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Nondivergent deflection of light around a photon sphere of a compact object
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We demonstrate that the location of a stable photon sphere (PS) in a compact object is not
always an edge such as the inner boundary of a black hole shadow, whereas the location of an
unstable PS is known to be the shadow edge notably in the Schwarzschild black hole. If there exists
the outermost stable PS in a static spherically symmetric (SSS) spacetime, the spacetime is not
asymptotically flat. A nondivergent deflection is caused for a photon traveling around a stable PS,
though a logarithmic divergent behavior is known to appear in most of SSS compact objects with an
unstable photon sphere. The reason for the nondivergence is that the closest approach of a photon
is prohibited in the immediate vicinity of the stable PS when the photon is emitted from a source
(or reaches a receiver) distant from a lens object. The finite gap size depends on the receiver and
source distances from the lens as well as the lens parameters. The mild deflection angle of light can
be approximated by an arcsine function. A class of SSS solutions in Weyl gravity exemplifies the

nondivergent deflection near the stable outer PS.

PACS numbers: 04.40.-b, 95.30.5f, 98.62.Sb

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the first measurement by Eddington and his col-
laborators [1], the gravitational deflection of light has of-
fered us a powerful tool for tests of gravitational theories
including the theory of general relativity as well as for
astronomical probes of dark matter. The Event Horizon
Telescope (EHT) team has recently succeeded in taking a
direct image of the immediate vicinity of the central black
hole candidate of M87 galaxy [2]. In addition, the same
team has just reported measurements of linear polariza-
tions around the same black hole candidate [3], which has
led to an estimation of the mass accretion rate [4]. These
observations have increased our renewed interest in the
strong deflection of light in the strong gravity region.

The strong deflection of light by Schwarzschild black
hole was pointed out by Darwin [B]. This phenomena is
closely related with a photon sphere (PS) that, with a
horizon, features black holes and other compact objects
[6H40]. A photon surface for a less symmetric case is a
generalization of PSs [13].

Many years later, Bozza showed that the strong de-
flection behavior in Schwarzschild black hole can be well
described as the logarithmic divergence in the deflection
angle [6]. Such a strong deflection as the logarithmic
divergence occurs also in other exotic objects such as
wormholes. For instance, T'sukamoto conducted several
extensions of Bozza method for the strong deflection of
light [7, [8], in which the logarithmic behavior is shown
to be a quite general feature for a static and spherically
symmetric (SSS) compact object that has a PS, e.g. Ellis
wormholes. The logarithmic behavior in the strong de-
flection for a finite-distance receiver and source has been
recently confirmed [4] by solving the exact gravitational
lens that stands even for an asymptotically nonflat space-
time [A244].

There exists a single PS outside the horizon of the

Schwarzschild black hole, while Ellis wormhole has a PS
without horizons. For both cases, the number of PSs
is one. Tsukamoto obtained the logarithmic behavior
for such a SSS spacetime with a single PS, which was
assumed to be unstable. In both of Schwarzschild black
hole and Ellis wormhole, there exists only the unstable
PS. Cunha et al. have recently proven that ultra-compact
objects have an even number of PSs, one of which is stable
[45]. Regarding the interesting theorem, Hod has found
an exception for horizonless spacetimes that possess no
stable PS [46]. What happens, if the PS is stable and a
light ray is deflected around the stable PS?

The main purpose of the present paper is to study the
deflection of light around a PS when the PS is stable in
a SSS spacetime. This situation has not been considered
in detail e.g. [BH7, @, 10]. We shall show that, in stead
of the logarithmic type of the strong deflection, a mild
deflection is caused near the stable PS.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we
reexamine the deflection angle of light when there exists
a stable outer PS in a SSS spacetime. In Section III, we
study how light is deflected in the presence of the stable
outer PS. It is shown that the deflection behavior is not
too strong to make the logarithmic divergence but mild
enough to be approximated by an arcsine function. As an
example for such a mild deflection of light, we consider
a class of Weyl gravity model in Section IV. Section V
concludes the present paper. Throughout this paper, we
use the unit of G =c = 1.

II. DEFLECTION ANGLE INTEGRAL
A. SSS spacetime

We consider a SSS spacetime, for which the metric
reads

ds® = —A(r)dt* + B(r)dr® + C(r)(d6* + sin® 6d¢?), (1)



where A(r) > 0, B(r) > 0, and C(r) > 0 are assumed to
be finite. If the SSS spacetime possesses a horizon, we
focus on the outside of the horizon. We do not assume
the asymptotic flatness of the spacetime. Actually, the
present paper considers an asymptotically nonflat case.
A lemma on this issue is given at the end of the present
section.

B. Photon orbits

Without loss of generality, we can consider a photon
orbit on the equatorial plane (6 = 7/2) because of the
spherical symmetry of the spacetime. On the equatorial
plane in the SSS spacetime, a light ray has two constants
of motion. One is the specific energy £ = A(r)f and
the other is the specific angular momentum L = C (r)q.b,
where - denotes the derivative with respect to the affine
parameter A\ along the light ray.

By using the two constants F and L, the impact pa-
rameter of light becomes b = L/E. Without loss of gen-
erality, we assume b > 0.

In terms of b, the null condition ds? = 0 is rearranged
as the orbit equation

i+ V(r) =0, (2)

where V(r) is the effective potential as

_ L*F(r)
=560 o
Here,
F(r) = Ac(ggz ~1. (4)

For the later convenience, we write down the first and
second derivatives of V (r),

, L2 CD
Vi =56 (F6- 52 ). )
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where the prime denotes the differentiation with respect
to r, and the functions D and G are defined as

O AW
PO=G0 ~ am "
Glr) = i ((:)) + g ((:)). (8)

The closest approach of a light ray is denoted as 7,
which satisfies V(rg) = 0 from the definition of ro.
Henceforth, evaluation at r = rg is indicated by the sub-
script 0. For instance, V(rg) = 0 is equivalent to Fy = 0,

where Fy = F(rp). By combining Fy = 0 and Eq. ,

we obtain
— CO
b=/ 1 (9)

This offers a relation between b and r.
From Eq. , we obtain

=5V, (10)

A photon/ orbit is a circle if and only if r = r,, satisfies
V(rm) =V (rm) =0, where r,, denotes the radius of the
PS. From V(r,,) = 0, the impact parameter for the PS
is obtained as

Crm,
by = 1] 22 11
= (1)
where Egs. and are used.

This condition is rearranged as D,, = F,, = 0. In
this paper, the subscript m denotes the value at r = r,,,
namely D,, = D(r,,) and F,,, = F(r.,).

C. Classification of PS stability

We consider a small displacement dr around the PS
orbit, 7 = r,, + dr. At the linear order in o7, Eq, (10))
gives

d? 1
W(é’r) = 75‘///( m)ér
L?D,,

The linear stability of the perturbed orbit is determined
only by the sign of D, , because A(r) > 0, B(r) > 0,
C(r) > 0and L #0.

From Eq. , we obtain

, C// A// Cf/ A/
D(r)=— - -D(=+2Z). 1
m=-%-%-0(%+5) W
On the PS, this is reduced to
C// A//
D =_m _m 14

Bozza and Tsukamoto assumed D!, > 0, which means
an unstable PS [6] [7]. Henceforth, we focus on a stable
case D], < 0. Such an unusual case is realized in a class
of Weyl gravity model as shown in Section VI.

D. Total angle integral

From Eq. , we obtain

dr _ [C(r)F(r)
i~ =\ T Bm



for which we choose the plus sign without loss of gener-
ality. Integrating this from a source (denoted as S) to a
receiver (denoted as R) leads to the total change in the
longitudinal angle.

Ir(rs,mrmo) = 3 / /c<r>F<r>
= SR o B(T)

Note that a conventional method discusses the total in-
tegral I for the asymptotic receiver and source (rg — 0o
and rg — 00) e.g. [BHT], for which I — 7 gives the deflec-
tion angle of light. On the other hand, the present paper
considers finite distance between the receiver and source.
In order to clarify this difference, we use Iz in stead of
I. Rigorously speaking, Ir — 7 is not the deflection an-
gle but I is the dominant component of the deflection
angle. This issue is beyond the scope of this paper. See
e.g. References [47H50] on how to define geometrically
the deflection angle for the finite-distance receiver and
source.

Following Bozza and Tsukamoto [0, [7], we introduce a
variable as

zzl—r—o7 (17)

to rewrite Eq. as

Ir(zs,2R,r0) = Z /OZi f(z,ro)dz, (18)

where we define z; =1 —1r/7; (i = R, S),

H(z,m9) = CBF(I — z) (19)
and
f@mzﬁﬁzy (20)

In the next subsection, we shall examine the integrand
in Eq. .
E. Analysis in the vicinity of PS

By noting Fiy = 0, the function H is expanded around
r=ry (z=0)as

(z,70) ch " (21)

where
ci(ro) = Oogsro, (22)
atr = 5 [om (- 5 -3) + Feo )]
(23
o= o (-2 553
Eg(Do + Dy) (066,:;0 - BEZO — 2)
S’ (Do + 3Dy Dy + Dy )} : (24)

When the closest approach is located near the PS (rg =

Tm ), Bgs. - become

C1 (T’m) = 07 (25)
r2.Cn D!,
ca(rm) = Y (26)
7’2 Cm ’ C;nTm B;nrm TmD;;L
cylrm) = B2 P(C%—Bm_g+3].
(27)

From Egs. - , we find
H(z,rm) = ca(rm)2* + O(2%). (28)

If the PS is unstable (stable), namely D, > 0 (D,,

0), then, ca(ry,) > 0 (< 0). As pointed by Tsukamoto [ ],
the angle integral I'r by Eq. is divergent logarithmi-
cally. On the other hand, the stable PS case (c2(r,) < 0)
is investigated below in detail.

Before closing this section, we mention a relation of
the emergence of the outermost stable PS (OSPS) and
the spacetime flatness.

Lemma

If there exists the OSPS in a SSS spacetime, the space-
time is not asymptotically flat, for which V' (r) must be
positive everywhere outside the OSPS.

Proof

We denote the radius of the OSPS as rogps. At the
location of the OSPS, V(rosps) = 0, V,(TOSPS) =0
and V”(rogpg) > 0. There exist no PSs outside of the
OSPS, because the OSPS is the outermost PS. Therefore,
V'(r) > 0 for r > rosps. This means that V(r) is an
increasing function of r when r > rogps.

If V(r) vanishes as r — oo, V' (r) = 0 at a certain
point r € [rosps, ), because V(rosps) = 0. This con-
tradicts with the assumption that the OSPS is the out-
ermost. Hence, V(r) never vanishes for r € (rospg, ).
Namely, the spacetime is not asymptotically flat. Be-
cause of the continuity of V(r), it must be positive ev-
erywhere outside the OSPS. A proof of the lemma is thus
completed.

On the other hand, it is clear that the asymptotic flat-
ness is allowed, if the outermost PS (OPS) is unstable



(V" (rops) < 0). In the rest of this paper, we consider
that a receiver and source are located outside of a stable
outer PS. However, it is not specified below whether or
not it is the outermost.

Before closing the section, let us briefly mention the
stability of a spacetime that admits a stable PS. Hori-
zonless ultracompact objects with a stable PS may suffer
from instabilities due to slowly (at most logarithmically)
decaying of perturbations leading to the formation of a
trapped surface [45] [FIH53]. In section VI, therefore, we
consider a black hole model with a stable PS in Weyl
gravity. On the other hand, the above lemma may sug-
gest another possibility compatible with the instability
arguments in References [45, GIH53]. One such candi-
date is a compact object without a black hole horizon
but with a stable PS and a cosmological horizon that is
consistent with the asymptotic nonflatness. Its stability
issue is beyond the scope of the present paper.

III. MILD DEFLECTION NEAR THE STABLE
OUTER PS

A. Stability classification of the outer PS

In the neighborhood of the closest approach z ~ 0,
higher order terms of H(z,r,,) in Eq. are negligible
compared with z and 22 terms. The dominant part of
f(z,ro) for rg ~ 7y, thus becomes

_ 7o
fD(Z’TO) = h(z)’ (29)
where h(z) is defined as
h(z) = c1(ro)z + ca(ro)2>. (30)

Associated with fp(z, 7o), we define the dominant part
of the total angle integral as

Irpp(2R, 25,70) = Z /OifD(Zﬂ"o)dZ- (31)

i=S,R

Before starting calculations of the angle integral, first
we investigate a photon orbit in the stable PS case. If
c1(ro) < 0, h(z) is always negative for z > 0. This is
in contradiction with the nonnegativity of h(z). Hence,
the case of ¢1(rg) < 0 is discarded. If ¢1(r9) = 0, then,
h(2) = c2(r0)2%. The nonnegativity of h(z) together with
¢2(rg) < 0 admits only z = 0. This orbit is a circle. We
do not discuss this special case any more. For the last
case ¢1(rg) > 0, the nonnegativity of h(z) provides a
nontrivial situation; the allowed region for z is

C1 (7"0)

0<z< — .
2(70)

(32)

Q

This means that only bound orbits are allowed,
whereas the scattering orbits are prohibited. Note that

4

h(z) = 0 does not make the integral in Eq. di-
vergent. Indeed, h(z) ~ c¢1(rp)z near a point z = 0
and h(z) ~ —c1(ro)[z + ¢1(r0)/ca(ro)] near a point z ~
—c1(ro)/ca(ro). At the two points, therefore, the integral
of h(z) is not divergent as ~ [ 271/2dz ~ 2,/z. The two
points z = 0 and z ~ —¢1(rg)/ca(rg) are the periastron
and apastron, respectively.

B. Angle integral for the unstable outer PS

Henceforth, we focus on the case of ¢1(rg) > 0, for
which the receiver and source positions satisfy

0< 2 < —lro). (33)
CQ(’I“Q)
Eq. is integrated as
r
Irp(2R,2s,7m0) = 2
—Cg(’l‘o)
2
X |m— Z arcsin (1 + C2(r0)zi>
R c1(ro)
(34)

It follows that the arcsine term in Eq. is well
defined for the allowed region by Eq. , because

202 (T())
ci1(ro)

-1<1+

zi < 1. (35)

C. Ifr in terms of b

In most of lens studies including References [6], [7], it is
convenient to express the deflection angle in terms of the
impact parameter in stead to rg, mainly because b ~ D6
for the lens distance Dy and the image angle direction 6.

Therefore, we look for an approximate expression of b.
Near the PS, ¢1(rg) and b(rg) are Taylor-expanded as

c1(rg) = C’mgi:lD;”(ro — 7)) 4+ O((rg — 7m)?), (36)
b Dy, 2 3
b(ro) = bm + == (ro = )" + O((ro — 1m)”). (37)

From Eq. , we find
ro < T'm, (38)

where ¢;(ro) > 0 and D, < 0 are used. This inequality
means that the light ray passes by the slight inside of
the PS. This is because the PS is stable. This unusual
behavior of the photon orbit implies also

b < by, (39)

from Eq. . See Figurefor the photon orbit behavior
near the PS.



Photon
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FIG. 1. Schematic figure of photon orbits near a PS. The PS
is denoted by a solid circle with radius r,,. The dotted circle
has radius 7o, which is slightly smaller than r,. Namely,
Tm — To 1S taken as a perturbation around the PS. The initial
position of the photon is rg, at which the initial radial velocity
is vanishing. The thick dashed blue (in color) arrow denotes a
photon motion when the PS is unstable. The orbital deviation
grows because of being unstable. Therefore, it is difficult for
the inner photon to escape to a far region. This is why the
earlier papers focused on ro > 1, when an unstable PS is
assumed [0 [7]. On the other hand, the thick solid red (in
color) arrow denotes a photon motion when the PS is stable.
The orbital deviation gets smaller because of being stable. It
is thus possible that the inner photon (rg < 7,) crosses the
PS to reach a distant observer.

By combining Eqgs. and , we obtain, near the
PS, an approximate relation between ¢ (rg) and b as

Nl

B

QTmCm;/T’/" <1 . b) . (40)

ci(rg) @ ———F+—= -

By substituting this into Eq. 7 we obtain

Irp(2R,2s,b)

N —ca(rm)
1
my/ —Dh, b\ 2
X ’R’—ZHICSIH 1_r 1—-— 2
i=S,R 2 bm

By direct calculations for a photon traveling near the
PS, Eq. is rearranged as

0< 2z <

4 b 1/2
(-2 e
Tm —D;TL bm

for which the arcsine function in Eq. is well defined.

D. Discontinuity between the closest approach and
the stable PS

Eq. suggests a proposition on the existence of a
gap between the allowed closest approach and the stable
PS.

Proposition

In a SSS spacetime which possess a stable outer photon
sphere, the closest approach of a photon from a source
(or to a receiver) located at finite distance from the lens
object is not allowed in the infinitesimal neighborhood of
the stable PS.

Proof

This proposition can be proven by contradiction as fol-
lows. We consider a receiver (or a source) at finite dis-
tance from the lens, namely r; > rg, which leads to
z; > 0. We assume the closest approach of a photon
orbit were in the infinitesimal neighborhood of the stable
PS.

On the stable PS, F,, = F, = 0, while F, < 0. The
last inequality comes from the unstable condition D, <
0. The function F near the PS is thus Taylor-expanded
as

]_ "
=_F
2

Ey (o — rm)2 + O ((7’0 — rm)3) . (43)
From Eq. , H for rq =~ r,, is expanded as
B CmF//

H= zBmm (1=2)"(ro —rm)? + O ((ro —rm)?) , (44)

where Eq. is used.

By using B,, > 0, C,,, > 0 and FT/,; < 0 for Eq. ,
we find H < 0 if rg — 7, is sufficiently small. H < 0
contradicts with the existence of the photon orbit. Our
proof is finished.

The above proposition prohibits the closest approach
in the infinitesimal neighborhood of the stable PS. How-
ever, it does not tell about a size of the gap between the
allowed closest approach and the stable PS. In order to
discuss the gap size, we use Eq. , which is rewritten
as

(45)

Note that Eq. is based on a quadratic approximation
up to 22,

For finite z; and D;n <0, Eq. demonstrates that
b is not allowed in the infinitesimal neighborhood of b,,.
From Eq. , the upper bound on b is

A

bmam ~ bm - 4
16 (46)
The gap size Ab = b, — byae is thus given by
byr2,22 (D,
Ab ~ /TmZL( m) (47)

16 ’



where zy, is the larger one of zz and zg, namely the value
of z for the more distant one of the receiver and source.

A separate treatment is needed for the marginal PSs
(D), =0)eg. [8 4.

E. The dominant part and the remainder

Before closing this section, we shall confirm that Ipp =
Irp — Irp is really the remainder. It is written simply as

Irg(zg, zs,70) = Z /OZi fr(z,m0)dz, (48)

i=R,S

where fr(z,70) = f(2,70) — fp(2,70)-
From Eq. , we obtain, for z; < 1,

Irr(2R, zs,m0) = Z [fr(zi,70)2i + O(27)].  (49)
i=R,S

For rg ~ 1y, f(2,7m) ~ fp(z,7m) when z < 1. Hence,
by using the Taylor-expansion method, one may think
that fr(z,rm) = f(2,7m) — fp(2,7m) = O(z). However,
let us more carefully examine an asymptotic expansion
of fr(z,ro) for z < 1 [55]. By straightforward calcula-
tions, the asymptotic expansion of f(z,rg) for small z is
obtained as

Ty _ 1oc2(ro) - 8/
zc1(r0) 201(7«0)3/2[4-0( ). (50)

f(Z,To) =

Similarly, the asymptotic expansion of fp(z,7¢) is

ro TOC2(TO) \/E+O(23/2>- (51)

fD(z,To) = 201(7“0) - ch(ro)s/z

By bringing together Egs. and , we find
frz,m0) = O(z%/2). (52)
By using this for Eq. , we find
Irg(zg, 2s,70) = O(z%m,zg/z). (53)

On the other hand, Eq. is expanded, for small zp
and zg, as

2’/‘0
Irp(2R,25,70) = —F——=

(Vzr + V7s) + O(zr, 2s),
(54)

C1 (7‘0)

where arcsin(1 — €) = m/2 — /2 + O(¢) is used.

For zp,z¢ < 1, Egs. (b3) and lead to
Irr(2R,2s,70) < Irp(zr,2s,70). Therefore, we can
safely say that Irp is the dominant part and Irg is the
remainder.

IV. EXAMPLE: A CLASS OF WEYL GRAVITY
MODEL

In the Weyl gravity model, Mannheim and Kazanas
found a class of SSS solutions [56]. The metric reads

ds? = —g(r)di? + g(r) " dr? + r*(d6° + sin® 0dg?), (55)

where

g(r) =1-3By — +yr — K1, (56)

B(2—3p7) 2

r
and we consider g(r) > 0, namely the outside of the
horizon.

The allowed region for the existence of the stable outer
PS is [58]

B >0, (57)
v <0, (58)
K < 0. (59)

In this section, we focus on this parameter region.

We solve D(r) = 0 to find two roots as r = 38 and
r =38 — 2/v. They are corresponding to PSs. One is a
stable PS and the other is an unstable one.

In the present case of v < 0, the stable outer PS is
located at

2
m =308 — —, 60
5 (60)
because
2
Ry
m3I\I'm
22
T
<0. (61)

The other root r = 33 is the radius of the unstable inner
PS.

Note that r,, is larger than 3/ because of v < 0. See
Figurefor the effective potential V' (r) in the Weyl grav-
ity model with the stable outer PS.

There is a constraint on & as [57]

(1 - B7)
(2-3B7)%"

Here, b,, denotes the critical impact parameter corre-
sponding to the stable PS. It is obtained as

2 — 38y
V=r(2 =382 =721 - Bv)’

where the inside of the square root is always positive
when x satisfies Eq. .

K< — (62)

by, =

(63)
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FIG. 2. Effective potential V(r) in the Weyl gravity model.
The solid blue (in color) curve corresponds to v = —0.5 and
£ = —0.05 in the unit of 8 = 1. We assume the impact param-

eter b = 6.5, which satisfies b < b,,, = 7.18185. The effective
potential is divergent asymptotically for large r, because the
spacetime is asymptotically nonflat.

From Egs. and , we obtain

IFD(Z57 ZR, b)

Z { b b —1/2 }
~ T — arcsin{ 1 — —— <1 — ) Zi ¢
i=S.R Vary, brm

(64)

IFR(257 ZR, b)

b, 3/2 b\ 34 5/
~n(ohn) (om) T @

i=S,R

where straightforward calculations at O(2°/2) are done
in Eq. .

When 2zr = 2p = 25 < (1 — b/b,)Y/?, Eq. pro-
vides an approximate expression of the deflection angle
as

A¢ =Ip
—1/2
z2\/\/§bm (1 - b) 27

T'm bm

ot (-2 a). w

where we use arcsin(1 —¢) = 7/2 — /2 +O(e) for e < 1.

It is natural that Irg is much smaller than Irp, as
discussed in Section III. Eq. shows the mild deflec-
tion in terms of the arcsine function. See Figure [ for
a comparison of Eq. and numerical calculations for
Irp. As shown in Figure [} f are dependent on rather
strongly on . The difference between the numerical f
and approximate one becomes significant as z is larger.
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FIG. 3. The integrands of Egs. (18) and (31). The solid

blue (in clor) curve denotes f (= d¢/dz) in the integral Ir,
while the dashed red (in color) curve denotes fp in Irp. The
horizontal axis means z. We assume x = —0.05 in the unit of
B =1 that is roughly corresponding to the conventional unit
as mass = 1 in the Schwarzschild or Kottler spacetime. The
top and bottom panels assume v = —0.5 and v = —0.1, re-
spectively, each of which leads to r,, = 7.0 and b,,, = 7.18185,
and r,, = 23 and b, = 4.56815, respectively. In both cases,
the solid and dashed curves are overlapped better for smaller
z. For instance, the difference between them is about 10 per-
cents at z ~ 0.2. A significant deviation at large z is due to
a departure from the quadratic approximation of H(z) in z.

On the other hand, the closest approach and its vicinity
make a dominant contribution to the total angle inte-
gral Ip. In Figure [d] therefore, Ir shows much weaker
dependence on v and z.

Finally, we discuss the gap size. By using Eq. for
Eq. @, we obtain

b3 22
Ab~ 1L 67
8r2, (67)
For b,, ~ r,, furthermore, it becomes simply
1
Ab ~ gbmzi. (68)

In a SSS spacetime, the photon sphere was thought
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FIG. 4. The total angle integrals Ir and Irp. The solid

blue (in color) curve denotes the present approximation of
Irp by Eq. and the dashed red (in color) curve denotes
numerical calculations of I in Eq. (18)), where we assume the
same values for k and v in Figure For the simplicity, we
choose z = zr = zg, which is denoted by the horizontal axis.
For z <« 1, the two curves are very close to each other, because
the quadratic approximation works well especially near z ~ 0.
The two curves are close to each other especially for smaller
z. For instance, the difference between them is roughly 20
percents at z ~ 0.2. A significant deviation at large z reflects
a departure from the quadratic approximation of H(z) in z.

to be always an edge such as the inner boundary of a
black hole shadow. However, Eqgs. and provide
a counterexample, when the PS is stable.

V. CONCLUSION

We demonstrated that the location of a stable photon
sphere (PS) in a compact object is not always an edge
such as the inner boundary of a black hole shadow. We
showed also that a static spherically symmetric (SSS)
spacetime is not asymptotically flat, when the OSPS ex-
ists in the spacetime.

We proved a proposition that the closest approach of
a photon is prohibited in the immediate vicinity of the
stable PS when the photon is emitted from a source (or
reaches a receiver) distant from a lens object. We dis-
cussed the gap size. Because of the existence of the
gap, the mild deflection is caused for a photon travel-
ing around the stable PS which exists in a class of SSS
spacetimes.

Finally, we used a class of SSS solutions in Weyl gravity
in order to exemplify the mild deflection near the stable
outer PS. It would be interesting to examine whether
a light ray is mildly deflected around a stable photon
surface in a less symmetric or dynamical spacetime. It is
left for future.
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