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We investigate gravitational lensing near a charged black hole with a global monopole in the
strong field regime, focusing on two key observables: the angular separation between the first and
subsequent images, and the ratio of the flux intensity of the first image to the cumulative flux
intensity of all other images. By deriving analytical expressions for these observables, we explore
the combined effects of the global monopole and black hole charge both analytically and numerically.
Our results reveal that the dependence of the angular separation on charge is intricately tied to the
deficit angle caused by the global monopole. In particular, we identify three critical values of the
global monopole parameter that determine whether the angular separation increases monotonically,
decreases monotonically, or exhibits extrema as the charge varies. A similar complex dependence
is found for the flux ratio as a function of the deficit angle. These behaviors contrast sharply
with the monotonic changes observed in the absence of either a global monopole or charge. Our
findings highlight that the effects of the charge and global monopole on gravitational lensing cannot
be described as simple additive contributions. Instead, their combined effects lead to a rich and
interdependent behavior that enhances our understanding of strong-field gravitational lensing. While
the charge and global monopole are expected to be small in typical astrophysical contexts, the results
presented here could be experimentally explored in analogue gravity systems, where these parameters
are not constrained. This opens the door to potential experimental verification of the phenomena
predicted in this study.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational lensing is a phenomenon in which the path of light from a distant object is bent by the gravitational
field of a massive intervening object (referred to as the lens). This lens could be a black hole, a galaxy, or a galaxy
cluster positioned between the source and the observer. The bending of light due to gravity can produce various
observable effects, including multiple images of the same object, magnification of the source’s brightness, and the
formation of distinctive ring-like structures around the lens, known as Einstein rings. Originally predicted by Albert
Einstein within the framework of general relativity [1], gravitational lensing has since been extensively observed and
confirmed through astronomical observations [2].

Gravitational lensing is fundamentally characterized by the deflection angle, which quantifies the bending of light
due to gravity. Although the deflection angle itself is not directly observable, it serves as the basis for calculating
key observables, such as the angular separation between the first and subsequent images, and the ratio of the flux
intensity of the first image to the cumulative flux intensity of all other images. Accurately determining the deflection
angle is therefore essential for a comprehensive understanding of gravitational lensing. However, in general situations,
directly calculating the deflection angle is challenging. Fortunately, in regimes where the gravitational field is either
very weak or extremely strong, approximate methods can be employed. In the weak field limit, where the deflection is
small, linearized general relativity provides reliable estimates. Conversely, in strong-field environments, such as near
black holes or neutron stars, the gravitational field is strong enough to cause substantial bending of light, sometimes
even allowing light to orbit the lens multiple times. In these cases, numerical methods or specialized analytical
approximations tailored to highly curved spacetimes are necessary. Here let us note that, gravitational lensing in the
strong field limit has been extensively studied in various spacetime backgrounds, including Schwarzschild black holes
[3], Kerr black holes [4–6], and Reissner-Nordström (RN) black holes [3, 7], as well as other scenarios [3, 7–19]. These
studies highlight the role of spacetime curvature in determining lensing phenomena.

Apart from spacetime curvature, the topology of spacetime can also influence gravitational lensing. A notable
example is a spacetime with a global monopole, a topological defect believed to be formed during phase transitions in
the early universe [20]. Global monopoles, which arise from phase transitions in systems with self-coupled triplet scalar
fields, have garnered significant interest in theoretical physics. Their formation occurs when the original global O(3)
symmetry is spontaneously broken to U(1), resulting in a topological defect. These monopoles introduce a deficit solid
angle in the surrounding spacetime, leading to distinctive effects, including the bending of light [20] and black hole
thermodynamics [21]. For instance, a Schwarzschild black hole that absorbs a global monopole exhibits, in the strong
field limit, a reduced relative light flux in its primary image while simultaneously increasing the angular separation
between the primary image and the subsequent images [22]. While previous studies have focused on gravitational
lensing effects for black holes with either a global monopole [22] or with charge [3, 7] individually, the combined
influence of both charge and a global monopole on gravitational lensing remains unexplored. This raises an intriguing
question: Are the effects of a global monopole and charge on black hole gravitational lensing independent, or do they
interact in nontrivial ways?

In this paper, we investigate gravitational lensing by a charged black hole with a global monopole in the strong field
limit, focusing on two key observables: the angular separation s between the first and subsequent images and the flux
intensity ratio R between the first image and the cumulative flux intensity of all other images. Our study provides
a detailed analysis of how these observables depend on the black hole charge and the global monopole parameter,
revealing intricate and nontrivial effects. We demonstrate that the angular separation exhibits diverse behaviors as
the charge increases, depending on the relationship between the global monopole parameter and three critical values.
Specifically, the angular separation may decrease monotonically, increase monotonically, initially decrease and then
increase, or even undergo a more complex pattern of initial decrease, subsequent increase, and another decrease at
higher charge values. Similarly, a critical charge exists that determines the behavior of the flux ratio with respect to
the global monopole parameter. When the charge is below this critical value, the flux ratio increases monotonically
with the global monopole parameter, whereas for charge values exceeding the critical value, the flux ratio initially
decreases and then increases. These behaviors contrast sharply with the monotonic behaviors in the absence of a
global monopole or charge. Our results highlight that the effects of charge and the deficit solid angle due to the
presence of the global monopole are not independent but rather interact in a nontrivial manner, significantly altering
the gravitational lensing characteristics. While such phenomena require large values of charge and the deficit angle,
making them unlikely to be observed in conventional astrophysical black holes, the growing interest in gravitational
analogues [23] offers alternative experimental settings. In these analogue systems, effective charge and monopole-
like parameters need not be small, making our predicted effects potentially observable in laboratory-based analogue
gravity experiments.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present the formula for the deflection angle in the strong field
limit and provide general expressions for the observables. In Sec. III, we calculate the deflection angle coefficients in
the strong field limit, derive analytical expressions for the observables, and discuss the effects of the charge of black
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hole and the global monopole. In Sec. IV, we discuss the implications of our findings in analogue gravity systems.
Finally, we summarize in Sec. V. Throughout this paper, we adopt natural units ℏ = c = GN = 1, where ℏ is the
reduced Planck constant, c the speed of light, and GN the Newtonian constant of gravitation.

II. DEFLECTION ANGLE AND OBSERVABLES IN THE STRONG FIELD LIMIT

In this section, we first provide a brief review of the calculation of the deflection angle in gravitational lensing within
the strong field limit [3, 7]. We outline the key approximations and methods used to derive the deflection angle for
light rays passing near the photon sphere of a compact object. Following this, we establish the relationship between
the deflection angle and the key observables of gravitational lensing, namely, the angular separation between the first
and subsequent images and the flux ratio, by employing the lens equation. This framework allows us to systematically
analyze how the presence of charge and a global monopole influences the gravitational lensing characteristics.

Consider an arbitrary static and asymptotically spherically symmetric spacetime with the line element:

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

)
, (2.1)

where C(r) satisfies

lim
r→∞

C(r) = r2. (2.2)

For simplicity, we assume that both the observer and the light source are located in the equatorial plane of the lens
source, i.e. θ = π/2. Through this setting, the trajectories of photons are confined to the same plane.

A. Physical quantities associated with gravitational lensing

First, we introduce some physical quantities relevant to the study of gravitational lensing.
1. The impact parameter. The impact parameter b is defined as the shortest distance between the straight-line path

of a photon if it were unaffected by gravity and the center of the lensing object. The impact parameter b is related
to the photon’s angular momentum L and energy E as

b =
L

E
. (2.3)

2. The turning point. When a photon is emitted from a distant light source, it undergoes gravitational deflection
as it passes near a lensing celestial body. There exists a closest distance r0 between the photon and the center of the
lensing celestial body, and the point r = r0 is commonly referred to as the turning point. Based on the conservation
of energy and angular momentum, the impact parameter b and the turning point r0 are related by the equation

b =

√
C (r0)

A (r0)
. (2.4)

3. The photon sphere. In the vicinity of the event horizon of a black hole, there exists a particularly interesting
region known as the photon sphere. On the photon sphere, photons can orbit the black hole along circular trajectories.
The radius of the photon sphere, usually denoted as rm, can be determined by solving the following equation:

C ′(rm)

C(rm)
− A′(rm)

A(rm)
= 0, (2.5)

where ′ denotes differentiation with respect to the radial coordinate r. This circular orbit is unstable, which means
that any small perturbation can cause photons to either fall into the black hole or escape to infinity. Consequently,
rm is the closest distance between observable photons and black hole. The photon sphere also defines the critical
impact parameter as:

bm = lim
r0→rm

√
C(r0)

A(r0)
. (2.6)

The limit r0 → rm or b → bm is referred to as the strong deflection limit, also known as the strong field limit.
Meanwhile, the parameter bm is the smallest impact parameter for observable photons. If the impact parameter of a
photon is less than bm, it will inevitably fall into the black hole and cannot be observed.
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B. The deflection angle

Generally, for a photon originating from a source at infinity, undergoing deflection at the turning point r = r0, and
then escaping towards a distant observer, the deflection angle α(r0) can be derived as

α (r0) = I (r0)− π, (2.7)

where

I (r0) = 2

∫ ∞

r0

dr√
C(r)R(r)

B(r)

, (2.8)

with

R(r) =
A(r0)C(r)

A(r)C(r0)
− 1. (2.9)

In the strong field limit, photons undergo multiple orbits near the photon sphere, causing the deflection angle α to
diverge. Specifically, I(r0) diverges as r0 → rm. To address this issue, a new variable z is introduced, which is defined
as

z = 1− r0
r
. (2.10)

Then, I(r0) can be expressed as

I (r0) =

∫ 1

0

f (z, r0) dz, (2.11)

where

f(z, r0) =
2r0
√

B(z, r0)√
R(z, r0)C(z, r0)(1− z)4

. (2.12)

Here, B(z, r0), C(z, r0) and R(z, r0) are obtained by applying the variable substitution in Eq. (2.10) to the original
expressions for B(r), C(r) and R(r), respectively.

To isolate the divergent part of the integral (2.11), we partition the integral I(r0) into a divergent part ID(r0) and
a regular part IR(r0) as:

I(r0) = ID(r0) + IR(r0). (2.13)

Specifically, the divergent part ID(r0) is defined as

ID(r0) =

∫ 1

0

fD(z, r0)dz, (2.14)

where

fD(z, r0) =
2r0√

c1(r0)z + c2(r0)z2
, (2.15)

and coefficients c1(r0) and c2(r0) are given by [7]

c1(r0) =
C0r0
B0

(
C ′

0

C0
− A′

0

A0

)
(2.16)

and

c2(r0) =
C0r0
B0

{(
C ′

0

C0
− A′

0

A0

)[(
C ′

0

C0
− A′

0

A0
− B

′

0

B0

)
r0 − 3

]
+

r0
2

(
C

′′

0

C0
− A

′′

0

A0

)}
. (2.17)
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Here, the subscript 0 denotes quantities at r = r0. Meanwhile, the regular part IR(r0) is given by

IR(r0) =

∫ 1

0

[f(z, r0)− fD(z, r0)] dz. (2.18)

Integrating ID(r0), we obtain

ID(r0) =
4r0√
c2(r0)

ln

√
c2(r0) +

√
c1(r0) + c2(r0)√

c1(r0)
. (2.19)

In the limit r0 → rm, c1(r0) approaches 0 according to Eq. (2.5). Expanding c1(r0) around r0 = rm, we obtain

c1(r0) =
Cmrm
Bm

(
C

′′

m

Cm
− A

′′

m

Am

)
(r0 − rm) +O((r0 − rm)2), (2.20)

where the subscript m denotes quantities at r = rm. Simultaneously, expanding b around r0 = rm, we obtain

b = bm +
1

4

√
Cm

Am

(
C

′′

m

Cm
− A

′′

m

Am

)
(r0 − rm)2 +O((r0 − rm)3), (2.21)

Combining Eqs. (2.19), (2.20) and (2.21), we obtain the divergent part ID(b) in the strong field limit as

ID(b) = − rm√
c2(rm)

ln

(
b

bm
− 1

)
+

rm√
c2(rm)

ln r2m

(
C

′′

m

Cm
− A

′′

m

Am

)
+O((b− bm) ln(b− bm)). (2.22)

Finally, by combining Eqs. (2.7), (2.13), (2.18), and (2.22), we can express the deflection angle in the strong field
limit as a function of b:

α(b) = −ā ln

(
b

bm
− 1

)
+ b̄+O((b− bm) ln(b− bm)), (2.23)

where the coefficients ā and b̄ are given by

ā =

√
2BmAm

C ′′
mAm − CmA′′

m

, (2.24)

and

b̄ = ā ln

[
r2m

(
C

′′

m

Cm
− A

′′

m

Am

)]
+ IR(rm)− π, (2.25)

respectively.
The above is a brief review of the deflection angle in the strong field limit. The detailed calculation can be found

in Refs. [3, 7]. Notably, this method is valid only when a photon sphere exists, i.e., when Eq. (2.5) admits at least
one positive solution. Using Eqs. (2.23), (2.24), and (2.25), we can directly calculate the deflection angle of light in
the strong field limit. Here, a crucial step is the computation of IR(rm). In the case of the Schwarzschild metric,
IR(rm) admits an exact analytical solution [3]. Nevertheless, it is noteworthy that not all metrics readily yield such
an analytical expression for IR(rm).

C. Typical observables in gravitational lensing

While the deflection angle of light α and its associated coefficients ā and b̄, are crucial for understanding gravitational
lensing, they are not directly measurable. To relate these theoretical parameters to observable quantities, the lens
equation serves as a critical tool, converting these quantities into experimentally accessible ones.

Consider the following scenario: A photon emanating from a celestial source (S) passes through the gravitational
field of a foreground object, termed the lens (L). The light ray undergoes deflection, altering its original trajectory
and reaching the observer (O) at an angle θ, which deviates from the angle β that would have been observed in the
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absence of the lens. The total deflection angle of the light is denoted by α. The lens equation can be formulated as
follows [24]:

tanβ = tan θ − DLS

DOS
[tan θ + tan (α− θ)] , (2.26)

where DLS represents the distance between the lens and the projection of the source onto the optical axis (OL).
Meanwhile, DOS = DOL +DLS, where DOL refers to the distance between the lens and the observer. Specifically, the
optical path diagram of the gravitational lens is presented in Fig. 1.

FIG. 1: The fundamental geometric configuration underlying the phenomenon of gravitational lensing. b is the
impact parameter, r0 represents the minimum distance between the light ray and the lens, and I and L denote the

positions of the image and the lens. S and O represent the source and observer.

The image formed by photons that encircle a lens n times is referred to as the n-th relativistic image. We consider
the scenario when the source, lens, and observer are nearly perfectly aligned, which is precisely the condition under
which relativistic imaging effects are most prominent. The angular position θn and magnification of the n-th image
are given by [3, 24]

θn =
bm
DOL

(1 + en) = θ∞(1 + en), en = e
b̄−2nπ

ā , (2.27)

µn = en
b2m (1 + en)DOS

āβD2
OLDLS

, (2.28)

where θ∞ = bm/DOL designates the angular position where relativistic images are formed at the photon sphere.
It is hypothesized that the outermost (first) image in the series of external images stands apart from the others,

being uniquely discernible, while the remaining images nearly overlap and are difficult to distinguish. Therefore, we
introduce an observable quantity: the angular separation, denoted as s, which quantifies the difference between the
angular position of the first image and that of the subsequent ones. This quantity is defined as

s = θ1 − θ∞. (2.29)

Furthermore, another observable is the ratio of the flux intensity of the primary image to the cumulative flux intensity
of all subsequent images (hereafter abbreviated as the flux ratio). It is also known as the relative magnification.
This ratio provides valuable insights into the relative brightness of the primary image compared to the collective
contribution of the other images. It is given by

R =
µ1∑∞
n=2µn

, (2.30)

where
∞∑

n=2

µn =
b2mDOS

āβD2
OLDLS

e
2b̄−4π

ā + e
b̄−2π

ā + e
b̄
ā

e
4π
ā − 1

. (2.31)
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After simplification, the flux ratio becomes

R =
(eb̄/ā + e2π/ā)(e4π/ā − 1)

eb̄/ā + e2π/ā + e4π/ā
. (2.32)

The detailed derivations of these observables can be found in Refs. [3, 24].

III. GRAVITATIONAL LENSING OF RN BLACK HOLE WITH A GLOBAL MONOPOLE

We now investigate the gravitational lensing of an RN black hole with a global monopole. Its line element is given
by [20]

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
1

f(r)
dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 dϕ2, (3.1)

where

f(r) = 1− 8πγ2 − 2M

r
+

Q2

r2
. (3.2)

Here, M and Q represent the mass and charge of the black hole, respectively, and γ is a parameter associated with
the scale of gauge-symmetry breaking. The presence of a global monopole induces a deficit solid angle in spacetime,
quantified by ∆ = 32π2γ2 [20]. This deficit angle modifies the geometry of spacetime, impacting the gravitational
lensing properties.

For convenience, we introduce two dimensionless parameters to characterize the effects of the global monopole and
charge: We define the global monopole parameter ϵ as

ϵ = 1− 8πγ2 = 1− ∆

4π
, (3.3)

which ranges from ϵ = 0 (corresponding to a maximum deficit solid angle ∆ = 4π) to to ϵ = 1 (when no monopole is
present, i.e., ∆ = 0), and the charge parameter η as

η = Q2/M2. (3.4)

This parameter quantifies the effect of charge, with values ranging from η = 0 (uncharged black hole) to η = 1
(extremal black hole in standard RN spacetime). To ensure that the spacetime does not develop a naked singularity,
we impose the constraint |Q| ≤ M/

√
ϵ. For generality, and to avoid naked singularities for any ϵ, we restrict the

charge to |Q| ≤ M , leading to the constraint η ∈ [0, 1]. In the following sections, we analyze the gravitational lensing
characteristics of this black hole spacetime and explore how the interplay between the charge and the global monopole
affects lensing observables.

A. Physical quantities associated with gravitational lensing

In order to calculate the angular separation s and the flux ratio R in the strong field limit using Eqs. (2.29) and
(2.32), it is necessary to obtain the radius of the photon sphere rm, the critical impact parameter bm, the coefficients
ā and b̄, and the regular integral IR. These quantities are computed as follows.

From Eq. (2.5), the radius of the photon sphere rm is given by

rm (ϵ, η) = r̄m (ϵ, η)M, (3.5)

where

r̄m (ϵ, η) =
3 +

√
9− 8ϵη

2
. (3.6)

Meanwhile, the critical impact parameter bm can be obtained from Eq. (2.6) as

bm (ϵ, η) =
r̄2m (ϵ, η)√

ϵr̄2m (ϵ, η)− 2r̄m (ϵ, η) + η
M. (3.7)
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Based on Eqs. (2.24) and (2.25), the coefficients of the deflection angle ā and b̄ are derived as

ā (ϵ, η) =
r̄m (ϵ, η)√

ϵr̄2m (ϵ, η)− 2η
(3.8)

and

b̄ (ϵ, η) = ā (ϵ, η) ln

[
6r̄m (ϵ, η)− 8η

r̄m (ϵ, η)− η

]
+ IR (r̄m)− π, (3.9)

respectively, where the regular integral IR can be obtained with Eq. (2.18) as

IR (r̄m) =

∫ 1

0

2r̄m

z
√
−ηz2 − (2r̄m − 4η) z + 3r̄m + 4η

− 2ā

z
dz

= ā ln
4 (3r̄m − 4η)

2(
2r̄m − 2η +

√
r̄m − η

√
3r̄m − 4η

)2 , (3.10)

with r̄m and ā representing r̄m(ϵ, η) and ā(ϵ, η) for brevity. Thus, b̄ is given by

b̄(ϵ, η) = ā(ϵ, η) ln

[
8 (3r̄m(ϵ, η)− 4η)

3

r̄2m(ϵ, η) (r̄m(ϵ, η)− η)
2

(
2
√
r̄m(ϵ, η)− η −

√
3r̄m(ϵ, η)− 4η

)2]
− π. (3.11)

When the global monopole is absent (ϵ = 1), the coefficients ā and b̄ recover the results for the RN black hole, as
derived in Ref. [7]. Similarly, in the absence of charge (η = 0), the coefficients ā and b̄ reduce to the expressions
obtained for a Schwarzschild black hole with a global monopole, as given in Ref. [22]. Furthermore, in the absence
of both charge and the global monopole (η = 0, ϵ = 1), the coefficients ā and b̄ match the results from Ref. [3] for a
Schwarzschild black hole. These consistency checks further validate our approach, ensuring that the inclusion of both
charge and a global monopole provides a unified framework that naturally extends existing results.

B. Typical observables in gravitational lensing

By leveraging the coefficients ā and b̄ of the deflection angle, we now derive explicit analytical expressions for the
angular separation s and the flux ratio R using Eqs. (2.29) and (2.32). Previous studies have primarily relied on
numerical approaches to analyze these observables in specific scenarios. For instance: Ref. [3] conducted numerical
computations for an RN black hole, but did not provide analytical formulas for s and R. Ref. [22] focused on a
Schwarzschild black hole with a global monopole, again without explicit analytical expressions for the observables.
Ref. [7] derived the coefficients ā and b̄ for the RN black hole but did not explore the associated lensing observables.
In this work, we go beyond previous studies by deriving explicit analytical expressions for both s and R for an RN
black hole with a global monopole, facilitating a direct evaluation of how these observables respond to variations
in charge (η) and the global monopole parameter (ϵ). To achieve a comprehensive understanding, we conduct both
analytical and numerical analyses, examining both the individual effects of the global monopole and charge on the
observables, as well as the combined impact of charge and the global monopole, revealing their interplay in modifying
strong-field lensing behavior.

1. The angular separation

The angular separation between the first image and the subsequent images can be obtained using Eq. (2.29) as

s(ϵ, η) =
M

DOL
√
ϵr̄2m − 2r̄m + η

[
8 (3r̄m − 4η)

3

(r̄m − η)
2

](
2
√
r̄m − η −

√
3r̄m − 4η

)2
exp

(
−3π

√
ϵr̄2m − 2η

r̄m

)
, (3.12)

where r̄m represents r̄m(ϵ, η) for brevity.
Firstly, we examine the dependence of the angular separation on the global monopole parameter for a fixed charge.

When the charge vanishes (η = 0), the angular separation is given by

s(ϵ, 0) =
648

√
3
(
2−

√
3
)2

M

DOLϵ3/2
e−3π

√
ϵ. (3.13)
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It is evident that the angular separation s increases as the global monopole parameter ϵ decreases (i.e., as the deficit
solid angle ∆ caused by the global monopole increases). This means that the presence of a global monopole results in
a larger angular separation between the first image and the subsequent images, which is consistent with the numerical
results in Ref. [22]. When the charge is nonzero, the analytical expression becomes more complex. However, it is
direct to check numerically that the partial derivative of the angular separation s with respect to the global monopole
parameter ϵ in the region ϵ ∈ [0, 1] and η ∈ [0, 1] is always negative, meaning that the angular separation always
increases as the deficit solid angle ∆ caused by the global monopole increases, regardless of whether the black hole is
charged or not.

Secondly, we investigate the dependence of the angular separation on the charge for a fixed global monopole
parameter. First, when there is charge but no global monopole (i.e., ϵ = 1), the angular separation is given by the
expression:

s(1, η) =
M

DOL
√
w2 − 2w + η

[
8 (3w − 4η)

3

(w − η)
2

](
2
√
w − η −

√
3w − 4η

)2
exp

(
−3π

√
w2 − 2η

w

)
, (3.14)

where w represents the radius of the photon sphere, r̄m(1, η). By substituting the values of charge Q from Ref. [3],
this reproduces the numerical results for the angular separation in the RN black hole case. Furthermore, as shown
in Appendix A, the derivative of the angular separation with respect to η is always positive. This indicates that
the angular separation monotonically increases with increasing charge. Now, we analyze the behavior of the angular
separation s in the presence of both charge and a global monopole. Directly analyzing Eq. (3.12) is challenging due to
its complexity. To understand the effects of both charge and the global monopole, we expand the angular separation
expression for small and large charge values, respectively. For small charge (η ≪ 1), Eq. (3.12) can be expanded as

s =
648

(
7
√
3− 12

)
e−3π

√
ϵM

ϵ3/2DOL
+

108
[
2π
(
7
√
3− 12

)√
ϵ− 51

√
3 + 88

]
e−3π

√
ϵM

√
ϵDOL

η +O
(
η2
)
. (3.15)

The dependence of the angular separation on charge is determined by the coefficient of the η-dependent term. There

exists a critical value of the global monopole parameter, given by ϵ0 =

[
51

√
3−88

2π(7
√
3−12)

]2
≈ 0.1833742, which separates

two behaviors: For ϵ > ϵ0, coefficient of the η-dependent term is positive, and the angular separation increases with
charge. Conversely, for ϵ < ϵ0, the coefficient is negative, and the angular separation decreases with charge. For large
charge (η → 1), the angular separation (Eq. (3.12)) behaves as:

s = H (ϵ) + F (ϵ) (1− η) +O
(
(1− η)2

)
, (3.16)

where H(ϵ) and F (ϵ) are functions of the global monopole parameter ϵ. Due to the complexity of these expressions,
their explicit forms are provided in Appendix B. We find that, similar to the small-charge case, there exists a critical
value ϵ1 ≈ 0.1826688, above which F (ϵ) is negative and the angular separation increases with charge, and below which
F (ϵ) is positive and the angular separation decreases with charge. The analysis reveals that the global monopole
parameter introduces a non-monotonic behavior in the angular separation with respect to charge. There are critical
values of ϵ (ϵ0 and ϵ1) that determine whether the angular separation increases or decreases with charge. This behavior
is distinctly different from the RN black hole case, where the angular separation always increases with charge.

The analysis above focuses on the monotonicity of the angular separation in the small-charge (η → 0) and large-
charge (η → 1) limits. To gain a more comprehensive understanding of its behavior for arbitrary black hole charge, we
examine numerically the sign of the partial derivative of the angular separation s with respect to the charge parameter
η as a function of the global monopole parameter ϵ and the charge parameter η, as shown in Fig. 2. Additionally,
Figs. 2b and 2c provide enlarged views of specific regions of Fig. 2a. The figures clearly reveal that, in addition to the
two critical values ϵ0 and ϵ1 found in the analytical investigation, a third critical value ϵ2 ≈ 0.1826576 emerges from
the numerical analysis. These critical points divide the parameter space into four distinct regions that govern the
monotonicity and behavior of the angular separation s with respect to the charge parameter (η): 1. When ϵ < ϵ2, the
partial derivative is always negative, indicating that the angular separation decreases monotonically with charge. 2.
When ϵ2 < ϵ < ϵ1, the angular separation initially decreases, then increases, and subsequently decreases again as the
charge increases. This non-monotonic behavior results in the angular separation exhibiting both a minimum and a
maximum, as illustrated in Fig. 3. 3. When ϵ1 < ϵ < ϵ0, the angular separation initially decreases and then increases
as the charge increases. This again indicates the existence of a single minimum in the angular separation as a function
of charge, as demonstrated in Fig. 3. 4. When ϵ > ϵ0, the partial derivative is always positive, meaning that the
angular separation increases monotonically with charge. These results reveal that the presence of the global monopole
introduces more complex behavior in the angular separation as a function of charge. In particular, the angular
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separation does not always increase with charge, as it does for the RN black hole. Instead, the behavior depends on
the global monopole parameter ϵ, with some regions exhibiting a minimum or maximum angular separation as charge
varies.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 2: (a) The sign of the first-order partial derivative of the angular separation s with respect to the charge
parameter η, where positive values are shown in red and negative values in blue. (b) An enlarged view of Fig. 2a in
the region ϵ ∈ [0.182, 0.184]. (c) An enlarged view of Fig. 2a in the region ϵ ∈ [0.182650, 0.182675] and η ∈ [0.7, 1].
The yellow, white, and green dashed lines correspond to the critical values ϵ0 ≈ 0.1833742, ϵ1 ≈ 0.1826688, and

ϵ2 ≈ 0.1826576, respectively.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
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η
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(a)

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
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379.150
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η
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379.142
379.142
379.142
379.142
379.142

ϵ=0.182663

(b)

FIG. 3: (a) The dependence of angular separation s on the charge parameter η when ϵ = 0.183, where ϵ1 < ϵ < ϵ0.
(b) The dependence of angular separation s on the charge parameter η when ϵ = 0.182663, where ϵ2 < ϵ < ϵ1. In

both cases, the angular separation is measured in microarc sec, and DOL = 1010M .

2. The flux ratio

The flux ratio is given by Eq. (2.32) as

R(ϵ, η) =
(eb̄/ā + e2π/ā)(e4π/ā − 1)

eb̄/ā + e2π/ā + e4π/ā
, (3.17)

where ā and b̄ denote ā(ϵ, η) and b̄(ϵ, η), respectively. Direct analysis of the dependence of the flux ratio in Eq. (3.17)
on the charge and the global monopole parameter is complex. To gain a more intuitive understanding of the influence



11

of the global monopole on the flux ratio, we focus on the case where the deficit angle caused by the global monopole
is small, i.e., when ϵ is close to 1. In this scenario, e

2π
ā ≫ e

b̄
ā , and thus Eq. (3.17) can be approximated as

R(ϵ, η) ≈ e
2π
ā = exp

[
2π
√

ϵr̄2m − 2η

r̄m

]
, (3.18)

where r̄m represents r̄m(ϵ, η).
First, we investigate the dependence of the flux ratio R on the charge parameter η for a fixed global monopole

parameter ϵ. From Eq. (3.18), we obtain

∂R
∂η

= − 6π

[r̄mK (ϵ, η)]
3
2

exp

2π

√
K (ϵ, η)

r̄m

 < 0, (3.19)

where K (ϵ, η) =
√
9− 8ϵη. Therefore, the flux ratio R decreases monotonically as the charge increases when the

deficit solid angle induced by the global monopole is small (i.e., when ϵ is close to 1). Furthermore, we numerically
investigate the partial derivative of the flux ratio R (3.17) with respect to the charge parameter η, which is always
negative in the region ϵ ∈ [0, 1] and η ∈ [0, 1]. This indicates that the flux ratio R decreases monotonically with η,
irrespective of the value of the global monopole parameter ϵ.

Next, we analyze how the flux ratio R varies with the global monopole parameter ϵ for a fixed charge. For ϵ close
to 1, Eq. (3.18) can be expanded as

R = exp

[
2π

√
2W (η)

G (η)

]
+

2
√
2πI (η)

G
3
2 (η)W (η)

exp

[
2π

√
2W (η)

G (η)

]
(1− ϵ) +O

(
(1− ϵ)2

)
, (3.20)

where W (η) =
√
9− 8η, G (η) = 3 +

√
9− 8η, and

I (η) = −32η2 + 6
(
5
√

9− 8η + 21
)
η − 27

(√
9− 8η + 3

)
. (3.21)

The sign of I(η) determines whether the flux ratio R increases or decreases with the global monopole parameter ϵ.
From the above equations, we find a critical value η0 = 27

32 (or equivalently, a critical charge Q0 = 3
√
6

8 M) such that
I(η0) = 0. Specifically, the flux ratio R increases with ϵ (i.e., decreases with the deficit angle) when η < η0, whereas
R decreases as ϵ increases (i.e., as the deficit angle decreases) when η > η0. This behavior is in sharp contrast to
the case without charge, where the flux ratio increases monotonically with the global monopole parameter, or as the
deficit angle decreases, as demonstrated numerically in Ref. [22].

We now numerically analyze the behavior of the flux ratio R over a broader parameter range. As shown in Fig. 4,
the critical value η0 = 27

32 ≈ 0.84 (indicated by the yellow dashed line) divides the parameter space into two distinct
regions. When the charge parameter η is less than η0, the flux ratio R decreases monotonically with the global
monopole parameter ϵ. In contrast, when η exceeds η0, the flux ratio R initially increases and then decreases as
ϵ increases. To illustrate these behaviors explicitly, we show the flux ratio as a function of the global monopole
parameter ϵ for a fixed charge in Fig. 5. From this figure, we observe that when the charge satisfies η ≤ 27

32 (i.e.,
the red and black lines), the flux ratio R increases as the global monopole parameter ϵ increases (i.e., as the deficit
angle decreases). However, when η > η0 (i.e., the blue line), the flux ratio R initially increases and then decreases.
Additionally, it can also be seen from Fig. 5 that, when the global monopole parameter ϵ is fixed, the flux ratio R
decreases as the charge (i.e., the parameter η) increases.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have investigated the gravitational lensing near a charged black hole with a global monopole
in the strong field limit, focusing on the interplay between charge and the global monopole on lensing observables.
Notably, the phenomena described here, such as the non-monotonic behavior of the angular separation, are particularly
intriguing when both charge and the global monopole’s deficit angle are large, with critical values identified for both
parameters (refer to the critical values for η and ϵ in the last section). However, astrophysical black holes are expected
to be nearly neutral, as any significant charge would likely be neutralized by surrounding matter. Furthermore, the
deficit angle caused by a global monopole is expected to be extremely small. In typical grand unification scenarios,
the parameter γ in the metric (3.1) characterizing the global monopole is on the order of ∼ 1016 GeV [20], leading to
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FIG. 4: The sign of the first-order partial derivative of the flux ratio R with respect to the global monopole
parameter ϵ, where positive values are shown in red and negative values in blue. The yellow line represents the

critical charge paremeter η0.
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FIG. 5: The dependence of flux ratio R on the deficit angle characterized by ϵ for fixed charge. The solid red, black,
purple, and blue lines correspond to charge parameter η = Q2/M2 with values of 0, 0.5, η0, and 1, respectively. The

inset shows an enlargement of the interval ϵ ∈ [0.195, 0.205].

a deficit angle ∆ = 32π2γ2 ∼ 4π × 10−5 rad, which is negligibly small. Consequently, the phenomena described in
this paper are unlikely to be observed in typical astrophysical black holes.

Nevertheless, there is growing interest in analogue gravity systems [23] as platforms for studying gravitational effects.
These systems, which use optical metamaterials or other artificial materials to mimic the behavior of spacetime, allow
for more flexibility in tuning parameters such as charge and deficit angle, which may be too small in natural systems.
In particular, the theory of transformation optics [25, 26] establishes a correspondence between the metric tensor
and the permittivity and permeability tensors of materials, enabling the design of optical metamaterials to mimic
astronomical phenomena. For instance, gravitational lensing effects have been experimentally visualized in such
systems [27]. In such optical metamaterials, the effective charge and deficit angle are not constrained to be small. In
particular, by using an artificial waveguide bounded with rotational metasurface, the nontrivial effects of a spacetime
topological defect have been experimentally emulated, and photon deflection in the topological waveguide has been
observed [28]. In this context, the phenomena predicted here may potentially be observed in analogue systems.
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V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have investigated the phenomenon of gravitational lensing near a charged black hole with a
global monopole, with particular focus on the effects of the black hole charge and the global monopole on key lensing
observables. We have derived the coefficients ā and b̄ that characterize the deflection angle of light. Based on these
results, we have investigated the effects of the global monopole and the black hole charge on two key observables
in gravitational lensing: the angular separation s between the first image and subsequent images, and the flux ratio
R, defined as the ratio of the flux intensity from the first image to the cumulative flux intensity of all other images.
We have derived analytical expressions for the observables s and R, and performed both analytical and numerical
analyses. The findings are summarized as follows:

For the angular separation s, we find that regardless of the value of the charge, s always decreases as the deficit
angle caused by the global monopole decreases. However, the behavior of s as a function of the charge is highly
dependent on the global monopole parameter. We identified three critical values of the global monopole parameter,
which divide the parameter space into four distinct regions. In these regions, the angular separation s can either
increase or decrease monotonically with charge, or exhibit more complex behaviors such as an initial decrease followed
by an increase, or a non-monotonic behavior with both a maximum and a minimum. These behaviors contrast sharply
with the monotonic increase in angular separation as a function of charge observed in the absence of a global monopole.

For the flux ratio R, we find that irrespective of the global monopole parameter, R always decreases as the charge
increases. However, the dependence of R on the global monopole parameter, or the deficit angle, varies with the
charge Q. A critical charge Q0 exists such that when the charge is smaller than this critical value, R increases as
the deficit angle caused by the global monopole decreases. In contrast, when the charge exceeds the critical value, R
initially increases and then decreases with decreasing deficit angle, exhibiting a maximum value. This behavior also
differs from the monotonically decreasing flux ratio as the deficit angle increases in the absence of charge.

These results demonstrate that in the strong field limit, the charge and global monopole interact in complex ways,
and their combined effects on the lensing observables cannot be attributed to the independent contributions of each
factor. The resulting lensing signatures provide a rich landscape for further exploration.

While the charge and global monopole deficit angle are expected to be small in typical astrophysical black holes, these
parameters are not constrained in analogue gravity systems. Therefore, the phenomena predicted here, including the
non-monotonic behavior of the angular separation and flux ratio, may potentially be observed in optical metamaterials
or other experimental setups designed to mimic black hole physics. These findings open up new avenues for testing
gravitational lensing effects in laboratory-based systems, offering the possibility of future experimental verification of
our theoretical predictions.
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Appendix A: The derivative of angular separation with respect to η

s(1, η) is given by:

s (1, η) =
M

DOL
√
w2 − 2w + η

[
8 (3w − 4η)

3

(w − η)
2

](
2
√
w − η −

√
3w − 4η

)2
exp

(
−3π

√
w2 − 2η

w

)
, (1)

where

w =
3 +

√
9− 8η

2
. (2)
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Taking the logarithmic derivative of s(1, η), we obtain

s̃(η) :=
DOL

8M

d ln s(1, η)

dη
=

(
16η + 4w + 4

√
w − η

√
3w − 4η − 33

)
2(η − 1)(8η − 9)

+

(
4
√
3w − 4η

√
w − η − 9

)
(w − 3)

2η(η − 1)(8η − 9)

− 18
√
2π [2 (2w + 3) η − 9w]

w2 (6w − 8η)
3/2

(2w − 3)

(3)

The trend of s̃ changing with η is shown in the Fig. 6. Obviously, s̃(η) is always positive.
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s

(η)

η

FIG. 6: The behavior of s̃(η) with η.

Appendix B: Explicit expressions for H(ϵ) and F (ϵ) in Eq. (3.16)

In this appendix, we provide the explicit expressions for H(ϵ) and F (ϵ) in Eq. (3.16). For convenience, we define
the following three functions:

h (ϵ) =
√
9− 8ϵ, (1)

f1 (ϵ) = 3 +
√
9− 8ϵ, (2)

and

f2 (ϵ) =
√

f1 (ϵ)− 2ϵ. (3)

The function H(ϵ) is given by

H (ϵ) =
2
√
2

f2 (ϵ)
5
ϵ3/2

[f1 (ϵ)h (ϵ)]
3
[√

f1 (ϵ)h (ϵ)− 2f2 (ϵ)
]2

exp

[
3
√
2π

√
ϵh (ϵ)

f1 (ϵ)

]
, (4)

and the function F (ϵ) takes the form

F (ϵ) = −
2
[√

f1 (ϵ)h (ϵ)− 2f2 (ϵ)
]

[f1 (ϵ)h (ϵ)]
3
2 f2 (ϵ)

7
ϵ7/2

[N1 (ϵ) +N2 (ϵ)] exp

[
3
√
2π

√
ϵh (ϵ)

f1 (ϵ)

]
, (5)

where

N1 (ϵ) = 4ϵ3h (ϵ)
3
f1 (ϵ)

4
f2 (ϵ)

[
(h (ϵ) + 2)

√
f1 (ϵ)h (ϵ)− (2h (ϵ) + 3) f2 (ϵ)

]
, (6)
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and

N2 (ϵ) =36π
√
2ϵ7/2

[√
f1 (ϵ)h (ϵ)− 2f2 (ϵ)

] [
8ϵ2 − (7h (ϵ) + 33) ϵ+ 9f1 (ϵ)

]
[f1 (ϵ)h (ϵ)]

2

+ 2ϵ3
[√

f1 (ϵ)h (ϵ)− 2f2 (ϵ)
] [

−32ϵ2 + 44 (h (ϵ) + 6) ϵ− 99f1 (ϵ)
]
[f1 (ϵ)h (ϵ)]

5/2
.

(7)

The numerical solution of F (ϵ1) = 0 gives ϵ1 ≈ 0.182669. To illustrate the behavior of F (ϵ) around ϵ1, we present
a plot of F (ϵ) in Fig. 7. From Fig. 7, it is evident that F (ϵ) > 0 when ϵ < ϵ1, while F (ϵ) < 0 when ϵ > ϵ1.
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FIG. 7: F (ϵ) as a function of the global monopole parameter ϵ. The abscissa of the zero point of the function is ϵ1.
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