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We study the gravitational lensing effects of a static, asymptotically flat black hole with primary scalar hair in
Beyond Horndeski Gravity, focusing on the strong lensing regime. Recently, in Ref. [1], we placed constraints
on the scalar hair parameter by analyzing its thermodynamic stability and the black hole shadow. In this work,
we further investigate the strong lensing properties of the black hole, which form the basis of shadow formation,
and employ observational data from the Event Horizon Telescope to derive more precise constraints on the scalar
hair parameter. Additionally, we compute the shape and position of different lensed images of a thin accretion
disk and argue that the observed black hole shadow corresponds to the secondary image of the emitting disk.
Using this interpretation, we perform a new set of constraints on the scalar hair. Furthermore, we discuss why
higher-order images are not suitable for astrophysical constraints, highlighting the limitations posed by their
faintness and observational challenges. Finally, we find that models satisfying these constraints exhibit local
instabilities.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes represent one of the most remarkable predictions of General Relativity. Recent advancements in observational
astronomy have provided groundbreaking confirmation of their existence. The emergence of gravitational-wave astronomy was
marked by the first direct detection of gravitational waves, followed by the observation of a binary black hole merger [2]. Addi-
tionally, the concurrent detection of gravitational waves and gamma rays from a binary neutron star merger offered compelling
evidence for the luminal speed of gravitational waves [3, 4].

Moreover, the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) collaboration succeeded in capturing the first direct images of supermassive
black holes, initially for M87* [5–8] and later for Sgr A* at the center of the Milky Way [9, 10]. These findings were further
enhanced through polarization imaging of the emission ring [11, 12], reinforcing general relativity’s status as the most successful
gravitational theory for over a century.

Despite its triumphs, general relativity remains incomplete, as it fails to reconcile gravitational interactions at both the micro-
scopic and cosmic scales. On small scales, it is experimentally inaccessible between the Planck length and the micron scale.
On larger scales, unresolved issues such as the cosmological constant problem [13] and the Hubble tension [14–18] necessitate
either substantial amounts of dark matter and dark energy or modifications to the theory itself.

To address these limitations, several alternative gravity theories have been proposed, including String Theory [19], Emergent
Gravity [20], Asymptotic Safety [21], and Loop Quantum Gravity [22]. These frameworks aim to resolve singularity issues [23,
24] and offer a microscopic foundation for the thermodynamic nature of gravity [25–29]. Among these alternatives, scalar-tensor
theories have attracted significant interest due to their incorporation of additional scalar degrees of freedom.

Horndeski theory represents the most general class of scalar-tensor theories that maintain second-order field equations while
avoiding Ostrogradski instabilities [30]. Later advancements demonstrated that scalar-tensor theories could accommodate
higher-order field equations without instability by utilizing degenerate Lagrangians. This led to the development of Beyond
Horndeski and Degenerate Higher-Order Scalar-Tensor theories [31–36].

Obtaining black hole solutions in these modified theories is challenging due to extended no-hair theorems, which constrain the
existence of non-trivial scalar field configurations [37–39]. The no-hair conjecture posits that a black hole is entirely described
by its mass M , angular momentum J , and electric charge Q, measurable at asymptotic infinity [40]. A black hole with an
additional global charge is said to possess primary hair, whereas secondary hair implies that the metric remains fully determined
by M , J , and Q despite the presence of additional fields. Both cases are often categorized under the broader concept of “hairy
black holes” [41–44].

Constructing black hole solutions with primary scalar hair is particularly complex. Recently, the first such solution was
identified within a shift-symmetric subclass of Beyond Horndeski theories [45], followed by further generalizations [46, 47].
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These solutions introduce a conserved scalar charge, significantly affecting the black hole’s observational signatures, making
them valuable candidates for testing alternative gravity theories via strong lensing and shadow observations.

Ref. [1] recently examined the thermodynamic stability and shadow constraints associated with this black hole solution,
highlighting how the sign of the scalar hair parameter influences the shadow size. In this study, we extend this analysis by
investigating the strong gravitational lensing properties of these black holes and examining the impact of scalar hair on lensing
observables.

The study of gravitational lensing dates back to the early days of general relativity, with Darwin being the first to analyze
the Schwarzschild black hole (SBH) and derive exact expressions for the light deflection angle, demonstrating its logarithmic
divergence near the photon sphere [48]. Black hole lensing remains one of the most effective tools for probing strong-field
gravity. Virbhadra and Ellis developed the lens equation for an SBH in the strong-field regime, predicting the formation of two
infinite sequences of faint relativistic images on either side of the black hole [49]. Consequently, the study of strong gravitational
lensing has garnered significant interest.

Building on the Virbhadra-Ellis lens equation [50, 51], Bozza extended analytical lensing methods to a wide class of static
and spherically symmetric spacetimes, demonstrating that logarithmic divergence of the deflection angle at the photon sphere
is a common feature in such backgrounds. He also identified the primary and secondary images and reported the existence
of two infinite sets of relativistic images [52]. These findings were later extended by considering finite observer and source
positions [53]. In cases where the black hole is illuminated by a thin accretion disk, Tsupko applied Bozza’s method to determine
the shape of higher-order images using both analytical and numerical techniques [54]. More recently, Ref. [55] demonstrated
that the spacing between higher-order images (photon rings) can reveal key properties of the underlying spacetime.

Strong gravitational lensing remains a powerful tool for probing black hole spacetimes in both general relativity and alternative
theories of gravity. Numerous studies have explored this phenomenon in various contexts [56–77].

Motivated by the considerations above regarding the choice of the gravitational theory, we structure this paper as follows: In
Sect. II, we provide a concise review of the theory under investigation, introducing the static, spherically symmetric, asymp-
totically flat black hole solution proposed within this framework and discussing its key properties. In Sect. III, we initiate our
analysis by formulating the deflection angle of light in the strong lensing regime, considering both the source and the observer
at finite distances from the black hole. The relevant integrals are then evaluated numerically, and we examine how the deflection
angle varies with the impact parameter of the passing light rays, as perceived by the observer. Sect. IV is dedicated to the lens
equation governing relativistic images of different orders. We utilize this equation to explore the response of Einstein rings to
variations in the black hole’s scalar hair. Additionally, we introduce three key observables in strong gravitational lensing and
employ the angular diameter of relativistic images as a tool to assess the black hole’s properties in light of the EHT data for
M87* and Sgr A*. In Sect. V, we adopt an alternative approach to constraining the black hole parameters by considering a
thin accretion disk as the source of illumination. We derive analytical expressions for the shapes of images of different orders
and establish a connection between the observed black hole shadow and the primary image of the accretion disk. Using this
framework, we impose new constraints on the black hole’s scalar hair. Furthermore, we demonstrate why higher-order images
play a less significant role in astrophysical observational tests based on EHT data. Finally, we summarize our findings in Sect.
VI.

Throughout this study, we employ geometric units where 8πG = ℏ = ℓp = c = 1, adopt the sign convention (−,+,+,+),
and use primes to denote derivatives with respect to the radial coordinate.

II. THE BLACK HOLE SOLUTION WITH PRIMARY SCALAR HAIR

This section outlines the fundamental properties of the static, spherically symmetric black hole solution introduced in
Ref. [45]. In the framework of Beyond Horndeski theories [78], where the shift symmetry χ̃→ χ̃+ const. and parity symmetry
χ̃ → −χ̃ are preserved, the theory is characterized by three arbitrary functions, G2, G4, and F4, which are dependent on the
kinetic term of the scalar field, given by X = − 1

2 χ̃,µχ̃
,µ. The corresponding action takes the form

I [gµν , χ̃] =
1

2

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
G2(X) +G4(X)R+G4X

[
(□χ̃)2 − χ̃µν χ̃

µν
]
+ F4(X)ϵµνρσϵαβγσχ̃µχ̃αχ̃νβχ̃ργ

}
, (1)

where the notations χ̃µ = ∂µχ̃, χ̃µν = ∇µ∂ν χ̃, and subscripts denoting derivatives with respect to X are used for brevity. The
Horndeski functionals that support the existence of a black hole with scalar hair are given by

G2 = − 8η

3λ2
X2, G4 = 1− 4η

3
X2, F4 = η, (2)

where λ has the dimension of length, while η has the dimension of (length)4. The scalar field follows the functional form

χ̃ = qt+ ζ(r), (3)
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where q is a dimensionful parameter with units of (length)−1, playing the role of the primary hair.
The static, spherically symmetric spacetime describing a black hole with primary hair (hereafter referred to as the PHBH) is

given by the metric

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2, (4)

where the metric function takes the form

f(r) = 1− 2M

r
+ c

[
π/2− arctan(r/λ)

r/λ
+

1

1 + (r/λ)2

]
, (5)

with c = ηq4 being a dimensionless parameter. The function ζ(r) is determined through the differential equation

ζ ′(r) = ±

√
q2

f(r)2

[
1− f(r)

1 + (r/λ)2

]
. (6)

Consequently, the kinetic term of the scalar field is expressed as

X =
q2/2

1 + (r/λ)2
. (7)

Since the theory remains unchanged under the transformation λ → −λ, we assume λ to be positive. Setting M = c = 0
leads to a Minkowski spacetime, whereas for M = 0 but c ̸= 0, the solution describes a nontrivial spacetime. When c < 0, it
corresponds to a black hole, while for c > 0, it gives rise to a naked singularity.

In the metric function (5), the constants M and q correspond to the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) mass [79] and the primary
scalar hair, respectively. Observing Eq. (7), one can see that in the absence of scalar hair (q = 0), the modifications beyond
general relativity vanish, recovering the Schwarzschild solution from Eq. (5). At large distances, the asymptotic expansion of
the lapse function (5) reads

f(r) = 1− 2M

r
+ 2λ2

c

r2
+O(r−4), (8)

which corresponds to the asymptotic scalar fields χ̃ = qv and χ̃ = qu for the positive and negative signs in Eq. (6), respectively,
where u and v denote the retarded and advanced null coordinates. The asymptotic behavior in Eq. (8) suggests that, for a
positive ADM massM , the solution remains asymptotically flat and closely resembles the Reissner-Nordström metric in general
relativity, with c playing a role analogous to the electric charge of a black hole.

The sign of the parameter c is determined by that of η, which significantly influences the characteristics of the solution.
Specifically, for a fixed c, any alteration in η must be compensated by a corresponding change in the scalar hair parameter q.
Moreover, η plays a pivotal role in defining the causal structure of the black hole, as the number of event horizons strongly
depends on this parameter. In the near-origin limit (r → 0), the lapse function (5) behaves as [80]

f(r) = 1− 2M − πcλ/2

r
− 2cr2

3λ2
+O(r4). (9)

In Fig. 1, we present the radial profile of the lapse function (5) for various values of the coefficient c, considering both negative
and positive values of c. The SBH is recovered for c = 0, with the Schwarzschild radius given by rs = 2M . As observed in
Fig. 1(a), for c < 0, the lapse function tends to f(r) → −∞ as the singularity at r = 0 is approached. In this case, the black
hole possesses a single event horizon, with r+ > rs, indicating that black holes with negative primary hair are larger than the
SBH. For c > 0, the theory allows for various scenarios, from black holes with multiple horizons to naked singularities.

As inferred from Eq. (9) and depicted in Fig. 1(b), the nature of the solution depends critically on the ratio M/λ compared
to πc/4, which determines a critical value of c given by c∗ = 4M/(πλ). When c < c∗, we find that f(r) → −∞ as the
singularity is approached. In this regime, the event horizon r+ lies within rs, meaning that the black hole is more compact
than its general relativistic counterpart with c = 0. As c increases, the event horizon shrinks until the emergence of three
horizons, provided that M/λ > 1 + π/4 [80]. For sufficiently large primary hair, c > c∗, the lapse function instead diverges
positively, f(r) → +∞, near the singularity. As c increases further, the conditions for horizon formation become increasingly
unfavorable. Initially, the system transitions through a two-horizon black hole phase, followed by an extremal black hole (EBH),
and ultimately, for sufficiently large c, a naked singularity emerges. Note also that, the theory is governed by the parameters
λ and η. However, as evident from the metric function in Eq. (5), the relevant dimensionless quantities for the analyses in the
following sections are c and the ratio M/λ.
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FIG. 1. The behavior of the lapse function f(r) for c ≤ 0 in panel (a) and c > 0 in panel (b), plotted for different values of c. While the case
of c < 0 corresponds to a single-horizon black hole, the case of c > 0 exhibits a variety of possibilities, ranging from multiple-horizon black
holes to naked singularities. The horizontal axis is logarithmic in both panels, and the unit of length along the axes is set as the Schwarzschild
radius rs.

III. STRONG GRAVITATIONAL LENSING BY THE PHBH

To analyze gravitational lensing effects around a black hole, it is crucial to examine the behavior of null geodesics in its
vicinity. Essentially, as light rays travel closer to the black hole, the lensing effects become increasingly pronounced. Following
the methodology outlined in Refs. [53, 81, 82] (also see Ref. [83]), we consider a general static and spherically symmetric
spacetime with the line element

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +B(r)dr2 +D(r)
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
. (10)

By comparing this metric with the PHBH spacetime described in Eqs. (4) and (5), one finds the identifications A(r) = f(r),
B(r) = f−1(r), and D(r) = r2. Consequently, in the asymptotic limit, we obtain A(r) → 1, B(r) → 1, and D(r)/r2 → 1 as
r → ∞.

We also assume that the spacetime given by Eq. (10) accommodates at least one photon sphere, where null geodesics trace
spherical orbits of constant radius. The condition determining such orbits is given by V ′(rp) = 0 [50, 82, 84, 85] (also see the
review in Ref. [86]), where

V (r) = −D(r)

A(r)
. (11)

Depending on whether the extremum of V (r) corresponds to a maximum or minimum, the resulting orbits are categorized as
unstable or stable, respectively. Given that the spacetime is asymptotically flat, we find V (r) → −∞ as r → ∞. This implies
that the extremum rm of V (r) represents a maximum, making the orbits in the region rm < r < ∞ unstable. Consequently,
for all other orbits, the effective potential satisfies V (r) < V (rp). In Fig. 2, we illustrate the behavior of the potential for
various values of the c-parameter. As evident from the figure, the potential exhibits a local maximum for each fixed value
of c, corresponding to rm = rp, and declines for r > rp. As light rays approach the photon sphere, their bending angle
increases progressively. Consequently, before reaching an observer, they may complete multiple revolutions around the black
hole, producing an infinite sequence of images of a single light source. In the subsequent sections and following Refs. [54,
55, 87], we denote these images by integer indices n = 0, 1, 2, 3, . . . , known as ”orders,” with each order corresponding to a
crossing of the observer’s line of sight.

For spherically symmetric spacetimes, light rays can be assumed to propagate within the equatorial plane, defined by the polar
coordinates (r, ϕ). The total change in the azimuthal angle ϕ for a light ray emitted from a source at rS and detected by an
observer at rO (both measured from the black hole) is given by [53]

∆ϕ =

∫ rS

R

b

√
B(r)

D(r)R(r, b)
dr +

∫ rO

R

b

√
B(r)

D(r)R(r, b)
dr, (12)

where we adopt the notation of Ref. [55], defining

R(r, b) =
D(r)

A(r)
− b2. (13)
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FIG. 2. The radial profile of the potential V (r) for the PHBH, shown for M/λ = 1 and different values of the c-parameter.

Here, b represents the impact parameter of incoming light rays, andR denotes the closest approach to the black hole, determined
from the condition R(R, b) = 0, which allows expressing R in terms of b. As R → rp, we observe ∆ϕ → ∞, indicating that
light rays undergo an infinite number of revolutions around the black hole. This limit defines the critical impact parameter bc,
given by the condition R(rp, bc) = 0, yielding

bc =

√
D(rp)

A(rp)
. (14)

Thus, Eq. (12) is valid for b > bc, while light rays with b = bc remain trapped in spherical orbits, and those with b < bc are
inevitably captured by the black hole. To encompass the entire range of impact parameters, we employ the parametrization [53–
55]

b = bc (1 + ϵ) , (15)

where −1 ≤ ϵ < ∞. Since strong lensing effects are significant for b ≈ bc (or equivalently, R ≈ rp), corresponding to
trajectories near the photon sphere, the parameter ϵ is expected to be small. In other words,

ϵ =
b− bc
bc

≪ 1. (16)

Note that, asR approaches rp, then R approaches 0, and hence, the integrals in Eq. (12) diverge. In Refs. [52, 53], a method was
developed to address this divergence using logarithmic approximations. Under these approximations, and assuming the source
and observer are located at finite positions, the azimuthal angle shift is given by [55]

∆ϕ = −ā ln
(

ϵ

ηSηO

)
+ ξ̄ + π, (17)

where the change of variable η = 1− rp/r has been employed. Here,

ξ̄ = ā ln

(
2βc
b2c

)
+ kS + kO − π, (18)

and the involved parameters are given by

ηi = 1− rp
ri
, i = {S,O}, (19a)

ā = rp

√
B(rp)

A(rp)βc
, (19b)

βc =
r2p

[
D′′(rp)A(rp)−A′′(rp)D(rp)

]
2A2(rp)

, (19c)

ki =

∫ ηi

0

g(η) dη, (19d)

g(η) = bc

√
B(η)

D(η)

1√
R(η, bc)

rp
(1− η)2

− bc√
βc

√
B(rp)

D(rp)

rp
|η|
. (19e)
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For the metric functions in the line element (10), we obtain

g(η) = −

√
1

f0 − (1− η)2f(η)
−

{
2r3p + 2λ2rp − 4M

(
λ2 + r2p

)
+C

[
πλ3 − 2λ

(
λ2 + r2p

)
arctan

(rp
λ

)
+ πλr2p + 2λ2rp

]}

×

{
√
2f0η

[
rp

(
−12M

(
λ2 + r2p

)3
+ 6r7p + 18λ2r5p + 18λ4r3p + 6λ6rp

)

+C

(
3πλ7 + 3πλr6p + 2λ2r5p + 9πλ3r4p + 16λ4r3p + 9πλ5r2p − 6λ

(
λ2 + r2p

)3
arctan

(rp
λ

)
+ 6λ6rp

)]1/2}−1

, (20)

where f(η) follows from substituting r = rp/(1 − η) into the lapse function (5), and f0 = f(0) represents the value at the
photon sphere. Since an analytical evaluation of the integral (19d) is infeasible, we rely on numerical methods to determine the
deflection angle in the strong lensing regime. However, in the limit C → 0, we obtain

gsbh(η) =

√
3−

√
3− 2η

η
√
3− 2η

, (21)

which leads to ksbhi = −2 ln
(
3 +

√
3 + 18M/ri

)
. Given that for the Schwarzschild black hole (SBH), ηi = 1 − 3M/ri, the

deflection angle follows as

∆ϕsbh − π ≡ αsbh = − ln
ϵ

ηSηO
+ ξsbh, (22)

where

ξsbh = −π + 5 ln(6) + ksbhS + ksbhO , (23a)

consistent with Ref. [53]. In the asymptotic limit ri → ∞, this reduces to the well-known expression αsbh = − ln ϵ +
ln
(
216[2−

√
3]2
)
−π, as derived in Refs. [48, 52] for strong lensing around an SBH. From this, it follows that ξsbh = −0.4002,

as reported in Ref. [52].
Figure 3 illustrates the deflection angle α ≡ ∆ϕ−π for the PHBH, demonstrating its sensitivity to the scalar hair. As expected,

the diagrams show that the deflection angle diverges at b = bc for each branch and then decreases rapidly with increasing b.
Moreover, the rate of decrease in α becomes steeper as the M/λ factor increases. Additionally, the deflection angle is larger for
c < 0 than for c > 0. Consequently, the SBH’s deflection angle serves as the upper limit for c > 0 and the lower limit for
c < 0.

IV. STRONG GRAVITATIONAL LENSING OBSERVABLES

In this section, we extend our analysis by examining the lens equation and its associated strong lensing observables. Sub-
sequently, we apply these concepts to astrophysical scenarios and derive constraints on the PHBH’s c-parameter based on
observational data.

To proceed, we express the general lens equation as given in [53]

ϕO − ϕS = ∆ϕ mod 2π, (24)

where we set ϕO = π and ϕS = 0. Consequently, from Eq. (17), the positions of the images are given by

ϵn = ηOηS exp

[
ξ̄ − 2nπ

ā

]
, (25)

where n, as introduced earlier, represents the number of loops the light rays complete around the black hole. Although exact
strong deflection occurs in the limit n → ∞, a good approximation can still be achieved for n = 1. For an observer located in
an asymptotic region, the angular separation between the image and the black hole is given by θ = b/rO. From Eq. (15), we
obtain θ = θc(1 + ϵ), where θc = bc/rO denotes the angular radius of the black hole’s shadow. In the regime where ri ≫ rp
(considering terms only up to first order in rp/ri), the total azimuthal shift is given by [52]

∆ϕ = −ā ln
(
rOθ

bc
− 1

)
+ ξ̄. (26)
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FIG. 3. The b-profiles of the deflection angle α for the PHBH, plotted for rS = rO = 100 and different ranges of the c-parameter,
corresponding to the four cases of M/λ = {1, 2, 3, 4}. The range of the c-parameter in each case is chosen such that rp possesses real
positive values. The dashed curve represents the deflection angle of the SBH. The unit of length is taken as the black hole mass M .

Within this framework, the lens equation takes the form [81]

ψ = θ − rS
rOS

∆αn, (27)

where rOS = rO + rS is the distance between the source and the observer, ∆αn = α(θ) − 2nπ represents the offset of the
deflection angle after subtracting all loops completed by the photons, and ψ denotes the angular position of the source relative
to the black hole. Solving Eq. (26) for α(θ0n) = 2nπ yields

θ0n =
bc
rO

(1 + ϵn) , (28)

where ϵn is given in Eq. (25). By expanding α(θ) around θ0n and defining ∆θn = θ − θ0n, we obtain the offset as

∆αn = − ārO
bcϵn

∆θn. (29)

Thus, the lens equation can be rewritten as

ψ = θ +

(
ārSrO
bcϵnrOS

)
∆θn. (30)

Considering the condition rO ≫ bc, the angular position of the nth relativistic image is given by [52]

θn = θ0n +
bcϵn

(
ψ − θ0n

)
rOS

ārSrO
. (31)

From this equation, it is evident that when ψ = θ0n, the image aligns with the source. The sign of ψ determines whether the
image appears on the same side (ψ > 0) or the opposite side (ψ < 0) of the lens. In the scenario where the black hole is nearly
aligned with the source and observer (ψ ≈ 0), and when the observer and lens are positioned equidistantly from the light source
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(rOS = rS = 2rO), light deflection occurs in all directions, leading to the formation of Einstein rings [88–92]. In this case, Eq.
(31) simplifies to [93]

θEn =

(
1− bcϵnrOS

ārSrO

)
θ0n. (32)

Again, for the case where rO ≫ bc, the angular radius of the nth relativistic Einstein ring is given by

θEn =
bc (1 + ϵn)

rO
. (33)

To apply the above relations to astrophysical contexts, we now consider the observational data for the supermassive black holes
M87* and Sgr A*. Specifically, M87*, with a mass of (6.5 ± 0.7) × 109M⊙, is located at a distance of rO = 16.8Mpc from
Earth [7, 8], while Sgr A* has a mass of 4+1.1

−0.6 × 106M⊙ and is situated at a distance of 7.97 kpc from Earth [9, 10]. Using
these parameters in Eq. (33), Fig. 4 displays the outermost Einstein rings (corresponding to n = 1) for both M87* and Sgr
A*, assuming that they are PHBHs. These rings are presented in the celestial coordinate system of an observer on Earth, with
coordinates X and Y , and are computed for different values of the M/λ ratio and for specific ranges of the c parameter. As we
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FIG. 4. The outermost Einstein rings for M87* and Sgr A* as PHBHs, for the four cases of the M/λ ratio, and different values of the c-
parameter corresponding to each of the cases. The solid colored lines correspond to M87*, while the dashed colored lines correspond to Sgr
A*. The interior and exterior black dashed circles correspond, respectively, to M87* and Sgr A* in the case that they were SBHs. The unit of
length has been chosen as the black hole mass M , for each of the black holes.

can observe, for each fixed positive c-parameter, an increase in the M/λ ratio results in an increase in the radius of the rings.
Conversely, for c < 0, this increase results in a decrease in the rings’ radius. Furthermore, for each fixed M/λ ratio, an increase
in the c-parameter from its negative to positive values results in a decrease in the rings’ radius.
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Another important quantity in strong lensing is the magnification of the nth relativistic image, which is defined as [49, 52]

µn =

(
ψ

θ

dψ

dθ

)−1
∣∣∣∣∣
θ0
n

=
b2cϵn (1 + ϵn) rOS

āψrSr2O
. (34)

As we can see, the magnification is inversely proportional to r2O. Hence, the brightness of the relativistic images is relatively faint.
The outermost image is the brightest, and as the order of the images increases, their brightness falls exponentially. However, in
the limit as ψ approaches zero (indicating the nearly perfect alignment of the source and the lens), the images can be remarkably
magnified. It is important to note that while the outermost images (corresponding to θ1) remain distinct, higher-order images
cluster together around θ∞ ≡ θn|n→∞ [52], which can be identified as θ∞ = θc, as mentioned earlier in this section.

The astrophysical applications of strong lensing also depend on two other key observables: the angular separation of the
outermost and innermost relativistic images, calculated as

s = θ1 − θ∞ ≈ θ∞ϵ1, (35)

and the relative magnification between the outermost relativistic image and the group of inner relativistic images, given by [52]

rmag =
µ1∑∞

n=2 µn
= 2.5 log10

(
exp

[
2π

ā

])
, (36)

which does not depend on the observer’s distance rO.
Now, with these relations at hand, one can estimate the three observables θ∞, s, and rmag based on astronomical observations,

which demonstrates the impacts of scalar hair on these observables for the PHBH (see Table I). We observe that, for any fixed

M87* Sgr A*
M/λ c θ∞(µas) s (µas) θ∞(µas) s (µas) rmag

1

0.0 (SBH) 19.847 0.025 25.629 0.0321 6.822
−3 31.451 0.010 40.614 0.013 8.059

−1 24.781 0.015 32.001 0.019 7.512

0.5 16.055 0.049 20.733 0.063 5.988

1.2 1.183 0.002 1.528 0.002 6.809

2

−6 26.845 0.012 34.666 0.015 7.789
−4 24.906 0.014 32.162 0.018 7.597

1 18.038 0.036 23.293 0.046 6.364

2 15.546 0.078 20.075 0.101 5.349

3

−10 25.384 0.013 32.779 0.017 7.662
−5 22.943 0.016 29.627 0.021 7.367

1.5 18.674 0.031 24.114 0.040 6.530

2.5 17.775 0.039 22.954 0.050 6.255

4

−12.5 23.998 0.015 30.989 0.019 7.510
−7.5 22.520 0.017 29.081 0.022 7.310

2.5 18.748 0.031 24.209 0.040 6.550

4.7 17.623 0.041 22.760 0.053 6.190

TABLE I. Estimates for the lensing observables, considering the supermassive black holes M87* and Sgr A* as PHBHs, based on the parameter
values assumed in Fig. 4. The unit of length is chosen as the mass M for each of the black holes.

c-parameter, an increase in the M/λ ratio results in a rise in both the brightness ratio rmag and the image position θ∞. On the
other hand, when the M/λ ratio is fixed, an increase in the c-parameter from negative to positive values leads to a decrease in
both rmag and θ∞. The only exception occurs for the case of M/λ = 1 and c = 1.2. As observed in Fig. 4(a) and Table I,
this case produces smaller Einstein rings compared to other scenarios, and hence, it is considered unreliable within the theory,
particularly when observational constraints are applied (see below).
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Before concluding this section, it is appropriate to derive some constraints on the scalar hair parameter of black holes using
recent observations of M87* and Sgr A*.

In 2019, the EHT Collaboration released the first horizon-scale image of the supermassive black hole M87*, providing com-
pelling observational evidence for the existence of black holes. Their analysis revealed that the compact emission region had an
angular diameter of θd = (42±3)µas, along with a central flux depression exceeding a factor of ≳ 10, which corresponds to the
black hole’s shadow [5, 7, 8]. In 2022, the EHT Collaboration captured an image of Sgr A*, the supermassive black hole at the
center of the Milky Way. This image displayed a distinctive ring with an angular diameter of θd = (48.7± 7)µas, and showed a
deviation from the Schwarzschild shadow characterized by δ = −0.08+0.09

−0.09 (VLTI) and δ = −0.04+0.09
−0.10 (Keck). Additionally,

the EHT results for Sgr A* provided an estimation of the angular diameter of the emission ring, given by θd = (51.8± 2.3)µas
[9, 94].

Using these observational data from the EHT, we model M87* and Sgr A* as PHBHs to constrain the scalar-hair parameter
c associated with the PHBH. By considering the apparent radius of the photon sphere, θ∞, as the angular size of the black hole
shadow, we derive constraints on c at the 1σ confidence level. To proceed, we relate θd = 2θ∞, establishing a connection
between the observed angular diameter of the shadows and the theoretical shadow angular diameter, as discussed earlier. In Fig.
5, we plot the c-profile of 2θ∞ for the four cases of the M/λ ratio, for M87*. For the case of Sgr A*, we use the averaged
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FIG. 5. The c-profile of the theoretical shadow angular diameter (2θ∞) of PHBHs (in µas), compared with the observed shadow diameter θd
of M87*, within the 1σ confidence level, for four different values of the M/λ ratio.

shadow angular diameter, which has been obtained by independent algorithms from the EHT observations. In this context, it has
been revealed that θd for Sgr A*, resides in the range 46.9µas – 50µas, which withing the 1σ uncertainty, covers the interval
41.7µas ≤ θd ≤ 55.6µas [94]. In Fig. 6, we have considered this confidence range, to compare the theoretical shadow diameter
with the observed one, in order to constrain the c-parameter for four vales of the M/λ ratio as in Fig. 5.

In Table II, we summarize the constraints obtained so far on the scalar hair-related parameter, c, based on strong gravitational
lensing by the black hole. These new constraints on the c-parameter can be compared with those reported in Ref. [1]. As seen,
for the constraints derived from the EHT data for M87*, the values presented in Table II fall within the intervals reported in the
aforementioned reference. Therefore, strong lensing imposes more stringent constraints on the black hole scalar hair parameter
than those derived from the shadow diameter based on the critical impact parameter, since the former directly depends on the
black hole’s distance from the observer, i.e., rO. In contrast, for Sgr A*, the constraints listed in Table II differ from those
in Ref. [1]. This discrepancy arises because, in the present study, we used the averaged shadow diameter within the interval
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FIG. 6. The c-profile of the theoretical shadow angular diameter (2θ∞) of PHBHs (in µas), compared with the observed shadow diameter θd
of Sgr A*, within the 1σ confidence level, for four different values of the M/λ ratio.

M/λ = 1 M/λ = 2 M/λ = 3 M/λ = 4

upper lower upper lower upper lower upper lower

M87* −0.48762 0.05525 −1.87733 0.20945 −4.19312 0.46632 −7.43517 0.82593
Sgr A* −0.30069 0.49062 −1.15299 1.79974 −2.57314 - −4.56132 -

TABLE II. The allowable c-parameter values, obtained from the curves in Figs. 5 and 6, corresponding to the black hole shadow angular
diameter θd = 2θ∞ that aligns with the EHT observations of M87* and Sgr A* within the 1σ confidence intervals.

θd ∈ (41.7µas, 55.6µas), whereas Ref. [1] employed an angular diameter of θd = (48.7± 7)µas.
In the next section, we present an alternative approach to constraining the black hole parameters, based on the diameter of the

direct disk emission, as reported by the EHT. This diameter is related to the zeroth-order lensed image, which is theoretically
inferred from strong gravitational lensing.

V. IMPACT OF THE PRIMARY SCALAR HAIR ON HIGHER-ORDER ACCRETION DISK IMAGES

In this section, we advance the analysis of the strong lensing by the PHBH by assuming that the black hole is illuminated by
an accretion disk. We examine the shape of the disk’s images of various orders and explore how the primary hair affects the
shape of higher-order images. Additionally, we assess the sensitivity of the black hole model to the primary hair. This analysis
is primarily based on the recent studies in Refs. [54, 55].

As discussed in Sect. III, the order n characterizes the properties of the lensed images of a light source around the black hole,
as observed by a distant observer. It is commonly related to the number of half-orbits performed by photons around the black
hole [95–103]. In this context, the primary image, denoted by n = 0, is a direct lensed image of the source, assumed to be a
thin accretion disk, and is generated by the deflected trajectories that do not closely approach the photon sphere. For n = 1,
the secondary image is formed, representing the demagnified image of the far side of the disk. For n ≥ 2, higher-order photon
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primary image secondary image tertiary image

FIG. 7. The formation of the first three images of an accretion disk, with images labeled according to the number of half-orbits n. The figure
is taken from Ref. [54].

rings are generated, corresponding to the tertiary image and beyond (see Fig. 7). In this section, we investigate the impact of
the primary hair component of the PHBH on these three images of the black hole, assuming it is illuminated by a thin accretion
disk.

Now, to introduce the mathematical tools used in this analysis, consider the diagram in Fig. 8, which shows a thin emission
ring as observed on the screen of an observer located at an arbitrary angle ϑO and at a large radial distance from the black hole’s
center. As shown in the figure, the observer’s screen is characterized by the impact parameter b and the polar coordinate φ,

FIG. 8. Parametrization of the observer’s screen for a radiating ring of radius rS in the equatorial plane of the black hole. The left panel shows
an observer with an inclination angle ϑO , with rays responsible for the formation of the tertiary image (n = 2). The angle γ measures the
angle between the source and the observer’s line of sight within the light ray’s plane. The right panel shows the observer’s screen parametrized
by the polar coordinates b and α. This latter angle will be transformed to φ in this paper. The figure is taken from Ref. [54].

which is the transformed form of the angle α presented in Ref. [104]. Based on the mathematical methods outlined in Refs.
[54, 55], the shape of the images can be determined from the polar behavior of the function b(φ). To proceed, let us recall that
by inverting Eq. (17), we obtain the relation

b = bc

(
1 + F (rS)F (rO) exp

[
−∆ϕ

ā

])
, (37)

where

F (ri) = ηi

√
2βc
b2c

exp

[
ki
ā

]
. (38)

Now, to retrieve the image order n, and with γ being the convex angle between the arrival and departure directions of the light
rays (as shown in Fig. 8), the change in the azimuth angle satisfies the following conditions

∆ϕ =

{
nπ + γ for even n,

(n+ 1)π − γ for odd n. (39)

As observed, for n = 0, no half-orbits occur around the black hole, and the light rays do not intersect the equatorial plane
(the accretion disk) after their departure. In contrast, for n ≥ 1, photons perform half-orbits around the black hole, leading to
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the formation of additional images on the observer’s screen. For n ≥ 2, as photons complete a full loop, higher-order photon
rings are generated, which, as shown in Ref. [53], are known as relativistic images. If the observer is located in the northern
hemisphere (i.e., 0 ≤ ϑO ≤ π/2) and the emission ring of radius rS is assumed to be thin and positioned on the equatorial plane
(i.e., ϑS = π/2 and 0 ≤ φS ≤ 2π), the impact parameter in Eq. (37) becomes a function of γ, which now varies within the
range π/2− ϑO ≤ γ ≤ π/2 + ϑO.

Since the spacetime is asymptotically flat, we can treat b as the radial coordinate on the observer’s screen. Moreover, the angle
γ can be related to the polar angle φ on the observer’s screen using Luminet’s formula [104], which was modified by Tsupko in
Ref. [54] as

γ =


π − arccos

(
sinφ√

sin2 φ+cot2 ϑO

)
for even n,

arccos

(
sinφ√

sin2 φ+cot2 ϑO

)
for odd n,

(40)

where 0 ≤ arccos ≤ π, and 0 ≤ φ ≤ 2π. Note that, from Eq. (40), we can derive a single expression for the shift in the azimuth
angle as [54]

∆ϕ = (n+ 1)π − arccos

(
sinφ√

sin2 φ+ cot2 ϑO

)
. (41)

Thus, the impact parameter in Eq. (37) can be expressed as

bn(φ) = bc

{
1 +

2ηOηSβc
b2c

exp

[
kO + kS − (n+ 1)π

ā

]
× exp

[
1

ā
arccos

(
sinφ√

sin2 φ+ cot2 ϑO

)]}
. (42)

In the limit where rO → ∞ (or equivalently ηO → 1), the above equation reduces to the form introduced in Ref. [55]. The
expression in Eq. (49) determines the shape of the nth-order image.

Before proceeding with the derivation of the shapes of the images of various orders, it is important to note that the formation
of the accretion disk, as the light source, is strictly based on particles traveling along the innermost stable circular orbits (ISCO).
In fact, the ISCO defines the smallest stable circular orbit, beyond which matter spirals into the black hole. Observations and
simulations confirm that the inner edge of the accretion disk coincides with this boundary, where angular momentum transport
ceases.

To determine the ISCO for the PHBH, we consider the Lagrangian dynamics governing the motion of massive particles in the
spacetime by defining the Lagrangian

L(x, ẋ) =
1

2
gµν ẋ

µẋν , (43)

where ẋ ≡ dx/dτ , with τ being the affine parameter of the geodesic curves. For the general spacetime (4), this leads to the
expression

L(x, ẋ) =
1

2

[
−f(r)ṫ2 + ṙ2

f(r)
+ r2

(
θ̇2 + sin2 θ ϕ̇2

)]
. (44)

Without loss of generality, we restrict ourselves to the equatorial plane by setting θ = π/2. The constants of motion are then
defined as

E = f(r)ṫ, (45)

L = r2ϕ̇, (46)

which correspond to the energy and angular momentum of the test particles, respectively. Accordingly, the orbit of massive
particles is characterized by the Hamilton-Jacobi equation 2L = −1. The corresponding effective potential is given by

V(r) = −r4
(
E2

t

L2
t

− f(r)

L2
t

− f(r)

r2

)
, (47)

where Et and Lt are the energy and angular momentum of the massive test particles. The necessary condition for the formation
of accretion disks is the presence of at least one minimum in the effective potential’s radial profile, a condition that supports the
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formation of planetary bound orbits. Therefore, the ISCO can be determined by the mutual condition V(r) = 0 = V′(r). The
radius of the ISCO, denoted by rc, satisfies the relation [105]

rc =
3f(rc)f

′(rc)

2f ′(rc)2 − f(rc)f ′′(rc)
, (48)

in the exterior geometry of the black hole. This radius corresponds to the inner edge of the accretion disk, and as one moves
away from the black hole, particles appear to move along Keplerian bound orbits. By incorporating the lapse function in Eq. (5)
into the above conditions, one can determine rc for the PHBH, which depends on the model parameters and can serve as one of
the important source distances, located at rS = rc.

Note that the apparent shape of the secondary image is given by

bsec(φ) = bc

{
1 +

2ηOηSβc
b2c

exp

[
−2π − (kO + kS)

ā

]
× exp

[
1

ā
arccos

(
sinφ√

sin2 φ+ cot2 ϑO

)]}
, (49)

which corresponds to the secondary image of the accretion disk. As the order of the images increases, they approach the
boundary of the black hole shadow, located at the radius b∞ = bc. Therefore, for the secondary image, there remains a gap
from the boundary of the shadow. This is demonstrated in Fig. 9, where the shape of the secondary images of the accretion
disk is shown by setting rS = rc, in different scenarios for the c-parameter and M/λ ratio, while M87* is considered as a
PHBH observed from different inclination angles. As observed from the diagrams, the rings become increasingly circular as
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FIG. 9. The secondary images of M87* as a PHBH, viewed from two different inclinations ϑO in the observer’s screen within the X-Y plane.
These are plotted for two values of the M/λ ratio and various values of the c-parameter, in accordance with the constraints provided in Table
II, considering rS = rc for each case. The corresponding distances to the source, from the largest rings to the smallest, are 7.021, 6.273, 6.0,
and 5.858 for M/λ = 1, and 7.170, 6.618, 5.967 and 5.866 for M/λ = 3. The unit of length along the axes is the black hole mass M .

the inclination angle decreases. We have also plotted in Fig. 10, the behavior of the secondary images of M87* with respect
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FIG. 10. The behavior of the secondary images of M87* as a PHBH with respect to changes in rS , viewed from three different inclinations
ϑO in the observer’s screen within the X-Y plane, plotted for a M/λ = 3 ratio and various values of the c-parameter, as per the constraints
provided in Table II. The black disk in the center represents the black hole shadow and has a diameter of dsh = 2b∞ = 2bc, with the values
dsh = 11.754 for c = −4.1, and dsh = 10.213 for c = 0.46. The unit of length along the axes is the black hole mass M .

to changes in the source distance rS for different inclination angles, while keeping M/λ and c fixed. As observed from the
diagrams, the bsec images form a ring outside the black hole shadow, confined by the b∞ = bc image. In images with small
inclination angles, this ring is clearly distinct from the inner shadow. In what follows, we exploit this characteristic to derive
new constraints on the primary hair-related parameter of the PHBH.

A. New constraints on the black hole’s primary scalar hair

The general relativistic magnetohydrodynamics (GRMHD) simulations, based on observational data from the Event Horizon
Telescope (EHT) for M87*, reveal a photon ring with an angular diameter of θd = (42 ± 3)µas, located outside the interior
shadow [5]. An inclination of 17◦ between the approaching jet and the line of sight was adopted, as stated in Ref. [106]. This
confirms that the aforementioned ring is distinct from the actual black hole shadow, which is bounded by the photon sphere
characterized by b∞ = bc. As observed in the diagrams in Fig. 10, for ϑO = 17◦, the bsec image appears nearly as a thick
ring. Consequently, one can theoretically associate this ring (formed by the bsec images) with the photon ring, which marks the
boundary of the shadow of M87*, assuming it to be a PHBH. It is important to note that in the published image of M87*, this
ring is dominated by the direct emission from the accretion disk (i.e., the primary image in Fig. 7) and is therefore not visible.
Thus, the generated ring, which borders the shadow, results from analyzing the data based on the GRMHD simulations.

In this subsection, we use the above concepts to derive new constraints on the c-parameter. To proceed, we calculate the
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shadow diameter of a black hole using the formula [107]

dsh =
rOθd
M

, (50)

which, based on the astrophysical characteristics of M87* presented earlier, gives dM87∗

sh = 11±1.5. Assuming that, by regarding
M87* as a PHBH, the secondary image coincides with the photon ring in the GRMHD simulations, we let the theoretical shadow
diameter be dtheosh = 2bsec. By using Eq. (49), we then match the theoretical shadow diameter of the PHBH, dtheosh , with the
observed shadow diameter of M87*, dM87∗

sh , for four different values of the M/λ ratio, as shown in Fig. 11. Additionally, in
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FIG. 11. The c-profile of the theoretical shadow diameter dtheo
sh = 2bsec of the PHBH for ϑO = 17◦, compared with the observed shadow

diameter dM87∗
sh of M87*, within the 1σ confidence interval, for four different values of the M/λ ratio. To plot the curves, we considered a

point on the ring corresponding to rS = 20 at φ = 3π/2. The unit of length is taken as the black hole mass M .

Table III, we summarize the constraints on the c-parameter obtained from this analysis. These constraints were derived based on

M/λ = 1 M/λ = 2 M/λ = 3 M/λ = 4

upper lower upper lower upper lower upper lower

M87* −0.2261 0.6374 −0.8317 2.2119 −1.8917 - −3.3451 -

TABLE III. The allowable c-parameter values, obtained from the curves in Fig. 11, corresponding to the theoretical shadow diameter of the
PHBH, by considering btheo

sh = 2bsec, which aligns with the EHT observations of M87* within the 1σ confidence interval.

the assumption that the light ring observed in the GRMHD simulation of M87* corresponds not to the boundary of the real inner
black hole shadow, but to the primary image of the accretion disk. Moreover, we considered the furthest possible point from
the inner shadow by taking the angular position φ = 3π/2 on the bsec ring (see Fig. 10(b,c)), generating conditions similar to
those in the GRMHD simulation of M87*. Therefore, the obtained constraints are novel and, from the perspective of the shadow
diameter, more reliable. However, referring to the data summarized in Tables II and III, the difference between the proposed
constraints is significant, and a consistency between such constraints needs to be established. By comparing these constraints
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for M87*, one can initially rely on the M/λ = 1 case, as it is the most intuitive and natural choice. Secondly, by comparing
the upper and lower limits given in these two tables, it is evident that the most reliable choice is to constrain the primary hair
as −0.2261 ≤ c ≤ 0.0553. This domain is covered by all other M/λ ratios and is consistent with both approaches used in the
observational tests.

It is important to note, however, that as indicated in Ref. [1], PHBHs with their scalar hair parameter within the range
−9.0969 ≤ c ≤ 1.3191 are locally unstable. Therefore, the PHBH models proposed in this section, based on the EHT
constraints, are also locally unstable.

B. Effects of the primary hair on the higher-order images

As the image order increases, the deviation of the photon rings from circularity becomes progressively smaller, starting with
the b2 image, which almost coincides with b∞ = bc, the actual theoretical shadow size of any black hole. This deviation can be
calculated as [54]

b̃n(φ) = bn(φ)− bc. (51)

To demonstrate the effects of the primary scalar hair on the higher-order images of the PHBH, we consider the tertiary image of
M87* assuming it to be a PHBH in Fig. 12, for different values of the c-parameter, with M/λ fixed. In this figure, we show
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FIG. 12. The behavior of the tertiary image considering M87* as a PHBH, plotted for M/λ = 3, two different cases of ϑO = 85◦, 17◦, and
several values of the c-parameter. The left panels show the φ-profiles of b2(φ), while the right panels show the deviation function b̃2(φ). In
these diagrams, we have assumed rS = rc.

the changes in the b2 images versus the polar angle φ, for different c-parameter values. It can be observed that as this parameter
increases from negative to positive values, the radius of the tertiary image increases, while the deviations from circularity become
less pronounced. This is particularly evident from the plots of the b̃2 function on the observer’s screen.

However, it should be noted that as the deviations from circularity are small, the b2 images are very close to the actual black
hole shadow, making them thin and demagnified. As a result, they are of lesser importance in GRMHD simulations of black
hole shadows, as they are not easily observable. This is further demonstrated in Fig. 13, where we show the behavior of the b2
images at high inclination. As seen in the diagrams, even at large inclinations, a thin circular-shaped image is still observable,
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FIG. 13. The behavior of the tertiary image b2, assuming M87* to be a PHBH, plotted for M/λ = 3 and ϑO = 85◦, with two different
scenarios for the c-parameter, and rS ranging from r = rc to r = 20. The radius of the inner black hole shadow is (a) bc = 5.877, and (b)
bc = 5.107. The unit of length along the axes is taken as the black hole mass M .

close to the inner shadow of the black hole. The thickest part of the images appears around φ ≈ 3π/2, occupying a small range
on the Y -axis of the observer’s screen. Additionally, to further highlight how close the images are to circularity, Fig. 14 depicts
the behavior of the deviation function b̃2 for the same model chosen in Fig. 13, for two different inclination angles.

Thus, it is clear that the tertiary image is not a useful tool, as it is thin and nearly attached to the inner black hole shadow.
Therefore, it is not observed as the photon ring in GRMHD simulations. As discussed in Ref. [103], this evidence suggests that
higher-order images (black hole shadow subrings) are not of significant astrophysical application, similar to black hole subrings.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have investigated the gravitational lensing effects of a static, asymptotically flat black hole with primary
scalar hair within Beyond Horndeski Gravity, focusing on the strong lensing regime. Our study extends previous constraints on
the scalar hair parameter obtained from thermodynamic stability and black hole shadow considerations by incorporating lensing
observables derived from the EHT data for M87* and Sgr A*. Through a comprehensive analysis of photon trajectories and their
corresponding lensed images, we have established new, more precise constraints on the scalar hair parameter, offering additional
insights into the nature of black holes in modified gravity theories.

A key aspect of our study was the formulation of the deflection angle in the strong lensing regime. Utilizing the Virbhadra-Ellis
lens equation and Bozza’s analytical approach, we demonstrated how the primary scalar hair parameter influences the bending
of light rays around the black hole. Our results show that the presence of primary scalar hair alters the location and properties
of the photon sphere, leading to significant modifications in the lensing observables. Notably, we found that black holes with
negative scalar hair parameter exhibit a larger deflection angle compared to their general relativistic counterparts, while those
with positive parameter display reduced deflection effects. This observation directly impacts the formation of relativistic images
and the Einstein rings observed in black hole imaging.

Furthermore, we examined the angular separation and relative magnification of the strong lensing images, both of which
provide astrophysical constraints on the black hole’s parameters. By applying our theoretical framework to the EHT observations
of M87* and Sgr A*, we derived constraints on the scalar hair parameter within the 1σ confidence level. Our findings indicate
that for M87*, the allowed range for the scalar hair parameter is −0.487 ≤ c ≤ 0.055, while for Sgr A*, the constraints are
slightly different, falling within the interval −0.301 ≤ c ≤ 0.491. These constraints are more stringent than those obtained from
shadow analysis alone, as strong lensing effects provide an independent observational handle on the black hole metric.

Additionally, we explored the impact of primary scalar hair on the lensed images of a thin accretion disk. By numerically
computing the shapes and positions of different-order images, we provided an alternative method for constraining the black hole
parameters. Our results suggest that the observed black hole shadow in EHT images corresponds to the secondary image of the
emitting disk rather than the actual shadow. This interpretation allows for a novel approach to parameter estimation, wherein
the angular diameter of the emission ring is directly related to the black hole’s lensing properties. In this context, we found that
the constraints derived from the accretion disk images are consistent with those obtained from strong lensing analysis, further
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FIG. 14. The behavior of the deviation function b̃2, assuming M87* to be a PHBH, plotted for M/λ = 3 and the two inclinations ϑO =
85◦, 17◦, with two different scenarios for the c-parameter, and rS ranging from r = rc to r = 20. The unit of length along the axes is taken
as the black hole mass M .

reinforcing the robustness of our findings.
We also discussed the role of higher-order images in black hole lensing and their implications for astrophysical observations.

Our results show that while these images encode important information about the underlying spacetime geometry, their faintness
and proximity to the primary shadow limit their observational significance. Consequently, strong lensing constraints derived
from the brightest relativistic images remain more reliable.

Finally, an important conclusion of our study is the local instability of black hole solutions satisfying the derived constraints.
As previously noted, models with primary scalar hair within the range −9.097 ≤ c ≤ 1.319 exhibit instabilities, raising concerns
about their astrophysical relevance. This suggests that while observational constraints favor specific values of the scalar hair
parameter, the physical viability of these models requires further investigation, particularly in the context of dynamical stability
and perturbative analyses.

In summary, our work presents a detailed examination of strong gravitational lensing in Beyond Horndeski Gravity and
provides new constraints on the primary scalar hair parameter using observational data from EHT. These findings contribute to
the ongoing effort to test and refine alternative theories of gravity through astrophysical observations, paving the way for future
studies on black hole phenomenology beyond general relativity.
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