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Gravitational lensing of gravitational waves provides us with much information about the Uni-
verse, including the dark matter distribution at small scales. The information about lensed gravita-
tional waves is encapsulated by an amplification factor, which is calculated by an integration of an
oscillatory function. The Born approximation, which has been studied in terms of wave optics in
gravitational lensing, may provide a means of overcoming the difficulty in evaluating the oscillating
function and better understanding the connection between the amplification factor and the lens
mass distribution. In this paper, we revisit the Born approximation for a single lens plane. We find
that the distortion of gravitational waves induced by wave optics gravitational lensing is in general
connected with the mass distribution of the lens object through a convolution integral, where the
scale of the kernel is determined by the Fresnel scale. We then study the validity and accuracy of
the Born approximation specifically for the case of a point mass lens for which the exact analytical
expression of the amplification factor is available. Using the dimensionless parameter y, which rep-
resents the normalized impact parameter, and the dimensionless parameter w, which denotes the
normalized frequency, we show that the n-th term of the Born approximation scales as y−2wn−1.
This indicates that, for the case of a point mass lens, the Born approximation is valid when w is
less than 1, with its accuracy scaling as wy−2 in this regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational lensing is a powerful tool for investigat-
ing the Universe. Although the gravitational lensing ef-
fect has mainly been applied to electromagnetic waves, it
has become clear that gravitational waves are also sub-
ject to the gravitational lensing effect, just like electro-
magnetic waves ([1, 2] for review articles). Gravitational
wave lensing provides an important tool in unraveling
the mysteries of the Universe. Examples include local-
izations of gravitational wave sources with sub-arcsecond
precision (e.g., [3]), cosmological parameter estimations
(e.g., [4, 5]), and searching for dark matter and compact
objects (e.g., [6, 7]).

However, an amplification factor, which characterizes
the extent to which gravitational waves are affected by
the gravitational lensing effect, is expressed by an inte-
gral of an oscillation function and therefore is difficult
to evaluate numerically unless the lensing object has a
very simple mass distribution. Exact analytical forms of
the amplification factor only exist for a limited number of
mass density distributions such as a point mass lens[8, 9].
The series expansion also exists when the lens model is
symmetric (e.g., [9]), which is very costly to compute
numerically in the high frequency or the massive lenses.
We can obtain a lot of information about the Universe
by analyzing the wave optic effect for a wide variety of
lens mass distributions (e.g., [10, 11]).

To calculate the amplification factor, it is useful to
develop methods that performs numerical computations
efficiently [5, 12–15]. Several approximations are some-
times used in such methods to reduce the computational
cost. Understanding the validity and accuracy of the
approximations in detail is crucial for improving the ac-

curacy of the calculation of the amplification factor and
reducing the computational cost further.

One of such approximations includes the so-called Born
approximation [16]. In the context of wave optics grav-
itational lensing, the Born approximation involves per-
forming a successive expansion around freely propagat-
ing waves unperturbed by the gravitational potential and
retaining terms up to the first order. In Takahashi [17], it
is shown that dispersions of the amplitude and phase of
gravitational waves caused by gravitational lensing are
connected to the power spectrum at small scale using
the Born approximation. This is a clear benefit of us-
ing the Born approximation. In a more detailed study
by Oguri and Takahashi [18], the detectability of dark
low-mass halos and primordial black holes is explored to
conclude that measuring gravitational lensing dispersions
holds a significant potential for future gravitational wave
observations (see also [6, 19, 20]). Furthermore, Oguri
and Takahashi [21] shows that the amplitude and phase
fluctuations are significantly enhanced by gravitational
lensing magnifications due to geometrical optics lensing.
Other applications include consistency relations between
amplitude and phase fluctuations [22–24].

In this paper, we focus on the Born approximation for
a single lens plane. The accuracy of the Born approxi-
mation in the context of weak lensing by the large-scale
structure has already been investigated in Mizuno and
Suyama [25] to complement Takahashi [17]. The investi-
gation of the Born approximation for a single lens plane is
important for e.g., lensing by a low-mass halo from which
we want to extract information on the mass distribution
of the halo. For this purpose it is of great importance
to understand the connection between wave optics gravi-
tational lensing observables and the mass distribution of
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the lens, which we explore in detail. Furthermore, us-
ing the Born approximation should help us evaluate the
amplification factor because the phase in the integrand
of the amplification factor becomes simpler in the Born
approximation than without the approximation. How-
ever, the Born approximation including post-Born terms
in gravitational lensing is not yet fully understood. It
is one of our goals to deepen our understanding in this
aspect.

II. GENERAL PROPERTIES OF THE BORN
APPROXIMATION

A. Derivation

First, we review the details of the Born approximation
in wave optics gravitaional lensing. We consider scat-
tering of gravitational waves caused by a weak gravita-
tional field of a lens object. The background metric is
the Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) model with
a weak gravitational potential |Φ(x)/c2| (≪ 1). The
line elements are described by the metric gµν as ds2 =
gµνdx

µdxν = −(1+2Φ/c2)c2dt2+(1− 2Φ/c2)dr2, which
Φ is the gravitational potential and dr2 = a2χ2(dθ2 +
sin2 ϕdϕ2). We assume a flat universe and χ is radial
comoving distance. Since the propagation equation for

gravitational waves ϕ̃ is described as ∂µ

(√
−ggµν∂ν ϕ̃

)
=

0, it is rewritten as [26][
∇2 +

(ω
c

)2
]
ϕ(x) =

4ω2

c4
Φ(x)ϕ(x), (1)

where ϕ̃(x) = ϕ(x)e−iωt, t is the conformal time ,
ω = 2πf is the comoving frequency, aω → ω. In this
set up, the scale factor a is absorbed into the comoving
frequency and does not appear explicitly. ∇ is the three-
dimensional Laplace operator. Let ϕ0 be the solution
of equation (1) when there is no lensing effect (Φ = 0),
and δϕ be the term representing the effect of scattering
caused by the gravitational lensing, we can describe ϕ as

ϕ(x) = ϕ0(x) + δϕ(x)

= ϕ0(x)−
ω2

πc4

∫
d3x′ e

iω|x−x′|/c

|x− x′|
Φ(x′)ϕ(x′). (2)

The second line calculation uses the Green function of the
Helmholtz equation G(x,x′) = −eiω|x−x′|/c/4π|x − x′|.
Note that equation (2) is not the solution but an integral
equation. We substitute equation (2) successively into
equation (2) to obtain

ϕ(x) =ϕ0(x)−
ω2

πc4

∫
d3x′ e

iω|x−x′|/c

|x− x′|
Φ(x′)ϕ0(x

′)

+
ω4

π2c8

∫
d3x′d3x′′ e

iω|x−x′|/c

|x− x′|
eiω|x′−x′′|/c

|x′ − x′′|
× Φ(x′)Φ(x′′)ϕ0(x

′′)− · · · . (3)

By taking the first and second terms of equation (3)
(|ϕ1| ≪ |ϕ0|)

ϕ(x) = ϕ0(x) + ϕ1(x) + ϕ2(x) + · · ·
≃ ϕ0(x) + ϕ1(x), (4)

we obtain

ϕ(x) = ϕ0(x)−
ω2

πc4

∫
d3x′ e

iω|x−x′|/c

|x− x′|
Φ(x′)ϕ0(x

′). (5)

This approximation is called the Born approximation
[16].
The ratio of ϕobs1 to ϕobs can be approximated as

ϕobs1

ϕobs
=

ϕobs1

ϕobs0 + ϕobs1

=
ϕobs1

ϕobs0 (1 +
ϕobs
1

ϕobs
0

)
≃ ϕobs1

ϕobs0

, (6)

by ignoring the second order of ϕobs1 /ϕobs0 . We take the
spherical wave Aeiω|x−xs|/c/|x−xs|, where xs is the posi-
tion of the source object as the solution of ϕ0, and define
ϕobs as the observed wave at the origin (x = 0). Plugging
ϕ0 into equation (5), we obtain

ϕobs1

ϕobs
≃ ϕobs1

ϕobs0

= − |xs|
Aeiω|xs|/c

· ω
2

πc4

×
∫
d3x′ e

iω|x′|

x′
Aeiω|x′−xs|/c

|x′ − xs|
Φ(x′). (7)

We set the two-dimensional vector perpendicular to
the line of sight as r, i.e., x = (χ, r). Furthermore, we
assume |r| ≪ χ. Then we can approximate

|x− xs| ≃ χs − χ+
χsχ

2(χs − χ)

∣∣∣∣rχ − rs
χs

∣∣∣∣2 . (8)

Using this approximation, we rewrite equation (7) as

ϕobs1

ϕobs0

= − ω2

πc4

∫
d3x′ χs

χ′(χs − χ′)
Φ(x′)eiω∆t(χ′,r), (9)

where

∆t(χ, r) =
χs

2cχ(χs − χ)

∣∣∣∣r − χ

χs
rs

∣∣∣∣2
=

χs

2cχ(χs − χ)
|r − r⊥|2, (10)

with r⊥ = (χ/χs)rs. We apply the thin lens approxi-
mation, for which the gravitational potential is written
as

Φ(x′) ≃ c2

2

χs

χ(χ− χs)
δD(χ′ − χ)ψ(r), (11)

where the gravitational lens potential ψ is defined as

ψ(r) ≡ 2

c2
χ(χs − χ)

χs

∫
dχ′Φ(χ′, r). (12)
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We substitute equation (11) into equation (9) to obtain

ϕobs1

ϕobs0

= − ω2

2πc2

(
χs

χ(χs − χ)

)2 ∫
d2rψ(r)eiω∆t(r). (13)

Note that χ represents the comiving radial distant to the
lens object.

For the sake of convenience, we introduce the Fresnel
scale [27]

rF =

√
cχ(χs − χ)

ωχs
, (14)

which is defined in comiving units. Using the Fresnel
scale, equation (13) is rewritten as

ϕobs1

ϕobs0

= − 1

2πr4F

∫
d2rψ(r) exp

[
i
1

2r2F
|r − r⊥|2

]
. (15)

B. Re-definition of the phase

Now we consider the geometrical optics limit, f → ∞,
or equivalently rF → 0. In this situation, the phase of
the integrand of equation (15) is so large that it oscillates
violently. Thus, only the extreme values of the phase
contribute to the integral. This is called the stationary
phase approximation. In equation (15) the extreme value
is at r = r⊥ at which we assume ψ(r) does not change
dramatically. Equation (15) is then rewritten as

ϕobs1

ϕobs0

≃ − 1

2πr4F
ψ(r⊥)

∫
d2r exp

[
i
1

2r2F
|r − r⊥|2

]
= − i

r2F
ψ(r⊥), (16)

where we used the following integral∫ ∞

0

eiλu
p

du = ei
π
2pλ−

1
pΓ

(
1

p
+ 1

)
. (17)

For rF → 0, ϕobs1 /ϕobs0 diverges in geometrical optic limit.
Thus we impose the condition ψ(r⊥) = 0 by using the
uncertainty of the potential with respect to a constant
shift. Using this condition, equation (15) can also be
rewritten as

ϕobs1

ϕobs0

= − 1

2πr4F

∫
d2rψ(r) exp

[
i
1

2r2F
|r − r⊥|2

]
−
(
− i

r2F
ψ(r⊥)

)
= − 1

2πr4F

∫
d2rψ(r)

×
{
exp

[
i
1

2r2F
|r − r⊥|2

]
− 2πir2Fδ(r − r⊥)

}
.

(18)

C. Born approximation in Fourier space

We use Fourier transform of ψ(r) and κ(r), defined as

ψ(r) =

∫
d2k

(2π)2
ψ̃(k)eik·r, (19)

κ(r) =

∫
d2k

(2π)2
κ̃(k)eik·r, (20)

which are related with each other in real space as

∇2
rψ(r) = 2κ(r), (21)

and in Fourier space as

−k2ψ̃(k) = 2κ̃(k). (22)

By using equations (19), (20), and (22), equation (18) is
computed as

ϕobs1

ϕobs0

=− 1

2πr4F

∫
d2r

∫
d2k

(2π)2
ψ̃(k)

×

{
exp

[
i
1

2r2F
|r − r⊥|2 + ik · r

]

− 2πir2Fe
ik·rδ(r − r⊥)

}
, (23)

and the exponent in equation (23) reduces to

i
1

2r2F
|r − r⊥|2 + ik · r =i

1

2r2F

∣∣r − r⊥ + r2Fk
∣∣2

+ ik · r⊥ − i
r2F
2
k2. (24)

By using
∫
dreia|r|

2

= iπ/a we can perform r-integral to
obtain

ϕobs1

ϕobs0

=

∫
d2k

(2π)2
i
e−ir2Fk

2/2−1

r2Fk
2/2

κ̃(k)eik·r⊥

=

∫
d2k

(2π)2
G̃(k)κ̃(k)eik·r⊥ , (25)

where we define

G̃(k) ≡ i
e−ir2Fk

2/2−1

r2Fk
2/2

. (26)

This is a general expression of the relation between the
distortion caused by wave optics gravitational lensing and
the mass distribution of a lens object in Fourier space.
Now we consider the expression in real space. We use

G(r) =

∫
d2k

2π
G̃(k)eik·r =

∫
kdk

2π
G̃(k)J0(kr), (27)

where

J0(x) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

eix cosϕ, (28)
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is the Bessel function. Equation (27) is valid when G(r)
is spherical symmetric, |k| = k and κ(k) = κ(k). It
is called the Hankel transform. Equation (25) can be
rewritten as

ϕobs1

ϕobs0

=

∫
d2rG(r)

∫
kdk

2π
κ̃(k)J0(k(r⊥ − r))

=

∫
d2rκ(r⊥ − r)G(r)

=

∫
d2rκ(r)G(r − r⊥), (29)

where

G(r) =

∫
d2k

(2π)2
i
eir

2
Fk

2/2 − 1

r2Fk
2/2

eik·r

= − i

2πr2F
Γ

(
0,− r2

2r2F

)
= − i

2πr2F

{
Ei

(
r2

2r2F

)
− iπ

}
. (30)

Equation (29) shows that the distortion of the waveform
of the gravitational waves and the mass distribution of a
lens object are connected with each other by the convolu-
tion in the Born approximation. Fig. 1 shows the kernel
function of the convolution, G(r). It has a damped os-
cillation in the region r > rF. This means that equation
(29) is equal to the smoothing with the Fresnel scale rF.
It can also be interpreted that the source effectively has
a size of rF due to the wave optics effect.

We note that Takahashi et al. [16] derived an equation
similar to equation (29), without acknowledging that it
is essentially the smoothed convergence. We also note
that Choi et al. [19] derived a similar equation but only
for r⊥ = 0.

D. The derivation of the post Born terms

Next, we derive the higher order terms of the Born
approximation. While it is very difficult to derive the
post Born terms directly, we argue that it can easily be
derived by expanding the exponent containing the lens
potential. Specifically, we start with the exact analytical
form of the amplification factor for a single lens plane
calculated by using the path integral [2]

ϕobs

ϕobs0

=
1

2πir2F

∫
d2r exp

[
i
1

2r2F
|r − r⊥|2

]
exp

[
− i

r2F
ψ(r)

]
.

(31)
We expand the exponential term exp(−iψ(r)/r2F) around
r = r⊥ to obtain

ϕobs

ϕobs0

= 1− 1

2πr4F

∫
d2r exp

[
i
1

2r2F
|r − r⊥|2

]
ψ(r)

+
1

4πr6F

∫
d2r exp

[
i
1

2r2F
|r − r⊥|2

]
ψ2(r) + · · · . (32)

FIG. 1. The kernel function of the convolution defined by
equation (30) as a function of the lens plane distance normal-
ized by the Fresnel radius on a lens plane. The blue solid line
represents the real part of the kernel and the orange dashed
line represents the imaginary part of the kernel.

The second term on the right side of this equation is equal
to equation (15). The third term is the post Born term.
The higher order terms can obviously be obtained also
from this expansion.

III. THE CASE OF A POINT MASS LENS

We describe the explicit form of the exact analytical
form of the amplification factor as well as derive expres-
sions and behaviors of the Born and post-Born terms
when the lens model is given by a point mass lens with
the lens potential

ψ(r) = r2Ein log

(
|r|
r⊥

)
, (33)

which satisfies the condition of ψ(r⊥) = 0 discussed in
Sec. II B. While the Born approximation is not needed in
most cases for a point mass lens because the exact analyt-
ical form of the amplification factor is known, we expect
that the detailed analysis of the Born approximation for
a point mass lens will lead to a better understanding of
the Born approximation itself and will provide a useful
guidance for future studies of the Born approximation for
other lens mass models. In what follows, we use dimen-
sionless parameters defined as

y =
r⊥
rEin

, w =
r2Ein

r2F
, (34)

where the Einstein radius rEin is given by

rEin =

√
4GM

c2
χ (χs − χ)

aχs
. (35)
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The scale factor a corresponds to that at the lens red-
shift. y is the impact parameter between the source and
lens object on the source plane normalized by the Ein-
stein radius. The Einstein radius represents roughly the
effective size of the lens object. The parameter w repre-
sents the degree to which the geometrical optics effect or
the wave optics effect is dominant. When w is smaller
than 1, the wave optics effect dominates, and when w
is larger than 1, the geometrical optics effect dominates.
Or, if the mass of the lens object is fixed, it is seen that
w ∝ f . Therefore w can also be seen as a normalized
frequency.

A. Exact analytical form

The amplification factor for a point mass lens is already
calculated as [8]

1 +
δϕobs

ϕobs0

=exp
(πw

4
+ i

w

2

(
ln
(w
2

)
− (xm − y)

2
+ 2 lnxm

))
× Γ

(
1− i

w

2

)
1F1

(
i
w

2
, 1;

wy2

2

)
, (36)

where

xm =
y +

√
y2 + 4

2
, (37)

Γ is the gamma function, and 1F1 is the confluent hyper-
geometric function. This exact analytical form is derived
under the thin lens approximation, which is valid when
the size of a lens object is much smaller than the dis-
tance to the lens object [28]. In general, the distance to
the lens object is cosmological and hence we can assume
that the thin lens approximation and the exact analytical
form (36) is always valid. In the geometrical optics limit
w → ∞ [4]

1 +
δϕobs

ϕobs
= |µ+|1/2 exp

[
iw

(
1

2
(p+ − y)

2 − log |p+|
)]

− i |µ−|1/2 exp
[
iw

(
1

2
(p− − y)

2 − log |p−|
)]

,

(38)

where the magnification of each image µ± = 1/2± (y2 +

2)/(2y
√
y2 + 4) and p± = (1/2)(y ±

√
y2 + 4).

B. Born term

When the lens model is a point mass lens, we can ob-
tain the Born term from equation (29) as

ϕobs1

ϕobs0

=
i

2
w

{
Ci

(
wy2

2

)
+ iSi

(
wy2

2

)
− i

π

2

}
. (39)

FIG. 2. The absolute value of ϕ1/ϕ0 as a function of the
normalized frequency w. The normalized impact parameter
y is changed from 10−2 to 102 from top to bottom lines.

For large y and large w, the behavior of ϕobs1 /ϕobs0 is
derived as

ϕobs1

ϕobs0

∝ 1

y2
+

1

wy4
. (40)

We ignore the phase for simplicity. In geometric optic
limit w → ∞, y-dependence is derived as

ϕobs1

ϕobs0

∝ 1

y2
. (41)

This means that the distortion due to the gravitational
lensing effect reaches to the constant value 1/y2 in the
geometrical optics limit. The point where the value
starts to approach the asymptotic value, i.e., where the
w-dependence disappears, is wy4 ≫ y2, or equivalently
w ≫ y−2.
Fig. 2 shows the w-dependence of the absolute value

of the distortion in the Born approximation. At large w,
as y increases by ten fold, the absolute value of the Born
term also increases by a hundred fold. This represents
ϕobs1 /ϕobs0 ∝ 1/y2 in the geometrical optics limit. Fur-
thermore, the beginning of asymptotic follows w ∼ y−2.
We can see that the difference between the exact analyti-
cal form and the Born approximation is also proportional
to 1/y2. Therefore, as parameter y increases, the differ-
ence decreases for large w.

C. Post-Born terms

For the case of a point mass lens, we can obtain the
post-Born term from equation (32) as

ϕobs2

ϕobs0

=
i

4π
w3y2e

1
2 iwy2

∫
dzz log z2J0(wy

2z)e
1
2 iwy2z2

,

(42)
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FIG. 3. The comparison of the absolute values of K(ω) defined in equation (48) between the exact analytical form (solid) and
the Born approximation (dashed). The left and right panels show results for w = 0.1 and 1, respectively.

With a crude approximation ignoring the oscillating part
of the Bessel function as well as the exponential function,
we obtain

ϕ̃obs2

ϕ̃obs
=

i

4π
w3y2e

1
2 iwy2

∫ ∞

0

dz z log2 zJ0
(
wy2z

)
e

1
2 iwy2z2

≃ i

4π
w3y2

∫ 1
wy2

0

dz z log2 z

∝ w

y2

[
1 + 2 log

(
1

wy2

){
log

(
1

wy2

)
− 1

}]
∼ w

y2
. (43)

We apply this method to the n-th Born term to obtain

ϕ̃obsn

ϕ̃obs
=
(−1)nin−1

2πn!
wn+1y2e

1
2 iwy2

×
∫ ∞

0

dz z logn zJ0
(
wy2z

)
e

1
2 iwy2z2

∝ wn−1

y2
, (44)

when n is integer larger than one.

IV. THE ACCURACY OF THE BORN
APPROXIMATION

A. Amplitude and phase

Next, we investigated the accuracy of the Born approx-
imation. First, we summarize the relationship between
real parts and imaginary parts. Let us define K and S

as ([29], Ch. 17)

K(ω) = Re

[
ϕobs1

ϕobs0

]
, (45)

S(ω) = Im

[
ϕobs1

ϕobs0

]
. (46)

In the Born approximation, ϕobs1 /ϕobs0 can be rewritten
as

ϕobs1

ϕobs0

≃ (1 +K(ω)) exp[iS(ω)]. (47)

Considering a point mass lens, we compare the exact
analytical form with approximate solution. Specifically,
we calculate

∆K ≡ Kexi(ω)−KBorn(ω), (48)

∆S ≡ Sexi(ω)− SBorn(ω). (49)

B. Result

First, in Fig. 3 we show examples of the behavioral
differences between the exact analytical form and the
Born approximation. When w is small, which correspond
to the wave optic regime, the exact analytical form and
Born approximation are very similar. When w increase,
however, the behavior of two solutions begin to deviate
at small y, although they behave similarly at large y.
Fig. 4 shows y-dependence of the differences between

the exact analytical form and the Born approximation.
It is shown that as w increases, the difference also in-
creases. However, the increase stops when w > 1. This
is because exact analytical expression and the Born ap-
proximation have the same dependence of the parameter
y in the geometrical optics limit. We also find that the
differences decrease as y−2 as y increases.
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FIG. 4. The differences of the real (left) and imaginary (right) parts between the exact analytical form and the Born approxi-
mations. We show results for different values of w between 10−2 and 102.

FIG. 5. The difference of the real part between the exact
analytical expression and the Born approximation where the
parameter w is small, 10−5 < w < 10−1.

Fig. 5 shows the differences when the parameter w is
small. From this Figure, for large y, we find that as w
increases by one digit, the difference value also increases
by one digit, indicating that the difference is proportional
to w. To summarize, we find

∆K(ω) ∝ w

y2
, ∆S(ω) ∝ w

y2
. (50)

The Born approximation is an approximation that takes
up to the first-order term of the successive expansion, so
the difference between the Born approximation and the
exact analytical form is dominated by the second term
of the successive expansion. In equation (43), we derive
that the second term should behave as ∝ w/y2, which
is consistent with our numerical result summarized in
equation (50).

V. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the property of the Born approxi-
mation and its accuracy in wave optics gravitational lens-
ing in detail for the case of a single lens plane. We have
shown that, under the Born approximation, the distor-
tion of gravitational waves caused by wave optics grav-
itational lensing is in general connected with the mass
distribution of a lens object by a convolution integral
with a kernel whose size is characterised by the Fresnel
scale. The behavior of the kernel indicates that the wave
optics effect can be interpreted as a smoothing over the
Fresnel scale. This result is consistent with Oguri and
Takahashi [18], in which the similar smoothing effect is
discussed in the context of weak lensing by the large-scale
structure rather than a single lens plane. We have also
shown that post Born higher order terms can be evalu-
ated by the Taylor expansion of an exponential function
containing the lens potential.

We have checked the validity and accuracy of the
Born approximation focusing on a point mass lens for
which the exact solution of the amplification factor is
known. By using the dimensionless parameter y that rep-
resents the normalized parameter between the lens and
the source object and the dimensionless parameter w that
represents the normalized frequency, we have found that
the n-th term of the Born approximation is proportional
to y−2wn−1. This result implies that the Born approx-
imation is valid when the parameter w is smaller than
1. In this case, the accuracy of the Born approximation
is proportional to wy−2. We have verified this behavior
both analytically and numerically.

The methodology developed in this paper is useful for
studying the Born approximations of other lens models.
We will explore this application in future work.
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