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On the analytic generalization of particle deflection in the weak field regime and shadow size

in light of EHT constraints for Schwarzschild-like black hole solutions
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In this paper, an analytic generalization of the weak field deflection angle (WDA) is derived by utilizing
the current non-asymptotically flat generalization of the Gauss-Bonnet theorem. The derived formula is
valid for any Schwarzschild-like spacetime, which deviates from the classical Schwarzschild case through
some constant parameters. This work provided four examples in the context of bumblebee gravity
theory, and one example from a black hole surrounded with soliton dark matter, where some results are
new, and some agreed with existing literature. The WDA formula provided a simple calculation, where
approximations based on some conditions can be done directly on it, skipping the preliminary steps.
For the shadow size analysis, it is shown how it depends solely on the parameter associated with the
metric coefficient in the time coordinate. A general formula for the constrained parameter is also derived
based on the Event Horizon Collaboration (EHT) observational results. Finally, the work realized further
possible generalizations on other black hole models, such as RN-like, dS/AdS-like black hole solutions,
and even black hole solutions in higher dimensions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes are among the most enigmatic and fascinating objects in the universe. Defined by their event horizons,
beyond which no information can escape, they challenge our understanding of space, time, and the fundamental laws of
physics. Black holes are predicted by Einstein’s theory of General Relativity (GR), which describes them as regions where
the curvature of spacetime becomes so extreme that not even light can escape. The simplest model is described by the
Schwarzschild metric [1]. These celestial bodies are not just theoretical constructs; they are astrophysical realities that
manifest in various forms, from stellar-mass black holes formed by the collapse of massive stars to the recently discovered
supermassive black holes at the centers of galaxies [2–6].
One of the most profound implications of black hole physics is its impact on gravitational lensing, where light bends as it

passes near a massive object such as a black hole. Of particular interest is the weak deflection angle, pioneered by Gibbons
and Werner in 2008 for static and spherically symmetric spacetime (SSS), where they used a mathematical tool called
the Gauss-Bonnet theorem (GBT) to calculate the deflection angle using the integration of the Gaussian curvature of the
corresponding optical metric [7]. While the seminal work successfully calculates the weak deflection angle for asymptotically
flat spacetimes, the method fails on non-asymptotically flat spacetimes such as the Kottler spacetime. This problem has
been solved through the work of Ishihara et al. [8] by some change in the integration domain of the Gaussian curvature.
That is, by including the finite distance correction of the source and the receiver from the compact object, integrating
the Gaussian curvature does not result in divergence. The work is only applied, however, to photons. The formalism for
generalization to massive particles and examples can be seen from Refs. [9–15] to cite a few. Then, instead of using
the r → ∞ as part of the integration domain, a more simplified approach was developed by Li et al. [11] where the
photonsphere was used instead. It erases both the ambiguity of the radial distance near the center of the black hole and
the remote distance. It only involves the path of the light ray along the photonsphere, and the positions of the source and
the receiver. It has been used widely to calculate the weak deflection angles of both null and massive particles [16–25] to
probe parameters that cause deviation from the classical or standard black hole models or various astrophysical contexts.
Moreover, observing relativistic image formations due to lensing, it provides precise upper limits on the compactness of
massive, dark entities, which is independent of their mass and distance [26–33].
One of the aims of this paper is to derive a general formula for the weak deflection angle, which is valid in a specialized

case of Schwarzschild-like metric. Such a metric commonly occurs, for example, in black hole solutions under the bumblebee
gravity theory. In classical general relativity, Lorentz symmetrythe principle that the laws of physics are the same for all
observers, regardless of their relative velocity or orientationis a cornerstone. However, in some quantum gravity theories
[34–37], it’s hypothesized that this symmetry might be broken under certain conditions. The Bumblebee model introduces
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a vector field, commonly referred to as the ”Bumblebee field” that is usually denoted as ℓ, which acquires a nonzero
vacuum expectation value. This nonzero value breaks the Lorentz symmetry spontaneously, leading to modified gravitational
dynamics. The exact Schwarzschild-like solution in a bumblebee gravity model was derived in Ref. [38], and more extensions
to this current model arose and analyzed [39–47].
The black hole shadow is another key observational signature that has captured the attention of the scientific community.

It is the dark region in the apparent shape of a black hole, surrounded by a bright ring of light formed by photons orbiting
close to the event horizon before being bent away by the black hole’s gravity. The size and shape of the shadow provide direct
information about the geometry of the surrounding spacetime, making it a powerful probe of the underlying gravitational
theory. For instance, the Event Horizon Telescope’s groundbreaking imaging of the shadow of the supermassive black hole
M87* and Sgr. A* marked a significant milestone in black hole astrophysics [2–6].
In addition to the weak deflection angle formula that will be derived in this paper, a general formula for the shadow

radius will also be sought in an attempt to analyze a wide range of black hole models in the Schwarzschild-like solution.
The formula will also be connected to the EHT observational constraints to directly and quickly find constraints to the
parameter being investigated.
The paper is organized as follows: In Sect. III, we applied the non-asymptotic generalization of the Gauss-Bonnet

theorem to derive the general formula for the weak deflection angle. In Sect. II, we derived the general formula for the
black hole shadow with the EHT constraint parameter. In Sect. IV, we provide examples where these formulas are applied
in various Schwarzschild-like black hole solutions. Finally, in Sect. V, final remarks and future research directions are stated.
Throughout the paper, G = c = 1 is used, and the metric signature is (−,+,+,+).

II. SHADOW AND ANALYTIC CONSTRAINTS OF A SCHWARZSCHILD-LIKE SPACETIME

Let us consider a spacetime metric that is static and spherically symmetric:

dχ2 = −A(r)dt2 +B(r)dr2 + C(r)
(

dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2
)

. (1)

Without loss of generality, such a metric reduces to a 1 + 2 dimensionality as one specializes at θ = π/2, leading to

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +B(r)dr2 + C(r)dφ2. (2)

Next, we assume a Schwarzschild-like configuration of the metric function by introducing some constants ζ and χ:

A(r) = ζ2 − 2m

r
, B(r) = χ2A(r)−1, C(r) = r2, (3)

where m can be characteristically defined as the black hole mass. If one takes ζ = χ = 1, it is easy to see how the metric
reduces to the standard Schwarzschild black hole metric.
Inspecting A(r) in Eq. (3), one can assign any value for ζ. For instance, if ζ = 1, the Schwarzschild case is recovered

if we also assume χ = 1. Otherwise, depending on the expression for χ, we have a certain Schwarzschild-like case such as
that in Bumblebee theory where χ =

√
1− ℓ, where ℓ is the Lorentz-violating parameter. If we consider the Newtonian

limit to be preserved [48] while exploring values of ζ other than 1, we can study the approximation ζ → 1. Such a case
implies a small deviation from the Schwarzschild case. It is also important to point out that ζ may be negative, but such a
case will make the metric ill-defined [48] if we chose the definition A(r) = ζ − 2m/r. Choosing ζ2 in A(r) allows negative
values and never makes the metric to be ill-defined.

The shadow analysis of any black hole model depends on the null geodesics, that is, on photons’ motion around the
black hole. The analysis is also less intricate than the derivation of the weak deflection angle. For the complete review of
the formalism, see Ref. [49]. To derive the black hole shadow radius, we only need the expression for the photonsphere
radius, and the critical impact parameter. Following Ref. [28, 49, 50] and using Eq. (2), the photonsphere radius can be
solved via

A(r)′r2 − 2A(r)r = 2ζ2r − 6m = 0, (4)

where the notation ′ denotes differentiation with respect to r. It simply results to

rph =
3m

ζ2
. (5)

The photonsphere radius is seen to be independent of the parameter χ. Using this, the critical impact parameter is found
as

b2crit =
C(rph)

A(rph)
=

27m2

ζ6
. (6)
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Then, we find the exact expression for the radius of the invisible shadow as

Rsh = bcrit
√

A(robs) =

√

27m2

ζ6

(

ζ2 − 2m

robs

)

. (7)

At the location very far from the black hole robs → ∞, which is applicable to more realistic scenarios,

Rsh ∼ 3
√
3
m

ζ2
− 3

√
3

m2

ζ4robs
+O

(

r−2
obs

)

. (8)

We should then note that the shadow analysis does not force us to do any approximation in ζ, and shows its independence
in χ. Thus, the shadow analysis permits any values for ζ. For instance, setting ζ = 1 above shows the shadow radius for
the Schwarzschild black hole. Setting ζ = 0 makes the shadow radius undefined, making any theory about it irrelevant.
Interestingly, setting ζ < 0 still allows the formation of the shadow. Lastly, the shadow tends to get bigger as ζ gets smaller,
and vice versa.
The EHT collaboration, as well as other researchers, imposed uncertainties in the shadow radius measurement relative

to the Schwarzschild case. At 2σ level of significance [51], the bounds for Sgr. A* is 4.209M ≤ RSch ≤ 5.560M . As for
M87*, it is 4.313M ≤ RSch ≤ 6.079M at 1σ level [52]. Let δ represent the difference between upper (or lower) bounds
and RSchw. Then we can calculate constraint in the parameter ζ as

ζ = ± 33/4
√
m

√

3
√
3m+ δ

. (9)

As we shall see in the next section, the weak deflection angle allows us to constrain χ, a feature that is not present in
the black hole shadow analysis.

III. WEAK DEFLECTION ANGLE OF A SCHWARZSCHILD-LIKE SPACETIME

To study the weak deflection angle, we utilize the non-asymptotic version of the Gauss-Bonnet theorem in the calculation
of the weak deflection angle [11]:

Θ =

∫∫

R
rph

�S
rph

KdS + φRS, (10)

to include the effect of the finite distance of the source S and the receiver R. To generalize further, we use the Jacobi
metric to include the deflection angle of massive particles of mass µ:

dl2 = gijdx
idxj = (E2 − µ2A(r))

(

B(r)

A(r)
dr2 +

C(r)

A(r)
dφ2

)

. (11)

Here, E = (1− v2)1/2. It was also shown in Ref. [11], using the photonsphere radius rph as one of the integration domains
of the quadrilateral in Eq. (10), that the equation below applies to both massive and null particles:

Θ =

∫ φR

φS

∫ r(φ)

rph

K
√
g dr dφ+ φRS. (12)

From the above equation, φRS = φR − φS, where φR = π − φS. Furthermore, K is the Gaussian curvature and g is the
determinant of the Jacobi metric, defined as follows:

K =
1
√
g

[

∂

∂φ

(√
g

grr
Γφ
rr

)

− ∂

∂r

(√
g

grr
Γφ
rφ

)]

= − 1
√
g

[

∂

∂r

(√
g

grr
Γφ
rφ

)]

, (13)

and

g =
(E2 − µ2A(r))B(r)C(r)

A(r)2
. (14)

Due to Eq. (11), we can see that Γφ
rr = 0. The consequence of using rph is then [11]

[
∫

K
√
gdr

] ∣

∣

∣

∣

r=rph

= 0, (15)
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leading to

∫ r(φ)

rph

K
√
gdr = −

A(r)
(

E2 −A(r)
)

C′ − E2C(r)A(r)′

2A(r) (E2 −A(r))
√

B(r)C(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=r(φ)

. (16)

The calculation of the integral in Eq. (16) requires the orbit equation since due to the upper bound of the integration
limit. By setting u = r−1,

F (u) ≡
(

du

dϕ

)2

=
C(u)2u4

A(u)B(u)

[

(

E

J

)2

−A(u)

(

1

J2
+

1

C(u)

)

]

, (17)

where J = Evb, which is the angular momentum of the particle. Also, note that b is defined as the impact parameter. To
reduce clutter, we maintain the variables E and J for now. The above results to

(

du

dϕ

)2

=
E2

χ2J2
− ζ2

χ2J2
+

2mu

χ2J2
− u2ζ2

χ2
+

2u3m

χ2
. (18)

The next goal is to find the closest approach u(φ). For a circular orbit, the condition
(

du
dϕ

)2

= 0 must apply. It leads to

u =
1

b
− ζ − 1

v2b
. (19)

Note that the approximation ζ → 1 is necessary for two reasons. First, we are interested in black holes where the Newtonian
limit should be preserved. Second, the analytic expression will become highly complicated without such an approximation.
Thus, as a result, it is understood here that ζ must now take values that are slightly lower or higher than 1. Proceeding,
we know that u is a function of φ, and the equation above does not explicitly show this. We differentiate Eq. (18) again
and solve the resulting differential equation, resulting to

u(φ) =
1

b
sin

(

ζ φ

χ

)

− ζ − 1

v2b
. (20)

We see that φ in the argument of the sine function is scaled by the ratio of ζ and χ. Next, we assume a coefficient that is
coupled linearly with m, say, p, and implement the iteration method to complete the function u(φ). We guess that

u(φ) =
1

b
sin

(

ζ φ

χ

)

− ζ − 1

v2b
+ pm, (21)

and plug this into the orbit equation in Eq. (18). The result is

u(φ) =
1

b
sin

(

ζ φ

χ

)

+
m

b2v2

[

1 + v2 cos

(

ζ φ

χ

)]

−
(

1

b
+

4m

b2

)

c− 1

v2
. (22)

Using Eq. (22) and going back to Eq. (16),

∫ r(φ)

rph

K
√
gdr ∼

(

2E2 − 1
)

m

(E2 − 1) bχ
sin

(

φ

χ

)

− 1

χ
− ζ − 1

χ
−O [(ζ − 1)m] . (23)

It is surprising how the process naturally removes the parameter ζ as an argument in the sine function, implying that
approximation in χ may not necessarily be facilitated. Next, we integrate the above resulting to:

∫ φR

φS

∫ r(φ)

rph

K
√
g dr dφ ∼ −

(

2E2 − 1
)

m

(E2 − 1) b
cos

(

φ

χ

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

φR

φS

− φRS

χ
− (ζ − 1)φRS

χ
+ C +O [(ζ − 1)m] , (24)

which now require φ to be solved. Using Eq. (22),

φ =
χ

ζ
arcsin(bu) +

χ

ζ

[

v2
(

b2u2 − 1
)

− 1
]

m
√
1− b2u2 b v2

+
χ

ζ

(ζ − 1)

v2
√
1− b2u2

−O
[

χ

ζ
(ζ − 1)m

]

. (25)
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From here on, we will assume that the finite distance from the black hole of the source and the receiver are equal. It
requires us write φS = ϕ for brevity. Since the cosine function appeared in Eq. (24),

cos

(

ϕ

χ

)

=
√

1− b2u2 −
u
(

v2
(

b2u2 − 1
)

− 1
)

m
√
1− b2u2 v2

+
bu

(

arcsin(bu) v2
√
1− b2u2 − 1

)

(ζ − 1)

v2
√
1− b2u2

+O [(ζ − 1)m] . (26)

Furthermore, we can apply the following property and definition for ϕRS:

cos

(

π − ϕ

χ

)

= − cos

(

ϕ

χ

)

, φRS = π − 2ϕ. (27)

Using Eq. (12), the weak deflection angle is derived as

Θ ∼
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

cos
(

ϕ
χ

)

v2b
+

[

χ

ζ
(π − 2ϕ)

(

ζ

χ
− 1

)]

+O [(ζ − 1)m] . (28)

Note that the equation above is still incomplete. Plugging Eqs. (25) and (26) to Eq. (28), we find

Θ ∼
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

v2b

[

√

1− b2u2 +

(

arcsin(bu)− 1

v2
√
1− b2u2

)

bu(ζ − 1)

]

−
[

π − 2 arcsin(bu)− 2 (ζ − 1)

v2
√
1− b2u2

−
2m

[

v2
(

b2u2 − 1
)

− 1
]

√
1− b2u2 b v2

]

(

1− χ

ζ

)

−O [(ζ − 1)m] . (29)

The equation above is general for any Schwarzschild-like black hole spacetime since it both facilitates the finite-distance
correction of the source and receiver, and the deflection angle of massive particles. Note that the finite-distance correction
is of tremendous importance if the spacetime is non-asymptotically flat. In the far approximation, however, where u → 0,
Eq. (29) reduces to

Θmassive ∼
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

bv2
−
{

π − 2

v2

[

ζ − 1− m(v2 + 1)

b

]}(

1− χ

ζ

)

+O [(ζ − 1)m] . (30)

For massless particles such as photons, where v = 1, we obtain the following simplified expression:

Θphoton ∼ 4m

b
−
[

π − 2

(

ζ − 1− 2m

b

)](

1− χ

ζ

)

+O [(ζ − 1)m] . (31)

It is easy to see how this formula will reduce to the Schwarzschild case when ζ = χ = 1.

A. Solar System Test

In the weak field regime, it is possible to use the solar system test to constrain parameters coming from the weak
deflection angle expression such as in Eq. (31). In the parametrized post-Newtonian formalism (PPN), the deflection angle
of light reads [53]

ΘPPN
⋍

4M⊙

R⊙

(

n±∆

2

)

, (32)

where n = 1.9998, and ∆ = 0.0003 [54]. Here, ∆ represents the uncertainty found on the curvature of spacetime caused
by the Sun’s gravity (M⊙ = 1476.61 m, R⊙ = 6.96× 108 m). Note that ΘPPN is given in radians, and is linked to solar
system observations of light bending around the Sun, especially from astrometric measurements like the Very Long Baseline
Array (VLBA) [54]. Comparison of Eq. (32) and Eq. (31), we can yield some constraints in χ given as

χ ∼ ζ +
2M⊙ (n+∆− 2) [(π + 2) ζ − 1]

π2R⊙

+O(M2
⊙). (33)

Even if we use the solar system test with consideration for the Sun as the compact object, take note that Eq. (33) is also
valid for supermassive black holes as long as the observational parameter (n±∆) is given.
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B. Einstein ring

The Einstein ring, denoted by θE measured in µas, is an observable associated with the weak deflection angle. The
position of the weak field images under the thin lens approximation is found as [55]

DRS tanβ =
DR sin θE −DS sin(Θ

photon − θE)

cos(Θphoton − θE)
, (34)

where DS and DR are the distance of the source and the receiver respectively from the lensing object that is assumed to
be far away and equidistant. Then, DRS = DR +DS. The condition β = 0 enforces the formation of the Einstein ring:

θE =
DS

DRS

Θphoton. (35)

Furthermore, under the assumption that the Einstein ring is very small, then the impact parameter can be approximated
as b ∼ DR sin θE ∼ DRθE. Assuming DS = DR, DRS = 2DR, and DR → ∞, we find

θE ∼ 4m

[π + 2(1− ζ)] (ζ/χ− 1)DR

−O(D−2
R ). (36)

Similar to PPN formalism, let us assume that there is a constrain for θE:

θE ∼
√

2m

DR

C, (37)

where C related to some uncertainty found from some astronomical observations. Then, comparing the above equation
with Eq. (36), one could find constraints in χ:

χ ∼ ζ − 2 [(π + 2) ζ − 2]

π2C

√

2m

DR

+O(D−1
R ). (38)

We remark that the above formula is only useful if both C and ζ are known, where ζ → 1 is carried out from some weak
field test for black holes.
In the next section, we will apply the derived equations to some examples of Schwarzschild-like black hole solutions. The

most prominent is the application of the bumblebee gravity to obtain the Schwarzschild-like metric. Also, some dark matter
models, such as that of solitonic dark matter, yield a Schwarzschild-like black hole solution.

IV. EXAMPLES IN SCHWARZSCHILD-LIKE BLACK HOLE SOLUTIONS

A. Example 1

In the Schwarzschild-like black hole in the bumblebee gravity model [38], the metric functions are

A(r) = 1− 2m

r
, B(r) = (1 + ℓ)A(r)−1, C(r) = r2, (39)

where ℓ is the Lorentz violating parameter. Thus, we can write ζ = 1, and χ =
√
1 + ℓ. For the shadow, since ζ = 1 and

the shadow radius is independent of χ. Therefore, Rsh = RSchw, and we cannot probe the Lorentz-violating parameter
using the EHT constraints.
It then indicates how convenient the weak deflection angle is in probing parameters restricted in the shadow analysis.

Using Eq. (29) gives

Θ =
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

v2b

√

1− b2u2 −
{

π − 2 arcsin(bu)−
2m

[

(−1 + v2
(

b2u2 − 1
)]

√
1− b2u2 b v2

}

(

1−
√
1 + ℓ

)

. (40)

In the approximation u → 0, the massive particle deflection angle is found as

Θmassive =
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

v2b
−
[

π +
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

b v2

]

(

1−
√
1 + ℓ

)

. (41)
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For photons where v = 1, we obtain

Θphoton =
4m

b
−
(

π +
4m

b

)

(

1−
√
1 + ℓ

)

= π
(√

1 + ℓ− 1
)

+
4m

√
1 + ℓ

b
, (42)

which is consistent with what was found in [11, 56, 57]. We should note that we do not need to implement the approximation
ℓ → 0. Next, implementing solar system test through Eq. (33), we find

ℓ ∼ 4 (n+∆− 2)M⊙

πR⊙

+O(R−2
⊙ ). (43)

Hence, the Lorentz-violating parameter is constrained through the bounds

−1.35× 10−9 ≤ ℓ ≤ 2.70× 10−10. (44)

B. Example 2

Next, we consider the Schwarzschild-like black hole in the bumblebee gravity model with the Kalb-Ramond field (or KR
field) [58]:

A(r) =
1

1− ℓ
− 2m

r
, B(r) = A(r)−1, C(r) = r2. (45)

Again, ℓ is the Lorentz-violating parameter. We can then write ζ = 1/
√
1− ℓ, and χ = 1. We can expect that ℓ can be

constrained through the shadow analysis. Using Eq. (7), it is given exactly as

Rsh =
3
√
3m

(1− ℓ)3/2

√

(

1

1− ℓ
− 2m

robs

)

. (46)

In the far approximation, where robs → ∞,

Rsh ∼ 3
√
3m (1− ℓ) +

3
√
3m2 (1− ℓ)2

k
−O(r−2

obs). (47)

We find the constraint in ℓ as

ℓ = −δ
√
3

9m
. (48)

For M87*, where δ = ±0.883m, ℓ is bounded as −0.17 ≤ ℓ ≤ 0.17. For Sgr. A*, −0.364 ≤ δ ≤ 0.987. Hence,
−0.190 ≤ ℓ ≤ 0.070.
Next, we analyze the weak deflection angle. In this case, however, we require the approximation ℓ → 0. The result for

Eq. (29) is

Θ ∼
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

v2b

(

√

1− b2u2
)

+

{

arcsin(bu)− π

2
+

(

−1 + v2
(

b2u2 − 1
))

m
√
−b2u2 + 1 b v2

+

(

v2 + 1
)

mu

v2

(

arcsin(bu)− 1

v2
√
−b2u2 + 1

)

}

ℓ+O(ℓ2). (49)

In the far approximation, we obtained

Θmassive ∼
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

v2b
−
(

π

2
+

(1 + v2)m

bv2

)

ℓ+O(ℓ2), (50)

and for the case of deflection angle due to photons,

Θphoton ∼ 4m

b
− πℓ

b
− 2mℓ

b
+O(ℓ2). (51)
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Finally, we constrain ℓ using the solar system test. Interestingly, using Eq. (33) and doing the necessary approximations,
we find

ℓ ∼ −4 (n+∆− 2)M⊙

πR⊙

−O(R−2
⊙ ). (52)

We see that the only difference of the above expression to Eq. (43) is the sign. Hence, the Lorentz-violating parameter is
constrained in the same way as in Eq. (44).

C. Example 3

In a bumblebee black hole with a global monopole, the metric functions are [59]

A(r) = 1− 8πη2 − 2m

r
, B(r) = (1 + L)A(r)−1, C(r) = r2, (53)

where L is the LSB parameter, and η is the parameter related to the global monopole. For the shadow analysis, we expect
that it will not depend on the parameter L. The exact expression is

Rsh =
3
√
3m

(1− 8π η2)
3/2

√

1− 8π η2 − 2m

robs
. (54)

When robs → ∞, the expression becomes

Rsh ∼ 3
√
3m

1− 8πη2
− 3

√
3m2

(1− 8πη2)2robs
−O(r−2

obs). (55)

Then, constraint in the weak field limit is found using Eq. (9):

η = ±1

4

√

2δ

π(3
√
3m+ δ)

. (56)

Using the bounds for δ, the bounds on η for M87* are 0.076 ≤ η ≤ 0.090 and for Sgr. A*, 0.055 ≤ η ≤ 0.080.
Next, we derive the formula for the weak deflection angle where one should note the approximation ζ → 1.

Θ =
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

v2b

(

√

1− b2u2
)

−
{

π − 2 arcsin(bu)−
2
(

−1 + v2
(

b2u2 − 1
))

m
√
−b2u2 + 1 b v2

}

(

1−
√
1 + L

)

+ 4π

{

π − 2 arcsin(bu)−
2
(

−1 + v2
(

b2u2 − 1
))

m
√
−b2u2 + 1 b v2

}

√
1 + Lη2 −

8πη2
(

1−
√
1 + L

)

v2
√
−b2u2 + 1

−
8π

(

v2 + 1
)

muη2

v2

[

arcsin(bu)− 1

v2
√
−b2u2 + 1

]

+O(η4). (57)

In the far approximation, we obtained

Θmassive ∼
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

v2b
−
[

π +
2
(

v2 + 1
)

m

b v2

]

(

1−
√
1 + L

)

+

{

4

[

π +
2
(

v2 + 1
)

m

b v2

]

π
√
1 + L−

8π
(

1−
√
1 + L

)

v2

}

η2 +O(η4), (58)

and for the case of deflection angle due to photons,

Θphoton ∼ π
(√

1− L− 1
)

+
4m

√
1− L

b
+ 4π η2

[

π
√
1 + L+ 2

(√
1 + L− 1

)]

+
16mη2π

√
1 + L

b
+O(η4), (59)

which is quite a worked-out equation. Here, we see that the form of the first two terms is similar to that found in Eq. (42).
Now, we find constraints for L using the solar system test. We found through the strong field analysis (through the

shadow constraints) that η is close to zero, which may indicate that it will be vanishingly small in the weak field regime.
Hence, to simplify the constraints through the solar system test, we set η = 0. One can verify that the result would be the
same as Eq. (43), giving the same bounds in eq. (44).
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D. Example 4

In an Einstein-Hilbert-Bumblebee (EHB) gravity around global monopole field µ̄, the Schwarzschild-like black hole solution
is described by the following metric coefficients [60]:

A(r) = 1− µ̄− 2m

r
, B(r) = (1 + ℓ)A(r)−1, C(r) = r2. (60)

We could then write ζ =
√
1− µ̄, and χ =

√
1 + ℓ as usual. For this model then, the shadow analysis gives the exact

shadow radius:

Rsh =
3
√
3m

(1− µ̄)
3/2

√

1− µ̄− 2m

robs
, (61)

showing independence in the parameter ℓ. In the far approximation,

Rsh ∼ 3
√
3m

1− µ̄
− 3

√
3m2

(1− µ̄)2robs
−O(r−2

obs), (62)

and with the EHT constraints,

µ̄ =
δ

3
√
3m+ δ

. (63)

With the values δ assigned for M87* and Sgr. A*, the bounds for µ̄ are −0.205 ≤ µ̄ ≤ 0.145 and −0.075 ≤ µ̄ ≤ 0.160,
respectively.
We then derived the weak deflection angle with finite-distance correction as

Θ ∼
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

v2b

(

√

1− b2u2
)

−
{

π − 2 arcsin(bu)−
2
(

−1 + v2
(

b2u2 − 1
))

m
√
−b2u2 + 1 b v2

}

(

1−
√
1 + ℓ

)

+

{

π − 2 arcsin(bu)−
2
(

−1 + v2
(

b2u2 − 1
))

m
√
−b2u2 + 1 b v2

}

µ̄
√
1 + ℓ

2
−

µ̄
(

1−
√
1 + ℓ

)

v2
√
−b2u2 + 1

−
(

v2 + 1
)

muµ̄

v2

[

arcsin(bu)− 1

v2
√
−b2u2 + 1

]

+O(µ̄2). (64)

In the approximation u → 0, the massive particle deflection angle is

Θmassive ∼
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

v2b
−
[

π +
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

b v2

]

(

1−
√
1 + ℓ

)

+

{√
1 + ℓ

2

[

π +
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

b v2

]

− 1−
√
1 + ℓ

v2

}

µ̄+O(µ̄2). (65)

For photons where v = 1, we obtain

Θphoton ∼ π
(√

1 + ℓ− 1
)

+
4m

√
1 + ℓ

b
+ µ̄

√
1 + ℓ

[(

π

2
+

2m

b
+ 1

)

− 1

]

+O(µ̄2). (66)

Note, how it again retrieves the original first two terms from the bumble bee BH solution, and obtains the correction due
to the topological defect parameter µ̄. With the same arguments for constraining ℓ as in Example 3, it can be concluded
that we should find the same bounds for ℓ as given in Eq. (44).

E. Example 5

In Ref. [61], the metric functions of a black hole surrounded with dark matter from the quantum wave model (or solitonic
dark matter) are

A(r) = 1− 4πk

7αrc
− 2m

r
, B(r) = A(r)−1, C(r) = r2. (67)
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Here, k is the mass parameter of the solitonic dark matter (as a fraction of the black hole mass), α = 8
√
2 − 1 ∼ 0.09051

is a constant derived from the half-density comoving core radius rc. Thereby, we write ζ =
√

1− 4πk
7αrc

, and χ = 1. Under

the influence of the solitonic dark matter, the exact expression for the shadow radius is

Rsh =
3
√
3m

(

1− 4πk
7αrc

)3/2

√

1− 4πk

7αrc
− 2m

robs
. (68)

In the approximation robs → ∞,

Rsh ∼ 3
√
3m

1− 4πk
7αrc

− 3
√
3m2

(

1− 4πk
7αrc

)2

robs

−O(r−2
obs), (69)

and the constraint to the ratio of dark matter mass k and solitonic core rc is given as

k

rc
=

7αδ

4π(3
√
3m+ δ)

. (70)

Then, we should find for M87* and Sgr. A* that µ̄ are −0.010 ≤ µ̄ ≤ 0.007 and −0.004 ≤ µ̄ ≤ 0.008, respectively. Note
that the upper bounds must be chosen for physical standpoint.
Next, we examine the weak deflection angle. Eq. (29) then reduces to

Θ ∼
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

v2b

(

√

1− b2u2
)

+

{

π − 2 arcsin(bu)−
2
(

−1 + v2
(

b2u2 − 1
))

m
√
−b2u2 + 1 b v2

}

2πk

7αrc

−
4πmuk

(

v2 + 1
)

7αrcv2

[

arcsin(bu)− 1

v2
√
−b2u2 + 1

]

+O(µ̄2). (71)

In the far approximation,

Θmassive ∼
2m

(

v2 + 1
)

v2b
+

2πk

7αrc

[

2m(1 + v2)

bv2

]

+O(k2), (72)

and for the case of deflection angle due to photons,

Θphoton ∼ 4m

b
+

2π2k

7αrc
+

8πkm

7αrcb
++O(k2) (73)

It is consistent, and a more concise version of the expression found in [61], where it is seen that dark matter effects increase
the weak deflection angle. Finally, we can use the solar system test to potentially detect the solitonic dark matter. We find
that

k

rc
∼ 7 (n+∆− 2)M⊙α

π2R⊙

+O(R−2
⊙ ), (74)

which gives the bounds −6.81×10−11 ≤ k/rc ≤ 1.36×10−11. It indicates that the dark matter content in the solar system
is so low, as compared to the upper bounds found for black holes.

V. CONCLUSIONS

It is without a doubt that the non-asymptotic generalization of the GBT using the photonsphere as part of its integration
domain is beautiful in its own right. This work has shown its utility by deriving a general formula for the weak deflection
angle, which is valid for a specific class of black hole solution - the Schwarzschild-like solution. Such a remarkable example
is the black hole solution due to the bumblebee gravity model, and some cases of solution for black holes surrounded with
dark matter. Furthermore, a general formula for the shadow radius with EHT constraints was added, adding more to the
scope of the study. Five examples were shown that directly use the derived formulas, which skip the preliminary calculations
such as that of the Gaussian curvature, the orbit equation, or the separation angle. Thus, the formula is valid for any



11

recognizable Schwarzschild-like solution as long as the parameters ζ and χ are constants and coordinate independent. It is
also important to remark that to this date, no deflection angle formula is expressed directly in terms of the metric functions.
As a final remark, it became clear in the derivation of the weak field deflection how it forces the approximation of the

parameter ζ, but not necessarily on χ. The latter is also shown to be independent of the shadow radius calculation. In the
calculation of the weak deflection angle, the approximation on χ is necessary if the parameter where it depends is the same
as ζ. It is also interesting how the parameter associated with ζ is automatically approximated to the weak field regime as
one uses the bounds of uncertainties for the shadow radius as reported by the EHT collaboration.
There are several research directions based on the results presented in this paper. These are possible extensions to

(1) Schwarzschild-like solution in higher dimensional case, (2) the stationary axisymmetric (SAS) case, and (3) solutions
that involve black hole charge Q (RN-like solutions) and the cosmological constant Λ (dS/AdS-like solutions). The 3rd
suggestion is a work in progress since the derived formulas here were only valid for Schwarzschild-like solutions in four
dimensions.
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