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Abstract

The strong gravitational lensing of a regular and rotating magnetic black hole in non-minimally

coupled Einstein-Yang-Mills theory is studied. We find that, with the increase of any characteristic

parameters of this black hole, such as the rotating parameter a, magnetic charge q and EYM

parameter λ, the angular image position θ∞ and relative magnification rm decrease while deflection

angle α(θ) and image separation s increase. The results will degenerate to that of the Kerr case,

R–N case with magnetic charge and Schwarzschild case when we take some specific values for the

black hole parameters. The results also show that, due to the small influence of magnetic charge

and Einstein-Yang-Mills parameters, it is difficult for current astronomical instruments to tell this

black hole apart from a General Relativity one.

a Email: zhangruanjing@126.com
b Email: jljing@hunnu.edu.cn

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.13263v2


I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, with the announcement of gravitational waves [1–4] and image of black

hole (BH) [5–11], the general relativity (GR) achieves great success and related research has

attracted people’s much attention [12–18]. The gravitational lensing is also a prophecy of

GR [19] which caused by deflection of light rays in a gravitational field and first observed

by astronomer Walash et al. in 1979 [20]. At this stage, the mainstream gravitational

lensing observation projects are Kilo-Degree Survey [21], Gaia Gravitational Lenses group

[22], STRong-lensing Insights into Dark Energy Survey [23], and so on. This shows that

gravitational lensing is still a very active research area, because gravitational lensing can

infer cosmological constants, search for planets outside our solar system, help astronomers

study how our universe originated and star formed in galaxies [24, 25], etc. This has opened

a whole new avenue for researches, so we can understand the universe better. A gravita-

tional lensing effect that produces multiple images, arcs, or even Einstein rings is known

as strong gravitational lensing effect. With the improvement of observation technology, the

strong gravitational lensing has become an attractive observational effect for astronomy and

fundamental physics, and thus it has been widely discussed in various theories of gravity

[26–32].

In recent years, non-minimal theories have numerous applications to cosmology and astro-

physics, they can couple a gravitational field to other fields and media by using cross terms

containing the curvature tensor. These theories have been elaborated in detail for scalar

and electromagnetic fields and can be divided into five classes [33], i.e., the coupling of

scalar fields with the spacetime curvature [34], non-minimal Einstein-Maxwell models [35],

Einstein-Yang-Mills models [36], Einstein-Yang-Mills-Higgs models [37], and non-minimal

Einstein-Maxwell-Axion models [38]. In these five classes of non-minimally coupled theo-

ries, various aspects of star and BH physics were discussed. In this paper, we focus on

the non-minimally coupled Einstein-Yang-Mills (EYM) theory where the curvature couples

with the non-Abelian gauge fields [39, 40]. The regular spherically symmetric solution of

non-minimal EYM theory with magnetic charge of Wu-Yang gauge field was presented by

Balakin [39], and the weak and strong deflection gravitational lensings of it were studied

in Ref.[41]. This BH with a cosmological constant was also presented by Balakin [40], and

its thermodynamics properties were studied in Ref.[42, 43]. Jusufi extended the spherically
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symmetric solution to a rotating one and studied the BH shadow, the quasinormal modes

for massless scalar and electromagnetic fields, and the quasiperiodic oscillations [44]. The

shadow and weak gravitational lensing of a rotating regular BH in a non-minimally coupled

EYM theory in the presence of plasma were studied in Ref.[45].

Our aim here is to study the strong gravitational lensing of a regular and rotating mag-

netic BH in non-minimally coupled EYM theory and the structure of the present paper is

laid out as follows: in Sec.II, we introduce the BH briefly and probe the effects of the char-

acteristic parameters on the event horizon radius, photon sphere radius and the deflection

angle. In Sec.III, by supposing that the gravitational field of the supermassive BH at the

centre of our Galaxy can be described by this solution, we obtain the numerical results for

the main observables in the strong deflection limit. Our conclusions and discussions are

presented in the last section.

II. DEFLECTION ANGLE OF THE ROTATING REGULAR BLACK HOLES IN

NON-MINIMALLY COUPLED EINSTEIN-YANG-MILLS THEORY

Let us now briefly review the rotating regular BHs in non-minimally coupled EYM theory.

In the first place, the action of the theory in four-dimensional spacetimes is given by [39]

S =
1

8π

∫

d4x
√−g

[

R +
1

2
F (a)
µν F

µν(a) +
1

2
RαβµνF

(a)
αβ F

(a)
µν

]

, (1)

where g = det(gµν) and R represent the determinant of metric tensor and the Ricci scalar,

respectively. Additionally, as a general rule, the Greek indices run from 0 to 3, and the

Latin indices run from 1 to 3. From this action, a regular, static and spherically symmetric

BH can be found as [39]

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + f(r)−1dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2, (2)

with

f(r) = 1 +

(

r4

r4 + 2λ

)(

−2M

r
+

q2

r2

)

, (3)

in which M represents the BH mass, q represents the magnetic charge of the Wu-Yang

gauge field. It is very important to note that λ called as EYM parameter is equal to ξq2

with ξ being the non-minimally coupled parameter between the Yang–Mills field and the

gravitational field. The above metric reduces to the form of the Reissner–Nordström (R–N)
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BH but with the magnetic charge instead of the electric charge when the non-minimal

coupling vanishes, i.e. ξ = 0, and the metric reduces to the Schwarzschild case for λ = 0

(ξ = 0) and q = 0.

By using Newman–Janis algorithm, the regular, static and spherically symmetric BH can

be extended to a rotating one [44]

ds2 =−
(

1− 2Y (r)r

Σ

)

dt2 +
Σ

∆
dr2 + Σdθ2

+

[

(r2 + a2)2 − a2∆sin2 θ
]

sin2 θ

Σ
dφ2 − 2a sin2 θ

2Y (r)r

Σ
dtdφ,

(4)

with

Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ,

Y (r) =
r(1− f(r))

2
,

∆ = r2 + a2 − r6

(r4 + 2λ)

(

2M

r
− q2

r2

)

.

(5)

This metric describes a regular and rotating (identified by a) magnetic BH solution with a

Yang-Mills electromagnetic source in the non-minimal EYM theory. It can reduce to Kerr

BH for λ = 0 and q = 0. In this paper, we choose to work with M = 1 for simplicity.

The position of the BH horizon can be determined by calculating ∆ = 0 numerically.

Then, the variation of event horizon radius (rH) with rotating parameter a, magnetic charge

q and EYM parameter λ is shown in Figs.(1)–(3). From these figures, we can find that the

event horizon radius of BH decreases with the increase of characteristic parameters of BH.

The black line in Fig.(1) stands for the Kerr case, the black line in Fig.(2) stands for the R–N

case with magnetic charge. And the values corresponding to the zero of the horizontal axis

in these two black lines stand for the Schwarzschild case. These three data are consistent

with previous calculations.

In the following, the characteristics of strong gravitational lensing by the regular and

rotating magnetic BH were examined. It is well-known that, in a stationary axisymmetric

spacetime, if the initial position and tangent vector of a geodesic line are in the equatorial

plane (θ = π/2), then the entire geodesic line will be in that plane. Additionally, through

coordinate transformation, each geodesic line can be transformed into a motion on the

equatorial plane. Therefore, without loss of generality, we just consider that the whole

trajectory of the photon is limited on the equatorial plane and both observer and source lie
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FIG. 1. Variation of the event horizon radius of the regular and rotating magnetic BH with the

rotating parameter a. The left graph is evaluated at q = 0.3 for different λ and right graph is

evaluated at λ = 0.1 for different q. The black line stands for the Kerr case and the intersection of

black line with a = 0 stands for the Schwarzschild case.
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FIG. 2. Variation of the event horizon radius of the regular and rotating magnetic BH with the

magnetic charge q. The left graph is evaluated at a = 0.3 for different λ and right graph is evaluated

at λ = 0.1 for different a. The black line stands for the R–N case and the intersection of black line

with q = 0 stands for the Schwarzschild case.

in the same plane. To simplify the calculation, the metric can be rewritten as

ds2 = −F (r)dt2 + T (r)dr2 +H(r)dφ2 − 2G(r)dtdφ, (6)

5



�=0.1

�=0.2

�=���

�=0.4

�=���

�=0.6

�=���

�=0.8

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0

λ

r
q=0.1

 =0.2

!="#$

%=0.4

&='()

*=0.6

+=,-.

/=0.8

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0

λ

r

FIG. 3. Variation of the event horizon radius of the regular and rotating magnetic BH with the

EYM parameter λ. The left graph is evaluated at q = 0.3 for different a and right graph is evaluated

at a = 0.3 for different q.

with

F (r) =
r4 − 2r3 + q2r2 + 2λ

r4 + 2λ
,

T (r) =
r2(r4 + 2λ)

r6 − 2r5 + (q2 + a2)r4 + 2r2λ+ 2a2λ
,

H(r) =
r6 + a2r4 + 2a2r3 − (a2q2 − 2λ)r2 + 2a2λ

r4 + 2λ

G(r) = −a(q2 − 2r)r2

r4 + 2λ
.

(7)

The null geodesics for this metric are

dt

dτ
=

H(r)− JG(r)

G(r)2 + F (r)H(r)
,

dφ

dτ
=

G(r) + JF (r)

G(r)2 + F (r)H(r)
,

(

dr

dτ

)2

=
H(r)− 2JG(r)− J2F (r)

T (r)H(r)[G(r)2 + F (r)H(r)]

(8)

where τ is an affine parameter along the geodesics, and J , defined as angular momentum of

the photon, is equal to the impact parameter u in a stationary, axially-symmetric spacetime.

By using the above metric, the expression of J is

J = u =
−G(r0) +

√

G(r0)2 + F (r0)H(r0)

F (r0)

=
a(q2 − 2r0)r

2
0 +

√

r100 − 2r90 + (a2 + q2)r80 + 4λr60 − 4λr50 + 2λ(2a2 + q2)r40 + 4λ2r20 + 4a2λ2

r40 − 2r30 + q2r20 + 2λ
,

(9)
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where r0 is the minimum radial distance, defined by the distance of light’s inflection point

to the center of the BH, and the deflection angle of the light becomes unboundedly large as

r0 tends to the photon sphere radius rps which can be obtained by solving

F (r)H ′(r)− F ′(r)H(r) + 2J [F ′(r)G(r)− F (r)G′(r)] = 0. (10)

By replacing the parameter in Eq.(10) with Eq.(7), we can get the equation of photon sphere

for this regular and rotating magnetic BH. Since this equation is very complex, we can only

get its solution numerically. We then show the variation of photon sphere radius rps with

rotating parameter a, magnetic charge q and EYM parameter λ in Figs.(4)–(6). These

figures are similar to the change of event horizon radius, which decreases with the increase

of characteristic parameters of BH. The black lines in Fig.(4) and Fig.(5) have the same

meaning as that in Fig.(1) and Fig.(2). However, there are also differences, the rotating

parameter a has no effect on event horizon radius, but it has an effect on the photon sphere

radius rps, i.e., rps for a > 0, which denotes the BH rotates in the same direction of the

photon, always less than rps for a < 0, which denotes the BH rotates in the opposite direction

as the photon. In other words, retrograde light rays must keep farther from the center.
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FIG. 4. Variation of the photon sphere radius of the regular and rotating magnetic BH with the

rotating parameter a. a < 0 denotes the BH rotates in the converse direction as the photon, and

a > 0 denotes it rotates in the same direction as the photon. The left graph is evaluated at q = 0.3

for different λ and right graph is evaluated at λ = 0.1 for different q. The black line stands for the

Kerr case and the intersection of black line with a = 0 stands for the Schwarzschild case.

Typically, it is assumed that the distance between the photon source and the lens, as well

as the distance between the observer and the lens, is much greater than the minimum radial
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FIG. 5. Variation of the photon sphere radius of the regular and rotating magnetic BH with the

magnetic charge q. The left graph is evaluated at a = 0.3 for different λ and right graph is evaluated

at λ = 0.1 for different a. The black line stands for the R–N case and the intersection of black line

with q = 0 stands for the Schwarzschild case.
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FIG. 6. Variation of the photon sphere radius of the regular and rotating magnetic BH with

the EYM parameter λ. The left graph is evaluated at q = 0.3 for different a and right graph is

evaluated at a = 0.3 for different q.

distance. Therefore, in a stationary, axially-symmetric spacetime, the deflection angle of a

photon originating from infinity follows a specific rule, as

α(r0) = I(r0)− π, (11)

with

I(r0) = 2

∫

∞

r0

√

T (r)|F (r0)|[G(r) + JF (r)]dr
√

G2(r) + F (r)H(r)
√

F (r0)H(r)− F (r)H(r0) + 2J [F (r)G(r0)− F (r0)G(r)]
.

(12)

In a flat space, light travels along a straight line with a deflection angle of 0, and the above
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integral is equal to π. In a curved spacetime, the deflection angle of light increases as it

moves closer to the BH. When the minimum radial distance r0 decreases to a certain point,

the deflection angle reaches 2π, meaning the light completes a full loop around the lens

before reaching the observer. If r0 continues to decrease, the photon will circle the BH

multiple times before escaping. When r0 equals the photon sphere radius rps, the deflection

angle becomes infinitely large and the photon is captured by the BH. To study the behavior

of the deflection angle near the photon sphere, we use Bozza’s integral evaluation method

[28], which starts by defining

z = 1− r0
r
. (13)

Then, we can rewrite the integral part of the deflection angle as

I(r0) =

∫ 1

0

R(z, r0)f(z, r0)dz, (14)

where

R(z, r0) =
2r2

r0
√

H(z)

√

T (z)|F (r0)|[G(z) + JF (z)]
√

G2(z) + F (z)H(z)
, (15)

f(z, r0) =

√

H(z)
√

F (r0)H(z)− F (z)H(r0) + 2J [F (z)G(r0)− F (r0)G(z)]
. (16)

Moreover, for all values of z and r0, the function R(z, r0) is regular while the function

f(z, r0) diverges when z → 0, i.e., the photon approaches the photon sphere. For the sake

of simplicity, we expand the divergence term of the integrand to the second order in z

f0(z, r0) =
1

√

x(r0)z + y(r0)z2
, (17)

with

x(r0) =
r0

H(r0)
{F (r0)H

′(r0)− F ′(r0)H(r0) + 2J [F ′(r0)G(r0)− F (r0)G
′(r0)]} , (18)

y(r0) =
r0

2H2(r0)

[

r0H(r0)
(

F (r0)H
′′(r0)− F ′′(r0)H(r0) + 2J [F ′′(r0)G(r0)− F (r0)G

′′(r0)]
)

+ 2
(

H(r0)− r0H
′(r0)

)(

F (r0)H
′(r0)− F ′(r0)H(r0) + 2J [F ′(r0)G(r0)− F (r0)G

′(r0)]
)

]

.

(19)

Now, by reviewing the equation of photon sphere (Eq.(10)), we can find that the coefficients

x(r0) vanish and the leading term of the divergence in f0(z, r0) is z−1 when r0 = rps.
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Therefore, the integral (14) will diverge logarithmically, and in order to solve the equation,

we decompose it into two parts

ID(r0) =

∫ 1

0

R(0, rps)f0(z, r0)dz,

IR(r0) =

∫ 1

0

[R(z, r0)f(z, r0)− R(0, rps)f0(z, r0)] dz.

(20)

Obviously, ID(r0) contains the divergence term of the original integral, while Eq.(14) without

the divergence is IR(r0), and we have to solve ID(r0) and IR(r0) separately. Finally, the

deflection angle in the strong field region can be expanded in the form

α(θ) = −ālog

(

θDOL

ups

− 1

)

+ b̄+O (u− ups) (21)

with

ā =
R(0, rps)
√

y(rps)
,

b̄ = −π + IR(rps) + ālog
( 2y(rps)H(rps)

upsF (rps)[G(rps) + JF (rps)]

)

,

(22)

where ā and b̄ are called as strong field limit coefficients. The DOL represents the distance

between the observer and the gravitational lens; ups is the minimum impact parameter,

which is obtained by taking the value of impact parameter u (Eq.(9)) at rps; θ represents the

angular image separation between image and optical axis, then in small angle approximation,

u = θDOL. We can get more properties of strong gravitational lensing of the regular and

rotating magnetic BH by studying the above deflection angle.

The strong field limit coefficients ā and b̄, as well as the deflection angle α(θ) evaluated

at u = ups + 0.003 for the regular and rotating magnetic BH, are shown in Figs.(7)–(9).

These three figures show that ā and α(θ) increase while b̄ decreases with the increase of

characteristic parameters of BH. After comparing ā and α(θ) in each figure, we find that

their changing trends are almost exactly the same, which means that α(θ) is determined

by the logarithmic term in the strong field limit. Consistent with above analysis, the black

lines in Fig.(7) and Fig.(8) stand for the Kerr case and the R–N case with magnetic charge,

respectively, and the values corresponding to the zero of the horizontal axis in these two

black lines stand for the Schwarzschild case. Now, let’s turn attention to the Kerr line, where

ā, b̄ and α(θ) all diverge at a = 1, and it warns that the strong field limit deflection angle

(Eq.(21)) no longer represents a reliable description in the regime of high a. Thus, we take

a < 1 for the regular and rotating magnetic BH. By comparing the figures of rh, rps and

10



α(θ), it can be seen that as the characteristic parameters of BH increase, the deflection angle

increases while the event horizon radius and photon sphere radius decrease. Especially for

rotating parameter a, the rps for anterograde light rays (a > 0) is always smaller than the

retrograde ones (a < 0), but the change in deflection angle α(θ) is opposite to rps. Our prior

understanding that the deflection angle increases as light approaches the BH is consistent

with this.
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FIG. 7. Variation of the strong field limit coefficient ā, b̄ and deflection angle α(θ) of the regular

and rotating magnetic BH with the rotating parameter a. The black line stands for the Kerr case

and the intersection of black line with a = 0 stands for the Schwarzschild case.

III. OBSERVABLES OF STRONG GRAVITATIONAL LENSING OF ROTATING

REGULAR BLACK HOLES IN NON-MINIMALLY COUPLED EINSTEIN-YANG-

MILLS THEORY

Now let us study the effect of rotating parameter a, magnetic charge q and EYM param-

eter λ on the observables of strong gravitational lensing. In order to describe the geometric

relations among the observer, source and image, we use the lens equation as

β = θ − DLS

DOS

△αn, (23)
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FIG. 8. Variation of the strong field limit coefficient ā, b̄ and deflection angle α(θ) of the regular

and rotating magnetic BH with the magnetic charge q. The black line stands for the R–N case and

the intersection of black line with q = 0 stands for the Schwarzschild case.
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FIG. 9. Variation of the strong field limit coefficient ā, b̄ and deflection angle α(θ) of the regular

and rotating magnetic BH with the EYM parameter λ.
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where β and DLS are the angular separation and distance between the lens and source,

respectively, while DOS represents the distance between the observer and source. Since the

source, lens and observer are highly aligned, they can be contacted by DOS = DLS +DOL.

And △αn = α(θ)−2nπ, where n stands for the circle number of light. This is due to the fact

that in strong gravitational lensing, light rays rotate around a high-density body multiple

times before exiting, resulting in a deflection angle greater than 2π. Thus, a high-density

body acting as a lens can produce an endless series of relativity images on either side of

the optic axis. The first relativistic image formed by light circling the BH once is usually

the outermost and most luminous, and with additional circle number, the magnification

decreases exponentially. For simplicity, we assume that the first image θ1 is a single image

and combine all subsequent images into one group at θ∞. Finally, observables in the strong

deflection lensing, i.e., angular image position θ∞, angular image separation s and relative

magnifications rm between θ1 and θ∞ can be formulated as

θ∞ =
ups

DOL

,

s = θ∞exp

(

b̄− 2π

ā

)

,

rm = 2.5 log10

[

exp

(

2π

ā

)]

.

(24)

From Eq.(24), we can find that the minimum impact parameter ups and the strong field

limit coefficients ā and b̄ can be obtained easily by measuring the observables of relativistic

images. Subsequently, by contrasting their values with the predictions of theoretical models,

we can ascertain the characteristics of the BH contained in the lensing.

In the case of Galactic, the observables in strong deflection lensing are easily measurable.

Therefore, we assume that the lens is the supermassive BH at the center of Galactic, char-

acterized by a regular and rotating magnetic BH with the EYM parameter λ. The BH’s

mass is estimated to be M = 4.4 × 106M⊙ and it is located 8.5kpc (DOL) from the Earth

[46]. Then we show the numerical values of the observables in Figs.(10)-(12). From these

figures, we can find that, when any two of the three parameters (rotating parameter a, mag-

netic charge q and EYM parameter λ) are fixed and one parameter increases, angular image

position θ∞ and relative magnification rm will always decrease monotonically, while angular

image separation s will increase. Moreover, from Fig.(10), it is interesting to find that, no

matter what values q and λ are taken, the angular image separation s can increase to a peak
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value for a certain a. Consistent with previous analysis, the black line in Fig.(10) stands for

the Kerr case, but the black line in Fig.(11) stands for the R–N case with magnetic charge,

and the values corresponding to the zero of the horizontal axis in these two black lines stand

for the Schwarzschild case. These three data are consistent with previous calculations.

From Figs.(10)-(11), we can also find that, in comparison to the R-N and Kerr cases, the

regular and rotating magnetic BH has smaller θ∞ and rm, but larger s. It is illustrated in

these three figures that the rotating parameter a has a greater influence on the observables

than q and λ, especially the change of θ∞ with a, which can reach 50 µarcsecs. At this stage,

the observation accuracy of EHT has reached about 20 µarcsecs, so this data can definitely

be observed. However, the difference between the regular and rotating magnetic BH and

Kerr BH is mainly determined by q and λ, and q has a maximum effect of 10 µarcsecs on

θ∞. Therefore, it may be a difficult task for future astronomical instruments to differentiate

this BH from a GR one.
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FIG. 10. Variation of the angular image position θ∞, angular image separation s and relative

magnifications rm of the regular and rotating magnetic BH with the rotating parameter a. The

black line stands for the Kerr case and the intersection of black line with a = 0 stands for the

Schwarzschild case.
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FIG. 11. Variation of the angular image position θ∞, angular image separation s and relative

magnifications rm of the regular and rotating magnetic BH with the magnetic charge q. The

black line stands for the R–N case and the intersection of black line with q = 0 stands for the

Schwarzschild case.
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FIG. 12. Variation of the angular image position θ∞, angular image separation s and relative

magnifications rm of the regular and rotating magnetic BH with the EYM parameter λ.
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IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we study the strong gravitational lensing of the regular and rotating mag-

netic BH in non-minimally coupled EYM theory which characterized by rotating parameter

a, magnetic charge q of the Wu-Yang gauge field and EYM parameter λ. The black hole

will reduce to Kerr case if we taking λ = 0 and q = 0, to R–N case with magnetic charge

by setting λ = 0 and a = 0, to Schwarzschild case by letting λ = 0, q = 0 and a = 0.

By investigating the features of light propagation on the equatorial plane, we found that

event horizon radius rh, photon sphere radius rps and strong field limit coefficient b̄ decrease,

while ā and deflection angle α(θ) increase with the increase of any characteristic parameters

of BH. By assuming that the massive compact object at the center of our galaxy can be

described by this regular and rotating magnetic BH, we got the variation of observables

in strong gravitational lensing, i.e., angular image position θ∞ and relative magnification

rm decrease while angular image separation s increases with the increase of characteristic

parameters. We also showed that the rotating parameter a has a greater influence on the

strong gravitational lensing than magnetic charge q and EYM parameter λ. The influence

of a is mainly reflected in the photon sphere radius rps and deflection angle α(θ), rps for

anterograde light rays (a > 0) is always smaller than the retrograde ones (a < 0), but the

change in deflection angle α(θ) is opposite to rps. That is to say the nearer the light is to

the BH, the greater the deflection angle becomes. These results will degenerate to that of

the Kerr case, R–N case with magnetic charge and Schwarzschild case when we take some

specific values for the black hole parameters. In addition, we used observables to quantify

the influence of q and λ, the biggest change in θ∞ after being affected by q is 10 µarcsecs.

Therefore, it may be a difficult task for current astronomical instruments to differentiate

this BH from a GR one.
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