering the parameter
Alml

as a function of z, we can reformulate the expression as follows:

⟨cos2 θ⟩ = − 1

2z

∂AR
lml

(z)

∂z

∣∣∣∣∣
z=aωR

. (51)

We use this expression into the Eq. (48) to obtain the following relation

AI
lml

= aωI

[
∂AR

lml
(z)

∂z

]
z=aωR

. (52)

This Eq. (52) outlines a numerical method for determining Alml
= AR

lml
+ iAI

lml
for a rotating black hole. As expected,

the term is a complex quantity. The real part of it is associated with the oscillation frequency of ring-down GWs. An
approximation of this relation gives us,

Alml
≈ (l + 1/2)2 − a2ω2

2

[
1− m2

l

(l + 1/2)2

]
. (53)

After calculating the angular eigenvalues Alml
in terms of the oscillation frequency ω, we turn our focus to the radial

Teukolsky equation. As shown in Eq. (44), the radial equation is formulated as:

d2ur
dr2∗

+ V rur = 0, (54)
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where the potential associated with the above equation can be expressed as

V r(r, ω) =
[ω(r2 + a2)−mla]

2 −∆
[
Alml

(aω) + a2ω2 − 2mlaω
]

(r2 + a2)2
. (55)

Following Ref. [70], the leading-order WKB approximant for ur can be expressed as:

ur = b+e
i
∫ r∗

√
V r(r′∗)dr

′
∗ + b−e

−i
∫ r∗

√
V r(r′∗)dr

′
∗ . (56)

The outgoing mode r∗ → +∞ and the ongoing mode r∗ → −∞ demands that

ur = b+e
i
∫ r∗

√
V r(r′∗)dr

′
∗ (57)

for the region having r → +∞, and

ur = b−e
−i

∫ r∗
√

V r(r′∗)dr
′
∗ (58)

for the region having r∗ → −∞. In simpler terms, a solution to Eq. (54) will exhibit the specified asymptotic behavior if
V r ≈ 0 at a point r = r0, with V

r being positive on both sides of this point. This allows the WKB expansion (56) to be
applied in the regions flanking r = r0. However, the solution near r0 must be determined separately and matched with
the WKB approximation to constrain the frequency and thereby determine ω [70]. Iyer and Will performed an extensive
calculation of this procedure to high orders in the WKB approximation. The main difference between their calculation and
ours at lower orders is due to the more complex dependence of V r on ω in our case, especially because Alml

depends on ω
in a more intricate manner. As stated in Ref. [64], the conditions that need to be solved at the leading and next-to-leading
orders to determine ωR are:

V r(r0, ωR) =
∂V r

∂r

∣∣∣∣
(r0,ωR)

= 0. (59)

Further, it is possible to write these conditions as:

ΩR =
µa

r20 + a2
±
√
∆(r0)

r20 + a2
β(aΩR) , (60)

0 =
∂

∂r

[
ΩR(r

2 + a2)− µa√
∆(r)

]
r=r0

, (61)

where ΩR = (l + 1/2)ωR and β(aΩR) =
√

1
2aΩR (a (µ2 + 1)ΩR − 4µ) + 1. From (61) condition, one gets

ωR =
aml

(
AQ4

e + 10r50 (r0 −M)
)

(a2 (AQ4
e − 10r50 (M + r0)) + 2r20 (AQ

4
e − 5r40 (−3Mr0 + 2Q2

e + r20)))
(62)

The imaginary part ωI can be calculated in the leading order using the method described by Iyer and Will in their work [64].
This approach yields the result that:

ωI = −(n+ 1/2)

√
2
(

d2V r

dr2∗

)
r0,ωR(

∂V r

∂ω

)
r0,ωR

. (63)

This expression shows that the leading order imaginary part ωI depends on the overtone number n and is proportional to
the square root of the second derivative of the potential with respect to the tortoise coordinate. Although this relation
does not provide imaginary QNMs or damping rate of ring-down GWs up to the desired accuracy to compare with the
observational results, it is still possible to theoretically understand the behavior of the ring-down modes by using this
relation. In the case of rotating black holes, the higher-order corrections become too complex and hence we have limited our
investigation to the leading orders only. For our case, the above relation, under a suitable approximation of the angular
eigenvalues, gives

ωI = −
(2l + 1)3(2n+ 1)

(
20r40

(
a2 − 2Mr0 +Q2

e + r20
)
−AQ4

e

)√ 8ω2
R(a2(12l(l+1)−4m2

l +3)+12(2l+1)2r20)
(2l+1)4 − 4

4ωR (C1 + 20r40C2)− 8a(2l + 1)2ml (AQ4
e + 40Mr50 − 20Q2

er
4
0)

, (64)
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where

C1 = a2AQ4
e

(
(2l + 1)2 + 4m2

l

)
, (65)

C2 = a4
(
(2l + 1)2 − 4m2

l

)
+ 2a2Mr0

(
(2l + 1)2 + 4m2

l

)
− a2Q2

e[(2l + 1)2 + 4m2
l ] + a2r20

(
12l(l + 1)− 4m2

l + 3
)
+

+2(2l + 1)2r40. (66)

We have plotted the variation of QNMs for different values of multipole moments l in Fig. 6 using the above relations. In
Fig. 7, we have shown how the QNMs vary with respect to the charge of the black hole Qe. One may note that the real
QNMs increase non-linearly with the value of Qe. On the other hand, the damping rate of GWs decreases non-linearly with
an increase in Qe. With an increase in the parameter A, the oscillation frequency of ring-down GWs decreases, and the
damping rate increases, as shown in Fig. 8. Finally, from Fig. 9, it is clear that for a rotating black hole, the oscillation
frequency of ring-down GWs increases, and the damping rate decreases. The variation of damping rate or decay rate of
ring-down GWs, as seen from the figure, is non-linear with respect to the parameter a. However, if we compare it with the
Fig. 7, the charge parameter Qe has a more significant impact on the damping rate than that of the parameter a.
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B. Static case

In this part, we have calculated the QNMs of the black hole using a = 0 i.e., static case. In this scenario, the scalar
potential associated with the black hole becomes:

Vs(r) =

(
1− 2M

r
+
Q2

e

r2
− AQ4

e

20r6

)(
3AQ4

e

10r8
+

2M

r3
− 2Q2

e

r4
+
l(l + 1)

r2

)
. (67)

We have shown the variation of the potential in Fig. 10 for different values of multipole moment l, the model parameter A,
and charge Qe. With an increase in the value of A, the peak value of the potential decreases and shifts towards higher
values of r. On the other hand, with an increase in the charge parameter Qe, the peak value of the potential increases and
shifts slightly towards higher values of r. Since the potential behaviour depends significantly on the model parameters, it
suggests that the model parameters may have noticeable impacts on the QNMs spectrum of the black hole. Moreover, the
WKB method deals with the maximum potential and from this perspective, it seems that the model parameters A and Q
might have opposite impacts on the ring-down GWs.

For the static black hole case, we have used the 6th order Padé averaged WKB method to calculate the QNMs using the
following expression [66, 67]:

ω =

√√√√− i

[
(n+ 1/2) +

6∑
k=2

Λ̄k

]√
−2V ′′

0 + V0, (68)
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In this framework, the variable n in Eq. (68) signifies overtone numbers and can take integer values like 0, 1, 2 etc. The
value of V0 is obtained by evaluating the potential function Vs at the location rmax, where the potential is at its maximum.
At this point, the first derivative of Vs with respect to r is zero, while the second derivative of Vs with respect to r, also
evaluated at rmax, is denoted as V ′′

0 [66, 67, 69, 74].
To improve the accuracy of the calculations, additional correction terms, denoted as Λ̄k, were included. These terms are
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FIG. 12. Variation of real and imaginary QNMs for static black hole using n = 0, M = 1, l = 4 and Qe = 0.9.

explicitly defined in works [64, 69, 74, 75] and account for higher-order effects. These corrections are crucial for accurately
predicting the oscillation frequencies of GWs in different astrophysical contexts.

The use of the Padé averaging procedure, combined with these correction terms, significantly enhances the precision
of the calculations. The sixth-order WKB method, with these added corrections, is an excellent tool for studying various
astrophysical phenomena, including black hole mergers, neutron star oscillations, and cosmic string vibrations. However, due
to the complexity of the higher-order numerical WKB method for the case of rotating black holes, we considered only the
leading order corrections in the previous subsection. But, as in the case of a static black hole, the situation is comparatively
simpler, one can utilise higher-order corrected WKB methods to obtain more precise values of QNMs for the black hole.

We have shown the variation of the QNMs with respect to the model parameter Qe in Fig. 11. The charge parameter Qe

non-linearly impacts the QNM spectrum. The GW frequency increases non-linearly with an increase in the value of Qe

initially, but from around 0.85, GW frequency starts to decrease. In the case of the imaginary part, we observe that the
damping rate of GW increases with an increase in the value of the black hole charge parameter Qe. One may note that the
variation of QNMs is noticeably different from the rotating case.

Finally, in Fig. 12, we have shown the variation of the QNMs with respect to the model parameter A. One can see that
the model parameter A has a non-linear effect on the frequencies of ring-down GWs. With an increase in the value of A,
the oscillation frequency decreases non-linearly. The damping rate of ring-down GWs increases drastically with an increase
in the value of A initially. But beyond the value of A around 5000, we observe a slight decrease in the damping rate with an
increase in the value of the model parameter.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have investigated the properties of black holes when the effects of the screening (described by the
parameter A) are taken into account. The latter is interpreted as a dielectric constant in vacuum arising from the one-loop
of non-perturbatively quantizing the Euler-Heisenberg nonlinear electrodynamics theory. To this end, we examined its effect
on the null regions, such as the horizon and ergosphere, photon-sphere, shadow radius, and observables. Interestingly, the
analysis has shown considerable deviation from the Kerr and KN counterparts. The shadow cast reveals that the orbit
affected by the screening parameter is the prograde orbit, suggesting that this parameter dominates near the black hole,
where the gravitational field is strong.

We also investigated the QNMs for the rotating and static black hole scenarios as another means to probe the photon
sphere. We found that for the rotating black hole, the variation of ring-down GWs with respect to the parameter Qe is
almost similar, with a slight variation. However, in the case of damping rate, we observe a non-linear decline with an increase
in the parameter Qe for the rotating black hole, and in the case of the static black hole with a = 0, we observe an opposite
scenario. The other model parameter A also has noticeable impacts on the QNMs of the black hole. In both rotating
and non-rotating scenarios, we observe a decline in the oscillation frequency and an increase in the damping rate with an
increase in the values of A. However, the variations in the static case differ slightly. Interestingly, our result still confirms
the correspondence between the real part of QNMs and the photon-sphere that is deeply related to the shadow radius Rsh

(See. Ref. [76]).
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