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Abstract

The Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) has produced images of M87* and Sagittarius A*, and will soon produce time
sequences of images, or movies. In anticipation of this, we describe a technique to measure the rotation rate, or
pattern speed Ωp, from movies using an autocorrelation technique. We validate the technique on Gaussian random
field models with a known rotation rate and apply it to a library of synthetic images of Sgr A* based on general
relativistic magnetohydrodynamics simulations. We predict that EHT movies will have Ωp≈ 1° per GMc−3, which
is of order 15% of the Keplerian orbital frequency in the emitting region. We can plausibly attribute the slow
rotation seen in our models to the pattern speed of inward-propagating spiral shocks. We also find that Ωp depends
strongly on inclination. Application of this technique will enable us to compare future EHT movies with the
clockwise rotation of Sgr A* seen in near-infrared flares by GRAVITY. Pattern speed analysis of future EHT
observations of M87* and Sgr A* may also provide novel constraints on black hole inclination and spin, as well as
an independent measurement of black hole mass.

Unified Astronomy Thesaurus concepts: Black holes (162); Magnetohydrodynamical simulations (1966)

Supporting material: animation, machine-readable table

1. Introduction

The Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) has imaged the black
hole Sagittarius A* (Sgr A*) at the heart of our own galaxy
(Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration et al. 2022a) and the
black hole M87* at the center of M87 (Event Horizon
Telescope Collaboration et al. 2019a) at event-horizon-scale
resolution. These images were made by combining data from
an array of radio telescopes using a technique called very long
baseline interferometry (VLBI). For M87*, key science results
include a mass measurement that is consistent with estimates
based on stellar kinematics (Gebhardt et al. 2011). For Sgr A*,
key results include a mass measurement that is consistent with
earlier, more-precise measurements based on individual stellar
orbits (Schödel et al. 2002; Ghez et al. 2003, 2008; Do et al.
2019; GRAVITY Collaboration et al. 2019, 2020a).

Interpretations of EHT data have relied heavily on time-
dependent general relativistic magnetohydrodynamics (GRMHD)
models, which are remarkably consistent with the data (Event
Horizon Telescope Collaboration et al. 2019b, 2021, 2022b;
Wong et al. 2022). In M87*, GRMHD models predicted (Event
Horizon Telescope Collaboration et al. 2019b) that the angle
between the brightness maximum on the ring and the large-scale
jet in M87* observed in 2017, ∼150°, was an outlier, and that an

angle closer to ∼90° would be more frequently observed. This is
consistent with data from other epochs (Wielgus et al. 2020). In
Sgr A*, however, GRMHD models predict a source-integrated
variability that is a factor of two larger than observed (Event
Horizon Telescope Collaboration et al. 2022b; Wielgus et al.
2022a), focusing interest on the origins of variability in GRMHD
models.
Variability is likely to become a focal point for EHT science.

The EHT is developing the ability to revisit sources regularly,
enabling movies of M87*, while also expanding its baseline
coverage, enabling movies of Sgr A* (Doeleman et al. 2019;
Johnson et al. 2019). What might movies reveal about both of
the resolved EHT sources?
The hot spot model is a common starting point for

understanding nonaxisymmetric variability. In the simplest
version of this model, a hot spot moves freely on a circular
orbit in the equatorial plane of the black hole (e.g., Broderick &
Loeb 2006; Emami et al. 2023; Wielgus et al. 2022b).
Assuming emission arises near x≡ Rc2/(GM)∼ 4, as it does
in GRMHD-based models (see, e.g., Figure 4 of Event Horizon
Telescope Collaboration et al. 2019b), then we expect the hot
spot to orbit at the circular geodesic, or Keplerian, frequency

*GM c x aK
3 1 3 2 1( ) ( )W = +- - - . For a face-on black hole with

spin a*≡ Jc/GM2= 0, ΩK≈ 7(x/4)−3/2 degrees per GMc−3.
This frequency is an important point of comparison for
variability in EHT movies.
GRMHD models do not show freely orbiting hot spots.

Instead, they tend to show transient spiral features. Figure 1
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shows a time-averaged image from a GRMHD model in the left
panel next to a typical snapshot from the same model in the
center panel. Evidently the nonaxisymmetric, time-dependent
emission is concentrated in spiral features. The underlying
plasma is subject to pressure gradient forces and magnetic
forces, so the plasma need not move on geodesics. Strongly
magnetized models (called magnetically arrested disks, or
“MADs”) tend to show rotation that is sub-Keplerian, while
weakly magnetized models (called standard and normal
evolution, or “SANEs”) are closer to Keplerian. Radial
velocities are typically close to the sound speed, particularly
in models where the emission peaks inside the innermost stable
circular orbit, in the so-called plunging region. The plasma
motion is not well described by circular orbits.

The motion of the spiral features seen in Figure 1 may be
detectable in EHT movies. In this paper, we define and evaluate
the pattern speed Ωp, which is a measure of rotation in EHT
movies. Our analysis is based on synthetic GRMHD data from
the Illinois Sgr A* model library, which was run using
KHARMA, an ideal nonradiative GRMHD code12 and imaged
with ipole (Mościbrodzka & Gammie 2018). The model
library movies have an angular resolution of 0.5 μas and a time
resolution of 5GMc−3 between images. Each model comprises
3× 103 images evenly spaced between time 1.5× 104 to time
3× 104GMc−3 after their initialization with a magnetized
torus. In Sgr A*, where GMc−3; 20 s, the time between frames
is 100 s and the total movie duration is ;83 hr. For M87*,
where GMc−3; 9 hr, the time between frames is ;2 days and
the total movie duration is ;15 yr. A more detailed description
of how the library was made is provided in Event Horizon
Telescope Collaboration et al. (2022b) and Wong et al. (2022).
This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 defines Ωp and

introduces a methodology for measuring it in idealized
synthetic image data. Section 3 applies this method to the
Sgr A* model library and discusses the results. Section 4
provides a summary and describes next steps.

2. Measuring Pattern Speed

The hot spot model discussed in Section 1 illustrates the
difficulties in defining and measuring rotation in EHT movies.
A single, equatorial, freely orbiting hot spot traces a
complicated trajectory on the plane of the sky. Lensing can
produce multiple images. Lensing has a particularly strong
effect when the hot spot is seen edge on in the equatorial plane;
then the brightest images trace a trajectory both above and
below the black hole shadow.13 Relativistic foreshortening and
lensing make the apparent motion nonuniform; at modest
inclination, the hot spot appears to move more quickly as it
approaches the observer and more slowly as it recedes. Clearly
there is a lot of potential information in EHT movies.
In this paper, we set aside this complexity and ask the most

basic questions about the motion of brightness fluctuations on
the ring. First, is it possible to determine if the fluctuations
circulate clockwise or counterclockwise on the sky? Second, is
it possible to measure a characteristic rotation frequency, or
pattern speed, Ωp?
We begin by reducing the movie data to a manageable form.

In each synthetic image, we sample the surface brightness Tb
on a circle defined by

*x a i27 sin PA 2 sin , 1( )= - +

y 27 cos PA, 2( )=

where the position angle (PA) parameterizes the location on the
circle, i is the inclination angle between our line of sight and
the angular momentum of the disk, and a*≡ Jc/GM2 is the
dimensionless black hole spin. We use Bardeen’s coordinates
for x and y expressed in units of GM/(c2D) for a distance D to
the source. This circle coincides with the critical curve (or
shadow boundary) to first order in a* (Gralla &
Lupsasca 2020).
The synthetic images are smoothed using a Gaussian kernel

with FWHM = 20 μas, the nominal EHT resolution. Since
there are ∼3 resolution elements across Sgr A*ʼs ring, the
brightness distribution sampled on the ring is insensitive to the

Figure 1. Example time-averaged 230 GHz image (left) from a fiducial Sgr A* model (MAD, a* = 0.5, i = 30°, Rhigh = 160), a snapshot 230 GHz image (center), and
a plot of pressure averaged around the black hole’s equatorial plane from the same time slice as the snapshot (right). In the right panel the region inside r = 2 GMc−2 is
grayed out as it contributes relatively little emission. Notice that the nonaxisymmetric, time-variable structures form trailing spirals that are visible in both the snapshot
and GRMHD pressure field. The field of view in the left and center panels is 20GM/(c2D), and the extent of the right panel is 20 GMc−2.

12 KHARMA (B. Prather et al. 2023, in preparation) is a GPU-enabled version
of HARM (Gammie et al. 2003). It is publicly available at https://github.com/
AFD-Illinois/kharma

13 The shadow is defined as the region interior to the critical curve, where
photon trajectories can be traced back to the event horizon.
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precise radius and centering of the circle. Figure 2 shows the
ring superposed over an example synthetic image.

Evaluating the surface brightness at each point on the ring
over the entire duration of the movie yields Tb= Tb(PA, t),
which we will call a cylinder plot. This cylinder plot is periodic
in PA. The left panel of Figure 3 shows a cylinder plot for a
fiducial model. Although we sample along a thin ring, blurring
to the EHT’s nominal resolution causes near-ring bright
features to appear on the ring, giving the ring an effective
thickness.

The cylinder plot shows characteristic diagonal bands. These
thin bands appear near-vertical simply due to the aspect ratio.
Each band corresponds to the movement of a bright feature
around the ring. The features’ orientation implies a net rotation
toward positive PA (counterclockwise on the sky). The average
slope of these features is the pattern speed Ωp, which we will
measure using an autocorrelation analysis of the cylinder plot.

2.1. Normalization

The cylinder plot in Figure 3 is (1) brightest at PA≈ 90°,
which corresponds to the approaching side of the accretion
flow, and (2) exhibits fluctuations in source brightness over

time, with a large dip in brightness near t; 17,500 GMc−3. An
autocorrelation of the raw cylinder plot will be dominated by a
few brightest features and will thus throw away information in
low surface brightness features.
The bright feature in the cylinder plot near PA= 90° is

partially explained by Doppler boosting.14 This brightness peak
would appear even if the emission were axisymmetric. Both the
time-averaged and fluctuating emission are amplified there. The
asymmetry dominates the autocorrelation of the cylinder plot,
downweighting information from low surface brightness PAs
and reducing the accuracy of Ωp measurements. Assuming the
signal-to-noise ratio is high, we would like to use the
information available from fluctuations at all PAs.
The source brightness variations likewise amplify both the

mean brightness and nonaxisymmetric fluctuations. Assuming
that the signal-to-noise ratio is high, we would like to treat each
snapshot on an equal footing.
In order to weight snapshots and PAs with different total

fluxes more equally, we construct the cylinder plot using
Tlog b( ). We then normalize by performing a mean subtraction

Figure 2. An unblurred (left) and blurred (right) synthetic image. The blue ring shows the sampling circle from Equation (1). The image is drawn from the fiducial Sgr
A* model (MAD, a* = 0.5, i = 30°, Rhigh = 160).

Figure 3. Cylinder plot (left) and normalized cylinder plot (right) for the fiducial Sgr A* model (MAD, a* = 0.5, i = 30°, Rhigh = 160).

14 Flow geometry and lensing also contribute to ring asymmetry.
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along each time slice and each PA slice. The resulting cylinder
plot has a mean of 0 along each column and row. This
normalization procedure is independent of the order in which
the mean subtraction is applied. The mean-subtracted logarith-
mic cylinder plot produces more accurate pattern speed
measurements compared to a mean-subtracted linear plot (see
Section 2.3 for accuracy tests). The right panel of Figure 3
shows the normalized cylinder plot, denoted T tPA,b̃ ( ).

2.2. From Autocorrelation to Pattern Speed

Once the cylinder plot is normalized, we autocorrelate
T tPA,b̃ ( ). Setting PA PA PA¢ = + D and t t t¢ = + D , the
dimensionless autocorrelation function ξ is

t T t T t, PA
1

PA, PA , , 3b b2
( ) ˜ ( ) ˜ ( ) ( )x

s
D D º á ¢ ¢ ñ

T
1

, 4b2
1 2(∣ ( ˜ )∣ ) ( )

s
= - 

where 〈〉 denotes an average, σ2 is the variance of Tb̃, and  is
the Fourier transform. Notice that Tb̃ is periodic in PA but not in
t. We do not apply an explicit window function in time. The
discontinuity that results from joining the beginning and ending
of the time series with periodic boundary conditions at each PA
produces power at high temporal frequencies that does not
affect our analysis.

Figure 4 shows the autocorrelation function for our fiducial
model. Only the central part of the correlation function is
shown. The tilt of the correlation function suggests a pattern
speed Ωp∼ 1° per GMc−3.

The pattern speed Ωp can be measured using second
moments of ξ. In this subsection, for clarity, we use f≡ΔPA
and τ≡Δt for the arguments of ξ. The relevant second

moments are then

M d d , 52 ( )ò t x f tºtt

M d d . 6( )ò f t x f tºft

The domain of integration will be specified below.
We define Ωp by applying a shear transformation to the

correlation function, and the integration region, until the off-
diagonal moment vanishes. That is, we define pf f t¢ = - W ,
and adjust Ωp so that M 0=f t¢ . Then,

M d d, , 7( ) ( )ò f t x t f f t=ft

d d, , 8p( ) ( ) ( )ò f t t x t f f t= ¢ + W ¢ ¢

M d d, , 9p
2 ( ) ( )ò t x t f f t= + W ¢ ¢f t¢

M . 10p ( )= W tt

The second equality follows from the definition of f¢ (the
Jacobian of the shear transformation is 1; notice that the
domain of integration must be transformed as well). The third
equality follows from the definition of the moments. The final
equality follows if Ωp is defined so that M 0=f t¢ . Thus,

M

M
, 11p ( )W = ft

tt

which is evidently dimensionally correct.
The domain of integration should be set to maximize

accuracy of the estimate of Ωp. A limited number of
independent frames is used to estimate ξ, which introduces
noise in ξ. The relative uncertainty in ξ increases away from the
origin, and outside a few correlation lengths ξ is completely
dominated by noise. If the domain of integration is too large,
then the moments are dominated by noise. Near the origin,
however, pixelation of ξ also introduces errors. If the domain of
integration is too small, then accuracy is lost. With these
considerations in mind, we choose to integrate over a region
with ξ> ξcrit. We set ξcrit= 0.8 to maximize measurement
accuracy in our test problems (see Section 2.3) and minimize
outliers in a survey of Ωp over the GRMHD model library.
To summarize, Ωp is estimated using the following

procedure. Beginning with a high angular resolution synthetic
movie: (1) smooth each frame to the nominal EHT resolution
using a Gaussian kernel with FWHM = 20 μas; (2) sample the
ring specified by Equation (1) in these frames to obtain the
cylinder plot Tb(PA, t); (3) take the log and mean subtract the
cylinder plot to obtain T tPA,b̃ ( ) (see Section 2.1); (4) calculate
the correlation function ξ; (5) evaluate the moments of ξ at
ξ> ξcrit; and (6) calculate Ωp using Equation (11).15

2.3. Verification

As a first test of the procedure, we created three movies
containing a superposition of transient hot spots moving with
constant angular frequency of either Ωhs= 1.23, 2.72, or 3.14°
per GMc−3 near the photon ring radius. The procedure recovers
Ωp=Ωhs to within 4.3%.

Figure 4. Autocorrelation function for the fiducial Sgr A* model. The
correlation function is tilted in the (Δt, ΔPA) configuration space, and the
slope is shown as a green dashed line, corresponding to the pattern speed Ωp. A
positive Ωp implies that at Δt > 0, the fluctuations in surface brightness
sampled on the ring are shifted toward positive PA. Notice that the measured
slope is drawn through the peaks of the autocorrelation at each Δt in the region
close to (Δt, ΔPA) = (0, 0).

15 A copy of the script used to run this procedure is available here: https://doi.
org/10.5281/zenodo.7809121 (Conroy et al. 2023).
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As a second test of the procedure, we produce mock cylinder
plots with a known pattern speed using sheared Gaussian random
fields f. We begin with an unsheared random field fu(PA, t) with a
Matern power spectrum P m m m, 1u o o

2 2 5 2( ) ( ( ) ( ) )w wtµ + + - .
Here m is the angular Fourier coordinate, ω is the temporal
Fourier coordinate, and mo and τo are constants. The power
spectrum is sheared by setting Ps= Pu(m, ω+mΩs). Then a
realization of the sheared field is generated in the Fourier domain
from Ps and transformed back to a realization in coordinate space
f (PA, t), which is our mock cylinder plot. Calculating Ωp for 500
realizations of f with different shear ratesΩs, we are able to assess
the accuracy of our measurement and the effects of pixelation.
For mock cylinder plot parameters that are similar to those in the
model library, we recover Ωp=Ωs with a root mean squared
error of 2.8%.

3. Pattern Speeds in the Sgr A* Model Library

The Illinois component of the Sgr A* model library has four
parameters: the magnetic flux (MAD or SANE), the inclination
angle i, black hole spin a*, and the electron temperature
parameter Rhigh. In our convention, i is the angle between the
line of sight and the accretion flow orbital angular momentum
vector. Models with a* > 0 have prograde accretion flows, and
models with a* < 0 have counterrotating, or retrograde,
accretion flows. All models are assumed to have spin parallel
or antiparallel to the accretion flow angular momentum; they
are untilted. The electron temperature is set using the Rhigh

model, in which the ratio of the ion-to-electron temperature
varies smoothly from 1 where β= 1 to Rhigh where β? 1. For
more details on this prescription, see Wong et al. (2022),
Equation (22). We have measured Ωp across the entire model
library. Table 2 in the Appendix lists Ωp for all models.

3.1. Sub-Keplerian Pattern Speeds

Our first main finding is that Ωp is small compared to what
one would expect in a Keplerian hot spot model. The largest
value measured in the entire library is 2.60° per GMc−3, and a

more typical value is 1° per GMc−3 (see Table 1). Thus
Ωp;ΩK(r= 4GMc−2)/7. This is small compared to what one
would expect for hot spots orbiting freely close to the radius of
peak emission.
The plasma is not orbiting freely, however, and instead

exhibits pressure-driven and magnetic field-driven velocity
fluctuations. In MAD models, the azimuthal fluid velocity is
strongly sub-Keplerian. Could this explain the low pattern
speeds? Figure 5 shows the orbital frequency of the underlying
plasma 〈uf〉/〈u t〉, as seen by a distant observer in spherical
Kerr–Schild coordinates. The figure shows the time- and
longitude-averaged mean for both MADs and SANEs with a
band indicating one standard deviation around the mean. The
measured pattern speeds, which are shown as dashed lines
spanning the principal emission region, are well below the fluid
velocity. In SANE models, the azimuthal fluid velocity is
indistinguishable from Keplerian. Apparently sub-Keplerian
azimuthal fluid velocities do not provide a consistent explana-
tion for the low pattern speeds.
The pattern speed seen in movies is, however, similar to the

pattern speed measured in gas pressure (pg) fluctuations. We
measured pg(r= 3GMc−2, θ= π/2, f, 1.5× 104< tc3/

Figure 5. Mean orbital frequency of the underlying fluid averaged over time and azimuth, for SANEs (left) and MADs (right), shown as solid lines. The bands around
each orbital frequency designate 1 standard deviation. The SANE orbital frequencies are very nearly the Keplerian (circular orbit) value and have too small a standard
deviation band to be seen. The best-fit pattern speeds (for i = 0°, averaged across Rhigh, measured at the critical curve angular radius) from Equations (12) and (13) are
shown as dashed lines over the primary emitting region. Color shows spin. The pattern speed is slower than the azimuthal frequency of the fluid and the Keplerian
frequency.

Table 1
Typical Pattern Speeds from the Sgr A* Library

MAD/SANE i p∣ ∣W (°/GMc−3) STD (°/GMc−3)

All All 0.72 0.47
All Face on 1.13 0.43
MAD All 0.76 0.32
MAD Face on 1.04 0.16
SANE All 0.68 0.57
SANE Face on 1.22 0.58

Note.Mean values of |Ωp| and their standard deviations, averaged over varying
magnetic flux types (MAD, SANE, or both) and inclinations (i ä {10°, 170°}
for face-on models, or i ä {10°, 30°, 50°...170°} for all models). Inclination
dominates the standard deviation when averaging over all inclinations; spin
dominates the standard deviation for face on only. SANEs have a larger
standard deviation than MADs.
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(GM)< 3× 104) to make a cylinder plot of gas pressure in the
fiducial model. Figure 6 shows the raw cylinder plot and, after
normalization, the correlation function. The pattern speed for
the gas pressure fluctuations is Ωp= 1.1° per GMc−3, while the
pattern speed for the synthetic images is Ωp= 1.1° per GMc−3.
We find similar results in other models. It seems the sub-
Keplerian pattern speeds are not an artifact of the low angular
resolution in the images, radiative transfer, or lensing: they
result from sub-Keplerian pattern speeds in the accretion flow
itself.

The online animated Figure 7 shows the evolution of the
image at both the full resolution of our synthetic images and at
the nominal EHT resolution. The clock hand in the animation
moves at the pattern speed Ωp for this model, measured on the
ring in the blurred images. The full resolution animation shows
that the pattern speed is tracking narrow, trailing spiral features.

The spiral features, like nearly all emission in MAD models,
arise close to the midplane (see Figure 4 of Event Horizon
Telescope Collaboration et al. 2019b).
The pattern speed associated with brightness fluctuations in

the images and gas pressure fluctuations in the GRMHD
models is slow compared to both the Keplerian speed and the
azimuthal speed of the plasma. It must therefore be measuring a
wave speed in the plasma. Since we see emission from only a
narrow band in radius in these images (see the images in
Figure 7 and the emission map in Figure 4 of Event Horizon
Telescope Collaboration et al. 2019b), we must be seeing the
azimuthal phase speed of the wave.
The underlying wave field is a combination of linear and

nonlinear (shock) excitations. For simplicity, let us adopt a linear,
hydrodynamic model, with a wave ikr im i texp( )f wµ + - . In
the tight winding (WKB) approximation, assuming that the disk is

Figure 6. An unnormalized cylinder plot for the gas pressure at the midplane at r = 3 GMc−2 (left) in our fiducial GRMHD simulation (MAD, a* = 0.5), and its
autocorrelation function ξ (right), where the blue line shows Ωp = 1.5° per GMc−3. This pattern speed is measured from the region with ξ > 0.3, which is inside the
black contour. The vertical coordinate f is the longitude in spherical Kerr–Schild coordinates.

Figure 7. Four frames from an animation of the unblurred (top) and blurred (bottom) Sgr A*
fiducial model, with a clock arm rotating at the measured pattern speed at

the critical curve angular radius. The example frames are separated at a cadence of 10 GMc−3. In the online animation, we show an unblurred (left) and blurred (right)
movie of the Sgr A*

fiducial model from 15,000 to 20,000 GMc−3. By eye, we can see spiral shocks moving around the ring at the mean measured pattern speed, with
some variation about the mean. The Keplerian velocity is over 5× the pattern speed, which is clearly too fast to fit the mean angular phase velocity of these spiral
shocks. The real-time duration of the animation is 100 s.

(An animation of this figure is available.)
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circular and Newtonian with orbital frequency Ω, the well-known
dispersion relation is m c ks

2 2 2 2( )w - W = W + . Here cs is the
sound speed. The azimuthal component of the phase velocity is
then m c k ms

2 2 2 1 2( )w = W  W + . The phase velocity can
thus be made small for the negative root and an appropriate choice
of k and m. If the wave is trailing, as seen in the simulations, then
the low phase velocity waves are ingoing. A nonlinear version of
this argument is presented in Spruit (1987), which demonstrates
the existence of stationary (zero pattern speed!) shocks in
Keplerian disks.

Ingoing waves are plausibly excited by turbulence at larger
radii. The pattern speed would correspond to the orbital
frequency of the underlying plasma at the excitation radius (i.e.
the corotation radius, where each dashed line of Figure 5 would
intersect with the corresponding solid line). For a* = 0, the
corotation radius ∼72/3× 4GMc−2; 15GMc−2, well outside
the region currently visible to the EHT. This suggests that disk
fluctuations at radii outside the main emission region are
important for determining variability.

3.2. Parameter Dependence

Our second main finding is that Ωp changes sign from i< 90° to
i> 90° (recall that i is the angle between the line of sight and the
accretion flow orbital angular momentum vector), so that the sign
of Ωp signals the sense of rotation projected onto the sky. This
stands in contrast to the time-averaged ring asymmetry, which
follows the sign of a* (Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration
et al. 2019b). It is therefore possible to distinguish between
prograde and retrograde accretion in M87* by measuring both the
ring asymmetry and Ωp (see Ricarte et al. 2022 for another
technique for distinguishing retrograde accretion). This assumes
the Sgr A* models considered here and M87* models have similar
Ωp in degrees per GMc−3, which is what we find in a sparse
sampling of the M87* model library. Since the observed
asymmetry shows that the spin vector in M87* is pointed away
from Earth (Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration et al. 2019b),
Ωp< 0 would imply prograde accretion and Ωp> 0 retrograde
accretion.

Our third main set of findings concerns the dependence of Ωp

on the model parameters. Fitting to Table 2 (in the Appendix),
we find

*a R i1.5 0.4 0.2 ln cos , SANE, 12p high( ) ( )W » + -

*a i1.2 0.2 cos , MAD, 13p ( ) ( )W » +

in units of degrees per GMc−3. The SANE fits have a root mean
squared error of 0.31° per GMc−3, while the MAD fits have a
root mean squared error of 0.14° per GMc−3. Systematic errors
are discussed in Section 3.5. The worst-fitting models are
generally SANE with a* > 0 and low Rhigh. These models tend
to have larger Ωp than otherwise expected. In Figure 8, we
show the measured pattern speeds and the fits from
Equations (13) and (12). The maximum SANE error is 1.15°
per GMc−3 larger than predicted, while the maximum MAD
error is 0.42° per GMc−3 larger.
The fits in Equations (12) and (13) are consistent with the

relatively slow rotation rate noted above (∼1° per GMc−3) and
with the sign of Ωp following the inclination ( icos depend-
ence). Notice that for particles moving on a ring with angular
frequency Ω, in flat space, the time-averaged apparent rotation
rate would be isgn cos( )W .
The strongest dependences are on the inclination and mass

(the mass dependence is in the units of Equations (12) and
(13)). In Sgr A*, the mass is known accurately from
independent measurements (Schödel et al. 2002; Ghez et al.
2003, 2008; Do et al. 2019; GRAVITY Collaboration et al.
2019, 2020a; Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration et al.
2022c). A measurement of Ωp would thus constrain the
inclination. In M87*, if we assume that inclination is
determined by the large-scale jet, then icos 1∣ ∣  , so a
measurement of Ωp would provide a distance-independent
constraint on the mass.
The spin dependence of Ωp is weak but nonzero. It would

seem to require accurate model predictions, lengthy observed
movies, and careful interpretation of sparse interferometric data
to use this dependence to constrain the spin.
We can estimate the uncertainty of these inclination, mass,

and spin constraints using a probability distribution for Ωp at
each set of parameter values obtained from kernel density
estimation. This incorporates the uncertainties in measuring Ωp

in movies of duration comparable to the expected observations
(see Sections 2.3, 3.4, and 3.6). A single Ωp measurement could
constrain the inclination with a standard deviation of ∼20°,
with slightly smaller errors when the source is edge on and
slightly larger errors when the source is face on. For M87*, if
we assume the angle of the large-scale jet aligns with the
inclination of the accretion flow, then an Ωp measurement
would provide a distance-independent mass constraint with a
1σ error of ∼33%.

Figure 8. Measured pattern speed Ωp from the model library plotted against icos for MAD (left) and SANE (right) models. The lines show a linear fit neglecting any
dependence on spin and Rhigh. Notice the line underestimates Ωp in MAD models of i = {70°, 110°}.
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The spin is unconstrained by a single Ωp measurement.
Instead, the sign of Ωp will determine whether i> 90° or
i< 90°. From there, the location of the peak brightness
temperature will reveal whether the accretion is prograde or
retrograde (see Figure 5 of Event Horizon Telescope
Collaboration et al. 2019b). The spin is better constrained by
making multiple Ωp measurements across different radii (see
the right panel of Figure 9). These uncertainties do not account
for the systematic errors in our models (see, e.g., Section 3.5),
uncertainty in movie reconstructions from incomplete (u, v)
coverage, or more informative priors.

Finally, notice that Ωp is nearly independent of Rhigh. This
suggests but does not prove that measurements of Ωp are
insensitive to electron temperature assignment schemes. Ωp has
a stronger Rhigh dependence in SANE models, plausibly due to
the stronger Rhigh dependence of the emission region latitude in
SANEs compared to MADs (see Figure 4 of Event Horizon
Telescope Collaboration et al. 2019b). This limited Rhigh

dependence is also consistent with the close connection
between the pattern speed in the gas pressure and the pattern
speed in the images noted in Section 3.1.

3.3. Dependence on Resolution and Sampling Radius

The EHT may observe at 345 GHz, providing higher
resolution than existing data, which are taken at 230 GHz.
Long-baseline space VLBI observations may enable even
higher resolution. It is natural to ask whether the measured
pattern speed changes with angular resolution. We can assess
this by revisiting our analysis and smoothing the movies to
different resolutions, recalling that up to now we have used
Gaussian smoothing with FWHM = 20 μas, appropriate to the
EHT’s nominal resolution at 230 GHz. The left panel in
Figure 9 shows the dependence of |Ωp| averaged across face-on
Sgr A* models. It seems Ωp is onlyweakly dependent on
resolution.

Our standard procedure for measuring Ωp samples brightness
temperature fluctuations on a circle with angular radius
b GM c D27o

2( )= , per Equation (1). This is close to the
critical curve where the source is brightest and fluctuations are
easiest to measure. What would happen if fluctuations were

measured at other impact parameters? The resulting “rotation
curve” for nearly face-on models is shown in the right panel of
Figure 9. When averaging over all inclinations, we find a fit
consistent with b0.7 27p o

1 2( )W - , although the fit only
covers a factor of 4 in bo, so the scaling is not strongly
constrained. Evidently nonaxisymmetric fluctuations are not
dominated by a single pattern speed at all impact parameters;
instead there is spectrum of fluctuations with the dominant Ωp

varying with bo. The impact parameter dependence also
changes with spin, as seen in the right panel of Figure 9.
Positive-spin (prograde) models show a greater change in Ωp

with radius than negative-spin (retrograde) models.

3.4. Long-timescale Variability

We have checked for consistency of Ωp over time by
subdividing our movies into three subintervals of duration
5× 103GMc−3 and measuring Ωp in each one. We find that the
standard deviation between subintervals, averaged over all
models, is ∼0.1° per GMc−3. Analysis of shorter-duration
subintervals can be found in Section 3.6.
The variation between subintervals is larger for SANE

models than MAD models, and for models with a* = 0.94. The
variation is smaller for models with Rhigh= 1. This long-
timescale sample variance sets a fundamental limit on how
accurately Ωp can be measured.

3.5. Light, Fast and Slow

Our model images are generated using the “fast light”
approximation, which freezes the model on a single time slice
and then ray traces through that time slice. Fast light is used
because it is simple and the code is easy to parallelize.
However, the fast light approximation fails to accurately
represent changes in the source that occur on the light-crossing
time. Short-timescale variations can be accurately captured by
ray-tracing through an evolving GRMHD model, a procedure
known as “slow light.” Does the fast light approximation
compromise our estimates of Ωp?
Figure 10 shows normalized cylinder plots for the fast light

and slow light versions of a moderately inclined, high-spin
model where fast light might be expected to have difficulty

Figure 9. The magnitude of Ωp averaged across all face-on models (i = 10°, 170°) from time 15 × 103 to 20 × 103 GMc−3, shown at different angular resolutions
(left) and different radii (right). On the left, the nominal angular resolution corresponds to the FWHM of the Gaussian kernel used to smooth the synthetic images. The
blue triangle corresponds to an angular resolution equivalent to 230 GHz observations, where the majority of this analysis was performed. The orange square and the
green circle correspond to 345 and 690 GHz observations, respectively, which exhibit small increases in Ωp and substantial increases in the variation over the model
parameters, shown here as one standard deviation error bars measured over all MAD models. On the right, much of this analysis was done at the apparent critical curve
angular radius bo; measurements at higher radii lead to a smaller average Ωp. The blue upward triangle, orange star, green circle, red box, and purple downward
triangle correspond to a* = 0.94, 0.5, 0, −0.5, and −0.94, respectively.
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(MAD, a* = 0.94, i= 60°, Rhigh= 40). The cylinder plots
differ in detail, especially on short timescales: we find the fast
light model has Ωp= 0.31° per GMc−3, while the slow light
model has Ωp= 0.37° per GMc−3, an increase of 0.06° per
GMc−3, or 19%. This increase is not large enough to change
our conclusions, but it does imply additional uncertainty in
Equations (12) and (13) that cannot be accurately evaluated
without a slow light model library.

3.6. Pattern Speed Measurements in Observations

Measurements of Ωpmay be affected by the observing cadence,
duration, and by limited (u, v) coverage. To check the effect of
increased cadence, we have measured Ωp in the fast light model
used above (MAD, a*= 0.94. i= 60°, Rhigh= 40) at 0.5, 1, 2, 4,
and 8GMc−3, finding Ωp= 0.31, 0.31, 0.31, 0.30, and 0.26° per
GMc−3, respectively. We have also measured Ωp in the example
model from Section 2 (MAD, a*= 0.5, i= 30°, Rhigh= 160) at a
cadence of 5, 10, and 20GMc−3, finding Ωp= 1.1, 1.1, and 0° per
GMc−3, respectively.

For both models, Ωp decreases with the cadence, as the
fastest features are often short lived. Ωp is nearly independent
of the cadence below a threshold of 10GMc−3. Beyond this
threshold, the autocorrelation peak begins to drop off more
steeply, and pixelation effects limit our accuracy (see the end of
Section 2.2). Lowering ξcrit from 0.8 to 0.4, we find Ωp= 0.94,
a 25% decrease, for a 20GMc−3 cadence.

Observing runs are likely to have shorter duration and lower
cadence than our GRMHD movies. We examined the short-
timescale variability of Ωp across the model library when
measured at 10GMc−3 cadence and 300GMc−3 duration by
subdividing the full 1.5× 104GMc−3 span of each model into
subwindows. The results are shown in Figure 11, which shows
the mean and standard deviation of Ωp over the subwindows.
The average standard deviation is 0.32° per GMc−3 and the
root mean squared variation is 0.06° per GMc−3.

4. Conclusion

This paper proposes a method to measure the rotation of
brightness fluctuations in synthetic movies of EHT sources. We
start by measuring the surface brightness near the photon ring

as a function of PA and time to produce a so-called cylinder
plot. Rotation manifests in the cylinder plot as features that
brighten, change PA, and then fade away. After normalizing
the cylinder plot, we calculate its autocorrelation and use
second moments of the autocorrelation to measure the apparent
pattern speed Ωp.
We ran this procedure over the entire Illinois Sgr A* image

library, which covers a broad range of plausible configurations for
the source plasma, and in every case found the near-horizon
pattern speed to be strongly sub-Keplerian, with a mean
magnitude of 1 deg GMcp

3∣ ∣W » - , which is only approximately
one-seventh of the expected Keplerian orbital velocity. This
phenomenon can plausibly be attributed to the azimuthal phase
velocity of ingoing spiral shocks excited outside the region that
produces the bulk of the emission. Low pattern speeds are a
fundamental prediction of GRMHD models.
We also found that Ωp depends strongly on inclination, with

Ωp changing sign as the inclination crosses 90°. The pattern
speed scales with mass and is only weakly dependent on the
spin. The expected pattern speeds are summarized by the fits in
Equations (12) and (13).
In M87*, a pattern speed measurement would constrain the

black hole mass, independent of distance, assuming the
accretion flow inclination matches that of the large-scale jet.
Since the sign of the pattern speed follows the accretion flow
and the asymmetry of the observed ring follows the black hole
spin (Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration et al. 2019b), a
measurement of the pattern speed in M87* can distinguish
between prograde and retrograde accretion.
In Sgr A*, where the black hole mass is known to high

accuracy from stellar orbit measurements but the accretion flow
inclination is not known, a pattern speed measurement would
constrain the inclination. Wielgus et al. (2022b) measured the
linear polarization of millimeter emission immediately follow-
ing an X-ray flare and found an evolution consistent with
clockwise motion on the sky (see also Vos et al. 2022). The
GRAVITY Collaboration has measured astrometric motion
during infrared flares of Sgr A*, and this motion is also
consistent with clockwise rotation on the sky and an
approximately face-on inclination (GRAVITY Collaboration
et al. 2018, 2020b). Both of these measurements lead us to

Figure 10. Normalized cylinder plots in fast light (left) and slow light (right). The image cadence for both is 0.5 GMc−3. This particular model is MAD, a* = 0.94,
i = 60°, Rhigh = 40.
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expect that Ωp< 0 in Sgr A*. Notice, however, that GRAVITY
measured a super-Keplerian rate of rotation, corresponding to a
pattern speed much faster than what we find in this work.

The accuracy of pattern speed measurements is limited by
angular resolution, movie frame rate, movie duration, and the fast
light approximation. We found that a broad range of sampling
cadences around 5GMc−3 produces similar pattern speeds.
Subdividing our synthetic movies into shorter-duration movies
produces similar but slightly varying pattern speeds. In a single
test model computed with both the fast light approximation and
slow light (no approximation), the pattern speeds differ by 19%.
Finally, the analysis in this paper uses a set of models with similar
initial and boundary conditions. It would be interesting to measure
the pattern speed in alternative models (e.g., Ressler et al. 2020;
White et al. 2020) since the pattern speed may be uniquely
sensitive to the conditions at radii outside the emission region.

The results presented here suggest that EHT will be able to
measure pattern speeds, and that this measurement will provide
valuable parameter constraints for M87* and Sgr A*. Techniques
will need to be developed, however, that work directly with data in
the (u, v) domain, and which are robust to gaps in (u, v) coverage
and irregularly spaced data. We leave the problem of optimally
extracting pattern speeds from EHT data for future work.
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Appendix
Pattern Speed Fits from Sgr A* Library

The main text summarized Ωp measurements in the Sgr A*

library using fits (see Equations (13) and (12)). This appendix
provides Ωp and Ωp,FIT for each model in the Illinois
component of the Sgr A* model library. The units for Ωp and
Ωp,FIT are degrees per GMc−3.
The model library surveys across four parameters: spin

(a* =−0.94, −0.5, 0, 0.5, and 0.94), magnetization (MAD or
SANE), inclination (i= 10, 30, 50, 70, 90, 110, 130, 150, and
170°), and electron distribution parameter Rhigh (Rhigh= 1, 10,
40, and 160).

Figure 11. Ωp found with a longer 10 GMc−3 cadence and a shorter 300 GMc−3 duration, across all MAD models (left) and SANE models (right). The mean of each
set of 300 GMc−3 subwindows corresponds to the y-value, while the error bars denote the standard deviation. If there were no variability in Ωp[300 GMc−3] from that
found in the full 15,000 GMc−3 window, all points would fall along the dotted green line.

Table 2
Pattern Speeds from the Sgr A* Library

MAD/SANE a* i (°) Rhigh Ωp Ωp,FIT

MAD −0.94 10.0 1.0 0.91 1.04
MAD −0.94 30.0 1.0 0.87 0.92
MAD −0.94 50.0 1.0 0.8 0.68
MAD −0.94 70.0 1.0 0.64 0.36
MAD −0.94 90.0 1.0 −0.01 0.0
... ... ... ... ... ...
SANE 0.94 90.0 160.0 0.06 0.0
SANE 0.94 110.0 160.0 −0.13 −0.35
SANE 0.94 130.0 160.0 −0.19 −0.66
SANE 0.94 150.0 160.0 −0.39 −0.89
SANE 0.94 170.0 160.0 −0.93 −1.01

(This table is available in its entirety in machine-readable form.)

10

The Astrophysical Journal, 951:46 (11pp), 2023 July 1 Conroy et al.



ORCID iDs

Nicholas S. Conroy https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2886-2377
Michi Bauböck https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5518-2812
Vedant Dhruv https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6765-877X
Daeyoung Lee https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3350-5588
Avery E. Broderick https://orcid.org/0000-0002-
3351-760X
Chi-kwan Chan https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6337-6126
Boris Georgiev https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3586-6424
Abhishek V. Joshi https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2514-5965
Ben Prather https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0393-7734
Charles F. Gammie https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7451-8935

References

Broderick, A. E., & Loeb, A. 2006, MNRAS, 367, 905
Conroy, N., Baubock, M., & Gammie, C. 2023, Cylinder_Clean.py, v1.0,

Zenodo, doi:10.5281/zenodo.7809121
Do, T., Hees, A., Ghez, A., et al. 2019, Sci, 365, 664
Doeleman, S., Blackburn, L., Dexter, J., et al. 2019, BAAS, 51, 256
Emami, R., Tiede, P., Doeleman, S. S., et al. 2023, Galax, 11, 23
Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration, Akiyama, K., Alberdi, A., et al.

2019a, ApJL, 875, L1
Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration, Akiyama, K., Alberdi, A., et al.

2019b, ApJL, 875, L5
Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration, Akiyama, K., Alberdi, A., et al.

2022a, ApJL, 930, L12

Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration, Akiyama, K., Alberdi, A., et al.
2022b, ApJL, 930, L16

Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration, Akiyama, K., Alberdi, A., et al.
2022c, ApJL, 930, L15

Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration, Akiyama, K., Algaba, J. C., et al.
2021, ApJL, 910, L13

Gammie, C. F., McKinney, J. C., & Tóth, G. 2003, ApJ, 589, 444
Gebhardt, K., Adams, J., Richstone, D., et al. 2011, ApJ, 729, 119
Ghez, A. M., Duchêne, G., Matthews, K., et al. 2003, ApJL, 586, L127
Ghez, A. M., Salim, S., Weinberg, N. N., et al. 2008, ApJ, 689, 1044
Gralla, S. E., & Lupsasca, A. 2020, PhRvD, 102, 124003
GRAVITY Collaboration, Abuter, R., Amorim, A., et al. 2018, A&A, 618, L10
GRAVITY Collaboration, Abuter, R., Amorim, A., et al. 2019, A&A, 625, L10
GRAVITY Collaboration, Abuter, R., Amorim, A., et al. 2020a, A&A,

636, L5
GRAVITY Collaboration, Bauböck, M., Dexter, J., et al. 2020b, A&A,

635, A143
Johnson, M., Haworth, K., Pesce, D. W., et al. 2019, BAAS, 51, 235
Mościbrodzka, M., & Gammie, C. F. 2018, MNRAS, 475, 43
Ressler, S. M., White, C. J., Quataert, E., & Stone, J. M. 2020, ApJL,

896, L6
Ricarte, A., Palumbo, D. C. M., Narayan, R., Roelofs, F., & Emami, R. 2022,

ApJL, 941, L12
Schödel, R., Ott, T., Genzel, R., et al. 2002, Natur, 419, 694
Spruit, H. C. 1987, A&A, 184, 173
Vos, J., Mościbrodzka, M. A., & Wielgus, M. 2022, A&A, 668, A185
White, C. J., Dexter, J., Blaes, O., & Quataert, E. 2020, ApJ, 894, 14
Wielgus, M., Akiyama, K., Blackburn, L., et al. 2020, ApJ, 901, 67
Wielgus, M., Marchili, N., Martí-Vidal, I., et al. 2022a, ApJL, 930, L19
Wielgus, M., Moscibrodzka, M., Vos, J., et al. 2022b, A&A, 665, L6
Wong, G. N., Prather, B. S., Dhruv, V., et al. 2022, ApJS, 259, 64

11

The Astrophysical Journal, 951:46 (11pp), 2023 July 1 Conroy et al.

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2886-2377
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2886-2377
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2886-2377
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2886-2377
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2886-2377
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2886-2377
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2886-2377
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2886-2377
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5518-2812
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5518-2812
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5518-2812
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5518-2812
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5518-2812
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5518-2812
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5518-2812
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5518-2812
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6765-877X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6765-877X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6765-877X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6765-877X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6765-877X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6765-877X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6765-877X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6765-877X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3350-5588
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3350-5588
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3350-5588
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3350-5588
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3350-5588
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3350-5588
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3350-5588
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3350-5588
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3351-760X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3351-760X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3351-760X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3351-760X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3351-760X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3351-760X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3351-760X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3351-760X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3351-760X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6337-6126
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6337-6126
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6337-6126
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6337-6126
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6337-6126
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6337-6126
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6337-6126
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6337-6126
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3586-6424
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3586-6424
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3586-6424
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3586-6424
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3586-6424
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3586-6424
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3586-6424
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3586-6424
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2514-5965
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2514-5965
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2514-5965
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2514-5965
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2514-5965
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2514-5965
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2514-5965
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2514-5965
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0393-7734
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0393-7734
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0393-7734
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0393-7734
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0393-7734
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0393-7734
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0393-7734
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0393-7734
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7451-8935
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7451-8935
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7451-8935
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7451-8935
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7451-8935
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7451-8935
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7451-8935
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7451-8935
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.10152.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006MNRAS.367..905B/abstract
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7809121
https://doi.org/10.1126/Science.aav8137
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019Sci...365..664D/abstract
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1909.01411
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019BAAS...51g.256D/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies11010023
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023Galax..11...23E/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab0ec7
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...875L...1E/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab0f43
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...875L...5E/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac6674
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...930L..12E/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac6672
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...930L..16E/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac6736
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...930L..15E/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/abe4de
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021ApJ...910L..13E/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/374594
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003ApJ...589..444G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/729/2/119
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011ApJ...729..119G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/374804
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003ApJ...586L.127G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/592738
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008ApJ...689.1044G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1103/102.124003
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020PhRvD.102l4003G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201834294
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018A&A...618L..10G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201935656
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019A&A...625L..10G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202037813
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020A&A...636L...5G/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020A&A...636L...5G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201937233
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020A&A...635A.143G/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020A&A...635A.143G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1909.01405
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019BAAS...51g.235J/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx3162
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018MNRAS.475...43M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab9532
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020ApJ...896L...6R/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020ApJ...896L...6R/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aca087
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...941L..12R/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature01121
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002Natur.419..694S/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1987A&A...184..173S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202244840
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022A&A...668A.185V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab8463
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020ApJ...894...14W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abac0d
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020ApJ...901...67W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac6428
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...930L..19W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202244493
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022A&A...665L...6W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/ac582e
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJS..259...64W/abstract

	1. Introduction
	2. Measuring Pattern Speed
	2.1. Normalization
	2.2. From Autocorrelation to Pattern Speed
	2.3. Verification

	3. Pattern Speeds in the Sgr A* Model Library
	3.1. Sub-Keplerian Pattern Speeds
	3.2. Parameter Dependence
	3.3. Dependence on Resolution and Sampling Radius
	3.4. Long-timescale Variability
	3.5. Light, Fast and Slow
	3.6. Pattern Speed Measurements in Observations

	4. Conclusion
	AppendixPattern Speed Fits from Sgr A* Library
	References



