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Abstract. We investigate the deflection of light around a BTZ-ModMax black hole, focusing
on the influence of the ModMax parameter and the cosmological constant. The trajectories
of massless particles are explored through an analysis of null geodesics, providing deeper
insights into the gravitational lensing effects in this modified black hole geometry. Using
the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, we derive the deflection angle of light and provide a detailed
examination of how the ModMax parameter and the cosmological constant impact the bend-
ing of light. Furthermore, we compare the deflection results obtained for the BTZ-ModMax
black hole with those of the charged and static BTZ black hole solution, highlighting key
differences and insights into the role of nonlinear electrodynamics in the gravitational lensing
phenomena. This study provides valuable insights into the deflection of light in modified
black hole solutions within the framework of lower-dimensional geometry, highlighting the
complex relationship between nonlinear dynamics and spacetime curvature.
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1 Introduction

Nonlinear electrodynamics (NLED) theories are generalizations of Maxwell’s theory that ad-
dress phenomena beyond its scope, such as the self-interaction of virtual electron-positron
pairs and the elimination of spacetime singularities in black holes (BHs) [1–3]. These the-
ories also influence gravitational redshift around strongly magnetized compact objects and
eliminate the cosmological singularity associated with the Big Bang [4–8]. Examples of
NLED theories include Born-Infeld (BI) [9], Euler-Heisenberg (EH) [1], and Power-Law (PL)
[10, 11]. Each theory has distinct properties, such as electromagnetic duality, conformal
invariance, and the resolution of self-energy divergences in point particles. Recently, the
Modified-Maxwell (ModMax) NLED theory was introduced [12], distinguished by the di-
mensionless parameter γ, which recovers Maxwell’s theory for γ = 0 [13]. Coupling ModMax
electrodynamics with gravity has led to various BH solutions, expanding our understanding
of spacetime and field interactions [14–16]. The first-ever BH solution in (2+1)-dimensional
gravity within the framework of General Relativity (GR) was proposed by Bañados, Teitel-
boim, and Zanelli in 1992, and it is widely recognized as the BTZ BH [17]. This BH solution
features a negative cosmological constant and exists in lower dimensions, it has opened a
new and exciting field of study in theoretical physics, offering unique insights into lower di-
mensional gravity. The BTZ BH, unlike (3+1)-dimensional solutions such as Schwarzschild
and Kerr, is asymptotically anti-de Sitter and has no curvature singularity at the origin
[18]. However, it retains key features like an event horizon, Hawking temperature, and well-
defined thermodynamic properties, offering valuable insights into lower-dimensional gravity.
[19]. Then, the study of gravity in three-dimensional spacetime absorbed a lot of attentions
due to different aspects of their physics properties. In this regard, different three-dimensional
BHs have been obtained in Einstein’s gravity and also modified theories of gravity which are
coupled with linear and nonlinear matters [20–27]. More recentaly, an analytic BTZ BH
solution is obtained by coupling Einstein’s gravity with the ModMax NLED field followed by
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detailed thermal properties [28]. Geodesics are fundamental to the study of spacetime geom-
etry, as they describe the trajectories of test particles and light rays in a curved spacetime
[29]. They provide critical information about the causal structure of spacetime, the nature
of gravitational interactions, and the response of the spacetime to the presence of mass and
energy, serving as a key tool for understanding the dynamics of relativistic systems. In the
context of a (2 + 1)-dimensional BH, geodesics describe the trajectories followed by massless
and massive particles under the influence of the BH’s gravitational field [30]. The detailed
study of geodesics structure provide essential insights into the behavior of light and matter
around the BH, revealing properties like the deflection of light, event horizon structure, and
thermodynamic characteristics. Understanding geodesics in such lower-dimensional space-
times helps to explore fundamental aspects of gravity and spacetime curvature in reduced
dimensions. The analysis of geodesics in lower-dimensional frameworks, as explored by pre-
vious authors, is referenced herein [31–36]. Over the past few decades, gravitational lensing
(GL) has been extensively studied due to its profound implications in astrophysics. The
gravitational deflection of light was first quantitatively analyzed by Soldner in 1801 using
Newtonian mechanics [37]. In 1959, Darwin extended this analysis and obtained the deflec-
tion angle of light in strong-field regime using the Schwarzschild metric [38]. Further studies
explored the deflection angle and the formation of images due to the Schwarzschild BH, with
expressions involving elliptic integrals of the first kind. Virbhadra and Ellis introduced a lens
equation for strong GL by a Schwarzschild BH and proposed a method to compute the bend-
ing angle [39]. Iyer et al., formulated an analytical perturbative approach to calculate the
bending angle of light rays, lensed by a Schwarzschild BH [40]. W. Rindler and M. Ishak [41]
investigated the influence of the cosmological constant on the deflection of light, providing
critical insights into its role in gravitational lensing phenomena. Gibbons and Werner in-
troduced a straightforward yet elegant method for studying GL, utilizing the Gauss-Bonnet
theorem (GBT) to derive the deflection angle through the Gaussian optical curvature of
spherically symmetric spacetime [42]. Bozza further advanced the understanding of strong
lensing by considering a spherically symmetric BH, where an infinite series of higher-order
images are formed, later extending the framework to include rotating BHs [43]. Furthermore,
Ishihara et al. [44], extended the Gibbons-Werner method to spacetimes with rotating BHs,
using the optical geometry approach. Their method provided a more intuitive framework
for understanding the deflection of light in curved spacetime, highlighting the connection
between geometry and the bending of light in gravitational fields. Ono et al. [45], studied
the effects of finite distance on the gravitational deflection angle of light. Fathi et al. [46],
investigated the deflection angle of massless particles in a static BTZ BH background within
the framework of scale-dependent gravity. Additionally, Kala et al.[47], derived an exact ex-
pression for the bending angle of light around a rotating BTZ BH. Furthermore, Upadhyay
et al. [48], analyzed the weak deflection angle of a charged massive BTZ BH. Notably, the
study of light propagation in the vicinity of ModMax BH in (3+1) dimensional geometry
reported by Herrera et.al [49]. Numerous other studies have also explored the deflection of
massless particles in lower-dimensional spacetimes, with relevant references provided herein
[50–53]. In this paper, we aim to investigate various aspects of light propagation around a
ModMax BH, including null geodesics, possible trajectories, the stability of null geodesics,
Gaussian optical curvature, and the deflection angle of light. The outline of this manuscript
is as follows: In Section 2, we examine the BTZ-ModMax black hole spacetime, focusing on
its horizon structure in Subsection 2.2. Section 3 discusses null geodesics, including their
stability (Subsection 3.3) and the Gaussian optical curvature (Subsection 3.4). In Section 4,
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we investigate the deflection of light around this spacetime. Finally, Section 5 summarizes
the key findings and conclusions of this work.

2 BTZ-ModMax BH Spacetime

2.1 Field equation for ModMax NLED theory

The action describing Einstein’s theory of gravitation coupled with ModMax NLED and the
cosmological constant in a three-dimensional spacetime is given by [12],

I =
1

16π

∫
∂M

d3x
√
−g [R− 2Λ− 4L] , (2.1)

where R is the Ricci scalar, and Λ is the cosmological constant. The parameter g = det(gµν),
denotes the determinant of the metric tensor gµν and L represents the ModMax Lagrangian
[13]. We assume that the ModMax Lagrangian in three-dimensional spacetime takes a form
analogous to the ModMax Lagrangian in four-dimensional spacetime, expressed in by the
following relation,

L = X cosh γ −
√
X2 + Y 2 sinh γ, (2.2)

where, γ is a dimensionless parameter known as the ModMax parameter. In the ModMax
Lagrangian, X and Y , respectively, are a true scalar and a pseudoscalar. They are defined
as,

X =
F

4
, (2.3)

Y =
Fe

4
(2.4)

where F = FµνF
µν is the Maxwell invariant and Fµν is called the electromagnetic tensor

field. Fµν can be calculated as given,

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ, (2.5)

where, Aµ is the gauge potential. In addition, Fe = FµνFe
µν , and Feµν = 1

2ϵρλµνF
ρλ. It

is notable that the ModMax Lagrangian reduces to the linear Maxwell theory, i.e., L = F
4 ,

when γ = 0. The BTZ BH solution within framework of the ModMax theory is therefore
given by [28],

ds2 = −ψ(r) dt2 + dr2

ψ(r)
+ r2 dϕ2, (2.6)

where the metric function is defines as,

ψ(r) = −m0 − Λr2 − 2q2e−γ ln

(
r

r0

)
. (2.7)

Here, m0 is an integral constant which is related to the total mass of BH. r0 is an arbitrary
length parameter and q represents the charge of BH. Λ is the cosmological constant already
defined earlier. Throughout the manuscript, we have considered its negative value. γ is
a ModMax parameter and in absence of this parameter the metric turns into BTZ BH in
Einstein-Λ-Maxwell theory.
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2.2 Horizon Structure

We analyze the behavior of the metric function as a function of radial distance to study
the nature of the horizons. By fixing the charge and the cosmological constant parameters,
we observe that for larger values of the ModMax parameter, two horizons are present: an
inner horizon and an outer (BH) horizon. Additionally, when the ModMax parameter is held
constant and the cosmological constant is varied, we find that decreasing the value of the
cosmological constant results in the existence of only a single horizon. However, two horizons
are observed within a specific range of parameter values. As a result, small charged AdS
BTZ BHs with large values of the ModMax parameter and mass have two roots, which are
inner root and event horizon, respectively.
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Figure 1. The variation of metric function with radial distance for different values of ModMax and
Cosomological constant parameter.

The analytical solution of the BH horizon can be obtained using the method outlined
in [54]. Accordingly, the horizons radii of the BH are determined as follows,

r+ = r0 exp

−1

2

W
r20e

(
− m0

q2e−γ

)
q2

+
m0

q2e−γ

 , (2.8)

r− = r0 exp

−1

2

W
−1,

r20e

(
− m0

q2e−γ

)
q2

+
m0

q2e−γ

 , (2.9)

where, W (x) denotes the principal branch of the Lambert W function and W (−1, x) the
branch with W (−1, x) ≤ −1. For a comprehensive and detailed discussion on the Lambert
W function, readers are referred to [55]. r+ and r− represent the outer and inner horizons
of BH respectively. The only physically acceptable solution of Eqs. 2.8 and 2.9 is,

r+ > 0 or r− > 0 so m0 ≥ q2
(
ln

(
− r20
e−γq2

)
+ 1

)
for q < 0.
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From the above expression, it is evident that the BH horizon is influenced by various pa-
rameters, such as γ, q, and other BH characteristics. The effect of these parameters on the
horizon is clearly illustrated in the photon trajectories, where the BH horizon is represented
by a black solid sphere.

3 Null Geodesics

3.1 Geodesic equations and Effective Potential

Geodesic equations can be obtained using Lagrangian equation corresponding to a given
spacetime is below,

L = gµν
dxµ

dλ

dxν

dλ
= −ϵ = −ψ(r)

(
dt

dλ

)2

+
1

ψ(r)

(
dr

dλ

)2

+ r2
(
dϕ

dλ

)2

, (3.1)

where ϵ takes the values 1 and 0 for massive and massless particles, respectively, and λ is the
affine parameter for massless particles and the proper time for massive particles. Since we
are working in static and spherically symmetric spacetimes, we can immediately obtain two
conserved quantities, energy and angular momentum, as:

E = gtt
dt

dλ
= −ψ(r) dt

dλ
, L = gϕϕ

dϕ

dλ
= r2

dϕ

dλ
. (3.2)

From this, we then find the following geodesic equations,(
dr

dλ

)2

= E2 − ψ(r)

(
L2

r2
+ ϵ

)
, (3.3)

The effective potential corresponding to null geodesics then given by,

Veff(r) =

{
−m0 − Λr2 − 2q2e−γ ln

(
r

r0

)}
L2

r2
. (3.4)
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Figure 2. The variation of effective potential with radial distance for different values of ModMax
parameter and and angular momentum of massless particles.
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The variation of the effective potential with the radial distance for different ModMax param-
eters and angular momentum values of massless particles is shown in Fig. 2. It is evident
that the effective potential has a single minimum, suggesting the possibility of stable photon
orbits around the BH. Notably, as the ModMax parameter increases, the effective potential
decreases, indicating a reduction in the electrostatic repulsion between the BH and photons.
This weakening of the repulsive interaction allows more particles to escape from the BH’s
gravitational field. Furthermore, the effective potential reaches its maximum for the highest
values of angular momentum, as the increased centrifugal force pushes the particles outward,
preventing them from falling into the BH.

3.2 Photon Sphere and possible types of trajectories

The radii of the photon sphere can be determined using the condition for circular null
geodesics, which requires ṙ = 0 ⇒ Veff = 0, V ′

eff (r) = 0. By solving these conditions
analytically, the radius of the photon sphere is obtained, and the resulting expression is
given as,

rph = r0 exp

{
1

2

(
1− m0

q2e−γ

)}
. (3.5)
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Figure 3. The graph shows the radii of photon sphere for the ModMax BTZ BH as a function of the
ModMax parameter (left panel) and charge parameter (right panel). Here, we consider m0 = 1 and
r0 = 10.

The variation in the radii of the photon sphere for different ModMax parameters and charge
values is illustrated in Fig. 3. It is evident that the radius of the photon sphere decreases
with increasing γ, while it increases as the charge parameter grows. Additionally, we observe
that for very small values of the charge parameter, the photon sphere does not exist for any
value of γ. Notably, the photon sphere is independent of the cosmological constant.
In order to analyze the trajectories of the geodesic equation we obtain the equation of motion
as, (

dr

dϕ

)2

=
r4

L2

{
E2 −

(
−m0 − Λr2 − 2q2e−γ ln

(
r

r0

))
L2

r2

}
, (3.6)
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and, with the change of variable u = 1/r,(
du

dϕ

)2

=

{
1

b2
−
(
−m0 − Λ

1

u2
− 2q2e−γ ln

(
1

ur0

))
1

u2

}
. (3.7)

where, b = L/E the impact parameter. We numerically solved the Eq. 3.7 and depicted the
possible types of trajectories in Fig. 4. Based on the values of angular momentum, energy,
and black hole parameters, two distinct types of orbit can be identified. The first type is
bound orbits, where massless particles fall into the BH horizon and cannot escape. The
second type is flyby orbits, where particles originating from infinity approach the black hole
but ultimately escape back to infinity. We identified two distinct types of flyby orbits: one is
the simple flyby orbit, where the particle approaches the BH and escapes to infinity within
the same asymptotic region, and the other is the two-world flyby orbit, where the particle
transitions from one asymptotic region to another. The existence of two-world flyby orbits
is justified by the spacetime structure of the BH, particularly in cases where the geometry
includes multiple asymptotic regions, such as in extended or maximally extended spacetimes,
allowing particles to traverse between these regions without being captured by the BH. A
detailed analysis of the definitions and characteristics of these orbits can be found in [56].
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Figure 4. The figure shows three types of photon trajectories around a BH: terminated bound orbit
(fall into the singularity), two-world flyby orbit (traverses near the BH and then escape to infinity)
and flyby orbit (escape to infinity).

3.3 Stability of Null Geodesics

In this subsection, we analyze the stability of null circular geodesics, we construct a dynamical
system and analyze its phase space structure in the (r, ṙ) plane [57]. The study of the behavior
of small perturbations around the circular geodesics enables us to determine whether the
orbits are stable or unstable under radial perturbations. The condition ṙ = 0 in null geodesics,
implies that the radial velocity vanishes, leading to a reduction of the phase space dynamics
to a two-dimensional subspace characterized by the variables r and its conjugate momentum.
Analyzing the phase flow dynamics in the (r, ṙ) plane allows us to identify the critical point
associated with the photon orbit radius (rc, 0). To advance this analysis, we differentiate Eq.
3.3 with ϵ = 0, eliminating ṙ to derive the following expression,

r̈ = −dVeff
dr

. (3.8)
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Now we consider the coordinates x1 = ṙ and x2 = ẋ1, leading to the differential equations
corresponding to these coordinates, which are given by,

x1 = ṙ,

x2 = −dVeff
dr

.
(3.9)

The Jacobian matrix J corresponding to the sets of differential Eq. 3.9 is given by [58],

J =

(
0 1

−V ′′
eff(r) 0

)
, (3.10)

where, V ′′
eff(r) denotes the second derivative of the effective potential with respect to r. The

secular equation |J − λI| = 0 yields the eigenvalue squared as,

λ2L = −V ′′
eff(r). (3.11)

Here, λL is known as the Lyapunov exponent. It measure the average rate at which nearby
trajectories converge or diverge in the phase space. λ2L > 0 indicates a divergence between
nearby trajectories, i.e., the behavior of the system exhibits both stable and unstable di-
rections (saddle critical points). Conversely, the condition λ2L < 0 indicates a convergence
between nearby trajectories, i.e., critical point represents a stable center.
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Figure 5. The graph shows the phase portrait r vs ṙ of the null geodesics for different combination
of the parameter γ and Q.

The phase portraits in Fig. 5 illustrate the behavior of null geodesics in the r - ṙ plane for
different values of the parameters γ and q. In the left plot γ = 0.5, q = 0.5, the trajectories
indicate a relatively stable configuration, with orbits converging towards the critical point
where ṙ = 0. In the right plot γ = 1.0, q = 0.8, the flow becomes more dynamic, with
trajectories diverging more prominently from the critical point. This demonstrates that
higher values of γ and q increase the influence of the BH parameters, altering the stability
and behavior of the photon orbits.
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3.4 Gaussian Optical Curvature

In this subsection we now focus on null geodesics deflected by this BH to analyze the gaus-
sian optical curvature using the optical metric. It is well-established that light follows null
geodesics, which are characterized by the condition (i.e., ds2 = 0). This null condition is
fundamental in defining the optical metric, which effectively captures the geometry traced
by light as it propagates through a curved spacetime. In this context, the optical metric
provides an approximation of the Riemannian geometry experienced by photons, facilitating
the study of phenomena such as GL and light deflection. Incorporating the condition of null
geodesics, the associated optical metric is given by [44],

dt2 = ḡijdx
idxj = dr̃2 + ψ(r̃)2dϕ2, (3.12)

where

dr̃ =
dr√

−m0 − Λr2 − 2q2e−γ ln
(

r
r0

) , (3.13)

ψ(r̃) =
r√

−m0 − Λr2 − 2q2e−γ ln
(

r
r0

) . (3.14)

The equatorial plane within the optical metric represents a surface of revolution. The
Christoffel symbols corresponding to the metric in Equation 3.12, which are non-zero, are
determined as follows,

Γ̃r
ϕϕ =

r(rψ′(r̃)− 2ψ(r̃))

2
, (3.15)

Γ̃ϕ
rϕ =

2ψ(r̃)− rψ′(r̃)

2
, (3.16)

Γ̃r
rr = −ψ

′(r̃)

ψ(r̃)
. (3.17)

Here, the prime indicates differentiation with respect to r. Using the Christoffel symbols
derived above, the only non-zero components of the Riemann tensor that contribute to the
optical curvature are as follows,

R̃r
ϕrϕ = −κψ2(r̃). (3.18)

Thus, the Gaussian optical curvature K can be expressed in term of Ricci scalar through the
following relation,

K =
R

2
= − 1

ψ(r̃)

[
dr

dr̃

d

dr

(
dr

dr̃

)
dψ

dr
+
d2ψ

dr2

(
dr

dr̃

)2
]
. (3.19)

Corresponding to Eqs. 3.13 and 3.14, the Gaussian optical curvature can ultimately be
expressed in the following precise form,

K = −Λm0e
−2γ + 3Λq2e−γ − 2Λq2e−γ ln

(
r

r0

)
− m0q

2e−γ

r2
+O(m2

0,Λ
2, q4). (3.20)

The obtained expression for Gaussian curvature indicates that it is influenced by various
parameters, including mass, charge, MoaMax, cosmological constant, and length parameter.
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4 Deflection of Light

In this section, we compute the deflection angle of a ModMax BTZ BH using the Gauss-
Bonnet theorem (GBT). The GBT provides a connection between the intrinsic differential
geometry of a metric associated with its topology within a regular domain is expressed as
[42], ∫∫

UR

K dS +

∮
∂UR

κ ds+
∑
z

βz = 2πχ(UR), (4.1)

where UR ⊂ Σ is a regular domain of a two-dimensional surface. κ denotes the geodesic
curvature, defined as κ = ḡ(∇σ̇σ̇, σ̈), where σ is a smooth curve of unit speed such that
ḡ(σ̇, σ̇) = 1, and σ̈ is the unit acceleration vector. βz represents the exterior angle at the z-th
vertex, and χ is the Euler characteristic number. In the respective limit R → ∞ (for the
curve CR), the geodesic curvature simplifies to κ(CR) = |∇ĊR

ĊR|. The radial component of
the geodesic curvature can be expressed as,(

∇ĊR
ĊR

)r
= Ċϕ

R∂ϕĊ
r
R + Γr

ϕϕ

(
Ċθ
R

)2
. (4.2)

For sufficiently large R, the curve CR is defined by r(ϕ) = R = constant, leads to,(
Ċϕ
R

)2
=

1

Ψ2(r̃)
. (4.3)

In the context of optical geometry, the geodesic curvature can be expressed using the Christof-
fel symbols as, (

∇ĊR
ĊR

)r
→ 1

R
. (4.4)

This implies that κ(CR) → 1
R . Using the optical metric defined in 3.12, we find dt = Rdϕ.

Consequently,

κ(CR)dt = lim
R→∞

[κ(CR)dt] = lim
R→∞

 1

2
√
ḡrrḡϕϕ

(
∂ḡϕϕ
∂r

)
 dϕ = dϕ. (4.5)

Considering all these discussions, the Gauss-Bonnet theorem can be expressed as,∫∫
UR

K dS +

∮
∂UR

κ dt
∣∣∣
R→∞

=

∫∫
S∞

K dS +

∫ 0

π+δ̃
dϕ. (4.6)

In the weak deflection regime, the light ray at zeroth order follows a straight trajectory given
by r(ϕ) = b

sinϕ , where b denotes the impact parameter. From this, the deflection angle can
be derived as,

δ̃ = −
∫ π

0

∫ ∞

b/ sinϕ
K dS = −

∫ π

0

∫ ∞

b/ sinϕ
K
√

det ḡ dr̃dϕ = −
∫ π

0

∫ ∞

b/ sinϕ

Kr
ψ(r)3/2

dr̃dϕ. (4.7)

Therefore, the deflection angle can be express as follows,

δ̃ =
(m0e

−γ − 3q2)e−γ

b
√
Λ

+
2q2e−γ

b
√
Λ

(2 ln(b) + π ln(2)− 2[1 + ln(r0)])−
8m0q

2e−γ

9b2Λ
√
Λ

+O(m2
0,Λ

2, q4).

(4.8)
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The deflection angle obtained in Eq. 4.8 demonstrates that it is directly proportional to
the ModMax parameter and inversely proportional to the cosmological constant. When the
ModMax parameter is set to zero, the deflection angle expression reduces to that of the
charged BTZ BH, aligning with the findings of Upadhyay et al [48].
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Figure 6. The variation of deflection angle with impact parameter (left panel) and cosmological
constant (right panel) for different values of γ.

We analyze the behavior of the deflection angle as a function of the impact parameter and
other BH parameters in detail. The graphical representations of these analyses are shown
in Figs. 6 to 9. For large values of the charge parameter, the deflection angle increases with
the impact parameter, highlighting the interplay between gravitational attraction and the
repulsive effects introduced by the charge. Conversely, for decreasing values of the cosmo-
logical constant Λ, the deflection angle decreases, indicating a reduction in the curvature
of spacetime in lower-Λ environments. When examining the influence of the ModMax pa-
rameter, we observe a nuanced behavior. For the lowest values of the charge parameter,
the deflection angle decreases with increasing ModMax parameter. In contrast, for higher
values of the charge parameter, the deflection angle increases. This suggests that the com-
bined effects of charge and ModMax parameter are interdependent, with the charge playing
a dominant role in determining the net deflection behavior. Interestingly, beyond a specific
critical value of the charge parameter, the deflection angle shifts to the negative region. This
shift can be attributed to the additional repulsive force arising from the strong electromag-
netic contribution in highly charged BHs. To explore this phenomenon further, we analyzed
the deflection angle for lower charge parameter values. For these cases, the deflection an-
gle decreases with the impact parameter for varying γ and Λ. Notably, higher values of γ
correspond to lower deflection angles, indicating a reduction in the gravitational pull of the
BH due to the increasing influence of the ModMax parameter. Additionally, larger values of
the cosmological constant Λ result in greater deflection, consistent with the enhanced space-
time curvature. Finally, we compare our results with other BH solutions, specifically static
BTZ BHs as shown in Fig. 9, under two scenarios as follows; CaseI: Low charge and low
ModMax parameter: In this case, the static BTZ BH exhibits the largest deflection angle,
while the ModMax BTZ BH produces the smallest deflection. Case II: High charge and
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high ModMax parameter: For this configuration, both charged and ModMax BTZ BHs
exhibit negative deflection angles, reflecting the dominance of repulsive effects. However,
the ModMax BTZ BH displays a larger deflection than the charged BTZ BH, signifying a
more complex interaction between the ModMax parameter and the charge in determining
the photon trajectories.
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Figure 7. The variation of deflection angle with ModMax parameter (left panel) and charge param-
eter (right panel) including the different values of these parameters.
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Figure 9. The variation of deflection angle with impact parameter and comparison of other BTZ BH
solution. For Case I we consider γ = 0.5 and q = 0.2 and for Case II, γ = 1.5 and q = 0.8.

5 Summary and conclusions

In this work, we study the propagation of massless particles around the ModMax BTZ BH.
We examine the horizon structure, null geodesics, possible types of photon trajectories, and
the stability of null geodesics. Thereafter, we have computed the deflection angle using the
Gauss-Bonnet theorem. The main findings of the study can be summarized below:

• Horizon Structure: We analyzed the behavior of the metric function with respect
to the radial distance to investigate the nature of the horizons. It was observed that
small charged AdS BTZ BH with large values of the ModMax parameter exhibit two
distinct roots: the inner horizon and the event horizon. Notably, the BH horizons are
independent of the cosmological constant.

• Photon Motion: We obtained the null geodesics using the Lagrangian approach.
The graphical representation of the effective potential indicates that unstable photon
orbits are not possible, although marginally stable circular orbits may exist. Photon
sphere radius analysis, reveal that it decreases with increasing γ while, increases with
increasing q. The possible trajectories, determined by the angular momentum and
energy of massless particles as well as the BH parameters, include both bound orbits
and flyby trajectories.

• Stability of Null Geodesics: We examine the stability of null geodesics using a
dynamical system approach. The values of γ and q have been observed to increase the
influence of the BH parameters, altering the stability and behavior of the photon orbit.

• Deflection Angle Behavior: The deflection angle increases with the impact param-
eter for large charge values but decreases with a smaller cosmological constant. Fur-
thermore, a higher γ value reduces the gravitational pull, leading to lower deflection
angles.
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• ModMax Parameter Effect: For low charge values, the deflection angle decreases
with increasing ModMax parameter. In contrast, at higher charge values, the deflection
angle increases, demonstrating an interaction between the charge and the ModMax pa-
rameter. Beyond a critical charge parameter, the deflection angle shifts to the negative
region because of repulsive forces from the electromagnetic field, particularly in highly
charged BH.

• Comparison with Static and Charged BTZ BHs: The static BTZ BH exhibits a
greater deflection for a lower charge and a lower ModMax parameter. For higher charges
and higher ModMax values, both the charged and the ModMax BTZ BH show negative
deflection, with the ModMax BTZ BH exhibiting a larger magnitude. Physically, this
indicates that in the presence of a significant charge and MOdMax parameter, this par-
ticular BH solution predominantly emphasizes the dominance of repulsive interactions
experienced by massless particles.

The obtained results will be crucial for understanding the behavior of light propagation in the
context of modified nonlinear dynamics around lower-dimensional BHs. However, constrain-
ing the theoretical results obtained with the observational data from the EHT collaboration
remains a challenge. Nevertheless, by comparing theoretical models of astrophysical BHs with
observational results, we can explore how they differ from lower-dimensional BHs, providing
valuable insights for future studies.
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