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Abstract

Null geodesics of normal and phantom Einstein-Maxweldddih black holes are determined an-
alytically by the Weierstrass elliptic functions. The tddwle parameters other than the mass enter,
with the appropriate signs, the formula for the angle of a#ifbe to the second order in the inverse
of the impact parameter allowing for the identification of thature of matter (phantom or normal).
Such identification is also possible via the time delay fdarand observation of relativistic images.
Scattering experiences may favor black holes of EinstatirMaxwell-dilatonic theory for their high
relative discrepancy with respect to the SchwarzschildeiaFor the cases we restrict ourselves to,
phantom black holes are characterized by the absence of-wmaihg and two-world null geodesics.

PACS numbers: 04.20.Gz, 04.50.Gh, 04.70.-s, 04.70.Bw, 98.62.Sh, 02v20.

1 Introduction

Most experimental settings for testing gravitational tihemare designed to evaluate trajectories of light
rays. Accuracy in this field is a growing interest. From thog of view, the leading experimental settings
are aiming to achieve high accuracies beyond the known fulstrdevel and to reach a sensitivity of 1 part
in 10° in measuring the Eddington paramejdfl], which is an important parameter in post-Newtonian
formalism.

Onthe theoretical front, workers have been striving towsta exactly light paths using (hyper)elliptic
functions mainly the Weierstrass elliptic functions dexbby/’ [2/[3]. On the one hand, this has provided
answers to some open questions, for instance, whether sineobogical constant could be a cause of the
Pioneer anomaly_[4], has raised the question of whetheingrmould be used as a test of the cosmic
censorship (CCL[5] (much work on testing the CC has been oioj@&!8]), and has lead to the discovery
new light paths, the Pascal Limacon trajectories for blholes with cosmological constant|/[9]. On
the other hand, the analytical solutions derived so farsR@0]- [26] to mention but a few, could be
useful for any of the experimental settings aiming to teavigational theories. Moreover, they provide
new academic techniques for tackling the motion of massinkraassless particles in the geometries of
various gravitational fields, may serve as references &iing the accuracy of numerical methods![27]
and provide unique benchmarks for testing and improvingupeation and decomposition methods![28].
For that purpose it is very helpful to have relatively simpddutions.

In case of spherical symmetry, one of the equations govgmpmdesic motion reduces to

(3—;)2 — P(r) (1.1)

whereP(r) is a polynomial function of the radial variabte the parameters of the solution and the con-
stants of motion. Depending on the dimension of the spawe;#(r) may be reduced, as described


http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.5232v3

in [19], to a polynomial of degree 3 or 5. We are interestedeformer case and we assume thafl(1.1) is
brought to
dp

(@)2:4133—9213—93 (1.2)

by coordinate transformations. Hegg, g; depend on the parameters of the solution and the constants
of motion. So far no special terminology has been introduedimplify notations and expressions.
We introduce the following terminology to descriie {1.2)lahe related polynomial and coordinates.
We shall call [T.2) Weierstrass differential equatiaiip) = 40° — g2p — g3 Weierstrass polynomial and

(p, ©) Weierstrass coordinates.

We bring [1.1) to[(1.R) by a series of coordinate transforomatrelatingr to Weierstrass radial coor-
dinatep wherep(r) is a nontrivial and nonlinear transformation; howe(p) is a linear transformation
and in many case® = @, whereg is the azimuthal angle.

Most workers prefer to use the effective potential apprdactvhich they determine all planar trajec-
tories [absorbed paths (captured photons), scatterirgs paapped or confined paths, (un)stable circular
paths, spiral paths approaching the circular paths fromeabod/or below and some other special closed
curves]. The method we shall apply is entirely based on tpegsties of the Weierstrass differential
equation, and of its polynomial. We shall develop and useniethod, which has been usedlinl[12, 22]
(and partially used irf [9,11]), leading to a systematic apph for all problems governed Hy (11.2). This
will allow us to determine all types of trajectories.

None of the papers mentioned above has ever dealt with ligiispof normal Einstein-Maxwell-
dilaton (EMD) black holes. One of the purposes of this papdo iaddress this question; the other one
is to extend the analysis to that of light paths of phantonakbl@les of EMD and to draw a comparison
between the systems of trajectories for a given ratio ofgehéw mass squared(= g?/M?).

In a phantom gravitating field theory one or more of the mdtedds appear in the action with an
unusual sign of the kinetic term, so that they are coupledisaly to gravity. In the case of “phan-
tom EMD” theory, which is also a short term for the theory, waynmhave a number of ways the
matter fields are coupled to gravity: Einstein-anti-Maxvegiti-dilaton, Einstein-Maxwell-anti-dilaton,
Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton and so on. The presence of pharfields continues to receive support from
both collected observational data [29] and theoretical ewB0].

The static, spherically symmetric black hole solutions kdEtheory with phantom Maxwell and/or
dilaton field were derived, and their causal structure wasyaed, among which one finds nine classes of
asymptotically flat and two classes of nonasymptoticallyglzantom black holes [31]. In a subsequent
work [32], these solutions have been generalized to multgresolutions of phantom EMD. Recently,
their thermodynamic properties and stability were ingzdtid too[[33]. One of the remaining tasks is
to investigate their null geodesics to see how phantom fislalg affect the light paths, particularly the
angles of deflection, the photon spheres and related lerffiects. Deviations of the angle of deflection
from the Schwarzschild value are generally attributablextensions in the theory (inclusion of Maxwell
fields or scalar ones, cosmological constant and so on)ridepdrom spherical symmetry or motion
of the solution itself (mostly rotation). In this paper weaexne the case due to the inclusion of (anti)-
dilatonic and/or (anti)-Maxwell fields.

In Section 2 we consider the cosh and sinh black hole sokitidrihe generalized phantom EMD,
which depend on three parameteks, ¢, y). We evaluate, and discuss, the angle of defleadigrto the
second order of approximation in the inverse of the impardmpeter as a function of the black hole three
parameters. Figures, relying on exact formulas, depiadipgor phantom and normal black holes are
plotted against the Schwarzschild angle of deflection ffiedint values of the parameters. The relative
discrepancy is discussed and plotted showing high valwes fome set of the parameters. The time
delay is also evaluated.



In Sectior{ 8 we introduce the Weierstrass elliptic fundiiand use and develop the method based on
the Weierstrass polynomial to determine exactly all kinfsudl geodesics to any spherically symmetric
geometry, provided the equation of (planar) motion of lights may be brought td (1.2). Applications
are considered in Sectién 8.4 and in Sectidns 4[and 5. In SumsES.4 we consider the strong field
limit and relativistic images and derive an analytic refie equation for the log-formula for the angle
of deflection, which applies to any geometry provided thétlimotion or a plane projection of it is
described by[(1]12). In Sectidn 4 we consider the gasel and show that the problem of determining
the null geodesics of normal Reissner-Nordstrom blaclkedibly the method based on the Weierstrass
polynomial, which was initiated in_[22], is tractable anédglly and extend the analysis to phantom
Reissner-Nordstrom black holes upon applying the resdilBectior 8, and in Sectidn 5 we consider the
casey = 0 and determine all the null geodesics of the phantom cosmamdal sinh EMD black holes
by mere comparison to the work done in Seclibn 3. In Sectitio&3we do not aim to go into the details
of each null geodesic motion; rather, we present a geneogkedure (Sectiohl 3) by which we discuss
some type of null geodesic motions and the nature of exigtimgrgencies and present exact reference
and standard formulas for specific geodesics, the anglefigition, the time delay, and the log-formula.
The paper ends with a conclusion section and an two appeadiions.

2 The deflection angle of light paths in the cosh-sinh solutits of EMD

The action for EMD theory with phantom Maxwell and/or dilatfield reads
S=— /d"’x\/_—g (% — 2m1g" 3y 3y d + N O FHY) @.1)

whereA is the real dilaton-Maxwell coupling constant, apd= +1, n, = +1. Normal EMD corresponds
to n2 = n1 = +1, while phantom couplings of the dilaton fieddor/and Maxwell field= = dA are obtained
for ny = —1or/andn, = —1.

The metrics of the so-called cosh and sinh solutions, deivg31], take the form

ds® = f fYat? — £ V2 — r2£17VdQ? (2.2)
__a g1y ¢ g Tx o 1-mA?

F= rzdr/\dt, e =f7 fLr=1 s V_T-nl)\z

n2(14n1A2) < 0 for cosh n2(1+4 n1A2) > 0 for sinh (2.3)

ye (=, —1)U[l,40)if ny=-1,ye (-1,+1]if n1=+1 (2.4)

where we have introduced the paramstéollowing the notation of [3@.
These are asymptotically flat spherically symmetric blacle® of masdM, electric chargeg and
event horizorr . > 0 related by/[[31]

M= r++2vr_’ q=i\/1izyrizr+r- (2.5)

where we have substituted, into the original formulayof + n1A2 = 2/(1+ y). Sinceq is real,r_ and
n2(1+y) must have the same sign. Using this fact(in](2.3), we have 0 for the cosh solution and
r_ > 0 for the sinh one.

As shown in Subsection 4.1 case 2. (d) of[31F O corresponds to a singularity for the cosh solution
where geodesics terminate (a Penrose diagram is given iefigaf [31]). Similarly, in Subsection 4.3

LFor the sinh solution the casp (14 n1A2) < 0, which would lead to_ < 0, is not possible [31].
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case 1. (a) (i) of[[31] it is established that, for generitues of 1+ ;1A ? as this is the case for="0
(to which we restrict ourselves in Sectioh b)- r_ is a null singularity for the sinh solution (a Penrose
diagram is given in Figure 3 of [31]). The curvature scalafbg) diverges at these two points fpe= 0

o r(r—ry)
A= S 2a3(r—r_)2°

Expressing(.,r_) in terms ofM anda? = g?/M?, one obtains

r.=2M,r_=nMa%, ify=0 (2.6)
M—.# 2n,M%a? 2n,ya2

=M., — _ M =My [1— VYA -1 27

+ v dryr ary V7 @1

[The limit y — 0 in (Z.7) leads td{216)].

Angle of deflection. The derivation of the angle of deflection is given in Appendliky

Sp= 4r—M +{=2M[ry +r_(2y—1)]+ 1—’2[15& +6r_ry (4y—1)+r3(16y° —1)] }ri2 +O[1/r)? (2.8)

n n

whereu, = 1/r, is the point on the light scattering geodesic nearest t@mvirhereg—q‘;(un) = 0. Since
the values ofy depend om; according to[(214) and the sign of is that ofn,(1+y) by (2.5), the
deflection angle depends on the type of EMD under investigaffrom [(2.6[ 2]7) one sees that, for both
casey = 0 andy # 0, the limit caseg = 0 corresponds to_ = 0 andr. = 2M. Thus in the limitqg — O,

O @ approaches the valulp(r_ = 0,r, = 2M), which is the Schwarzschild angle of deflectidps:

_ 2
lim 8¢ = Sg(r_ —0.r, — 2M) = 5¢s — M | (15— 1OM L oymp. (2.9)
g—0 n 4 ra

Using this along with[(2)6, 217) in_(2.8) we expra®g in terms of the charged,g) andd¢s

mM2a? . 4(3m—8 1 .
dp=0d¢s— 16a [,72 (3m )+a2]r_2+“" if y=0 (2.10)
n
— D16y — m(y+ 1)MIM — |+ iy(Ty— L)%, 1
5¢:5%_nz[(v )[16y — mi(y )]SJ2 | + my(7y )q]r_z+"" W4 -1 (211)
n
4M 4(1—2y)a?M3
= —+{ —2M(M+.# 2.12
e e (242

4(16y% — 1)a*M* 12(4y — 1)a®M? }1
I+ y2M+.z)2 "2 1+y ]@Jr ;7oL

where we have made useMf—.#Z = n,|M —.#| and [2.7). [The limity — 0 in (2.11) or in[2.1P) leads
to (2.10)]. Thus to the first order of approximation ifrd all normal and phantom black holes deflect
light paths in the same way withg = 4M /r,+---. To the second order of approximation iyird, the
added contribution to the Schwarzschild one [second tenn{Z.10[2.111)] does not depend on the sign
of g but depends on the signs afi( n2).

First consider the special cage= 0, which corresponds t9; = +1. In normal EMD §, = +1) we
haved@ < d¢s. In phantom EMD f, = —1), which is E-anti-MD theory, we havép > d¢s provided
we restrict ourselves to the physical cade< 1 [4(3rm— 8)/m~ 1.8]. Thus, in the presence of phantom

n 2
+ I [15(|v| o)+
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Figure 1:The relative discrepand®s, = (3¢ — 5¢)/d¢s, which defines the relative difference of the actual deftectingle

with respect to the Schwarzschild value, is sketched onditsain of definition againsy for fixed M = 1,82 = 1/16,u, =
0.05,n2 = —1), rh = 1/uy is the point on the null geodesic nearest the origin. ThikésE-anti-M-(anti)-D caserjg depends
onYy). Ry increases on its domain of definition and changes sign foeggrbetween-0.1 and—0.05.
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Figure 2:The relative discrepand®s, = (3¢ — 5¢s)/d¢s, which defines the relative difference of the actual deftectingle

with respect to the Schwarzschild value, is sketched onditsain of definition againsy for fixed M = 1,2 = 1/16,u, =
0.05,n2 = 1), rn = 1/up is the point on the null geodesic nearest the origin. ThisésEM-(anti)-D caser(; depends ory).
Rs¢ decreases on its domain of definition and changes sign foe gptvetween-0.1 and—0.05.

fields, light rays are more deflected than in the normal casantem fields cause light rays to bend with
an angle3m— 8)M2a?/(2r2) larger than the angle of deflection caused by normal fields difference

is independent of the sign @f but depends on the mass of the black hole throyghUsing [2.9) we
obtain

3-8 25052 (2.13)

3m—8
M?2a? ~
2r2 32
which is 022% of the Schwarzschild valusps if M = 1, 8% = 1/4, u, = 0.05 and 089% of it (the exact
value is 103%) ifM = 1, a% = 1, u, = 0.05.
The case/ = 1 is phantom or normal Reissner-Nordstrom black hole. With

3nmM2a? 1

5(0:5%_’72Tr—2+'“7 ify=1 (2.14)
n

we confirm the previous conclusiondp < d¢s for normal Reissner-Nordstrom black holes ayg >
d@s for phantom ones. A phantom Reissner-Nordstrom blackdreflects light with an anglergy?/(2r2)
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Figure 3: The angle of deflectiod@ (Eq. [A3)) in radians vsu, = 1/r, (rn is the point on the null geodesic nearest the
origin). In both plots the intermediate graph is the Schweedd valuedgs. d¢ ever increases and exceeds then diverges,
asrp decreases from to rps (the photon sphere)dg — d¢s| decreases with. (a): Phantom EMD costng = +1, np = —1:
upper plot) and normal EMD sinlm{ = +1, > = +1: lower plot) black holes foy = 0 > y5, M = 1 anda? = 1/4. (b):
Phantom EMD coshr(; = +1, n, = —1: upper plot) and normal EMD sinlm{ = +1, n, = +1: lower plot) black holes for
y=0,M=1anda?=1.

larger than the deflection angle caused by a normal Reidém@istrom black hole

STT%[ 28 ~ 2—7zra2(5(p5)2 (2.15)
which is 147% of the Schwarzschild valusgs if M = 1, 8% = 1/4, u, = 0.05 and 589% of it (the exact
value is 656%) ifM = 1, a2 = 1, u, = 0.05.

Now, consider the case+# 0 andy # 1 (y # —1). Here again we confirm the previous conclusions:
0@ < d¢s for normal black holes andg > d¢s for phantom ones providefy| is large enough. This
is no longer true ify is closer to—1 as the coefficient of /A2 becomes too large invalidating_(2]12).
The relative discrepancy functid®s, = (6@ — d¢s)/d¢s is shown in FigureEl1 arid 2, which have been
plotted using the exact formula(A.4). The Figures illuréhe existence of a zenp beyond which
Rsp > 0 (3¢ > d¢xs) for phantom black holes arf@s, < 0 (6@ < d¢s) for normal ones.

Figures.1 and12 have been plotted for fixéd £ 1,a°> = 1/16) and a relatively large value of
(un, = 0.05). Based on these and on some other figures (not shown ipapes) for small values af, up
to the photon spherai{ = 0.3) and larger values & up to 1, we can draw a general conclusion: For
fixed (M, a?,u,), there is always a rogp in the interval (0.2,0) to Rs¢(y) = 0. Otherwise, for some
values ofy in the interval (-0.2,0), it seems there is always a critical valye= r, larger than the photon
sphere, wher&s, = 0.

Asy — +, Rs, approaches the limit

i/l e*dx T+
0¢sJo /K- (1-K,)—x2KX(1-K,x) 0@

Ki =Mup(v/1—-2na2+1).

As Figured B td 6 reveal, the vertical spacidg — d¢s|, whenever defined, depends slightly gn
which itself depends orn;, and increases with?. In the extreme casef = 1), the winding number
for phantom black holes with, = —1 andy > y (regardless of the sign af;) diverges neauy, ~ 0.3,

a value for which the angle of deflection for phantoma & —1) or normal 1 = +1) black holes with
n2 =+1isless than a few radians. As we shall see later, this is secprence of the fact that the photon
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Figure 4: The angle of deflectiod@ (Eq. [A4)) in radians vsu, = 1/r, (rn is the point on the null geodesic nearest the
origin). In both plots the intermediate graph is the Schaelidd valued@s. d@ ever increases and exceeds then diverges, as
rn decreases from torps (the photon sphere)d ¢ — d¢s| decreases with (a): Phantom Reissner-Nordstronp & —1: upper
plot) and normal Reissner-Nordstromp(= +1: lower plot) black holes foy = 1> yp, M = 1 anda? = 1/16. (b): Phantom
Reisséner-Nordstr'c')rm@ = —1: upper plot) and normal Reissner-Nordstragp £ +1: lower plot) black holes foy=1,M =1
anda“ = 1.
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Figure 5:The angle of deflectiodig (Eq. [A4)) in radians vsun, = 1/ry (rn is the point on the null geodesic nearest the origin).
o@ ever increases and exceeds then diverges, as, decreases from to rps (the photon sphere)d@ — d¢s| decreases with

r. (a): E-anti-M-anti-D 1 = —1, n2 = —1: upper plot),d¢s for Schwarzschild black hole (intermediate plot) and EMi-&n
(71 = —1, > = 1: lower plot) black holes foy = 10 > yp, M = 1 anda? = 1/16. (b): E-anti-M-anti-D 1 = —1, n, = —1:
upper plot) and s for Schwarzschild black hole (lower plot) for= 10> y5, M = 1 anda? = 1.

sphere for black holes with, = —1 (black holes where the Maxwell fieldl is coupled repulsively to
gravity) andy > y is larger than B1, which is the Schwarzschild limit, allowing photons to athie hole
at larger, ever-decreasing, radii. The Schwarzschildt I8 is larger than the photon sphere for black
holes withn, = +1 andy > y. If y < yp andn2yRse < 0, all that is true for black holes with, = —1
(respectivelyn, = +1) applies to black holes with, = +1 (respectivelyn, = —1).

It is useful to expres® @ in terms of the chargedV(,g) and the impact parametbr= L /E. For that
end we need to solve the equatiBR = L?g(u,) (see Appendix A) fou, = 1/r, to the second order in
1/b. This equation is equivalent to=r/+/f, (un) f_ (un)2¥-1. We obtain

1 ri+r_(2y—-1) 1 3
Up = B+fp+0[l/b] .
Using this in [2.8) we derive the desired equation
Sp= % - 1—7;[15& +6r_r (4y—1)+r2 (167 —1)] é +0[1/b]3. (2.16)
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Figure 6: The angle of deflectiod@ (Eq. [A3)) in radians vsu, = 1/r, (rp is the point on the null geodesic nearest the
origin). In both plots the intermediate graph is the Schweedd valuedgs. d¢ ever increases and exceeds then diverges,
asrp decreases from to rps (the photon sphere}d@ — d¢s| decreases with. (a): EMD (71 = 1, n2 = 1: upper plot),5¢s

for Schwarzschild black hole (intermediate plot) and B-MD (1 = 1, n2 = —1: lower plot) black holes foy = —1/2 < yp,

M =1 anda? = 1/16. (b): EMD (11 = 1, n2 = 1: upper plot) and andgs for Schwarzschild black hole (lower plot) for
y=—1/2,M =1 anda? = 1. These plots are different from those in Figufds (@ to Shaidg for normal black holes exceeds
that for phanton ones whenever the solution is defined.

In terms of the Schwarzschild valu&gs = (4M/b) + [151tM?/(4b?)] + O[1/b]3, b and M, q), the ex-
pressions[(2.10, 2.1, 2]14) become, respectively,

1
dp = 5(p5——[12r12+ ]b2 Lify=0 (2.17)
—1D[16y— m(y+1)MIM — |+ [my(Ty — 1) + 16y°]?, 1
50— o5 — np[ Y= DIV — Y+ )] !8y2 |+ [y(7y—=1) vz]q]?+“"vy#_l
(2.18)
5(,,:5%_,72@1 ,fy=1. (2.19)

4 b2

Time delay. We evaluate the coordinate tirig¢U ) required for light to travel from a poitd = 1/Rto
Un = 1/rp in the planed = 11/2. Using Eqs[IElﬂIlZ) along witE? = L?g(uy,), we obtain

Un d d
TU)= / g(u”) - V/Q(un) A (2.20)
U udf(u)f(u)¥/g(Un) — T x x £ (UnX) - (UnX)¥1/g(Un) — g(UnX)
where we have set=u,x andX =U /un = rn/R satisfies O< X < 1. An expansion in terms of powers
of u, leads to

V1-X2 (y—1)naM2%a?
(1+X) (y+1)(M+.%)

2.2
w (E — arcsz) Un+Olun]® if y=1 (2.22)

whereTs is the corresponding Schwarzschild valuel [34]

TU)=Ts+ +O[un)? if y# -1 (2.21)

T(U)=Ts—

/R2 — Vs 1 X 1+ 2MIn [1—'_7 ”>1'_X2]

(4+45X)vV1—X?
2(1+X)?

+M2[1?5<7—2T—arcsinx> — ]un+O[un]3.



Notice that the correction, which has been added to the Selwekild value in[(2.21), vanishes for
Reissner-Nordstrom black holeg £ 1), and a second order correction is needed for these bldek ho
as shown in[(2.22). Since the sign@f—1)/(y+1) is, by (2.4), that of-n;, we conclude from[(2.21)
thatT (U) > Tsif nin, < 0 (E-anti-MD or ED-anti-M) and that (U) < Tsif n1n2 > 0 (EMD or E-anti-
D-anti-M). For Reissner-Nordstrom black holes the ti@ ) is such thafl (U) > Ts for E-anti-M and
T(U) < Tsfor EM.

The time delayAT or the excess in time is the difference between the time reddor light to travel
from the source located at the po§ = 1/Rs through the pointi, = 1/r, to the observer located at the
pointU, = 1/R, and the time needed for light to travel frddg to U, in the absence of gravity (and any
field that may cause light to deflect). As shownl[ih [8] the tineéagt may be positive, zero or negative.

Using the same notation as in Figures 1/0f [35, 36], the axmi]jg the observe© and the black hole
(the lens or deflectdr) is the optic axis. The angIeOS|s B and the angld-;OI is 8 wherel is the image
of the sources on the same side as the lattBg andDy are the distances of the source and the lens from
the observer (measured along the optic axis) Bgg= Ds— Dy represents the projected distance on the
optic axis from the lens to the source. With these notatioahave

AT =T (Us) + T (Up) — DssecB.

Far away from the lens, for large values of the impact parameine may expandT in powers of
€ = 6g/(4D) where 6 is a good estimate of the angular radius of the Einstein rin§ahwarzschild
lensing

D D
2 ds ~ UPds
6t = 4M DaD.’ D_—DS.
Fory+# —1 we have
p*-6° Da6?, (y—1nMa® 3
AT =2M<1 —In Ole -1 2.23
{1+ 62 e T rma) tOE v -Y @)

[with 2M = (8Dg4Dgs/Ds)&?], where the terms independent ptorrespond to the Schwarzschild value
ATs. Fory =1, the last term in[{2.23) vanishes and a term proportiona®ts needed. Expanding
0 = 6o + 61 + O[¢]2, we obtaiff

DdDds n2a~% 6E &3

AT = ATs— 61T
ST D S 90

e+0[e*, (y=1) (2.24)

whereATs is the Schwarzschild value up & as derived in[34].

3 Determination of geodesics by Weierstrass elliptic funadbns: general
procedure
Any differential equation of the form{(1.2) has a unique solu in terms of the Weierstrass elliptic

function of the form[[2, B]
p=0(0+C)

whereC is generally a complex constant.

2In (Z.23) we only neede@ = 6y + Ole].



[1(©) is an even single-valued doubly periodic function with Ipefiods (v, w’) chosen in such a way

that Im(w’ /w) > 0. When the Weierstrass polynomvalp) = 4p3 —gop— g3 =4(p—e1)(p — &) (p — &)
has three real root&q, e, €,), there are three half periodax w,, ws) depending on, ') such that

O(w) =&, (k=1,23). (3.1)
To havee; < e, < e; we choose the three half periods;( wy, ws) to satisfy [2]
w=w>0, w=w (With —ie' >0), =—w—w=—w— ws. (3.2)

The expression afy, is a consequence ef + e, +e3=0.

3.1 Three distinct real roots

The Weierstrass polynomial(p) will have three real roots if
g2 >0 andA= g3 — 273 > 0. (3.3)

We parametrize the (real) roots by the angle ) < mras follows:

egz—\/%zcos(";”) <0, ez:—\/%cos@j;”), elz\/%005<%) >0  (3.4)

The signs ok3 < 0, e; > 0, and sim > 0 are well definedes < & < €1, and the sign o&, depends on
Os:
e - y<0ande=0ifgz=0 (g3 = 4deje0e3). (3.5)

Motion is possible where/(p) > O:
es<p<eorp>e. (3.6)

Conversely, we can reverde (3.1) and express the half ge@@adwy,, ws3) in terms of the roo&[Z].

/ / N dp 3.7)

_ dP /
\/—w

Let p,, po be the values gb corresponding to = +co, r = 0, respectively, and lgt,, p_ correspond
tor=r,, r=r_, if there are ar@. A singularity is denoted bysing (r'sing), Which may be any opy,
p_ depending on the theory. In a general physical situatgado, p,0—,...,€3,&,€) are functiond
of the vector of parameteig= (charges, constants of motics)(M,q,...,E,L,...) so that the locations
of these points on thp-axis change withs. We shall represengf, e,, e;) at the same locations on the
p-axis while 0w, po, P+, P—,...) appear on different locations dependingn

(3.8)

3There is a third expression faps that appears with a misprinted sign inl [3] 22]. The correqgiression iscw; =

& _ dp
e
4In case of wormhole solutions, one introduggascorresponding to the radiasof the throat.

5Some of which may be constants as in the case of Schwarzsctilion wheress < p., = —1/12 < & andpg = +.
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To determine all types of geodesic motion in a given geometry has to consider all allowed possible
locations of p., po, P+, P—,...) With respect tods, e,,€;). Once this is done, any geodesic motion that
can be brought td (11.2) is integrated by mere comparison thidghvork done in this section. We shall
provide some examples in this section and in the next two \wydlpe procedure to phantom and normal
Reissner-Nordstrom and EMD black holes. To illustrate phecedure, we shall envisage only some
locations of P, Po, P+, p—,...) With respect to &;,e,e;), most of which are related to phantom and
normal Reissner-Nordstrom and EMD black holes.

3.1.1 Scattering and trapped paths

We consider four possible situations.

€3 < Po <€ <€ < Po=Psing- Aslightscatters fromn = +o0 — r, — r = +oo, the corresponding point
on thep-axis moves fromp. — € — Pw, If p(r) is a decreasing function of or from p., — €3 — Peo,

if p(r) is an increasing function of We consider the former case throughout this section, wisieliso
going to be the case for the next two sections. The solutidb.B) is

p(r) =0(8(¢)+C).

To fix C we may assum® = 0 atp, = &, corresponding to,, or assumée® = 0 atp,. The former case
looks simpler leading te, = [J(C) and thus, by[(3]11)C = w, or C = —wy, (T is an even function!). We
choose the latter solution so that by (32} w; + ws and

p(r) =0(0(@) + w + ws) . (3.9)

The angle® and ¢ are related by a linear formula that may be put on the f@m k¢. The angle
of deflection is then given by

2 d o2(q® N dp 2 2~ do
qD_|K| P \/W(P) d |K|</e3 /ea >\/W T |K|‘*’l |K|/83 V) m (3.10)

where we have used the second formuldinl(3.7).

The other possible motion, the so-called trapped or terimigidound path, is in the region between
e, andpo wherew(p) > 0. If the path starts from the singularips = psing (r = 0), it reaches the farthest
pointps = e; (r =r¢) and then returns tpg. Again choosing? = 0 at the farthest point, the solution is

p(r)=0(©(p)+C), with C=cw; (or C=—wy). (3.11)

B<P<E<Ee <Py <Po<p-=+0. If pyis a singularity, then this case is identical to (a) with a
scattering path fronp, — € — p. given by [3.9) and a trapped path betwegmandpg given by [3.11).

If p_ is a singularity bupg is not, then there is a trapped path betwegandp_ given by [3.11).

If neither pg nor p_ is a singularity, the path is a many-world periodic bounditdid®] in that the
path, after crossing the inner horizorrat r_, emerges in another copy of the space-time then in another
copy of it and so on. If we choo$® = 0 atp = ey, then the solution will be given by (3.111).

11



©<Pp<€<pPo<ps<p-=+0. Sincew(p) < 0forp € (e,e1), there are no paths that can reach
or emanate from the origin.
There is a path that extends from spatial infinips ) to the inner horizond_). This is not a spiral

path since the integral
/ do/v/W(p)
coNst> Po,

converges @ remains finite). Ifpo_ is not a singularity, the path is called a two-world scattgrorbit

in that the path emerges, after crossing the inner horizan=at_, in another copy of the space-time
and back to spatial infinity. |p_ is a singularity, we have an absorbed path from spatial tgfioi the
singularity. The solution is agaip(r) = 0(©(¢) +C). Since there is no farthest or nearest point on the
path, we choos® = 0 atp. leading top. =[J(C). Using the inverse function t0,C = f;i dp/+/W(p)

and

p(r)=0(0(g) +C), with C= pwdp/\/w(p). (3.12)

Po<E3< Po <<€ <p_=+00. Hereagain no paths that can reach or emanate from the origin.
We have a scattering path from, — & — p, and the solution is again given by (8.9) but with
different p.
There is another path from=rq (p =e1) tor =r_ (p = p_). Since in this casg is finite (0o < €1
= r1 < 4+m), the path is a many-world periodic bound orbipif is not a singularity or a trapped path if
p_ is a singularity. If we choos® = 0 atp = e, then the solution will be given by (3.111).
3.1.2 Absorbed and circular paths

Absorbed paths extend from spatial infiniig.{ to the (nearest) singularityging). Such paths exist if
both pointsp.,, pPsing are infes, ] or in [er,+). [There are no such paths in the Schwarzschild case
whenw(p) has three distinct real roots.] It is clear that there areiraular paths whenv(p) has three
distinct real roots.
3.2 Two distinct real roots
The Weierstrass polynomial(p) will have two real roots if

g2>0 andA=g3—27g5=0. (3.13)
This happens when one of the local extreme values(pf) is zero. The second condition in(3113) splits
into two cases.
3.2.1 Stable circular and bound pathsgs = (g2/3)1/g2/3>0
The local maximum value of(p), which is atpmax= —(1/2)+/02/3, is zero. We have

SO -
a=en=-3/2 a=\/2 n-on@a). @14)

Since atpmax = —(1/2)1/092/3, w(p) has a local maximum, the polynomiB{r) in (I.1) has a local
maximum too at the corresponding poimfax. But sinceP(r) 0 E? —V(r) [compare with[[A.2)], the
potentialV (r) has there a local minimum. Thus

P = Pmax= €= —(1/2)\/02/3 (3.15)
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is a stable circular path.

Paths in the regiop > e; are periodic: They include the periodic bound and the sledatrminating
bound (trapped) and many-world periodic bound orbits [MN.matter the location gb., with respect to
e, is, the equation of motion can be integrated directly.tzet/p —e; andk’ =e; —e3 = (3/2)/g2/3>
0, and then[(1]2) reads

do = o __a
C2p-e)/p-e 24K
leading to
_ . 2e—e)
vp—e=ktank(®@—-C)] or p—e3= 17 cos2k@—C)|° (3.16)

For the Schwarzschild black hop=M/(2r) —1/12 [22],©0 = ¢, g2 = 1/12,93 = 1/216,e5 =€, =
—1/12,e; =1/6,k=1/2, and the second formula in(3]16) is just Eq. (10) of [22].

For the phantomr; = —1) and normal §2 = +1) Reissner-Nordstrom black holes we derive in
Sectior[ 4.2 from the first formula if (3.116) the following drb

-C rp—r
tan[(p2 ] :’/r+—r_ (3.17)
which is a trapped path for the phantom black hele$ r > 0) and a many-world periodic bound path
for the normal black holer( > r > r_). Using the double-angle formula for tan we rewrite it as
M—r
V2Mr — g2 — 12
which is the correct form of the misprinted Eq. (64) of[[22].

tan(¢p—C) = (3.18)

3.2.2 Unstable circular and spiral paths:gz = —(92/3)1/92/3< 0
The local minimum value ofv(p), which is atpmin = +(1/2)\/02/3, is zero. We have

PN 1Y SN [
a=a=i3/2 a=\/2 n=rn@a) @19)

Since atpmin = +(1/2)+/02/3, w(p) has a local minimum, the potent¥(r) has there a local maximum
[compare with[(A.2)]. Thus

P = Pmin = €1 = +(1/2)1/02/3 (3.20)
is an unstable circular path.

Paths in the regions; < p < & andp > e; depend on the location @,. Here we consider the
casees < P < €. There are two spiral paths approaching the cigle e; = +(1/2)+/92/3 from 1)
Pe Or from 2) po (po > €1 in this case). The paths end orbiting the center at an eveedredsing or 2)
increasing radir without, however, reaching the unstable circular path-ar; corresponding t@ = e;.
The equation of motion can be integrated directly. $et,/p — €3 andk?® = e; — e3 = (3/2),/g2/3 > 0.
Then [1.2) reads
B dp _Os

2p—el/p—& [£-K)
and©O, as well as the angle of deflection, diverge aplr e;| asp — ej, which is a general behavior in
the strong field limit valid for all spherically symmetriclations [36+38]. Integration leads to

1) /p —e3= —kcothk(®—-C)] and 2),/p—e3 = —ktanHk(©—C)] (3.21)

do
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or
__ 2e—ey)

1Fcosh2k(®@-C)]’
For the Schwarzschild black hote=M/(2r) —1/12 [22],0 = ¢, g2 = 1/12,93 = —1/216,e3 = —1/6,
ep =€ = 1/12 andk = 1/2 we obtain the solutions (11) of [22].

p—e = [—— 1), +— 2). (3.22)

3.3 One real root

The Weierstrass polynomial(p) will have one real root with multiplicity 1 if

A=gd— 27 < 0. (3.23)
The sign of the real road
1
& = 5 gu3l(%s+ V3V=D)Y3 + (993 — V3V D)3 (3.24)
is related to that ofjz by
&-g3>0 ande =0if g3 =0. (3.25)

Motion is possible fop > €.

Absorbed paths exist if the range < p < o includesrsing < r < . In that case, we will have
& < P < Psing and the solution will be given by (3.12) where the upper liofitintegration t” is
replaced by Psing’.

If pw < & < Psing, the solution is a trapped path given by (3.11).

One can envisage other situationsggisg < & and so on. However, we are giving examples that are
more or less related to EMD and Reissner-Nordstrom blaésho

The casey, = g3 = 0 impliese, = 0 [this is the only case where the three real roote/gf) = 0 are
equal]. This is no different from the two cases discussedalior the generic case. However,gfr)
were an increasing function ofandp., > & = 0, the angle® would diverge as

o-c /er_o PG iy L
— — __ m —
b VAR om0/
for paths approaching = 0 from the right. This is not a logarithmic behavior as the aehave seen
earlier. These spiral paths would approach, without reagthe unstable circular pathpt=e = 0.

3.4 Application: Strong field limit and relativistic images

Because of the orbiting effect [23,/39] geodesics may orbihyrtimes around the deflector before escap-
ing to infinity. In the case of light paths, images that arerfed because of geodesic deflection by more
than 31/2 are called relativistic images [35]. As we have seen in &ctiIn[3.2, such an orbiting effect
happens in the strong field region and takes place as theshéaiatr, (to the origin) approaches (but
remains larger than) the radius of the photon sphggerhe limitr, — rpsleads to spiral paths approach-
ing endlessly the photon sphere. This provides the most aomuefinition of the photon sphere Iﬂ)]

In the context of Weierstrass elliptic functions, we havialelished that photon spheres are the unstable
circular paths with two equal positive roots of the Weiassr polynomialg; = e, > 0, and a negative
root,es = —2e;.

6An alternative equivalent definition of the photon sphere een formulated i [41] along with an energy condition for a
black hole, in a static spherically symmetric spacetiméeasurrounded by it.
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In the strong field limit, all relations governing the lighdjectory as well as the determination of the
angular positions of images and related entities form a fseanscendental, analytically nontractable,
equations and inequations. Numerical solutions to the chaeSchwarzschild black hole exit and have
led to the following conclusions [42]: 1) Observations détiistic images would mean high accuracy in
the determinations of masses and distances of massivetdedlatthe centers of galaxies, and 2) the ratio
mass to differential time delay for the two outermost relatic images is almost constant with respect to
changes inf§, Dy, Dys).

In the hope that these numerical solutions would be extetudetther massive deflectors, some authors
resorted to analytic approximate solutions|[23, 24, 36—B8fhe case of relativistic images these methods
are valid if the angular positiofl of the image is small enough to allow for series expansiois fias
been done in [36=38] for the Schwarzschild, Reissner-Nding and other black holes and has resulted,
among other derivations, in the determination of a log-taarfor the angle of deflection and the angular
position of the image. Very recently, the method used in [88 been applied to gravitational lensing by
phantom black holes$ [43].

In the following we will derive an approximate analytic reface equation for the log-formula for
the angle of deflection, which applies to any geometry prdithe light motion or a plane projection of
it is described by[(1]2). We assume that a photon sphgrexits. The corresponding Weierstrass radial
coordinate is denoted hg,s, andp, corresponds to,. Since we are assuming(r) to be a decreasing
function ofr, a scattering case correspondeic< po < € = pp ande; < pps < €1. In the strong field
limit, asry — rps, bothe; ande; approactpps. If we setl pps— pn = £ > 0, then to the relevant first order
of approximation we have; — pps= €+ Ole]?, whereg is assumed to be small in order to have relativistic
images. Withe; = pps+ € + O[€]?, & = pn = pps— €, andes = —2pps+ O[€]? the first equation(3.10)

takes the form _
1 [Pes—E dp

op=— — — — L. (3.26)
Kl Jow  \/(PpsT€—P)(Pps— & —P) (P +20ps)
We introduce the variable= (p, — p)/(pn — P=). Following [3&] we obtain
1 (v/3Pps+ \/2Pps+ pes)?
op=— In gl —m+---. 3.27
¢ |K|\/3Pps [ 24pps(Pps— Peo) ] ( )

The final step is to expressp in terms ofe: r, — rps = 2Me. We have
€ = Pps— Pn = P(rps) — P(Tps+2Me) = —2Mp'(rps)e + Ole]?
wherep’(rps) = (dp/dr)\r:rps. Substituting in[(3.:27), we arrive at

1 In[(\/?’pps"'\/prS"'pw)z
K|\/3Pps 120ps(Peo — Pps)

which is valid whethep is increasing or decreasing. As we mentioned earlier, thimdila applies to all

relativistic images of light paths governed by (1.2). Therfala looks much easier to handle analytically
than that given in[[38]. Using an expansionkoin powers ofe, one can determine the positions of the
relativistic images if these are too small to allow for seegpansions as shown in the following example.

50— Mp’(rps)s] T (3.28)

"Had we assumeg(r) increasing, a scattering case would correspongnte: & < pw. In the strong field limit we set
Pn— Pps= € > 0 leading topps— & = £ + O[¢]?. Eq. [3.26) would read
_ L oye do

K| Jops+ \/(P — Pps— €)(P — Pps+€) (P +2Pps)

o0
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For the Schwarzschild black hole we have seen that$22]M/(2r) —1/12,k =1, pps=1/12, and
P = —1/12. We obtaire =M /(2rps) —M/(2rn) = €/9+ - - -, where we have useags= 3M, and finally

2+/3

18
which is the same as in_[36,137]. For small angular positiohthe® source and its image, the impact
parametetb and 0 are related byp = Dg6. Using an expansion d in powers ofe: b = 3v/3M +
2v/3Meg2+ ..., we arrive at

5(p:—2In[ s]—n+---

D46
3v/3M

as in [38]. The position of the relativistic image of ordein terms of 3 (the angular position of the
source) is determined as in [36+-38].

8¢ =—In [ =L 1] +In[2167 - 4V3)] - 1+ -

4 Phantom and Normal Reissner-Nordstbm black holes

It is difficult or impossible to reducé (Al.3) té (1.2) for apy Fory = +2 and probably for some other
values, the problem can be tackled semianalytically in daiway to what is done ir |4/0,19]: Limits to
the analytical treatment are 1) lack of “compact” solutitmshe polynomial equation (or its polynomial
reduced form)P(r) = 0 and/or 2) lack of solutions to the generally nonpolynoneigliationA = gg’ —
27g§ = 0. All that does not apply to the casgs- 1 andy = 0, which can be entirely analytically solved.
In this section we investigate the former case and in the owxtwe tackle the latter case.

Settingy = 1 in (2.3 [2.T7[(/A.B) withe = 0 we obtain

ro4r_
M= q=£y/Mr T, ro=nalr-|, rry = nao (4.1)
re =M=£v/M2— 02 = M(14+/1— nya?) (4.2)
du\?
(@) = — U2+ 2MUu® — noq?u? (4.3)

wherel = E2/L2 = 1/? > 0.
Letu, = 1/r, beanyreal root of the polynomial in the r.h.s ¢f (4.3):

(— U2+ 2MUuE—noq?uf =0 [0 = nog?u?(uy —u_ ) (ur —uy) > 0. (4.4)

Sincel > 0, all the real roots of the polynomial are either greater than- u, > 0 or smaller that., for
n2 = +1 and they arall betweeru_ < 0 andu, > 0 for ny = —1 (FigurelY).

If ££0 (¢ > 0), we have necessarily # u,, U # u_, andu, # O: It is not possible to find solutions
with £ £ 0 andr, =r, [22, Egs. (65, 66)].

If u; is a root with multiplicity 1, following the general procead we introduce the radial coordinate
y=u—, followed byz=1/y, and finally

o= 3C1z+Co . C C . Ci rer C

12 4(u—ur)+1_2__4 r—rr+1_2’ ©=¢ (4.5)

with
C1 = 20, (3Muy — 1— 21o7u%) = 2u, (1— Mu,) — 44/ u, (4.6)
Cp = 6Mu, — 1— 6n20°u% = 5— 6Mu, — 6¢/U7 . (4.7)
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Figure 7: Plots ofY = ¢ — u? + 2Mu® — noq?u® with £ > 0. The roots arel,us, U, U;). M, is the point with coordinate
(ur,0). (a): The phantom Reissner-Nordstrom black hgje€ —1). To perform the reduction di(4.3) to (1.2) we chooséo

be the lowest root of — u? + 2Mud + g2u* = 0 with u_ < ur. (b): The normal Reissner-Nordstrom black hgle& +1). To
perform the reduction of{413) t6(1.2) we choasgeo be the largest root df— u? + 2Mu® — g2u* = 0 with u_ < ;. For both
plots, (i;,u_) are the intersections of the graphsYof= —u2 + 2Mu® — n,q2u* with the u-axis, which are the same graphs as
those shown here but shifted downwdndnits.

Egs. [4.5) reducé (4.3) tb (1.2) with

1

=15 (Q, (Q"=n) (4.8)
1— 54/M? + 360Q?

go= T 00 (49)

A = ([M?(1+36(Q?) — 27/M* — Q?(1+ 4¢Q?)?] /16 (4.10)

= QL) (6 1) = —naaPl(0 — L) (£~ )

where we have usef (4.4) to eliminakefrom the expressions @b, g3. The new parameterg (,/, ) are

defined by

—27+ 36n,a% — 8a* & (9 — 8n,a?)%/?
32a% )

In the physical case? = ¢°/M? < 1, 0< ¢, < ¢_ for the phantom black hole arfd < 0 < ¢, for the
normal one.

The transformatiori{415) “splits” the point=r, intor;" andr,” (corresponding to,” anduy;", respec-
tively). If C; < O, thenr;" andr, are sent tgp = p; = +o andp = —oo, respectively, and i€; > 0 the
latter limits are reversed. As we shall see in Appendix B #@livays possible to choose the real ngato
thatC; < 0: We choosel, to be the smallest root for phantom black holes and the largesfor normal
ones. The pointp., po andp.. (corresponding to = +co, r = 0, andr = r) on thep-axis are given by

(4.11)

Pl =12

l 1 C 5 L Mu,

Lot 1, % _5 ¢ Mu 4.12
P22 12 2 12 228 2 (4.12)
G G

A(uy —uy) T

P+ = (4.13)

which depend om, whose analytic expression in terms bf (@2, ¢) is sizable.
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4.1 Three distinct real roots forw(p) =0

For the phantom case, we derive in Appendix B [Eg. [B.2)] thkofving order relations for the-
parameters:

&3 <pPo<e<e <P <pPo<pP-<Pr=+0. (4.14)
The only possible paths are scattering ones fo e, given by [3.9[4.5) or trapped ones from any
pointe; < p < p; to the singularity apg [from any pointr,. <r <r; = 1/uj, whereu; < u; is the
largest root off — u? + 2Mu3 + g?u* = 0 [Figure[7 (a)], tor = 0]. If the trapped path starts from= e;
its equation is given by (3.1, 4.5).

For the normal case, Eq. (B.6) of Appendix B reads

Po<EB<Po< < <Py <P_<Pr=+0. (4.15)

The only possible paths are scattering ones faymo e given by [3.9[4.5) or many-world ones from
any pointe; < p < py to p = +oo (from any pointr,. <r <r; =1/u; tor, =1/u, whereu, > u_ is
the largest root of — u? + 2Mu® — g?u* = 0 andu; < u,. is the second largest root [Figure 7 (b)]). If the
many-world path starts from = e, its equation is given by (3.1, 4.5).

4.2 Two distinct real roots for w(p) =0
This corresponds to [Ed. (3.1.3)]

1
1—2—€n2q2>0 and({=0,0=/(_orl=1,). (4.16)

421 Casd=0.

As we do and explain in Appendix B we chooge= u_, which is the smallest (largest) root for the
phantom (normal) solution whefi= 0. In this caseC; < 0 andp(r) is a decreasing function af[as
r — r* (from the right),0 — +o]. The order relations as given in (B[3, B.7) read

1 1

Mm=-1l1&=@=po=—15<&=p.=F<Po<p-=-+c (4.17)
1 1

M=+l pp<&@=€=Po=—75<O=0; =g <P =+ (4.18)

Sincepg is a singularity for the phantom black hole, there is a trappath for this hole fronp,. — pg
given by [3.17[3.18) witm, = —1.

There is a many-world periodic path for the normal black Hoden p,. — p_ given by [3.16[ 4.5).
Using [4.5) withu=1/r,ur =u_,Cy = —(r, —r_)/r?,andC, = (2r_ —3r,)/r_ we have

re—r _ (ry—r)?
r—r_  2Mr—nyg%—r2
then using the first equation (3116) with= \/e; —e3 = 1/2 leads to[(3.17, 3.18).

Had we chosemn = u,, instead ofu, = u_, we would reach the same conclusions concerning the

nature of the paths. In this case, we would h&ye= 2u, (1— Muy) > 0, andp(r) is an increasing
function ofr [asr — r (from the left),0 — +o] and

4p—e) = (N2=+1) (4.19)

1 1

Me=-li&g=€=pu=—T5<@=p =z <P0<ps=-+ (4.20)
1 1

M=+l &@==Po=—T5<Po<€=p- =g <p;y=-to. (4.21)
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But instead of(4.19) we would obtain

r—r_  2Mr—nof —r?

B ©—-Cy  Jr—r_
4(p—e1)_r+_r Y and tan[ 5 ]_,/H_r. (4.22)

4.2.2 Cased=1/V;.

Now we consider the casés= /... Note that in this casg,, gz are, by [4.111), functions o&f, n5) only
and thatM?¢.;. are also functions o0&, n15) only,

—27+ 36n,a° — 8a* & (9 — 8n,a?)%/?
3246

M2, = (4.23)

leading to

li _ = =-1) and Iim/{;, = ——
aZITOE e (02 ) azl—>0£+ 27M2

With b= /1//, the last two limits are the Schwarzschild limit for the inspparameter (3'3M) allowing
photons to orbit endlessly the hole around the photon sphi¢heut reaching it.

(N2 ==1).

£=¢,. If {=/, andn,= -1, g >0 andgs < 0. A similar case has been treated in Egs. (3.19)
to (3.22). There is a root with multiplicity 2 g = ¢ = &, = (1/2),/092/3. The corresponding root
U= uy is such that the r.h.s df (4.3) reads: — u? + 2Mu® + q?u* = ¢?(u— up)?(u— u ) (u—ug) where

u = uz corresponds t@ = e3 = —2ey. This is the case where the poMt is on theu-axis [Figure ¥ (a)].
The order relations are given in_(B.4):

&B<pPo<er=6€<Pi <Po<pP-<pPr=+0. (4.24)

There is an unstable circular path at

\/(9—8222) (9 — 40222 — 3,/9—8n2?)

—e = 4.25
Pps=€&1 24v/282 ( )
(with n2 = —1) corresponding to =r; = 1/u; (the photon sphere) with
— 2
= rpe— YO 8M27+3 8’272a LEIVISE VR (4.26)

and spiral paths from= 4o (0 =po) tor =r1 (0 =€) and fromr =r. (p=p ) tor=r1 (p =€1)
given by [3.22) and(4l5) witk = \/3e;. There is also a trapped path fram=r; (0 =€) tor =0
(p = po) given by [3.2P) with thet sign. In the limita? — 0, r, — 3M, which is the Schwarzschild limit.

If £=¢, andn, = +1, g2 > 0 andgs < 0. There is a root with multiplicity 2 ap = e = e, =
(1/2)1/92/3. The corresponding roat= u; is such that the r.h.s df (4.3) reafls— u® +2Mu® — q?u* =
g?(u—ug)?(u—uy ) (u—us), whereu = us corresponds tp = e3 = —2e;. This is the case where the point
M3 is on theu-axis [Figure ¥ (b)]. The order relations are given[in (B.8):

Po<E<Po<€=6€<IP <P <pr=-+0, (4.27)

8u, is the largest root of . — U2 + 2Mu®+ g2u* = 0 whenMj is on theu-axis (FigurdY (a)).
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There is an unstable circular pathat= e, given by [4.25) taking), = +1, which corresponds Qs =
r1 = 1/u; (the photon SphEIB) The latter is given by (4.26) taking, = +1, leading tor,. < rps < 3M.
There are spiral paths from= 4+ (p = p,) tor =ry1 (p =€1) and fromr =r_ (p=p,)tor=ry(p=ey)
given by [3.22) and (415) witk = \/3e;. There is also a many-world periodic bound path fromr_,
throughr =r_ tor =r; > 0, which emerges in another copy of the space-time aftescrgs=r_. This
is also given by[(3.22) with the sign. In the limita? — 0, r, — 3M, which is the Schwarzschild limit.

£={_. We have necessarilp, = —1 since/_ < 0 for the normal Reissner-Nordstrom black hole.
In this case, the r.h.s of (2.3}, — u? + 2Mu® + g2u?, has only one real rd8t u; = —[v/9+ 8a2 +
3]/(4a®M) < 0 with multiplicity 2 and two complex rodtd. Thus, the r.h.s of (413) is always positive
with only absorbed paths from spatial infinity to the singityaat r = 0 given by [(3.1R2) and_(4l5).

4.3 One real root forw(p) =0
This corresponds to [Ed._(3.23)]

27+ 36a% + 8a* — (9+8a%)%/? L2 36a° + 8a* + (94 8a?)%/2

(n2=-1) (4.28)

32M2a6 32M2a6
36a% — 27— 8a* + (9— 8a%)%/?
‘> TNZEE (N2 =+1). (4.29)

For the phantom solutiomf = —1), this is the case where the poMi is above ther-axis andM3 is
below it [Figure T (a)]. The two real rootsi(< us) of £ — u? + 2Mud + g?u* = 0 are negative andi{, up)
are now complex roots, sey( &) no longer exist . Eqs[ (B.L, B.2) become

U- <U <us<0<uy
€3 < Poo < P < Po < P < Pr = +00 (4.30)

with only absorbed paths from spatial infinity to the singityaat r = 0 given by [(3.1R2) and_(4l5).

For the normal solutionrf, = +1), this is the case where the poMg is above thau-axis [Figure ¥
(b)]. The two real roots of — u? 4+ 2Mu® — g?u* = 0 satisfyus < 0 andu, > u_ > 0 is the largest one.
(uz,up) are now complex roots, se;( e>) no longer exist. Eqs[ (B.5, B.6) become

Us<0<uy <u_<u
Po <€ < P <Py <P < Pr=+F00. (4.31)

The only existing paths are two-world scattering paths fepatial infinity tor =r, = 1/u;, > 0 given
by (3:12) and[(415).

The log-formula for the deflection angle is easily determdinging [3.2B) witho.,, M?¢.., and pps
given by [4.12[4.23, 4.25), respectiveky= 1, andU, = Mu is the lowest root (ifj, = —1) or largest
one (if N, = +1) of M2, —U?+2U3 — noa?U4 =0.

9u, is the smallest positive root @f. — u2 +2Mu® — g2u* = 0 when the poinMjs is on theu-axis (Figurd ¥ (b)).
10y, is the only real root of _ — u? + 2Mu® + g?u* = 0 when the poinMs is on theu-axis (Figurd¥ (a)).
1IN this case the reduction df{#.3) does not leadTdl (1.2hemit leads to a similar equation with an irreducible qasidr
form on the r.h.s., a polynomial of degree 2 with complex soot
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5 Null geodesics of phantom and normal EMD

In this section we restrict ourselves to the case 0, which corresponds tg; = +1, and then[(Z]3)
impliesn, = —1 for the cosh solution angl, = +1 for the sinh one. Thus we will be considering E-anti-
MD for the cosh solution and normal EMD for the sinh one.

Instead ofu= (1/r_) — (f_/r_), we usef_ as a radial coordinate. This way we reduce [A.3) for
light paths € = 0) to

2
(%) —[afi—@Ba+1)f2+@Ba+B+2)f —(a+1)f_ (5.1)
where, usingl(216),
oy 2M?2 2 r’e? o2 o
In the physical case? < 1, to which we restrict ourselves, is constrained by
a>2iftn=-1, a<-2ifn=+1 (5.3)

for the phantom cosh and normal sinh solutions, respegtivel
The next step is to introduce the variatite= 1/(f_ — fp) where fy is a zero of the fourth order
polynomial inf_ on the r.h.s offl(5]1). We choodg = 0, leading to

2
<3—(Rp> —a—(3a+1)R+(Ba+B+2R - (a+ 1R,

The final steps consist in eliminating the termrRfiand rescalingp by introducing the Weierstrass coor-
dinates p,©) defined by

41/3 3a+B+2
R_—(a+1)1/3p+ a0 (5.4)
do = —nz%d(p, (de-do > 0) (5.5)

and dp-do > 0 by (5.3). The reduced equation s {1.2p/dO)? = 4p> — gop — gz With

_ 4Y3142(2+3a)B + B2
3 (1+a)43 (5.6)
~ 2-3(5+12a +9a?)B — 6(2+3a)B%— 23

O3 = 271+ a)? . (5.7)

Note that, ifa is restricted by[(5I3)p(r) is a decreasing function offor all n,. p(r) and its inverse
function are given by

B-Dr—@a+p+2r . _ r_[B3a+B+2-3-43(1+a)?3p]

= 5.8
3 31+ )23 —1_) B-1-3 451+ a)%%p (5-8)

p:

so that, using_ = n|r_| anda + 1= —n|a +1|, we arrive at @ /dr = —|r_||a 4 1|%/3/[4Y3(r —r_)?].
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In the limitr —-r_, p— —3r_(a+121)/(r—r_) =3|r_||a +1|/(r —r_) for all n,. Thus the trans-
formation [5.8) “splits” the point_ into r~ andr* and sends the poimnt to p = — and the point* to
p = p_ = +oo. The pointsp., Po, andp.. (corresponding to = +oo, r =0, andr =r, ) on thep-axis are
given by
- B-1 ~ 3a+p+2 - B+2
©3-4Y3(q +1)2/37 =3 43 (a +1)2/3’ Pr=3 A/3(1+a)?/3

andpg > 0 for phantom black holes. I&(, e;,e3) are real, the order relations of these roots with respect

to (0w, Po, P+) depend or{a, B) = P. This will be done for each case (phantom or normal) sepgrate
Ordering 0, Po, P+) is also done separately as follows. For the phantom cosik lale we have

r* <0<r, <+, which leads tof(r) is always decreasing]

De (5.9)

Peo < Py < Po < P =+, (5.10)

For the normal sinh black hole we haved0~ < r* <r, < +o. But sincep(r) is always decreasing, if
one moves on the-axis along the path= +o — r, — r* — r~ — 0, the corresponding point on the
p-axis moves along the pafh, — p+ — p— =+ — (in a circular rotation)—c — po. Thus

Po < Po < Py < P =—+00. (5.11)

Let (B1, B2, B3, Ba) be the followinga functions:

Biz=—-(2+30)F/3(1+a)(1+3a) (1= —,2—+) (5.12)
_ _ 2
B o= 1—18a — 27a i(lgja)\/(l+a)(l+901) (3ot 45 ) (5.13)

in terms of which we have

_ 413 (B—B) (B - Bo)

5.14
2 T At a)n (5.14)
Ao g o7 BlA+(1-180 270~ 4ap?  —4aB(B—fs)(B—f)
=42 3 (1+a)2 (l—|—c{)2 .
5.1 The phantom cosh black holea > 2, no = -1
In this caseg, > 0 for all 8 > 0 (Eq. [5.2)),84 < 0 andfBs; > 0.
5.1.1 Three distinct real roots forw(p) =0
This corresponds to (Ed.(3.3)):<08 < B3 which leads, usind (3.4, 3.9, 5110), to
B <Po< &< <P <Po<P-=+% (Po<0). (5.15)

To order .., Po, ;) With respect to é;,e,e3), as done in[(5.15), we may use different methods as
plotting the surfacep, — e; and so on or simply evaluate the Weierstrass polynomial srderivatives
W = 1202 — g andw” = 24p at (0w, po, P..). For instancew(p. ) > 0,w(p,) > 0 andw’(p. ) > 0.

This case has been treated in Subsedtion]3.1.1 case (bk @ik a singularity for the cosh black
hole, there is a trapped path framto pg given by [3.11, 5.4, 518). The scattering path from— & — po
is given by [3.9[5H,518).
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5.1.2 Two distinct real roots forw(p) =0

This corresponds to [Ed._(3.13)]
B=0 or B=[s. (5.16)
ForB =0, p; =€y andgz > 0 so thatgs = (92/3)+/02/3. The relations(5.15) are still valid, in the
limit we havees = p., = €. This case has been treated in EQs. (3.14) 10 (3.16). Qwiea singularity

for the cosh black hole, there is a trapped or terminatingidqath fromp, =¢e; (r =r,)to pg (r =0)
given by [3.16[ 54, 518) withy = —2e3 = — 28 = —2p, = 2Y/3/[3(1+ a)%3]:

e-C ]

2
2/3 2/3, _ _
2°°(1+a)?°p +tar?[21/3(1+a)1/3

3
SubstitutingB = 0 into (5.6) and then intd (3.15) and the second equalior),(&& obtain the radius of
the stable circular path at= «, as in the Schwarzschild case.

For 3 = B33, g3 < 0 so thatgs = —(g2/3)/02/3. This case has been treated in Egs. (3.19) t0(3.22).
The relations[(5.15) remain valid withee= 2e, = —e3 = \/02(B3)/3. There are spiral paths given
by (3.22[5.5[5.18) which approach the unstable circulan pap = e; from aboveps)/below(pg). The
radii pps = €1 andrps = ry of the unstable circular path (photon sphere) are given by

_ 1 (1+9a)[1490%— n2VA+a(2+3n2VA)] | /2
Pos = ﬂ-{ 21/302(1+ a)l/S } (5.17)
fes= ot 3a) (5.18)

1-n2V/A—a(10427a +9n2VA) — nzx/ﬁ\/ 1—navV/A+a(2+9a +3n2VA)

(with N, = —1 anda > 2) whereA = (1+ a)(1+ 9a) andr, = 2M. The limit g2 — O corresponds to
a — +oo. The radius s, as given by[(5.18), decreases fr¢f+ /57)r, /8 to the Schwarzschild limit
3r,/2 asa increases from 2+ +o.

5.1.3 One real root forw(p) =0
This case corresponds to [EQ. (3.233]> Bs leading to
Po <& <P < Po<p_ =00 (5.19)

whereg is the real given by[(3.24). Far > 2 it is not possible to havg, = 0 andgz = 0, so there is
no solutione: = 0 with multiplicity 3. Sincepyg is a singularity for the cosh black hole, there is a trapped
path frome to pg for the generic casg > B3 given by [3.11[5H,518).

5.2 The normal sinh black hole:a < -2, N2 =+1
In this case (< B4 < B1 < B2 < B3. Thus, the conditiod > 0 [Eq. (5.14)] ensureg;, > 0.

5.2.1 Three distinct real roots forw(p) =0

This corresponds to [Ed.(3.3)]: 9 B < B4 or B > B3, which leads, usind (3.4, 5[9,5]11), to
Po<B<pPo<E<E<py<p.=+4+0if 0<P <Py (Po<0) (5.20)
B3< @< Pp<e < Po<Pr<p.=+o0 if B> 3. (5.21)
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For the case & B < 34, which has been treated in Section 3.1.1 case (d), the soliar the scattering
path frompe — € — P (r = 0 — r, — 1 = ) is given by [3.9[ 5.4, 5I8). There is another path from
r=ri(p=e)tor=r_ (p=p_), which is a trapped path whepe is a null singularity for the sinh
black hole. If we choos® = 0 atp = ey, then the solution is given b (311, 5.5,15.8).

The caseB > ;3 has been treated in Sectibn 3]1.1 case (c). Sincés a singularity, we have an
absorbed path from spatial infinity to the singularity. Tbiition is given by[(3.14, 515, 5.8).

5.2.2 Two distinct real roots forw(p) =0

This corresponds to [EJ. (3N3)p =0, B =4 or B = L.

The discussion of the cage= 0 for the normal sinh black hole is similar to that for the pioamcosh
one. The information in the first paragraph followig (5. Bplies to this case if we replacgg” by
“p_", “r=0"by“r =r_"and “cosh” by “sinh”. Thus, there is a trapped path frpmto the singularity
p- given by [3.16[ 5.4, 5I8).

For B = B4, 93 < 0 so thatgs = —(g2/3)/02/3. This case corresponds to the cfise: B3 of the
phantom cosh black hole; the discussion in the second @aladollowing [5.16) applies and the radii
of the unstable circular path (photon sphere) are obtaired {5.17[5.1B) taking), = +1 (a < —2).
The limit g> — O corresponds tor — —o. The radiusr s increases fron{7+ V17)r, /8 >r, to the
Schwarzschild limit 8, /2 as|a| increases from 2+ 4 (a decreases from2 — —c).

For B = B3, g3 > 0 so thatgs = +(02/3)1/92/3. In this cases; = e, = —2¢; [Eq. (3.14)], and all
remaining inequalities il (5.21) are still valid. Singe is a singularity, we have an absorbed path from
spatial infinity to the singularity. The solution is given @/12[5.5[ 5.B). The valug = r, corresponding
to e3 = &, which should give the radius of the stable circular patBuish that 0< r3 =r> < r_ = rgjng.

5.2.3 One real root forw(p) =0
This case corresponds to [EQ. (3.230}: < B < Bz leading to

Po <& < Po <P <P =00 (5.22)

whereg; is the real root given by (3.24). For < —2 it is not possible to havg, = 0 andgz = 0, so there
is no solutione; = 0 with multiplicity 3. In the generic cag®, < 8 < 3, andgs # 0 there is an absorbed
path fromp,, to the singularity ap = p_ = + given by [3.1P[ 5.4, 518).

The log-formula for the deflection angle is easily deterrdinsing [(3.2B) withp., and pps given
by (5.9/[5.17), respectively, and| = |a + 1|1/3/41/3,

6 Conclusion

To the first order of approximation, all black holes of phamtand normal EMD deflect light in the same
manner. If we restrict ourselves to physical conditioas{ 1 for n, = —1 anda® < (1+ y)/(2y) for

N2 = +1], then 1) fory larger than somgy, which is likely in (—0.2,0) and depending on the parameters
of the black hole, black holes of E-anti-M-(anti)-D theorgdardless of the sign @f;) cause light rays
to deflect with larger angles than black holes of EM-(anti)fDe difference in the angles and the relative
discrepancy ever increase wih for fixed (U, y). For fixed &2, y), they increase with fr, and diverge
asrn approaches the photon sphere of E-anti-M-(anti)-D bladkh@®) Fory < y andnzyRs5, < 0 light

is more deflected by the black holes of EMD than by those of tND; the relative discrepancy for
larger values of the impact parameter is, however, mucletday the black holes of E-anti-MD.
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Time delay and relativistic images are other ingredientsjdes deflection, allowing for the determi-
nation of the nature of matter. From this point of view a vesgful log-formula for the positions of the
images has been determined.

The method based on the Weierstrass polynomial to integeddesic motion and determine exact
solutions is equivalent to other methods using potentialidrd and can be applied systematically. The
advantage of using the method based on the Weierstrassopaighis that motion is allowed in at most
two regions: In between the smallest root of the polynomial the intermediate one and/or for values
greater than the largest root. This highly simplifies thebfgm. Some of the systematic resolutions
consist as follows: 1) The angle of deflection and the logaida have standard expressions for all
problems that can be brought to Weierstrass differentiabgn. 2) If the smallest and intermediate
roots of the Weierstrass polynomial are equal for some \afitiee vector of parameters, there should be
a stable circular path for the corresponding radial coatein if the latter is within accessible limits to
observers. 3) If the largest and intermediate roots areléguaome value of the vector of parameters,
there should be an unstable circular path (photon spheréhdccorresponding radial coordinatéf the
latter is within accessible limits to observers. 4) Exiseof spiral paths, which approach endlessly the
photon spheres, is a consequence of 3). 5) Existence aniificion of divergencies for the angle of
deflection: a logarithmic one if 3) holds or a power law onetfte power—1/2) if the three real roots
are zero. 6) Ordering of the parameters expressing spatiaity, singularity, horizons and so on on the
Weierstrass axis is derived by circular rotation (from thgdven order relations on theaxis) in the one
or the other way depending on the coordinate transformagtating the Weierstrass radial coordinate to
the spherical radial one (increasing or decreasing).

Phantom Reissner-Nordstrom black holes are charaatieniz¢he existence of trapped and absorbed
null paths that do not exist for normal Reissner-Nordsttilatk holes. Their other noncommon paths
include many-world (periodic bound) and two-world pathattixist only for normal Reissner-Nordstrom
black holes. Their common paths include scattering, sfpgrdaktence of logarithmic divergencies), and
unstable circular paths with radii approaching the Scheahnitd limit from above for phantom black
holes and from below for normal ones.

Both phantom cosh and normal sinh black holes of EMD theoeycharacterized by the presence
of scattering, trapped, and unstable circular paths, tpuslspaths and the existence of logarithmic
divergencies. The photon spheres are larger or smallertbi@®chwarzschild one, respectively, and
approach it in the limit of no electric charge. The phantortution has no absorbed path while the
normal one does.
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Appendix A: Geodesic equations and angle of deflection
Related to the two Killing vectorsj(, d,) are the two constants of motiok (L) given by
dt . _ydo
y &t _ 2 1-y5¥ _
f Y =BT Sif O f- =L (A1)
Since[(2.2) is endowed with spherical symmetry, the motappens in a plane through the origin. Letting

the plane beé = 11/2 and inserting[(All) into the line element (2.2), we bringoit(with € = 1, 0 for
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massive, massless particles, respectively)

dar\? _, v L2
For scattering states? — £ > 0. Eliminatingt in (A.1],[A.2) and usingi = 1/r we arrive at
du\2 AT v LA?

From now on we take = 0 so that the condition for light scattering & > 0. Now, letg(u) :=
u?f, f2v-1 andu, = 1/r, be the point on the light scattering geodesic nearest tgmonhereg—c‘;(un) =0.
SinceE? = L?g(uy), the angle of deflection, which is twice the variationgoiminus 7, takes the form

(A.4)

W du ot Unv/1—x2 dx
50-2 R ONCT ) =2, V(U)oU) gl VI

whereu = upx. If u, < 1, corresponding to scattering with large values of the chparametert{= L /E),
Upv/1— X2
127 (unx) /9 (un) — g(tnx)

BT P ) o
+8(1+X)2{3r+(1+X+X) +2r—r+[2V 1+2VX+(6V 1)X —|-2X3+X4]

[(y—1r_+2M] 1-x3
2 1—x2

=1+ { —(y— 1)r_x] Un

+r2[4y2 —146(2y— 1)x+ (82 + 1)x2 + 6x° + 3x4]} U2 + O[un®

where we have used (2.5); + yr_ = 2M. Performing the integrations ovemwe obtain [[2.B).

Appendix B: Order relations for the phantom and normal Reissner-Nordstr om
black holes

The phantom casena = —1

In the case where all four roots 6f- u? + 2MuS + 2g2u* = 0 have multiplicity 1 we can choose any root
to perform the reduction of(4.3) tb (1.2). For the phantonsReer-Nordstrom black hole we choasge
to be the smallest root as shown in Figure 7 (a)

U <U <U <u3<0<Up<Up<Up <400, (B.1)

As defined in the first expressions of Eds. (4.6] 4.T),C,) are proportional to the first and second
derivatives of/ — u? + 2Mu® + g?u* at u = uy, respectively. At the poin, (u;,0) of Figure[T (a), the
function is decreasing and concave up (convex), €Gus 0,C, > 0, andp is an increasing function af

(a decreasing function o).

SinceC; < 0, the coordinate transformation (#.5) “splits” the paiptinto u™ andu,, which corre-
spond top = —e0 andp = +o, respectively. If one starts to move on tr@xis from the right to the left:
fromu= +o (r =0)tou, tou; to--- tou; to u; and finally tou_. Sincep is an increasing function
of u, the corresponding point on theaxis starts to move fromg to p, toe; to --- to p = —c0 and then
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back in a circular rotation tp = + and finally top_. Thus, we have the following order relations for
the p-parameters:

—0 << P< <O <P <Po< P < Py =+, (B.2)
(Of course, this ordering can be derived by algebraic method
If £ =0 (M5 on theu-axis), thernu, = u_, u =u3 =0, andu; = U, (or =+, & = e3, ande; = p).
Using [3.14[ 4.6, 417, 4.8.419, 4112, 4.13) we obtaipgk2 5— [612(1+ /1 — n.a?) /a?] (with nz = —1),
and thus

1 1
=& =pn=—T5 <@ =Py = <P<p =+ (B.3)

If = ¢, thenu; = u, (M1 on theu-axis) and[(B.R) becomes
—0 << Po<E=€ <P <Pp< P < Pr=-+0o. (B.4)

If £=/¢_, thenu, = uz (M3 on theu-axis) and the root, has multiplicity 2.

The normal casens = +1

In the case where all four roots 6f- u? + 2Mu® — 2gu* = 0 have multiplicity 1 we can choose any root
to perform the reduction of (4.3) tb (1.2). For the normal€Rair-Nordstrom black hole we choagéo
be the largest root as shown in Figlie 7 (b)

UB<0<U<U <U <U <U <U <o, (B.5)

At the pointM; (uy,0) of the (b) plot the function is decreasing and concave downdave), and thus
C1 < 0,C, <0, andp is an increasing function af (a decreasing function af). SinceC; < 0, the
coordinate transformatio (4.5) splits the pointinto u andu,, which correspond t@ = — and

p = 4o, respectively. If one starts to move on thaxis from the right to the left, from1 = 400 (r = 0)
tou’ tou, tou_ to --- to Uy to uz and finally tou = —c. Sincep is an increasing function af, the
corresponding point on the-axis starts to move fromg to p = —o0 and then back in a circular rotation
top=-+wtop_to--- toe toes and finally topg again. Thus, we have the following order relations for
the p-parameters:

—0 <P <3< Po< B <PL <P < Pr=+00. (B.6)

If £=0 (M on theu-axis), thenu = u_, Up = uz =0 andu; = u, (o =+, & = ez ande; = p).

Using [3.14[ 4.6, 417, 4.8, 419, 4112, 4.13) we obtaipgk2 5— [612(1+ /1 — n.a2) /a?] (with nz = +1),
thus

1 1
R <P <= Q= Po = <O= Py = g <P = oo, (B.7)

If = ¢, thenu; = u, (M3 on theu-axis) and[(B.b) becomes

—R <P <B<Po< =6 <Py <P < Pr=F. (B.8)

If £=4¢_ <0, there is still one real roat, < u, =u; < u_ (M; on theu-axis). This case is excluded,
however, if it were possible for a photon to move with a negeginergy, it could do it on a confined stable
circle with radiusr~ < r = M(3—+/9—8a?)/2 < r, which shrinks to zero as® = ¢?/M? approaches
zero.
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