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ABSTRACT
The effect of extremely low frequency primordial gravitational wave with arbitrary
direction of propagation on a gravitational lens system in expanding universe is inves-
tigated. From the point of view of real astrophysical lens model, singular isothermal
sphere lens model is adopted in the gravitational lens system. The results show that,
under the perturbation from extremely low frequency primordial gravitational wave,
time delay in the gravitational lens system is very sensitive to extremely low frequency
primordial gravitational wave and could strongly deviate from that deduced from the-
oretical model. This means that the strongly deviate time delay could be the imprint
of extremely low frequency primordial gravitational wave on gravitational lens system,
indicating that gravitational lens system could be used as a long baseline detector to
detect extremely low frequency primordial gravitational wave.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Primordial gravitational waves (PGWs) with a nearly scale-
invariant spectrum (Abbott & Wise 1984; Starobinskii 1985;
Rubakov et al. 1982; Fabbri & Pollock 1983; Starobinsky
1979; Sahni 1990; Allen 1988) are a strong prediction of in-
flation. In addition to leading to a flat, homogeneous, and
isotropic Universe, inflation also generates seed perturba-
tions that grow and give rise to large-scale structure in the
Universe (Grishchuk 1976, 1977; Starobinsky 1980; Linde
1982). Detecting PGWs is crucial for confirming inflation
and determining its energy scale. The traditional method of
detecting PGWs with extremely low frequency in the range
of 10−18Hz - 10−16Hz is through the B-modes of polarization
of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) (Kamionkowski
et al. 1997; Seljak & Zaldarriaga 1997). However, detecting
PGWs with extremely low frequency using B-mode polariza-
tion faces challenges due to foreground contamination from
dust in our Milky Way. Therefore, it is important to explore
alternative observational features induced by such extremely
low frequency PGWs.

The research presented in this work suggests that grav-
itational lens systems could serve as effective detectors of
extremely low frequency PGWs. The concept of utilizing
gravitational lens systems to detect PGWs with extremely
low frequency is proposed based on works (Allen 1989, 1990;
Frieman et al. 1994). Allen (1989, 1990) proposed that a

⋆ E-mail: 674602871@qq.com

gravitational lens system with a point mass lens could be
used as a detector of PGWs with extremely low frequency
by measuring time delays between different images of a
quasar. However, a subsequent study in Frieman et al. (1994)
demonstrated that the approach proposed by Allen (1989,
1990) may not be feasible, as the time delays induced by
PGWs cannot be distinguished from the intrinsic time de-
lays caused by the geometry of the gravitational lens system.
Liu (2021a,b) demonstrate that a gravitational lens system
with a point mass lens could detect extremely low frequency
PGWs when the entire Einstein ring is considered. Both Liu
(2021a,b) and the research in (Allen 1989, 1990; Frieman et
al. 1994) assume an aligned gravitational lens system with a
point mass lens. However, the existence of a point mass lens
in strong gravitational lensing is unlikely, and the chances of
such an aligned source-deflector-observer configuration oc-
curring in the Universe are very low.

Recently, Liu (2022) introduced a new method for de-
tecting extremely low frequency PGWs using a non-aligned
gravitational lens system with a point mass lens. The study
suggests that the time delay from the gravitational lens sys-
tem, affected by extremely low frequency PGWs, could de-
viate from the time delay predicted by the theoretical model
by as much as 100 percent. This indicates that gravitational
lens systems could potentially serve as long baseline detec-
tors of PGWs with extremely low frequency. However, it’s
important to note that the direction of propagation of PGWs
considered in Liu (2022) is not arbitrary, and the lens is
modeled as a point mass.
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In the general case, the lens is composed of a planar
distribution of mass elements. In this study, we focus on
the singular isothermal sphere (SIS) lens model, which is
commonly used in astrophysics. We investigate the impact
of extremely low frequency PGWs with arbitrary propaga-
tion directions on a non-aligned gravitational lens system
with a SIS lens in an expanding universe. The findings in-
dicate that time delays, when perturbed by extremely low
frequency PGWs, could significantly differ from those pre-
dicted by the theoretical model. This suggests that gravita-
tional lens systems could potentially be used as long base-
line detectors of PGWs. Throughout this work, we adopt
H0 = 70km s−1 Mpc−1, ΩM = 0.3 and ΩΛ = 0.7.

2 PERTURBATIONS OF PGW ON GRAVITATIONAL
LENS SYSTEM

In the gravitational lens system illustrated in Figure 1, the
configuration is such that the projection of the source on
the lens axis and the observer are not equidistant from the
deflector. Specifically, the source, the deflector, and the ob-
server are located at the points (x = Lβ, y = 0, z = −L),
(x = 0, y = 0, z = −AL), and (x = 0, y = 0, z = 0) respectively.
Here, A represents the ratio of the comoving distance be-
tween the observer and the deflector to that between the
observer and the source, with the constraint 0 < A < 1. Ad-
ditionally, the speed of light is assumed to be c = 1, and the
metric of the gravitational wave with a wavelength shorter
than the horizon of the universe and with arbitrary propa-
gation direction is described as (Boyle & Steinhardt 2008;
Pyne et al. 1996).

hi j =
a0

a
[(uiu j − viv j)h+ + (uiv j + viu j)h×] × cos(ωη − k · x) (1)

where a is the scale factor and we set the present value a0 = 1.
z is in form of comoving distance and conformal time. The
conformal time is η = te+(z+L) which could approach the level
of approximation, te is the time the photons were emitted at
(x = Lβ, y = 0, z = −L) so that ωte acts as the initial phase,
k = ω(sin θ cos ϕ, sin θ sin ϕ, cos θ) is the propagation vector,
u = (sin ϕ,− cos ϕ, 0), v = (cos θ cos ϕ, cos θ sin ϕ,− sin θ), ω =
2π f , f is the frequency of gravitational wave at present, h+
and h× are the amplitude of the two polarizations of the
gravitational wave at present, respectively.

With a flat Friedmann background perturbed by gravi-
tational potential U of the deflector and extremely low fre-
quency PGW, the total metric in the expanding universe is
shown as

ds2 = a2(η)[−(1+2U)dη2+(1−2U)(dx2+dy2+dz2)+hi jdxidx j] (2)

It shows from Baker & Trodden (2017) that the con-
formal time delay is equal to the physical time delay to an
extremely good approximation. Thus, the following research
is in terms of comoving distances and conformal times.

Then we can get the time of travel of light based on the
equation given as (the detailed derivation is in Appendix A)

T ≈
∫ 0

−L
dz[1 +

1
2

(
dx
dz

)2

+
1
2

(
dy
dz

)2

+
1
2

hi j
dxi

dz
dx j

dz
− 2U] (3)

In Eq. (3), dx
dz and dy

dz should be obtained in order to cal-
culate the time of travel of light perturbed by extremely low

frequency PGW with the same method shown in Frieman
et al. (1994). To get dx

dz and dy
dz , it should be noted that we

drop the dependence on x and y in cos(ωt − k · x) from Eq.
(1) with explanation shown in Frieman et al. (1994) and the
fourth term containing cos(ωt − k · x) in Eq. (3) is the only
place where the dependence on x and y should be included.

Finally, we can obtain dx
dz and dy

dz based on the Euler-
Lagrange equation shown as

∂L2

∂xµ
−

d
dp

(
∂L2

ẋµ

)
= 0 (4)

where ẋµ = dxµ
dp , p is the affine parameter for photon and

increases monotonically along the worldline, L2 is expressed
as

L2 = a2(η)[−η̇2 + ẋ2 + ẏ2 + ż2 + h11 ẋ2 + h22ẏ2 + h33ż2

+2h12 ẋẏ + 2h13 ẋż + 2h23ẏż] (5)

where the overdot represents d
dp and L2 = 0 for photon.

Then, dx
dz and dy

dz are given as follows when z < −AL (the
detailed derivation is in Appendix B)

dx
dz
=

d2a1 − d1a2

a2b1 − a1b2
+

c1a2 − c2a1

a2b1 − a1b2
(6)

dy
dz
=

d2b1 − d1b2

a1b2 − a2b1
+

c1b2 − c2b1

a1b2 − a2b1
(7)

where c1 and c2 are integration constants.
In order to obtain c1 and c2, the details are as follows

with fixed θ, ϕ, A and te. Based on the method of Fermat’s
principle shown in Frieman et al. (1994), after integrating
Eq. (6) from z = −L to z = −AL, the change in the direction
of x-axis is

∆x1 =

∫ −AL

−L

dx
dz

dz = e1 + c1 f1 + c2g1 (8)

where e1, f1 and g1 are shown in Appendix C.
Thus,

x|z=−AL = Lβ + ∆x1 (9)

and the change in the direction of y-axis is

∆y1 =

∫ −AL

−L

dy
dz

dz = e2 + c1 f2 + c2g2 (10)

where e2, f2 and g2 are shown in Appendix C.
Therefore,

y|z=−AL = ∆y1 (11)

When z > −AL, the geodesic equation of light is deflected
at z = −AL with a deflected angle αx in the direction of x-axis
and a deflected angle αy in the direction of y-axis and

α2
x + α

2
y = (2ξ)2 (12)

with relationship

αx

αy
=

x|z=−AL

y|z=−AL
(13)

which results from the fact that R = (x|z=−AL, y|z=−AL, 0), a =
( dx

dz |z→(−AL)− ,
dy
dz |z→(−AL)− , 1) and b = ( dx

dz |z→(−AL)+ ,
dy
dz |z→(−AL)+ , 1) are

coplanar with relation (R × a) · b = 0.
In the process above, we are utilizing the singular

isothermal sphere (SIS) lens model to represent the lens
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Gravitational Lens System as a Long Baseline Detector of Extremely Low Frequency PGW 3

Figure 1. Left and right show the gravitational lens system. Right is perturbed by extremely low frequency PGW while there is no
extremely low frequency PGW in the left. S, G, and O represent the source, the deflector, and the observer, respectively. H is the

projection of the source on the line consisted of the observer and the deflector. The green curve in the right represents the extremely low
frequency PGW traveling through the gravitational lens system. Under perturbation of extremely low frequency PGW, the dot curves

in the right represent the trajectory of light emitted from the source and the deflector. a and b are in the x′ − y′ plane where x′ and y′

are parallel to x and y, respectively. θ
′

1 and θ
′

2 represent the angular positions of the two observational image of the source. β is the angle
between OS and OG.

galaxy. The density profile of the SIS model is given by
ρ(r) = σ2

2πGr2 , which is derived by assuming that the mat-
ter within the lens behaves as an ideal gas in thermal and
hydrostatic equilibrium, confined by a spherically symmet-
ric gravitational potential. Here, σ represents the velocity
dispersion of the gas particles in the ideal gas or the stel-
lar velocity dispersion of the lens galaxy, and r denotes the
distance from the center of the sphere. The deflection angle
of light resulting from this lens model is given by α = 4πσ2.
Additionally, we set 2ξ = 4πσ2.

The change in the direction of x-axis and y-axis are as
follows when z > −AL

∆x2 =

∫ 0

−AL

dx
dz

dz = h1 + c1i1 + c2 j1 − αxAL (14)

∆y2 =

∫ 0

−AL

dy
dz

dz = h2 + c1i2 + c2 j2 − αyAL (15)

where h1, i1, j1, h2, i2 and j2 are shown in Appendix C and

dx
dz
=

d2a1 − d1a2

a2b1 − a1b2
+

c1a2 − c2a1

a2b1 − a1b2
− αx (16)

dy
dz
=

d2b1 − d1b2

a1b2 − a2b1
+

c1b2 − c2b1

a1b2 − a2b1
− αy (17)

then we get

x|z=−AL = −∆x2 (18)

∆y1 = −∆y2 (19)

x|2z=−AL + ∆y2
1 = R2 (20)

Combined with Eq. (12), Eq. (13), Eq. (18), and Eq.
(19), the four unknowns c1, c2, αx, and αy are solved with
two sets of solutions. Inserting c1 and c2 into Eq. (16) and
Eq. (17), we get the angular positions of the two images as

θ1x,2x = −
dx
dz
|z=0 (21)

θ1y,2y = −
dy
dz
|z=0 (22)

However, from the point of view of real observation, the
angular position of the image of the source is that with re-
spect to the image of the deflector. To get the image angular
position of the deflector, we use the same method described
above. For the deflector, after integrating Eq. (6) and Eq.
(7) from z = −AL to z = 0, the change in the direction of
x-axis and in the direction of y-axis are

∆x
′

=

∫ 0

−AL

dx
dz

dz = h1 + c1i1 + c2 j1 = 0 (23)

∆y
′

=

∫ 0

−AL

dy
dz

dz = h2 + c1i2 + c2 j2 = 0 (24)

then the two unknowns c1 and c2 with one set of solution
are obtained. Finally, the angular position of the image of
the deflector is given as follows after inserting c1 and c2 into
Eq. (6) and Eq. (7)

θdx = −
dx
dz
|z=0 (25)

θdy = −
dy
dz
|z=0 (26)

Thus, from the point of view of real observation, the
image angular position of the source, which is the image
of the source with respect to the image of the deflector, is
shown as

θ
′

1x,2x = θ1x,2x − θdx (27)

θ
′

1y,2y = θ1y,2y − θdy (28)

Finally, the time delay ∆TObservation based on Eq. (3) can
be calculated and the theoretical time delay ∆TTheory is ob-
tained as following with the image positions shown in Eq.
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4 Wenshuai Liu

(27) and Eq. (28)

∆TTheory = 2ηAL(−θ
′

1 + θ
′

2) (29)

and −
∫ 0

−L
2U1dz +

∫ 0

−L
2U2dz in ∆TObservation could be expressed

as

−

∫ 0

−L
2U1dz +

∫ 0

−L
2U2dz = 2ηAL(−

R1

AL
+

R2

AL
)

= 2η(−R1 + R2) (30)

then, the obtained κ =
∆TTheory−∆TObservation

∆TTheory
could be the hint of

extremely low frequency PGW.
The calculations based on Eq. (27) and Eq. (28) show

that the positions of the two source images and the position

of the lens image are collinear, thus, we set θ′1 =
√
θ′21x + θ

′2
1y

and θ′2 =
√
θ′22x + θ

′2
2y which represent the positions of the two

observational images.
In the following calculations, we set L = 8.4Gpc in form

of comoving distance (corresponding to redshift equal to 6.4)
and A = 0.2, 0.5. The velocity dispersion in lens galaxy dis-
covered is usually about several hundred km/s, for instance,
σ ≈ 323km/s in the len galaxy in RXJ1131-1231 (Suyu et al.
2013). We set ξ = 6.79 × 10−6 corresponding to σ ≈ 310km/s
in this work and we take β = 2× 10−7. A, ξ, β and L can take
other values and are not limited to the ones adopted here.

The primordial spectrum of primordial gravitational
wave is defined far outside the horizon during inflation as
(Wang et al. 2016)

h(k) = ∆t(k) = ∆R(k0) r1/2(
k
k0

)
nt
2 +

1
4 αt ln( k

k0
)

(31)

where k0 is a pivot conformal wave number and corresponds
to a physical wave number through k0/a(τH) = 0.05Mpc−1,
∆2

R(k0) = 2.1 × 10−9 is the curvature perturbation from
observation (Ragavendra & Sriramkumar 2023), and r ≡
∆2

t (k0)/∆2
R(k0) is the tensor-scalar ratio and the recent con-

strain on r is r < 0.032 (Tristram et al. 2022).
It shows that nt and αt are near 0 (Chen et al. 2014;

Wang et al. 2016; Wang & Zhang 2019; Zhang &Wang 2018)
and the primordial spectrum is nearly flat in the extremely
low frequency range. According to the research (Chen et
al. 2014; Wang et al. 2016; Wang & Zhang 2019; Zhang
& Wang 2018), the amplitude of the PGW at a frequency
of f = 10−18Hz at present is about one order of magnitude
lower than the primordial value. In the following, we set the
tensor-scalar ratio r far lower than the current upper limit
to see whether or not PGW at a frequency of f = 10−18Hz
could affect the gravitational lens system.

To demonstrate the impact of PGW with a frequency
of f = 10−18Hz on a gravitational lens system with a much
lower tensor-scalar ratio than the current upper limit, we
set r = 0.001, 0.0001, 0.00001. Subsequently, we find that the
primordial amplitude of the PGW at a frequency of f =
10−18Hz is h = 1.45× 10−6, 4.58× 10−7, 1.45× 10−7 according to
Eq. (31), respectively. Consequently, the current amplitude
of the PGW at a frequency of f = 10−18Hz is h = 1.45 ×
10−7, 4.58 × 10−8, 1.45 × 10−8 when r = 0.001, 0.0001, 0.00001,
respectively. The corresponding h+ and h× values are h+ = h

√
2

and h× = h
√

2
, respectively.

When θ , π2 and ϕ , 0, only numerical results are avail-
able. For simplicity, let’s set θ = 1.4 and ϕ = 0.2. Using

h = 1.45 × 10−7, 4.58 × 10−8, 1.45 × 10−8, f = 10−18 Hz and
A = 0.2, we obtain κ as well as observational and theoret-
ical time delays in Figure 2. It shows from Figure 2 that
the observed time delay may deviate significantly from the
predicted theoretical value. The results when A = 0.5 are dis-
played in Figure 3 where the disparity between the observed
and theoretical time delays could be as large as 150 days,
indicating that PGW with a frequency of f = 10−18 Hz could
have a significant impact on gravitational lens systems. It’s
important to note that the results hold when the projection
of the source is on the y − z plane and not limited to the
z-axis.

When the frequency of PGW is f = 10−19Hz, its wave-
length is larger than the horizon of the universe, resulting
that such PGW is frozen and does’t evolve. Only when the
horizon size again is larger than its wavelength can it start
oscillate and propagate. When f = 10−19Hz, η in Eq. (1) is
η = te. Then, with θ = 1.4 and ϕ = 0.2, h = 1.45 × 10−6,
f = 10−19Hz and A = 0.2, κ along with te and the time delays
in unit of day along with te are shown in Figure 4. When
h = 4.58× 10−7, 1.45× 10−7, the calculated κ is much closer to
0 and the resulting ∆TTheory is closer to ∆TObservation compared
with that obtained based on h = 1.45 × 10−6, thus, these are
not shown in Figure 4.

In the process above, the lens model used to calcu-
late the theoretical time delay ∆TTheory is the SIS model we
adopt during the calculation of the observational time delay
∆TObservation for simplicity and the explanation is as follows.
In practice, the lens should be reconstructed based on the
source’s images in order to calculate the theoretical time de-
lay, which is beyond the scope of this work. In the case of
a single source in the gravitational lens system, a transfor-
mation exists that leaves the observable images unchanged
but produces a family of different mass distributions, known
as the mass-sheet degeneracy (Falco et al. 1985). To break
this degeneracy, at least two sources at different redshifts
are needed in the gravitational lens system (Abdelsalam et
al. 1998). In this work, we assume the given SIS lens is in a
gravitational lens system with multiple sources of different
redshifts. The source used to calculate κ is at a high red-
shift (redshift equal to 6.4), while the other two sources are
at low redshifts (less than 0.6 when A = 0.2, for example).
Based on the images of the two sources with low redshift,
the lens model could be reconstructed accurately. For the
source with low redshift, the perturbation of extremely low
frequency PGWs on the images of the low redshift source can
be negligible and therefore this is not shown in this work.
As a result, the reconstructed lens model could be consistent
with the given SIS model. Thus, we use the given SIS lens
model as the reconstructed lens model to calculate the the-
oretical time delay ∆TTheory between the images of the source
with high redshift.

In real observations, the time delay in observations due
to dedicated and long-duration monitoring has uncertainties
of a few percent (Tewes & Courbin 2013; Tewes et al. 2013).
Furthermore, deep high-resolution imaging of the lensed arc
could help constrain the potential difference between differ-
ent images at a few percent (Suyu et al. 2010). To resolve
lensing degeneracy caused by the distribution of mass in the
lens galaxy, it is crucial to obtain the lens galaxy’s stellar ve-
locity dispersion. Additionally, the weak lensing effect along
the line of sight due to galaxies close in projection to the
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Gravitational Lens System as a Long Baseline Detector of Extremely Low Frequency PGW 5

Figure 2. Up and bottom are κ and time delay in unit of day along with te. te is the time the photons were emitted from the source.

Left, middle and right are the results when h = 1.45 × 10−7, 4.58 × 10−8, 1.45 × 10−8, respectively. The black dots and the blue dots on the
bottom represent the observational time delay ∆TObservation and the theoretical time delay ∆TTheory, respectively. The ratio of the comoving

distance between the observer and the deflector to that between the observer and the source is A = 0.2.

Figure 3. Up and bottom are κ and time delay in unit of day along with te. te is the time the photons were emitted from the source.

Left, middle and right are the results when h = 1.45 × 10−7, 4.58 × 10−8, 1.45 × 10−8, respectively. The black dots and the blue dots on the

bottom represent the observational time delay ∆TObservation and the theoretical time delay ∆TTheory, respectively. The ratio of the comoving
distance between the observer and the deflector to that between the observer and the source is A = 0.5.

gravitational lens system needs to be inferred with indepen-
dent observational data and could be constrained at about
a 5% level (Suyu et al. 2010). The uncertainties of all these
sources are about 5-8% precision (Suyu et al. 2013). More-
over, substructure in a precise model of the deflector po-
tential could produce perturbations of a fraction of one day
(Keeton & Moustakas 2009), and gravitational microlensing
leads to perturbations on the order of days if the source in
the gravitational lens system is a quasar (Tie & Kochanek
2018), with no perturbations expected if the source is tran-

sient, such as a binary neutron star merger. When the time
delay anomaly, typically observed in gravitational lensing,
is larger than that produced by the total perturbations de-
scribed above, it may indicate the existence of extremely low
frequency PGWs.

It shows from Hawkins (2021) that the observational
time delay is about a year while the time delay from pre-
diction based on their mass model is about 410 days, thus,
microlensing and substructure in the lens can’t explain the
difference of several tens of days. If other perturbations in-

MNRAS 000, 1–8 (0000)



6 Wenshuai Liu

Figure 4. Left and right are κ and time delay in unit of day along with te. te is the time the photons were emitted from the source. The
black dots and the blue dots on the right represent the observational time delay ∆TObservation and the theoretical time delay ∆TTheory,

respectively.

cluding the potential difference between different images,
lens galaxy mass distribution, and line of sight weak lens-
ing effect are inferred with independent observational data
and such inferred perturbations couldn’t reach several tens
of days, there may exist the imprint of extremely low fre-
quency PGWs on the gravitational lens system.

PGWs are isotropic statistically, meaning that the am-
plitude of PGW depends only on the frequency and not on
the direction of propagation. Thus, we can average κ2 over
phase δ = ωte and over 4π solid angle in the direction of k to
obtain the mean square as

⟨κ2⟩ =

∫ 2π

0

dδ
2π

∫ 2π

0

dϕ
2π

∫ π

0

sin θ
2

dθκ2 (32)

We get an approximation of
√
⟨κ2⟩ by removing a0

a from
Eq. (1) in order to save computational time, and by dividing
ϕ ∈ [−0.528,−0.528 + 2π], θ ∈ [−0.528,−0.528 + π] and ωte ∈

[0, 2π] into ten, five and ten equal intervals, respectively. For
h = 1.45 × 10−7, 4.58 × 10−8, 1.45 × 10−8 when f = 10−18Hz, the
resulting

√
⟨κ2⟩ are 0.65, 0.29 and 0.09, respectively. It should

be noted that these approximations of
√
⟨κ2⟩ are lower than

the true value of
√
⟨κ2⟩ when the whole Eq. (1) is considered

due to the fact that
√
⟨κ2⟩ increases as hi j increases when a

decreases as redshift increases.
In order to get the expectation value of

√
⟨κ2⟩, we get

the following with the same method as that in (Baskaran et
al. 2006; Tong & Zhang 2009)√
⟨κ2⟩

′

=

∫ +∞

0

√
⟨κ2⟩

f
d f (33)

In general, a large |κ| for a SIS lens is the hint of ex-
tremely low frequency PGWs.

3 CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

This work investigates the impact of extremely low fre-
quency PGWs on the time delay between different images
of a source in a gravitational lens system with a singular
isothermal sphere (SIS) lens model. The results show that
the time delay between images could be significantly affected

by extremely low frequency PGWs, leading to noticeable de-
viations from the theoretical model. This suggests that grav-
itational lens systems with SIS lens models could potentially
be used as long baselines to detect extremely low frequency
PGWs. Thus, in addition to B-mode polarization, the ob-
servable deviations in time delays in gravitational lensing
could serve as an alternative feature induced by extremely
low frequency PGWs.

It should be noted that the conclusion we’ve reached
applies not only to a specific type of deflector (SIS gravita-
tional deflector) but also to general lens models. Whether
we consider the specific lens model used in this study or
a general one, the potential existence of extremely low fre-
quency PGWs could be confirmed if the observed time de-
lay significantly differs from that predicted by theory with
perturbations described above, such as a precise model of
the deflector potential across the images, the distribution of
mass in the lens galaxy, weak lensing effects along the line
of sight, substructure within the lens, and gravitational mi-
crolensing. In other words, if the total perturbations inferred
from independent observational data cannot explain the ob-
served time delay anomaly, extremely low frequency PGWs
may exist. This study has utilized a single gravitational lens
system to detect the hint of extremely low frequency PGWs.
To reduce systematic uncertainty, future research may ex-
plore the use of a Gravitational Lensing Array (GLA) com-
prising numerous gravitational lens systems to detect the
possible existence of extremely low frequency PGWs. How-
ever, this is not within the scope of the current study and
will be investigated in the future.

DATA AVAILABILITY
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APPENDIX A

With the metric of expanding universe and the perturbation
from primordial gravitational wave

ds2 = −a2(η)(1+2U)dη2+a2(η)(1−2U)(dx2+dy2+dz2)+a2(η)hi jdxidx j

(34)

for photon, we get

dη = (1 + 2U)−
1
2

1
a

(δi ja2(1 − 2U)dxidx j + a2hi jdxidx j)
1
2 (35)

Combined with

dl =
√
δi jdxidx j (36)

Eq. (35) changes to

dη = (1 + 2U)−
1
2 ((1 − 2U) + hi j

dxi

dl
dx j

dl
)

1
2 dl (37)

With

dz
dl
= cos

√
dx2 + dy2

dz
≈ 1 −

1
2

(
dx
dz

)2

−
1
2

(
dy
dz

)2

(38)

we have

dl = (1 +
1
2

(
dx
dz

)2

+
1
2

(
dy
dz

)2

)dz (39)

Then

dη = dz(1 +
1
2

(
dx
dz

)2

+
1
2

(
dy
dz

)2

+
1
2

hi j
dxi

dz
dx j

dz
− 2U) (40)

Finally, we get

T =
∫ 0

−L
dz[1 +

1
2

(
dx
dz

)2

+
1
2

(
dy
dz

)2

+
1
2

hi j
dxi

dz
dx j

dz
− 2U] (41)

where the relationship between a and z can be obtained by

a =
1

1 + Z
(42)

and

−z =
∫ Z

0

dZ′

H0

√
ΩM(1 + Z′)3 + ΩΛ

(43)

in which Z is redshift.

APPENDIX B

Based on

∂L2

∂xµ
−

d
dp

(
∂L2

ẋµ

)
= 0 (44)

and

L2 = a2(−η̇2+ẋ2+ẏ2+ż2+h11 ẋ2+h22ẏ2+h33ż2+2h12 ẋẏ+2h13 ẋż+2h23ẏż)

(45)

we get

a2ω(h11 ẋ2 + h22ẏ2 + h33ż2 + 2h12 ẋẏ + 2h13 ẋż + 2h23ẏż) tan(ωη − k · x)

+
da2

dη
L2

a2 =
d[a2(2η̇)]

dp
(46)

a2 sin θ cos ϕω(h11 ẋ2 + h22ẏ2 + h33ż2 + 2h12 ẋẏ + 2h13 ẋż

+2h23ẏż) tan(ωη − k · x) =
d[2a2(ẋh11 + ẏh12 + żh13 + ẋ)]

dp
(47)

a2 sin θ sin ϕω(h11 ẋ2 + h22ẏ2 + h33ż2 + 2h12 ẋẏ + 2h13 ẋż

+2h23ẏż) tan(ωη − k · x) =
d[2a2(ẏh22 + ẋh12 + żh23 + ẏ)]

dp
(48)

a2 cos θω(h11 ẋ2 + h22ẏ2 + h33ż2 + 2h12 ẋẏ + 2h13 ẋż

+2h23ẏż) tan(ωη − k · x) =
d[2a2(żh33 + ẋh13 + ẏh23 + ż)]

dp
(49)

Combined with Eq. (46) to Eq. (49), we have

a
′

1ẏ + b
′

1 ẋ + d
′

1ż = c1 (50)
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a
′

2ẏ + b
′

2 ẋ + d
′

2ż = c2 (51)

where c1 and c2 are constants and

a
′

1 = a2(h22 cos ϕ + cos ϕ − h12 sin ϕ) (52)

a
′

2 = a2(h22 cos θ + cos θ − h23 sin θ sin ϕ) (53)

b
′

1 = a2(h12 cos ϕ − h11 sin ϕ − sin ϕ) (54)

b
′

2 = a2(h12 cos θ − h13 sin θ sin ϕ) (55)

d
′

1 = a2(h23 cos ϕ − h13 sin ϕ) (56)

d
′

2 = a2(h23 cos θ − h33 sin θ sin ϕ − sin θ sin ϕ) (57)

Then, based on Eq. (50) and Eq. (51), we get

ẋ =
d
′

2a
′

1 − d
′

1a
′

2

a′2b′1 − a′1b′2
ż +

c1a
′

2 − c2a
′

1

a′2b′1 − a′1b′2
(58)

ẏ =
d
′

2b
′

1 − d
′

1b
′

2

a′1b′2 − a′2b′1
ż +

c1b
′

2 − c2b
′

1

a′1b′2 − a′2b′1
(59)

With Eq. (46) and Eq. (49), we get

a2(− cos θη̇ + h33ż + h13 ẋ + h23ẏ + ż) = c3 (60)

then

a2η̇(− cos θ + h33
dz
dη
+ h13

dx
dη
+ h23

dy
dη
+

dz
dη

) = c3 (61)

Due to the fact that |h33
dz
dη + h13

dx
dη + h23

dy
dη | ≪ | − cos θ + dz

dη |

when θ is not near 0, thus,

a2η̇ = a2 dη
dp
= c4 (62)

With

dz
dη
≈ 1 (63)

we get

a2 dz
dp
= a2 dz

dη
dη
dp
= c4 (64)

Then, Eq. (58) and Eq. (59) change to

dx
dz
=

d2a1 − d1a2

a2b1 − a1b2
+

c1a2 − c2a1

a2b1 − a1b2
(65)

dy
dz
=

d2b1 − d1b2

a1b2 − a2b1
+

c1b2 − c2b1

a1b2 − a2b1
(66)

where c1 and c2 are two new constants and

a1 = h22 cos ϕ + cos ϕ − h12 sin ϕ (67)

a2 = h22 cos θ + cos θ − h23 sin θ sin ϕ (68)

b1 = h12 cos ϕ − h11 sin ϕ − sin ϕ (69)

b2 = h12 cos θ − h13 sin θ sin ϕ (70)

d1 = h23 cos ϕ − h13 sin ϕ (71)

d2 = h23 cos θ − h33 sin θ sin ϕ − sin θ sin ϕ (72)

APPENDIX C

Based on dx
dz and dy

dz derived in APPENDIX B, we can ex-

press
∫ −AL

−L
dx
dz and

∫ −AL

−L
dy
dz dz as

∫ −AL

−L
dx
dz dz = e1 + c1 f1 + c2g1 and

∫ −AL

−L
dy
dz dz = e2 + c1 f2 + c2g2, respectively. The parameters e1,

f1, g1, e2, f2 and g2 are given as follows

e1 =

∫ −AL

−L

d2a1 − d1a2

a2b1 − a1b2
dz (73)

f1 =

∫ −AL

−L

a2

a2b1 − a1b2
dz (74)

g1 =

∫ −AL

−L

−a1

a2b1 − a1b2
dz (75)

e2 =

∫ −AL

−L

d2b1 − d1b2

a1b2 − a2b1
dz (76)

f2 =

∫ −AL

−L

b2

a1b2 − a2b1
dz (77)

g2 =

∫ −AL

−L

−b1

a1b2 − a2b1
dz (78)

Similarly,
∫ 0

−AL
dx
dz and

∫ 0

−AL
dy
dz dz can be expressed as∫ 0

−AL
dx
dz dz = h1 + c1i1 + c2 j1 − αxAL and

∫ 0

−AL
dy
dz dz = h2 + c1i2 +

c2 j2 −αyAL, respectively. The parameters h1, i1, j1, h2, i2 and
j2 are given as follows

h1 =

∫ 0

−AL

d2a1 − d1a2

a2b1 − a1b2
dz (79)

i1 =

∫ 0

−AL

a2

a2b1 − a1b2
dz (80)

j1 =

∫ 0

−AL

−a1

a2b1 − a1b2
dz (81)

h2 =

∫ 0

−AL

d2b1 − d1b2

a1b2 − a2b1
dz (82)

i2 =

∫ 0

−AL

b2

a1b2 − a2b1
dz (83)

j2 =

∫ 0

−AL

−b1

a1b2 − a2b1
dz (84)

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by
the author.
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