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Abstract

In this work, we investigate the gravitational lensing of a charged black hole (spherically sym-

metric) within the context of Lorentz violation triggered by an antisymmetric tensor field. Our

calculations consider two different scenarios: the weak and strong deflection limits. For the weak

deflection limit, we employ the Gauss–Bonnet theorem to obtain our results. In the strong deflec-

tion limit, we utilize the Tsukamoto methodology, which provides measurable outcomes such as

relativistic image positions and magnifications. Applying the latter methodology, we analyze the

gravitational lensing by Sagittarius A∗ and derive the related observables, which are expressed as

functions of the Lorentz violation parameter. Finally, the time delay is addrressed as well.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Lorentz symmetry, a foundational principle in contemporary physics, asserts that physical

laws remain invariant across all inertial frames. Nevertheless, deviations from Lorentz sym-

metry have been theorized under specific energy conditions within diverse theoretical frame-

works. These involve very special relativity [1], Einstein–aether theory [2], non–commutative

field theory [3], string theory [4], Horava–Lifshitz gravity [5], f(T ) gravity [6], massive gravity

[7], loop quantum gravity [8] and other theoretical models. The violation of Lorentz symme-

try presents itself in two distinct manners: explicit and spontaneous [9]. Explicit violation

occurs when the Lagrangian density lacks Lorentz invariance, resulting in the formulation of

distinct physical laws in specific reference frames. Conversely, spontaneous violation occurs

when the Lagrangian density preserves Lorentz invariance, but the ground state of a physical

system does not exhibit Lorentz symmetry [10].

The investigation into spontaneous Lorentz symmetry breaking [11–16] is grounded in

the framework of the Standard Model Extension. In this theoretical framework, basic field

theories are encapsulated by bumblebee models [12–15, 17–23]. These models feature a

vector field, termed the bumblebee field, which acquires a non–zero vacuum expectation

value (VEV). This property establishes a preferred direction, leading to the breakdown of

local Lorentz invariance for particles and consequently resulting in significant implications,

including effects on thermodynamic properties [24–32].

Beyond the conventional vector field theories, an alternative approach to investigating

Lorentz symmetry breaking (LSB) involves the study of a rank–two antisymmetric tensor

field known as the Kalb–Ramond field [33–35]. This field is inherently present in the spec-

trum of bosonic string theory [36]. When it is non–minimally coupled to gravity and acquires

a non–zero vacuum expectation value, spontaneous breaking of Lorentz symmetry is induced.

An exact solution for a static, spherically symmetric configuration within this framework

has been presented by Ref. [37]. Subsequently, an extensive investigation into the dynamics

of both massive and massless particles near such static spherical Kalb–Ramond black holes

has been conducted by Ref. [38]. Furthermore, the gravitational deflection of light and the

shadows cast by rotating black holes within this theoretical framework have been explored

by Ref. [39]. Additionally, recent literature has addressed the Generalized Uncertainty Prin-

ciple (GUP) corrections, gravitational parity violations involving antisymmetric tensors, and
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the cosmological implications of Kalb–Ramond–like particles [40–42].

Recent developments, highlighted by the detection of gravitational waves by collabora-

tions such as LIGO–Virgo [43–45], have significantly expanded the scope of cosmological

research. Gravitational waves are now essential tools for exploring the universe, including

the study of gravitational lensing within the weak field approximation [46, 47]. Tradition-

ally, research on gravitational lensing has focused on light traveling over vast distances from

gravitational sources, such as in Schwarzschild spacetime [48], and later extended to en-

compass general spherically symmetric and static spacetimes [49]. Nevertheless, whenerver

there exits regions with strong gravitational fields, particularly near black holes, the angular

deviation of light is significantly magnified, as one should expect.

Recent observations made by the Event Horizon Telescope of a supermassive black hole

situated at the heart of the M87 galaxy have generated profound scientific interest [50–

56]. The foundational work by Virbhadra and Ellis introduced a concise lens equation

tailored for supermassive black holes within an asymptotically flat background [57, 58],

revealing multiple symmetrically distributed images around the optical axis due to strong

gravitational effects. Subsequent advancements spearheaded by Fritelli et al. [59], Bozza

et al. [60], and Tsukamoto [61] have refined the analytical frameworks for investigating

strong field gravitational lensing. These studies have explored light deflection across various

scenarios [62–67], including exotic structures such as wormholes [68–73], rotating solutions

[74–80], alternative theories of gravity [81–84], and Reissner–Nordström spacetime [85–87],

and others [88, 89].

In the past decades, a significant surge of interest in the exploration of gravitational waves

and their spectra, as highlighted in recent scientific literature [90–95]. This increased focus

is rooted in substantial advancements in the technology used to detect gravitational waves,

exemplified notably by the VIRGO and LIGO detectors. These sophisticated instruments

have played a pivotal role in yielding profound insights into the intriguing realm of black hole

physics [96–99]. Yang et al. has introduced innovative exact solutions for static and spher-

ically symmetric spacetimes, both in the presence and absence of a cosmological constant,

within the context of a non–zero vacuum expectation value background of the Kalb–Ramond

field [100]. Furthermore, their study extends to proposing a model for charged black holes

within this theoretical framework [101].

Very recently in the literature, authors conducted calculations on the gravitational lensing
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of an uncharged black hole (originally proposed in [100]), exploring both weak and strong

deflection limits [102]. Building upon there works, we expand this investigation by consid-

ering a charged black hole instead [101]. To accomplish this, we follow a similar approach.

Essentially, we compute the gravitational lensing effects in both regimes: the weak deflection

limit and the strong deflection limit. In addition, the calculation of the time delay is also

presented.

II. THE GENERAL SETUP

Fundamentally, in this brief section, we present both black holes that we shall take into

account to develop our calculations. Initially, we consider a spherically symmetric (charged)

solution within the context of Lorentz violation triggered by an antisymmetric tensor field,

without a cosmological constant [101]

ds2 = −
(

1

1− l
− 2M

r
+

Q2

(1− l)2r2

)
dt2+

dr2(
1

1−l
− 2M

r
+ Q2

(1−l)2r2

)+r2dθ2+r2 sin2 θdφ2. (1)

It is worth mentioning that recent studies have addressed the implications of charged and un-

charged metrics by considering, for instance, thermodynamics, phase transitions, geodesics,

shadows, scattering effects, and quasinormal modes [100, 103, 104].

III. GRAVITATIONAL LENSING VIA WEAK DEFLECTION LIMIT

In this section, we conduct an examination of the Gauss–Bonnet theorem and proceed to

calculate the weak deflection angle of the black hole. Initially, we derive the null geodesics

under the condition ds2 = 0, which upon rearrangement gives:

dt2 = γijdx
idxj =

1

f(r)2
dr2 +

r2

f(r)
dΩ2, (2)

Here, indices i and j range from 1 to 3, and γij denotes the optical metric. Utilizing the

Gauss–Bonnet theorem requires us to calculate the Gaussian curvature, which is carried out

as follows:

K =
R

2
=

f(r)

2

d2

dr2
f(r)−

(
d
dr
f(r)

)2
4

= − 6MQ2

(1− l)2r5
− 2M

(1− l)r3
+

2Q4

(1− l)4r6
+

3Q2

(1− l)3r4
+

3M2

r4
.

(3)
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Here, γ denotes the determinant of γij, and R stands for the Ricci scalar. The area of

the surface on the equatorial plane is given by [105]:

dS =
√
γdrdϕ =

r

f(r)3/2
drdϕ =

 r(
Q2

(1−l)2r2
+ 1

1−l
− 2M

r

)3/2

 drdϕ. (4)

With all these preliminaries, the deflection angle within the context of weak deflection

limit reads

α(b, l, Q) = −
ˆ ˆ

KdS = −
ˆ π

0

ˆ ∞

b
sinϕ

KdS

≃4M

b
+

3πM2

4b2
− 2lM

b
− 9πlM2

8b2
− 9πlQ2

8b2
− 3πQ2

4b2

− 8MQ2

3b3
− 4lMQ2

3b3
+

45πlM2Q2

64b4
− 45πM2Q2

32b4
.

(5)

To obtain the above expression, we considered the same limit as in Ref. [105], specifically

b ≫ 2M . Note that the first two terms correspond to the Schwarzschild case calculation

(up to the second order in M). The terms containing l are introduced by Lorentz violation,

while the terms with Q (but without l) correspond to those found in the Reissner–Nordström

black hole. To further support the interpretation of Eq. (5), we present Fig. 1. In the top–

left panel, we observe that increasing the mass results in a greater magnitude of the weak

deflection angle. Conversely, the top–right panel shows that an increase in charge leads to

a decrease in the magnitude of α(b, l, Q). Additionally, the bottom panel demonstrates that

as l increases, the magnitude of α(b, l, Q) also decreases.

IV. GRAVITATIONAL LENSING VIA THE STRONG DEFLECTION LIMIT

This section aims to outline the general methodology described in [106], which we will

use to calculate the deflection angle of a light ray in the strong deflection limit. In our

analysis, similar to many prior studies (e.g., [107]), we focus on asymptotically flat, static,

and spherically symmetric spacetimes, characterized by the following line element ds2 =

−A(r)dt2 +B(r)dr2 +C(r)(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2). To use the general methodology addressed by

Tsukamoto [106], we need the metric to match the condition of asymptotic flatness. Due

to the symmetries of the spacetime, there are two Killing vectors: ∂t and ∂ϕ, as one should

expect.
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Figure 1: The deflection angle as a function of b for different values of l, M and Q.

Let us now outline the procedure for calculating the deflection angle in the strong field

regime. Initially, we introduce a new variable denoted as D(r): ≡ C′(r)
C(r)

− A′(r)
A(r)

. With

these definitions, we introduce the impact parameter b as follows: b ≡ L
E

= C(r)ϕ̇

A(r)ṫ
. Due to

the axial symmetry, the motion can be confined to the equatorial plane, where θ = π/2.

Consequently, the radial equation simplifies to ṙ2 = V (r). The potential function is given

by V (r) = L2R(r)
B(r)C(r)

, where R(r) ≡ C(r)
A(r)

b2

b2−1
. Consequently, V (r) diminishes at r = r0. From

the trajectory equation, we conclude that A0ṫ
2
0 = C0ϕ̇

2
0.

In this context and throughout subsequent discussions, the subscript “0” signifies quanti-

ties evaluated at r = r0. For simplification without compromising generality, we assume the

impact parameter b to be positive, particularly when dealing with a single light ray. Due

to the preservation of the impact parameter along the trajectory, which can be expressed

as b(r0) =
L
E
= C0ϕ̇0

A0 ṫ0
=

√
C0

A0
. Accordingly, R(r) can be expressed in the following manner

R(r) = A0C
AC0

− 1.

Therefore, the trajectory equation takes the following form
(

dr
dϕ

)2

= R(r)C(r)
B(r)

, and, thereby,

we can address the deflection angle of light, denoted as α(r0), which is given α(r0) = I(r0)−π,
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where, I(r0) is properly defined as being I(r0) ≡ 2
´∞
r0

dr√
R(r)C(r)

B(r)

. The critical step in our

calculation now involves evaluating this integral, which can be a challenging task depending

on the metric under consideration [106]. For this regard, to find I(r0), let us introduce [106]

z ≡ 1 − r0
r
, so that I(r0) =

´ 1

0
f(z, r0)dz in which f(z, z0) ≡ 2r0√

G(z,r0)
, and G(z, r0) ≡

RC
B
(1−z)4. Thereby, G(z, r0) can be succinctly formulated [106] Gm(z) = c2(rm)z

2+O(z3).

This indicates that the principal divergence of f(z, r0) arises at the z−1 order, resulting in

a logarithmic divergence in the integral I(r0) as we approach the strong deflection limit

r0 → rm. To handle this divergence, we decompose the integral I(r0) into two components:

a divergent segment ID(r0) and a well–behaved segment IR(r0). The divergent part ID(r0)

is defined as follows ID(r0) ≡
´ 1
0
fD(z, r0)dz,with fD(z, r0) ≡ 2r0√

c1(r0)z+c2(r0)z2
.

To proceed forward, the divergent part can be computed ID(b) = − rm√
c2(rm)

ln
[

b
bc
− 1

]
+

rm√
c2(rm)

ln [r2D′
m] + O[(b − bc) ln(b − bc)]. In contrast, it convenient to define the regular

part as IR(b) =
´ 0
1
fR(z, bc)dz +O[(b− bc) ln(b− bc)], with fR ≡ f(z, r0)− fD(z, r0) and the

respective deflection angle is given by a(b) = −ã ln
[

b
bc
− 1

]
+ b̃+O[(b− bc) ln(b− bc)], where

ã =
√

2BmAm

C′′
mAm−CmA′′

m
, andb̃ = ã ln

[
r2m

(
C′′

Cm
− A′′

m

Cm

)]
+ IR(rm)− π.

A. Charged black hole influenced by an antissymetric tensor

In this section, it is pertinent to emphasize that we exclusively consider the solution

without a cosmological constant. This restriction is due to the applicability of the Tsukamoto

method [106], which is strictly valid for asymptotically flat spacetimes. Having outlined the

methodology above, we proceed to apply it to our metric described in Eq. (1). Thus, we

obtain

bc =

√
−

(√
9(l−1)4M2+8(l−1)Q2+3(l−1)2M

)4

(l−1)2
(
(l−1)M

(√
9(l−1)4M2+8(l−1)Q2+3(l−1)2M

)
+2Q2

)
2
√
2

. (6)

In addition, ã and b̃ can be written as

ã =

√
−

(√
(l−1)(9(l−1)3M2+8Q2)+3(l−1)2M

)2

3(l−1)M
√

(l−1)(9(l−1)3M2+8Q2)+9(l−1)3M2+8Q2

√
2

, (7)
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Therefore, we have

b̃ =

√
−

(√
(l−1)(9(l−1)3M2+8Q2)+3(l−1)2M

)2

3(l−1)M
√

(l−1)(9(l−1)3M2+8Q2)+9(l−1)3M2+8Q2

√
2

× ln

6(l − 1)M
(√

9(l − 1)4M2 + 8(l − 1)Q2 + 3(l − 1)2M
)
+ 16Q2

(l − 1)M
(√

9(l − 1)4M2 + 8(l − 1)Q2 + 3(l − 1)2M
)
+ 2Q2

+ IR(rm)− π.

(8)

In contrast with what happens in the schwarschild and Reissen–Nordstrom cases, notice

that the contribution to the parameter ã is fundamentally modified by the Lorentz violation

l, as one should expect. Also, IR(rm) reads

IR(rm) =

ˆ 1

0

dz


√
2
(√

9(l − 1)4M2 + 8(l − 1)Q2 + 3(l − 1)2M
)

l − 1

×

 1√
−

z2
(
3(l−1)M

(√
9(l−1)4M2+8(l−1)Q2+3(l−1)2M

)
+8Q2

)
(l−1)2

− 1√
z2

(
(l−1)M(2z−3)

√
9(l−1)4M2+8(l−1)Q2+3(l−1)3M2(2z−3)−2Q2(z−2)2

)
(l−1)2




= 0.298565.

(9)

Here, we have computed IR(rm) numerically, with parameters set as Q = M = 1 and

8



l = 0.01. Consequently, the deflection angle is expressed as

a(b) = + 0.298565− π −

√
−

(√
(l−1)(9(l−1)3M2+8Q2)+3(l−1)2M

)2

3(l−1)M
√

(l−1)(9(l−1)3M2+8Q2)+9(l−1)3M2+8Q2

√
2

× ln


b√√√√−

(
√

9(l−1)4M2+8(l−1)Q2+3(l−1)2M)
4

(l−1)2((l−1)M(
√

9(l−1)4M2+8(l−1)Q2+3(l−1)2M)+2Q2)
2
√
2

− 1



+

√
−

(√
(l−1)(9(l−1)3M2+8Q2)+3(l−1)2M

)2

3(l−1)M
√

(l−1)(9(l−1)3M2+8Q2)+9(l−1)3M2+8Q2

√
2

× ln

6(l − 1)M
(√

9(l − 1)4M2 + 8(l − 1)Q2 + 3(l − 1)2M
)
+ 16Q2

(l − 1)M
(√

9(l − 1)4M2 + 8(l − 1)Q2 + 3(l − 1)2M
)
+ 2Q2



+O



b−

√
−

(√
9(l−1)4M2+8(l−1)Q2+3(l−1)2M

)4

(l−1)2
(
(l−1)M

(√
9(l−1)4M2+8(l−1)Q2+3(l−1)2M

)
+2Q2

)
2
√
2



× ln

b−
√

−
(√

9(l−1)4M2+8(l−1)Q2+3(l−1)2M
)4

(l−1)2
(
(l−1)M

(√
9(l−1)4M2+8(l−1)Q2+3(l−1)2M

)
+2Q2

)
2
√
2


 .

(10)

To facilitate understanding, we present in Fig. 2 the variation of the deflection angle with

b under various system conditions.

V. LENSING EQUATIONS AND OBSERVABLES

In this section, various parameters related to the bending of light in the strong gravita-

tional field of the black hole are investigated. Fig. 3 demonstrates the gravitational lensing

effect caused by the black hole described by Eq. (1). Notice that light emitted from the

source S (red point) is deflected towards the observer O (purple point) due to the gravita-

tional influence of the Lorentz–violating black hole at point L (orange point). The image

seen by the observer is represented by I (blue point). The big black dot accounts for the

black hole studied here. The angular positions of the source and the observed image are
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Figure 2: The deflection angle as a function of b for different values of l, M and Q.

labeled as β and θ, respectively. The angular deviation of the light, a, shows the change in

its path as it travels through the gravitational field.

Additionally, we use the same setup proposed in [57, 108], where the source (S) is nearly

perfectly aligned with the lens (L). This scenario is significant because it produces relativistic

images. Under these conditions, the lens equation describing the relationship between θ

and β is given by β = θ − DLS

DOS
∆an. It is important to mention that ∆an is defined as

the deflection angle after accounting for all the loops completed by the photons before

reaching the observer, specifically given by ∆an = a − 2nπ. In this approach, the impact

parameter is approximated as b̃ ≈ θDOL. Therefore, the angular deviation is expressed as

a(θ) = −ã ln
(

θDOL

bc
− 1

)
+ b̃.

To derive ∆an, we expand a(θ) around θ = θ0n, satisfying the condition α(θ0n) = 2nπ

∆an = ∂a
∂θ

∣∣∣∣∣
θ=θ0n

(θ − θ0n) . We have θ0n = bc
DOL

(1 + en) , where en = eb̃−2nπ . Also,

equation ∆an = − ãDOL

bcen
(θ− θ0n) can be obtained. This result is then integrated into the lens

equation, leading to the derivation of the expression for the nth angular position of the image

10



θn ≃ θ0n+
bcen
ã

DOS

DOLDLS
(β−θ0n) . The deflection of light preserves surface brightness, while the

gravitational lens modifies the solid angle of the source, affecting its observable appearance.

The total flux received from a relativistic image depends on the magnification µn, defined as

µn =

∣∣∣∣∣βθ ∂β
∂θ

∣∣∣∣
θ0n

∣∣∣∣∣
−1

. By regarding ∆an = − ãDOL

bcen
(θ− θ0n), we derive µn = en(1+en)

ãβ
DOS

DLS

(
bc

DOL

)2

.

Notice that the magnification factor µn rises as n increases, indicating that the brightness

from the initial image θ1 far exceeds that of subsequent images. Nevertheless, the overall

luminosity remains diminished, primarily due to the presence of the term
(

bc
DOL

)2

. An

important observation is the divergence in magnification as β → 0, underscoring that optimal

alignment between the lens and the source maximizes the potential for detecting relativistic

images, as one should expect. Furthermore, it is worthy to be mentioned that the impact

parameter may effectively be correlated to θ∞, as elaborated in [108] bc = DOLθ∞ , where θ∞

denotes the other relativistic images here. We will adopt Bozza’s approach from [108], which

treats the outermost image θ1 as a distinct entity, while grouping the remaining images under

θ∞. To elaborate, Bozza introduced the following observables s = θ1 − θ∞ = θ∞e
b̃−2π

ã , r̃ =

µ1
∞∑

n=2
µn

= e
2π
ã .

In the expressions mentioned earlier, s indicates the angular separation, while r̃ denotes

the ratio of the flux emitted by the first image to the total flux emitted by all other images

combined. These equations can be inverted to find the expansion coefficients. To sub-

stantiate our findings, the following subsection will demonstrate a particular astrophysical

example to compute these observables and investigate the influence of the Lorentz–violating

parameter l under these previous quantities.

A. Galactic phenomena: gravitational lensing by Sagittarius A∗

Observational data on stellar dynamics compellingly indicates the presence of a dense,

mysterious entity at the center of our galaxy. This entity, believed to be the supermassive

black hole Sagittarius (Sgr) A∗, has an estimated mass of 4.4 × 106M⊙ [109]. To better

understand this celestial phenomenon, we examine its characteristics using the dimensionless

parameter l, which helps elucidate the behavior of observables.

To analyze the observables, we adopt a distance of DOL = 8.5 Kpc

[109] and l ∼ 3.90708 × 10−12 based on literature [110]. With bc =

11
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Figure 3: Representation of the gravitational lensing. The light emitted from the source S

(red point) is bent as it travels toward the observer O (purple point), influenced by the

presence of a compact object positioned at L (orange point). The observer O perceives an

image I (blue point). DOL represents the distance between the lens L and the observer O,

while DLS denotes the distance from the source’s projection to the lens along the optical

axis. The big black dot represents the black hole under consideration

1
2
√
2

√
−

(√
9(l−1)4M2+8(l−1)Q2+3(l−1)2M

)4

(l−1)2
(
(l−1)M

(√
9(l−1)4M2+8(l−1)Q2+3(l−1)2M

)
+2Q2

) , we find θ∞ ≈ 25.64 µarcsecs +O(l),

where O(l) denotes first–order effects in the Lorentz violation parameter, approximately

10−12. For a better interpretation, Figs. 4 and 5 illustrate observables s and r̃ with respect

to the LV coefficient. Both figures employ logarithmic scales due to the small contribution

of LV. Fig. 4 reveals that s increases as l rises, indicating greater separation between the

first and subsequent relativistic images. Conversely, Fig. 5 demonstrates that the flux ratio

of the first image decreases with increasing l.

In addition, the gravitational lensing was also addressed in the context of charged

Simpsson–Visser solution [111]. As argued in this reference, the angular size θ∞ for Sgr

A∗ ranges from approximately 20.7 to 26.6 µas, with deviations δθ∞ between −6.0 and 0

µas. Both θ∞ and δθ∞ decrease as the charge q increases [111]. While θ∞ is within the

detection limits of the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT), the small deviation δθ∞ of up to 6

µas is currently beyond its detection capability. Therefore, it is not possible to differentiate

between the black–bounce–Reissner–Nordström spacetime and the Schwarzschild black hole

based on δθ∞.
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Figure 4: Observable ln s for distinct values of ln l.

Figure 5: Observable ln r̃ for a variety of ln l.

VI. TIME DELAY ANALYSIS: THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

This section introduces the theoretical framework of our study. The time delay of light

in a gravitational field is calculated by solving the differential equations of null geodesics

in a spherically symmetric spacetime dτ 2 = f(r)dt2 − 1
f(r)

dr2 − r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2) so that

the conserved quantities give rise to L ≡ r2 sin2 θ dϕ
dλ
, E ≡ f(r) dt

dλ
, and L ≡ gµνdx

µdxν =

f(r)

(
dt
dλ

)2

− 1
f(r)

(
dr
dλ

)2

− r2
(

dθ
dλ

)2

− r2 sin2 θ

(
dϕ
dλ

)2

, where λ is an affine parameter, L

denotes the conserved angular momentum, and E2/2 represents the conserved energy along

a particle’s orbit. For test particles confined to the equatorial plane (θ = π/2), these ones

lead to the following simplified differential equations

1

2

(
dr

dλ

)2

+
1

2
f(r)

[
L2

r2
+ L

]
=

1

2

(
dr

dλ

)2

+ V (r) =
1

2
E2. (11)

In this context, V (r) = f(r)
2

[
L2

r2
+ L

]
defines the effective potential for particles in a spher-

ically symmetric gravitational field, with the impact parameter given by b ≡ |L/E|. For

13



massless particles on null geodesics, L = 0. Focusing on photon trajectories, we obtain:

dr

dt
=

dr

dλ

dλ

dt
= ±f(r)

√
1− b2

f(r)

r2
. (12)

Using E = f(r) dt
dλ

and setting L = 0 for a massless photon, the signs ± can be interpreted as

follows. As a particle moves along its scattering orbit from the source position rS, the radial

coordinate r decreases over time until the particle reaches the closest approach, r = r0, to

the central black hole. Beyond this turning point r = r0, the radial coordinate begins to

increase as time advances. Thus, we establish the following relationships:

dr

dt
= −f(r)

√
1− b2

f(r)

r2
< 0, (13)

for a photon traveling from the initial position r = rS to the turning point r = r0, the radial

coordinate behavior is described. Additionally,

dr

dt
= f(r)

√
1− b2

f(r)

r2
> 0, (14)

where we have considered that the photon moves from the tuning point r = r0 to observer

position r = rO. It is worth commenting that, in gravitational lensing, when the light source

is situated at r = rS and the observer at r = rO, the time delay of light as it propagates

through the gravitational field is formulated as [112]

∆T = T − T0

= −
ˆ r0

rS

dr

f(r)
√

1− b2f(r)
r2

+

ˆ rO

r0

dr

f(r)
√
1− b2f(r)

r2

− T0

=

ˆ rS

r0

dr

f(r)
√

1− b2f(r)
r2

+

ˆ rO

r0

dr

f(r)
√
1− b2f(r)

r2

−
√
r2S − r20 −

√
r2O − r20,

(15)

where T0 =
√
r2S − r20 +

√
r2O − r20 represents the time taken for light to propagate in the

absence of a gravitational field. It is evident that the time delay ∆T increases continuously

with the positions rS and rO of the light source and observer. To enhance clarity for the

reader, we present Fig. 6, illustrating the time delay ∆T as a function of rS for the specified

parameters l = 0.01, M = Q = r0 = b = 1, and rO = 100. A comparison with the

Reissner–Nordström case is provided. Furthermore, ∆T is also shown as a function of l and

Q.
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Figure 6: The time delay ∆T as a function of rS is evaluated for specific parameter values:

l = 0.01, M = Q = r0 = b = 1, and rO = 100. A comparison with Reissner–Nordström is

shown as well. ∆T is also shown as a function of l and Q.

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In this study, we investigated the gravitational lensing effects of a spherically symmetric

charged black hole within the context of Lorentz violation, incorporating an antisymmetric

tensor field known as the Kalb–Ramond field to address this symmetry-breaking effect. Our

calculations were approached through two distinct methods: the weak and strong deflection

limits. For the weak deflection limit, we utilized the Gauss–Bonnet theorem to derive our

results. Conversely, in the strong deflection limit, we applied the Tsukamoto methodol-

ogy, which provided us with measurable outcomes such as relativistic image positions and

magnifications. Using these methodologies, we analyzed the gravitational lensing by Sagit-

tarius A∗ and determined the corresponding observables as functions of the Lorentz violation

parameter l. Finally, the time delay was also computed.
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[26] A. A. Araújo Filho, “Particles in loop quantum gravity formalism: a thermodynamical de-

scription,” Annalen der Physik, p. 2200383, 2022.

[27] J. A. A. S. Reis et al., “Thermal aspects of interacting quantum gases in lorentz-violating

scenarios,” Eur. Phys. J. Plus, vol. 136, no. 3, p. 310, 2021.
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[29] A. A. Araújo Filho, Thermal aspects of field theories. Amazon. com, 2022.

[30] J. Furtado, H. Hassanabadi, J. Reis, et al., “Thermal analysis of photon-like particles in

rainbow gravity,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.08587, 2023.

[31] M. Anacleto, F. Brito, E. Maciel, A. Mohammadi, E. Passos, W. Santos, and J. Santos,

“Lorentz-violating dimension-five operator contribution to the black body radiation,” Phys.

Lett. B, vol. 785, pp. 191–196, 2018.
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[40] A. Baruah, A. Övgün, and A. Deshamukhya, “Quasinormal modes and bounding greybody

18



factors of gup-corrected black holes in kalb–ramond gravity,” Annals of Physics, vol. 455,

p. 169393, 2023.

[41] T. Manton and S. Alexander, “The kalb-ramond field and gravitational parity violation,”

arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.14452, 2024.

[42] C. Capanelli, L. Jenks, E. W. Kolb, and E. McDonough, “Cosmological implications of kalb-

ramond-like-particles,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.02485, 2023.

[43] B. Abbott, S. Jawahar, N. Lockerbie, and K. Tokmakov, “Ligo scientific collaboration and

virgo collaboration (2016) directly comparing gw150914 with numerical solutions of einstein’s

equations for binary black hole coalescence,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 94, p. 064035, 2016.

[44] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. Abbott, M. Abernathy, F. Acernese, K. Ackley, C. Adams,

T. Adams, P. Addesso, R. Adhikari, et al., “Gw151226: observation of gravitational waves

from a 22-solar-mass binary black hole coalescence,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 116, no. 24,

p. 241103, 2016.

[45] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. Abbott, F. Acernese, K. Ackley, C. Adams, T. Adams, P. Ad-

desso, R. X. Adhikari, V. B. Adya, et al., “Gw170814: a three-detector observation of grav-

itational waves from a binary black hole coalescence,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 119, no. 14,

p. 141101, 2017.

[46] O. Contigiani, “Lensing efficiency for gravitational wave mergers,” Monthly Notices of the

Royal Astronomical Society, vol. 492, no. 3, pp. 3359–3363, 2020.

[47] S. Mukherjee, B. D. Wandelt, and J. Silk, “Probing the theory of gravity with gravitational

lensing of gravitational waves and galaxy surveys,” Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronom-

ical Society, vol. 494, no. 2, pp. 1956–1970, 2020.

[48] C. G. Darwin, “The gravity field of a particle,” Proceedings of the Royal Society of London.

Series A. Mathematical and Physical Sciences, vol. 249, no. 1257, pp. 180–194, 1959.

[49] R. d. Atkinson, “On light tracks near a very massive star,” Astronomical Journal, Vol. 70,

p. 517, vol. 70, p. 517, 1965.

[50] F. Eisenhauer, R. Genzel, T. Alexander, R. Abuter, T. Paumard, T. Ott, A. Gilbert,

S. Gillessen, M. Horrobin, S. Trippe, et al., “Sinfoni in the galactic center: young stars

and infrared flares in the central light-month,” The Astrophysical Journal, vol. 628, no. 1,

p. 246, 2005.

[51] E. H. T. Collaboration et al., “First m87 event horizon telescope results. iv. imaging the

19



central supermassive black hole,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1906.11241, 2019.

[52] K. Akiyama, A. Alberdi, W. Alef, K. Asada, R. Azulay, A.-K. Baczko, D. Ball, M. Baloković,
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[93] A. A. Araújo Filho, “Implications of a simpson–visser solution in verlinde’s framework,” The

European Physical Journal C, vol. 84, no. 1, pp. 1–22, 2024.
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preprint arXiv:2205.07787, 2022.

[100] K. Yang, Y.-Z. Chen, Z.-Q. Duan, and J.-Y. Zhao, “Static and spherically symmetric black

holes in gravity with a background kalb-ramond field,” Physical Review D, vol. 108, no. 12,

p. 124004, 2023.

[101] Z.-Q. Duan, J.-Y. Zhao, and K. Yang, “Electrically charged black holes in gravity with a

background kalb-ramond field,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2310.13555, 2023.

[102] E. L. B. Junior, J. T. S. S. Junior, F. S. N. Lobo, M. E. Rodrigues, D. Rubiera-Garcia,

L. F. D. da Silva, and H. A. Vieira, “Gravitational lensing of a schwarzschild-like black hole

in kalb-ramond gravity,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.03284, 2024.

23
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