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In this letter, we investigate the strong gravitational lensing effects around two classes of rotating
regular black holes, which behave as non-singular Minkowski core at the center. Starting from the
null geodesic in the equatorial plane of the regular black holes, we analyze the deflection angle for
both prograde photons and retrograde photons, which are found to significantly shift from that for
Kerr black hole. Then we suppose the rotating regular black holes as the supermassive M87* and
SgrA* black holes, respectively, and evaluate the lensing observables such as the image position,
separation, magnification and the time delays between the relativistic images for the black holes. In
both cases, the time delay differences between the regular black holes and Kerr black hole seem to
be measurable, especially for the M87* black hole, but the deviations of outermost relativistic image
and the asymptotic relativistic image for the two rotating regular black holes from those for Kerr
black hole are less than 10 µas. This means that it is difficult to probe the regularity of the black
hole via the current observations, but we can expect the next generation Event Horizon Telescope
to test more precise properties of strong field regime.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The latest observational development on gravitational waves [1–3] and supermassive black hole shadows [4–8] further
demonstrate the great success of Einstein’s general relativity (GR). Meanwhile, the uncertainties in the data also leave
some space for alternative theories of gravity, which further triggers physicists’ interest to probe various theoretical
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predictions. Moreover, the challenges faced by GR, including the explanation of the universe expansion history, the
large scale structure and the understanding of the quantum gravity, remind us that a more general theory of gravity
is required. Thus, various generalized theories of gravity have been proposed, which essentially provide us richer
frameworks to further understand the nature of gravity. In particular, the regular (non-singular) black holes, which
have no essential singularity, are proposed to resolve the singularity problem in GR. In our knowledge, there exists two
independent ways to construct regular black holes. One is to directly solve equations of motions in extended theories
containing special sources, see for examples [9–12] and references therein, in which the regular black hole behaves
semiclassically. The other is to obtain regular black hole as quantum corrections to the classical black hole with
singularity, see for examples [13–17]. In this case, the regular black holes usually exhibit quantum behaviors, thus it
is believed that the black hole singularity could be removed or avoided by considering the quantum effects of gravity.
So the regular black hole can be one of powerful tools to study the classical limit of quantum black holes before a
well-defined quantum gravity theory is established. Readers can refer to [18, 19] for reviewing the development of
regular black hole.

Gravitational lensing is a consequence of GR, and it plays a foundational and influential role in theoretical physics,
astrophysics and astronomy. Firstly, since the image of the supermassive M87* black hole was published, the shadow
of black holes has received considerable attention. The photon region formed because of strong gravitational lensing
is the core part in the black hole shadow. The existence of unstable photon regions gives the possibility for us to
observe the black hole directly, and the photons that escape from the spherical orbits form the boundary of the dark
silhouette of the black hole [20–22]. Secondly, the gravitational lensing can be a powerful tool to probe distant celestial
objects (galaxies, quasars and stars, etc.) and possible entities such as dark matter, dark energy, and gravitational
waves, and it could be helpful for us to comprehensively understand various astronomical phenomena. Last but not
least, the gravitational lensing in the strong gravity regime of black hole is an effective way to study the near horizon
properties of black hole. The lens equation for the strong field limit of Schwarzschild black hole was firstly introduced
numerically in [23, 24]. Then, in [25], Bozza proposed an analytical logarithmic expansion method for strong field
lensing, which was lately extended into a general asymptotically flat spacetime [26]. The analytical method was then
employed to connect various lensing observables for static and spherically symmetric spacetimes [25, 27], which was
then extensively studied in [28–52]. The technical development from Event Horizon Telescope make it possible to
directly observe and explore the strong gravity regime, so we could understand the properties of black holes from the
strong gravitational lensing effect.

Especially, the lensing observables may serve as diagnosis to disclose some fundamental problem on the nature of
gravity, such as alternative theories of gravity, the candidates for dark matter and dark energy and the quantum effect
of gravity. In the multi-message era in astrophysics, the studies on theoretical predictions from lensing observables,
together with gravitational wave, shadow and image, quasi-normal mode and particle’s motion around black holes
etc., could further testify the existence of regular black hole.

The aim of this letter is to study the strong gravitational lensing effects around a rotating regular black hole with
Minkowski core, which is the rotating counterpart of regular black hole with spherical symmetry proposed in [53]. We
shall focus on the cases with (γ = 2/3, n = 2) and (γ = 1, n = 3) which respectively correspond to Bardeen black hole [54]
and Hayward black hole [55] with Minkowski core as the spinning parameter vanishes [53]. Based on their deflection
angle of strong gravitational lensing, we will presuppose the rotating regular black holes as supermassive M87* and
SgrA* black holes and evaluate the lensing observables, such as the image position, separation, magnification and
the time delays between the relativistic images. We will mainly analyze the influence of the parameters of the two
rotating regular black holes, and distinguish the differences of various lensing observables between the two cases and
their shift from Kerr black hole. It is noted that though current observational techniques for detecting deviations from
the Kerr black hole model have advanced, they still face limitations because the deviations should depend significantly
on detecting subtle effects in the vicinity of black hole, such as the size and shape of the shadow, lensing observable,
the orbits of nearby stars, and gravitational wave and so on. Current observations and data analysis precessing on
these phenomena still have challenges in resolution, sensitivity, and reliance on model assumptions. Nevertheless, it is
optimistic because future advancements in observational technology, especially those of the EHT and the integration
of multi-messenger data, could significantly reduce these limitations, enabling more precise tests for deviations from
the Kerr black hole model. So we hope that our preliminary estimation on the derivation from theoretical aspect
could give some insight for future test.

The remaining of this letter is organized as follows. In section II, we will review the rotating Kerr-like regular black
hole with Minkowski core. In section III, we shall study the light deflection angles lensed by the aforementioned two
types of rotating regular black hole in the strong field regime. We then suppose the rotating regular black holes as
the supermassive M87* and SgrA* black holes and evaluate various lensing observables in section IV. The last section
is our conclusion and discussion.
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II. REGULAR BLACK HOLES WITH MINKOWSKI CORE

In this section, we briefly review the regular black holes proposed in [53] , whose spherically symmetric metric is as
follows

ds2 = −f (r)dt2 + f(r)−1dr2 + r2 (dθ2 + sin2(θ))dϕ2, (1)

where f(r) = 1 − 2m(r)
r

and m(r) takes the form as

m(r) =Me−g
nMγ

/rn . (2)

When the parameter g = 0, it is transformed into a static spherically symmetric Schwarzschild black hole. The presence
of the parameter g shifts the position of the maximum Kretschmann scalar curvature to a larger radius, which could
have significant implications for the spacetime geometry and the behavior of gravitational properties. Moreover, the
parameter g also impacts the Hawking temperature, initially increasing it before subsequently decreasing it. This
fluctuation in temperature may indicate alterations in the thermodynamic characteristics of the black hole, including
its entropy and heat capacity, and could have implications for the stability and evaporation dynamics of the black
hole [53].

Those regular black holes have the following significant characteristics. Firstly, the exponentially diminishing
Newton potential results in a non-singular Minkowski core at the center of the black hole, a concept initially proposed
in [56]. Secondly, within the constraint 3/n < γ < n and n ⩾ 2, the Kretschmann scalar curvature remains sub-Planckian
regardless of the mass of black hole. Additionally, the correspondence between those regular black holes and those
featuring asymptotically de Sitter cores has been highlighted in [53], where the mass function m(r) is defined as
follows

m(r) = −
Mr

n
γ −1

(rn + gγMγ)
1/γ

. (3)

Specially, when γ = 2/3, n = 2, it results in the Bardeen black hole, whereas when γ = 1, n = 3, it leads to Hayward
black hole. In this letter, we concentrate on the black hole described by Eq. 2, specifically for γ = 2/3 and n = 2, and
for γ = 1 and n = 3, to ensure that the maximum value of the Kretschmann scalar curvature is independent of the
black hole mass, as discussed in [53]. Given that astrophysical black holes in our universe typically exhibit rotation,
the authors of [57] derived the rotating equivalent of the static black hole. This rotating black hole is both stationary
and axisymmetric, and it is expressed in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates as follows

ds2 = −(1 −
2m(r)r

Σ
)dt2 −

4am(r)r sin2 θ

Σ
dtdϕ +

Σ

∆
dr2

+Σdθ2 + (r2 + a2 +
2a2m(r)r sin2 θ

Σ
) sin2 θdϕ2,

(4)

with Σ = r2 +a2 cos2 θ and ∆(r) = a2 −2m(r)r+ r2, where m(r) takes the form of Eq.2. The radius of these black hole
horizons can be obtained by solving for the real positive root of ∆(r) = 0. To demonstrate the parameter region of
the regular black hole, we show the plots in parameters space (g, a) for γ = 2/3, n = 2 and γ = 1, n = 3 in Fig.1, where
the parameters in the shadow regimes admit the existence of the black hole.
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FIG. 1: The figure shows that different spins a have different ranges g which decreases as a increases for the regular black hole
with γ = 2/3, n = 2 (left panel) and γ = 1, n = 3 (right panel), respectively.
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FIG. 2: The radius of the photon circle xm and the critical impact parameter um for the regular black hole with γ = 2/3, n = 2
(upper panel) and γ = 1, n = 3 (lower panel). The dashed black curves describe the Kerr case.

III. STRONG GRAVITATIONAL LENSING EFFECT

In this section, our research will focus on the gravitational lensing phenomena of the rotating regular black holes,
and thus investigate the effect of the parameter g on the lensing observations.

A. Deflection angle of strong gravitational lensing

1. Null geodesic in the equatorial plane

To investigate the gravitational lensing effect, we will adhere to the methodology outlined in [25], focusing on light
rays in the equatorial plane. We rescale all quantities r, a, and t in units of 2M with M = 1/2, and substitute x for
r. The metric Eq.4 projected onto the equatorial plane can then be represented as

ds2 = −A(x)dt2 +B(x)dx2
+C(x)dφ2

−D(x)dtdφ, (5)

where

A(x) = 1 − 2m(x)
x

, B(x) = x2

a2−2xm(x)+x2 ,

C(x) = 2a2m(x)
x

+ a2 + x2, D(x) = 4am(x)
x

,
(6)

with m(x) taking the form of Eq.2. The Lagrangian system for a photon is L = 1
2
( ds
dτ
)2 = 1

2
gµν ẋ

µẋν and Hamilton-
Jacobi equation is

H = −
∂S

∂τ
=
1

2
gαβ

∂S

∂xα

∂S

∂xβ
, (7)

where H is the canonical Hamiltonian, S is the Jacobi action, and τ is an affine parameter along the geodesics.
Because the metric Eq.4 is a Kerr-like black hole form, we have the Killing vector fields ∂t and ∂ϕ, and there are two
conserved quantities

E = −pt = −gttṫ − gtϕϕ̇, Lz = −pϕ = gϕϕϕ̇ + gϕtṫ. (8)

According to Hamiltonian equation Eq.7, two conserved quantities Eq.8 that determine the trajectory of the photon
can be obtained. And by using the Hamilton-Jacobi method [58] to analyze the trajectory of the photon, and denoting
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Lz/E, we derive the zero geodesic equation as

ṫ =
4C − 2uD

4AC +D2
,

ϕ̇ =
2D + 4Au

4AC +D2
,

ẋ = ±2

¿
Á
ÁÀ C −Du −Au2

B (4AC +D2)
,

(9)

where the dot indicates the derivative with respect to the affine parameter and the + and − denote that the photon
travels in the counterclockwise and clockwise direction, respectively. We can establish the effective potential governing
radial motion as follows

Veff =
4 (C −Du −Au2)

B (4AC +D2)
, (10)

which determine various photon orbits. When Veff(x = x0) = 0, the light ray emitted from the light source may deflect
towards the black hole at the radius x0, which is indicated as the minimum approach distance to the black hole, and
then proceed towards the observer. The impact parameter can be obtained

L = u (x0) =
−D (x0) +

√
4A (x0)C (x0) +D (x0)

2A (x0)
. (11)

When light approaches the photon circle of radius x0 = xm, the deflection angle diverges, as determined by the
following

Veff =
dVeff

dx
∣
(x0=xm)

= 0. (12)

In addition, unstable photon circles must further satisfy the following condition

d2Veff

dx2
∣
(x0=xm)

< 0. (13)

Hence, the photon orbit radius xm is determined as the largest root of the following equation

A
dC

dx
−
dA

dx
C +L(

dA

dx
D −A

dD

dx
) = 0. (14)

The critical impact parameter um can be computed by u in the case x = xm, namely um ≡ u (xm). In Fig.2, We
plot xm and um as functions of a in the case of regular black holes with γ = 2/3, n = 2 and γ = 1, n = 3 for various
parameters g. We observe that in both cases, the radius of the photon circle xm and critical impact parameter um

decrease as the spin a increases, which is similar to that in Kerr black hole [59]. However, comparing with Kerr case
g = 0 represented by the black dotted curve, it is obvious that for the regular black hole, both xm and um decrease
with the increasing of parameter g. This phenomena will be reflected in the effect of g on the light deflection angle
and the lensing observables as we will study soon. It is also observed that xm and um for the regular black hole with
γ = 2/3, n = 2 changes more significantly than those with γ = 1, n = 2.

2. Deflection angle

According to [58], the deflection angle of light by the rotating black hole at x0 is determined as:

αD(x0) = I(x0) − π, (15)

where

I (x0) = 2∫
∞

x0

dφ

dx
dx = 2∫

∞

x0

√
A0B(2AL +D)

√
4AC +D2

√
A0C −AC0 +L (AD0 −A0D)

dx. (16)
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However, the integral usually cannot be solved out in an explicit form. Adopting the methods in [25, 26, 60], we can
expand the deflection angle near the strong deflection limit of the photon circle to simplify this complex integral, and
provide the analytical formula for the deflection angle. To proceed, we introduce the auxiliary variable z = A−A0

1−A0
, the

integral is then rewritten as

I (x0) = ∫

1

0
R (z, x0) f (z, x0)dz, (17)

where

R (z, x0) =
2 (1 −A0)

A′

√
B (2A0AL +A0D)
√
CA0

√
4AC +D2

, (18)

f (z, x0) =
1

√

A0 −A
C0

C
+ L

C
(AD0 −A0D)

. (19)

The function R (z, x0) remains well-behaved for any values of z and x0, while the function f (z, x0) diverges as z → 0.
To address this divergence, we expand the expression for the square root of f (z, x0), yielding

f (z, x0) ∼ f0 (z, x0) =
1

√
m (x0) z + n (x0) z2

, (20)

where m (x0) and n (x0) are the coefficients of Taylor expansion. Then we can obtain the strong-field limit of the
deflection angle [25, 26] as

αD(u) = −ā log (
L

um
− 1) + b̄ +O (u − um) , (21)

with the strong deflection coefficients ā and b̄ are

ā =
R (0, xm)

2
√
nm

, and b̄ = −π + bD + bR + ā log
c̄x2

m

um
, (22)

where

bD = 2ā log
2 (1 −Am)

A′mxm
, bR = ∫

1

0
[R (z, xm) f (z, xm) −R (0, xm) f0 (z, xm)]dz (23)

and c̄ is defined by the coefficient in Taylor expansion

u − um = c̄(x0 − xm)
2. (24)

As depicted in Fig.3, we illustrate the strong deflection coefficients ā and b̄ as functions of the spin a for selected
values of g in the case of regular black holes with γ = 2/3, n = 2 and γ = 1, n = 3, respectively. It can be observed that ā
increases as the spin a increases, and with the parameter g increasing, ā consistently grows up. In detail, the effect of
parameter g on prograde photons (a > 0) becomes more pronounced with increasing spin. Conversely, for retrograde
photons (a < 0), the lensing coefficients ā closely resemble those of the Kerr black hole. However, as shown in the
right part of Fig.3, the spin a has a diminishing effect on b̄, and an increase in the parameter g results in a smaller b̄.
Furthermore, in Fig.4, we plot the relationship between the deflection angle αD(u) and u. It is noticeable that the

deflection angle decreases monotonically as u increases as expected. Nevertheless, recalling the condition of strong
field limit, the strong lensing deflection angles are only effective when u approaches the corresponding um for the
parameters shown in Fig.2. Our results indicate that the light deflection angle for the rotating regular black holes will
be smaller than that for Kerr black hole. In addition, we also observe that the deflection angle αD(u) of a regular
black hole with γ = 2/3, n = 2 changes more significantly than that with γ = 1, n = 2.

IV. LENSING OBSERVABLES BY SUPERMASSIVE BLACK HOLES

Having the deflection angles of light, we shall study various strong lensing observables of the rotating regular black
holes, and checking their deviation from those of Kerr black hole in GR. To this end, we first review the general
formulas of the lensing observables. Then we assume the rotating regular black holes as the supermassive black hole
to evaluate the observables.



7

-0.5 -0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0

a

a

g=0, 0.3, 0.4, 0.48

-0.5 -0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2

-0.55

-0.50

-0.45

-0.40

-0.35

a

b

g=0, 0.3, 0.4, 0.48

-0.5 -0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2

0.8

0.9

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

a

a

g=0, 0.3, 0.4, 0.48

-0.5 -0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2

-0.48

-0.46

-0.44

-0.42

-0.40

-0.38

-0.36

a

b

g=0, 0.3, 0.4, 0.48

FIG. 3: The behaviors of the lensing coefficients ā and b̄ for the regular black hole with γ = 2/3, n = 2 (upper panel) and
γ = 1, n = 3 (lower panel). The dashed black curves describe the Kerr case.
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FIG. 4: The deflection angle αD is plotted as a function of u with various values of g for the regular black hole with γ = 2/3, n = 2
(upper panel) and γ = 1, n = 3 (lower panel).

A. Formulas of lensing observables

To derive the equation for small deflection angles, we assume that both the light source and the observer are far
from the black hole (lens). The angular distance between the light source and the black hole can be expressed as [61]

β = θ −
DLS

DOS
∆αn, (25)

where θ is the angular distance between the image and the black hole, DLS is the distance between the lens and the
light source, and DOS is the distance between the observer and the light source. ∆αn = αD − 2nπ represents the
deviation of the deflection angle from 2nπ, indicating that the light source orbits the black hole multiple times before
reaching the observer. The schematic diagram of the gravitational lensing is shown in Fig.5.

According to Eqs.21 and 25, the position of the n − th relativistic image is approximated as [25]

θn = θ
0
n +

umen (β − θ
0
n)DOS

āDLSDOL
, (26)

with

en = exp(
b̄ − 2nπ

ā
) , (27)
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FIG. 5: The schematic diagram of the gravitational lensing.

where θ0n is the image position corresponding to αD = 2nπ, DOS is the distance between the observer and the light
source.

The brightness of the relativistic images will be amplified due to lensing. The magnification of the n-th image can
be expressed as the ratio of the solid angle of the image to that of the light source [25, 59]

µn = (
β

θ

dβ

dθ
)

−1

∣
θ0
n

=
u2
men (1 + en)DOS

āβDLSD2
OL

. (28)

Due to the large value of D2
OL, the actual brightness of the relativistic images is very faint, and it decreases as

n increases. Therefore, the first relativistic image is the brightest, and its brightness diminishes rapidly. So the
outermost image (θ1) is usually considered to be classified as one category of images, while all other images are
categorized as θ∞, representing the asymptotic position of a group of images in the limit n → ∞. Combining the
expressions for the deflection angle Eq.21 and the lensing angle Eq.25, we can assess three observational quantities of
the relativistic images, namely, the angular position of the asymptotic relativistic image (θ∞), the angular separation
between the outermost relativistic image and the asymptotic relativistic image (s), and the relative magnification of
the outermost relativistic image compared to other relativistic images (rmag) [25]

θ∞ =
um

DOL
,

s = θ1 − θ∞ = θ∞ exp(
b̄

ā
−
2π

ā
) ,

rmag =
µ1

∑
∞

n=2 µn
≃

5π

ā log(10)
.

(29)

By calculating Eq.29, we can determine the distribution and size of the images for a known light source, and diagnosing
the properties of the black hole lensing by connecting the observational results.

Furthermore, we can also consider another crucial observable in strong-field lensing, the time delay defined as the
difference in time between the formation of relativistic images. Since the time elapsed along the optical path for
different images varies, so there exists a time delay effect among them. When the p-th and q-th images are located
on the same side of the lens, their time delay can be approximated as [28]

∆Tp,q ≈ 2π(p − q)
R̃ (0, xm)

2ā
√
nm

+ 2

√
Amum

Bm
[e(b̄−2qπ±β)/2ā − e(b̄−2pπ±β)/2ā], (30)

where

R̃ (z, xm) =
2 (1 −A0)

√
BA0[2C − uD]

A′
√
C (D2 + 4AC)

(1 −
1

√
A0f (z, x0)

) . (31)

As addressed in [28], the result mainly depends on the first term, so this time delay can be roughly evaluated by

∆Tp,q ≈ 2π(p − q)
R̃ (0, xm)

2ā
√
nm

= 2π(p − q)
ã

ā
, (32)

where

ã =
R̃(0, xm)

2
√
nm

. (33)
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FIG. 6: The behaviors of lensing observable rmag in strong gravitational lensing for the regular black hole with γ = 2/3, n = 2
(upper panel) and γ = 1, n = 3 (lower panel).
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FIG. 7: The behaviors of lensing observables θ∞ and s in strong gravitational lensing by considering the regular black hole
with γ = 2/3, n = 2 (upper panel) and γ = 1, n = 3 (lower panel) as the M87* black hole.

In addition, the propagation time of a prograde photon (a > 0) differs from that of a retrograde photon (a < 0), and
we need to consider the case when the two images are located on opposite sides of the lens. In this case, the time
delays are given by:

∆T̃p,q ≈
ã(a)

ā(a)
[2πp + β − b̄(a)] + b̃(a) −

ã(−a)

ā(−a)
[2πq + β − b̄(−a)] − b̃(−a), (34)

where

b̃ = −π + b̃D (xm) + b̃R (xm) + ã log(
cx2

m

um
) , (35)

with

b̃D = 2ã log
2 (1 −Am)

A′mxm
, b̃R (xm) = ∫

1

0
[R̃ (z, xm) f (z, xm) − R̃ (0, xm) f0 (z, xm)]dz. (36)

Thus, by recalling the lensing coefficients ā and b̄, and further calculating the coefficients ã and b̃, we can get the time
delay between arbitrary two images.
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FIG. 8: The behaviors of lensing observables θ∞ and s in strong gravitational lensing by considering the regular black hole
with γ = 2/3, n = 2 (upper panel) and γ = 1, n = 3 (lower panel) as the SgrA* black hole.

B. Evaluating the observables by supermassive black holes

In this subsection, we shall examine the rotating regular black hole by considering it as the supermassive M87*
and SgrA* black holes. We conduct numerical investigations on the lensing observables, namely rmag, θ∞, s and time
delays. For M87* black hole, we take the mass M = 6.5× 109M⊙ and the luminosity distance DOL = 16.8Mpc[6] , and
for SgrA* black hole, we take M = 4.0 × 106M⊙ and DOL = 8.35Kpc [62].

Fig.6 illustrates the dependence of rmag on the spin a of black hole for various values of g in the context of regular
black holes with γ = 2/3, n = 2 and γ = 1, n = 3. The plot shows that rmag decreases monotonically with increasing spin.
Notably, the presence of the parameter g leads to a reduction in rmag compared to the Kerr black hole scenario. When
comparing the two types of regular black holes, it becomes apparent that for the regular black hole with γ = 2/3, n = 2
, the variation of rmag with the parameter g is much more pronounced, particularly when a > 0. This phenomenon is
similar to what we observed in the deflection angle of light.

In the following analysis, we compute the values of θ∞ and s for both supermassive regular black holes as illustrated
in Fig.7 (M87*) and Fig.8 (SgrA*), respectively. It is evident that the θ∞ decreases for both M87* and SgrA* with
increasing spin a, while the parameter g contributes to the reduction in θ∞. Conversely, s shows an upward trend
with increasing spin a, with the parameter g enhancing its magnitude. In Fig.9, the deviations δθ∞ and δs from the
Kerr black hole in both cases are depicted, where the dashed curves denote supermassive M87* black hole while the
dotted curves denote the SgrA* black hole. We observe that for the regular black holes, both δθ∞ and δs are amplified
by the parameter g. Moreover, as the spin parameter a increases, both δθ∞ and δs also increase. Additionally, the
deviations for M87* consistently exceed those for SgrA*. In the case of prograde photons, we find that the regular
black hole with γ = 2/3 and n = 2 have larger variations of δθ∞ and δs than those with γ = 1 and n = 3. Though
the increase in g increases the lensing observational deviations from Kerr black hole, which is around or even less
than 1µas, these deviations are much smaller than the resolution of the current EHT [7], making it difficult to be
observed. However, advancements in technology, including the new generation of Event Horizon Telescopes [63], hold
the potential observational feasibility to distinguish the relativistic images and acquire lens coefficients.

a

∆T2,1 (δ∆T2,1) /hrs g
0 0.3 0.4 0.48

-0.2 332.220 326.379 (-5.841) 321.474(-10.746) 316.134 (-16.086)
-0.1 311.480 304.833(-6.647) 299.151(-12.329) 292.831(-18.649)
0 289.760 282.011(-7.749) 275.21(-14.550) 267.36(-22.400)
0.1 266.734 257.376(-9.358) 248.776(-17.958) 238.076(-28.658)
0.2 241.856 229.858(-11.998) 217.713(-24.143) 197.749(-44.107)

TABLE I: The time delay ∆T2,1 between the first and second images for the rotating regular supermassive M87* black hole
(γ = 2/3 and n = 2 ) and its deviation δ∆T2,1 from the Kerr black hole.

The time delay ∆T2,1 between the first image and the second image of the regular black hole with γ = 2/3, n = 2
(Tables I for M87* and Tables III for SgrA*) and γ = 1, n = 3 (Tables II for M87* and Tables IV for SgrA*), along
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FIG. 9: The differences of θ∞ and s between the regular black hole with γ = 2/3, n = 2 (upper panel) and γ = 1, n = 3 (lower
panel) and the Kerr black hole, where the dashed curves are for M87* while the dotted curves are for SgrA*.

a

∆T2,1 (δ∆T2,1) /hrs g
0 0.3 0.4 0.48

-0.2 332.220 331.433(-0.787) 330.329(-1.891) 328.891 (-3.329)
-0.1 311.480 310.532(-0.948) 309.192 (-2.288) 307.431(-4.049)
0 289.760 288.582(-1.178) 286.9(-2.860) 284.657(-5.103)
0.1 266.734 265.206(-1.528) 262.989(-3.745) 259.951(-6.783)
0.2 241.856 239.736(-2.120) 236.561(-5.295) 231.952(-9.904)

TABLE II: The time delay ∆T2,1 between the first and second images for the rotating regular supermassive M87* black hole
(γ = 1 and n = 3 ) and its deviation δ∆T2,1 from the Kerr case.

a

∆T2,1 (δ∆T2,1) /min g
0 0.3 0.4 0.48

-0.2 12.267 12.051 (-0.216) 11.870(-0.397) 11.673 (-0.594)
-0.1 11.501 11.256(-0.245) 11.046(-0.455) 10.812(-0.689)
0 10.699 10.413(-0.286) 10.162(-0.537) 9.872(-0.827)
0.1 9.849 9.503(-0.346) 9.186(-0.663) 8.791(-1.058)
0.2 8.930 8.487(-0.443) 8.039(-0.891) 7.301(-1.629)

TABLE III: The time delay ∆T2,1 between the first and second images for the rotating regular supermassive SgrA* black hole
(γ = 2/3 and n = 2 ) and its deviation δ∆T2,1 from the Kerr black hole.

a

∆T2,1 (δ∆T2,1) /min g
0 0.3 0.4 0.48

-0.2 12.267 12.238(-0.029) 12.197(-0.070) 12.144 (-0.123)
-0.1 11.501 11.466(-0.035) 11.416 (-0.845) 11.351(-0.150)
0 10.699 10.655(-0.044) 10.593(-0.106) 10.510(-0.189)
0.1 9.849 9.792(-0.057) 9.710(-0.139) 9.598(-0.251)
0.2 8.930 8.852(-0.078) 8.735(-0.195) 8.564(-0.366)

TABLE IV: The time delay ∆T2,1 between the first and second images for the rotating regular supermassive SgrA* black hole
(γ = 1 and n = 3 ) and its deviation δ∆T2,1 from the Kerr case.

with its deviation δ∆T2,1 from the Kerr black hole, are presented. For each case, we observe that the values of ∆T2,1

for regular black holes are always shorter than those for the Kerr black hole, such that δ∆T2,1 is negative and its
absolute value is enhanced by g in all cases. Furthermore, the impact of spin on ∆T2,1 (δ∆T2,1) for the regular black
holes mirrors that occurs in the Kerr case, with ∆T2,1 (δ∆T2,1) decreasing as spin increases. Notably, by comparing
Tables I-II to Tables III-IV, we see that the ∆T2,1 (δ∆T2,1) of M87* is significantly larger than that of SgrA*, which
is reasonable because M87* is much far away. In addition, for both supermassive M87* and SgrA* black holes,
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we observe a pronounced increase in the changes of time delay ∆T2,1 and its deviation δ∆T2,1 for the case with
γ = 2/3, n = 2, as compared to the configuration with γ = 1, n = 3.

In Tables V-VIII, we compute the time delay ∆T̃1,1 between prograde and retrograde images along with its deviation
(δ∆T1,1) for both regular black holes as M87* black hole (Tables V-VI) and SgrA* black hole (Tables VII-VIII). As
evident from the tables, when a = 0, the time delay vanishes because of the spherical symmetry. However, its magnitude
increases with faster rotation, and there exists symmetry between prograde and retrograde photons. Additionally,
with an increase in g, ∆T̃1,1 (δ∆T̃1,1) in all cases exhibits a consistent growth trend. Furthermore, upon comparing
the values in the tables, it becomes apparent that the time delay for M87* and its deviation can extend to hundreds
(or tens) of hours, significantly exceeding the few minutes observed for SgrA*. Moreover, our results show that the

time delay ∆T̃1,1 and its deviation δ∆T1,1 exhibit more change for the regular black hole with γ = 2/3, n = 2 as the
parameter g increases, contrasting the behavior of those with γ = 1, n = 3.

a

∆T̃1,1 (δ∆T̃1,1) /hrs g
0 0.3 0.4 0.48

-0.2 111.564 120.506(8.942) 131.921(20.357) 162.83(51.266)
-0.1 55.355 59.308(3.953) 63.838 (8.483) 71.388(16.033)
0 0 0 0 0
0.1 -55.355 -59.308(-3.953) -63.838 (-8.483) -71.388(-16.033)
0.2 -111.564 -120.506(-8.942) -131.921(-20.357) -162.83(-51.266)

TABLE V: The time delay ∆T̃1,1 between the prograde and retrograde images of the same order for rotating regular super-
massive M87* black hole (γ = 2/3 and n = 2 ) and its deviation δ∆T̃1,1 from the Kerr case.

a

∆T̃1,1 (δ∆T̃1,1) /hrs g
0 0.3 0.4 0.48

-0.2 111.564 113.652(2.088) 116.995(5.431) 122.401(10.837)
-0.1 55.355 56.269(0.914) 57.686(2.331) 59.831(4.476)
0 0 0 0 0
0.1 -55.355 -56.269(-0.914) -57.686(-2.331) -59.831(-4.476)
0.2 -111.564 -113.652(-2.088) -116.995(-5.431) -122.401(-10.837)

TABLE VI: The time delay ∆T̃1,1 between the prograde and retrograde images of the same order for rotating regular super-
massive M87* black hole(γ = 1 and n = 3 ) and its deviation δ∆T̃1,1 from the Kerr case.

a

∆T̃1,1 (δ∆T̃1,1) /min g
0 0.3 0.4 0.48

-0.2 4.119 4.449(0.330) 4.871(0.752) 6.012(1.893)
-0.1 2.044 2.190(0.146) 2.357 (0.313) 2.636(0.592)
0 0 0 0 0
0.1 -2.044 -2.190(-0.146) -2.357 (-0.313) -2.636(-0.592)
0.2 -4.119 -4.449(-0.330) -4.871(-0.752) -6.012(-1.893)

TABLE VII: The time delay ∆T̃1,1 between the prograde and retrograde images of the same order for rotating regular
supermassive SgrA* black hole (γ = 2/3 and n = 2 ) and its deviation δ∆T̃1,1 from the Kerr black hole.

a

∆T̃1,1 (δ∆T̃1,1) /min g
0 0.3 0.4 0.48

-0.2 4.119 4.196(0.077) 4.420(0.201) 4.519(0.400)
-0.1 2.044 2.078(0.034) 2.130 (0.086) 2.209(0.165)
0 0 0 0 0
0.1 -2.044 -2.078(-0.034) -2.130 (-0.086) -2.210(-0.165)
0.2 -4.119 -4.196(-0.077) -4.320(-0.201) -4.519(-0.400)

TABLE VIII: The time delay ∆T̃1,1 between the prograde and retrograde images of the same order for the rotating regular
supermassive SgrA* black hole (γ = 1 and n = 3 ) and its deviation δ∆T̃1,1 from the Kerr case.
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V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we concentrated on two classes of rotating regular black holes with Minkowski core (γ = 2/3, n = 2
and γ = 1, n = 3) and examined the strong gravitational lensing effects. Before studying the lensing observations, we
started from the null geodesic and calculated the light deflection angle in strong field regime. Our results show that
the deflection angle for the rotating regular black holes is always smaller than that for Kerr black hole. Then we
combined the deflection angle and lens equation to formulate various lensing observations.

Firstly, we studied the lensing observables in space, namely the angular position of the asymptotic image (θ∞),
the angular distance between the outermost image and the asymptotic image (s) and the relative magnification of
the outermost image compared to other relativistic images (rmag). We mainly investigated the effect of the regular
black hole parameter g on the lensing observables and analyzed those deviations from Kerr black hole. Our analysis
indicated that the parameter g leads to a decrease in θ∞ and rmag, while increasing s. In the case of retrograde
photons, the effects are more pronounced for the regular black holes with γ = 2/3, n = 2. Furthermore, the deviations
of the observables between the regular black hole with Minkowski core and the Kerr black hole are more pronounced
in the case of M87* than in SgrA*. Although these deviations are difficult to be detected by the current EHT, we can
expect that the resolution in next-generation Event Horizon Telescope are precise enough to observe the relativistic
images and distinguish the deviations from Kerr black hole.

Next, we studied the time delay of relativistic image, namely, ∆T2,1 for the first image and the second image, as

well as ∆T̃1,1 for the prograde and retrograde images. We found that the ∆T̃2,1 values for regular black holes with

Minkowski core are always shorter than those for Kerr black holes. Conversely, the ∆T̃1,1 values for regular black holes
are longer than those for Kerr black holes. In addition, the time delay and its deviation for M87* are notably longer
in comparison to SgrA*, suggesting that M87* could be a more favorable gravitational center for detecting signatures
of regular black holes through time delay measurements. The time delay displays a more pronounced influence on
regular black holes with γ = 2/3, n = 2, contrasting their behavior to those with γ = 1, n = 3. Consequently, the
regular black hole with γ = 2/3, n = 2 is relatively easier to identify in the point view of time delay. Although the
deviations of lensing observables from Kerr black hole are challenging to be detected with the current instruments, our
findings indicate that there are notable and detectable difference in the time delays from Kerr black hole. Therefore,
if future observations can distinguish between different images, the time delay may serve as a potential indicator for
differentiating regular black holes from Kerr black holes.

In conclusion, when considering rotating regular black hole with Minkowski cores as potential candidates for super-
massive black holes, namely in M87* and SgrA*, our results indicate that strong gravitational lensing can distinguish
these black holes from Kerr black holes by discerning differences in theoretical predictions, physical processes, and
formation scenarios.Specifically, the parameter g shifts the maximum Kretschmann scalar to a larger radius and affects
the Hawking temperature, indicating changes in thermodynamic properties and black hole stability. It is interesting to
study other observational phenomena, such as the nearby orbits and gravitational waves, of which the outcomes might
complement our lensing studies to further help us understand the theoretical and observable properties of regular black
holes with Minkowski cores. Additionally, since regular black holes have different classification as we mentioned in the
introduction, another future direction is to extend the current studies and related topics to other classes of regular
black holes, which are important to extract potential universal features of regular black holes, especially those different
from normal black holes with singularity.
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