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We analyze gravitational lensing and their cast images from thin-disks in shadow observations of
a family of spherically symmetric black hole solutions previously derived within the framework of
Loop Quantum Gravity. Such black holes depend on two parameters (besides the mass of the black
hole itself), P and a0, the latter imbuing the configurations with an interior wormhole structure.
Using the bounds from the Event Horizon Telescope regarding the shadow’s radius of Sgr A∗ that
constrain the parameter P ≲ 0.08(2σ) (at a0 = 0), we study the modifications to weak and strong
gravitational lensing induced by these geometries as compared to the Schwarzschild black hole within
this range. In particular, we discuss several observables in the strong field regime related to the
luminosity decay, the angular separation, and the flux ratio between multiples images of the source.
Furthermore, we consider the cast images of these black holes when illuminated by a geometrically
and optically thin accretion disk according to several semi-analytic profiles for the disk’s emission.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most astonishing facts about Einstein’s
General Relativity (GR) is that the space-time geome-
try bends not only trajectories of massive particles but
also those of light. This was actually the first test that
gave experimental support to GR via Sobral and Edding-
ton’s observations of the deflection of light passing by the
Sun in 1919’s eclipse (see [1] for an historical account). In
more modern times, this deflection of light has become
a powerful tool for testing the nature of compact bod-
ies in astrophysics [2–12], and finds also many applica-
tions within cosmology (see [13] for a detailed account of
such applications). Indeed, since the gravitational lens-
ing effect is greatly exaggerated near compact bodies such
as neutron stars and black holes, a variety of methods
has been developed in order to address this challenge,
starting with the seminal work by Bozza to extract ob-
servables of black holes in the strong-field gravitational
regime [14].

On the other hand, when the main source of light
around a compact enough body (typically a black hole) is
provided by the accretion disk surrounding it, the gener-
alization of light deflection of a single ray towards a whole
bunch of them leads to new physical observables within
the field of the so-called shadows [15]. The measurement,
by the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) Collaboration, of
the image of the supermassive objects at the heart of
the M87 [16] and Milky Way galaxies [17], are broadly
consistent with the expectation of a rotating black hole
surrounded by a magnetized, super-heated plasma, the
link between observation and theory provided by the nu-
merical resolution within General Relativistic Magneto-
Hydrodynamic (GRMHD) simulations of the accretion
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flow. In turn, this further bolsters our confidence on the
validity of GR to describe these extreme phenomena.
From a theoretical perspective, the theorems on

uniqueness, combined with the no-hair conjecture, tell
us that the most general asymptotically flat, station-
ary black hole within GR is given by the Kerr family
[18, 19], solely described by mass and angular momen-
tum (augmented to the Kerr-Newman family when an
electric charge is included, though such a charge is typ-
ically regarded as negligible for any astrophysical appli-
cation). However, black holes within GR are doomed
to hold a space-time singularity inside them, as given
by the fact that some sets of geodesics unavoidably be-
come incomplete (for a review and discussion of this topic
see [20]). As singularities undermine the predictability
of GR, a great deal of activity has been carried out in
the literature to supersede GR on its strong-field regime,
where supposed quantum-gravity effects should arise to
resolve space-time singularities and this way restore the
full predictability of the theory. This should be met, in
the observational side, with casting specific predictions
for astrophysical bodies that could be compared to those
of GR ones [21], for instance via gravitational lensing,
shadows, gravitational waves, and so on.
The main aim of this work is to study the modifica-

tions to the geodesic lensing in relation to its applica-
tions to shadow images, of a family of asymptotically
flat, spherically symmetric solutions derived in Ref. [22]
and framed within one of the main proponents to quan-
tize gravity: Loop Quantum Gravity (LQG) [23]. This
is a non-perturbative quantization of GR which has had
several successes within the singularity resolution prob-
lem, see e.g. [24, 25]. The modified metric employed here
depends on two theory’s parameters (besides the mass of
the black hole itself), P and a0, playing different roles
in the structure of the corresponding solutions. We shall
characterize the weak and strong deflection limits of this
geometry, and study the evolution of several observables
associated to multiple images for values of P within the
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interval P ≲ 0.08, resulting from the inferred shadow ra-
dius of Sgr A∗ [26], the radio source of the supermassive
object at the heart of our Milky Way galaxy, found within
2σ uncertainty (and assuming a0 = 0) [27]. Such ob-
servables are the Lyapunov exponent of unstable bound
geodesics, and the angular separation and flux ratio of
multiple images. For the shadow images, we shall gener-
ate full images using a geometrically and infinitesimally
thin model of the disk, emitting monochromatically in
the disk’s frame using several semi-analytic profiles, and
compute the ratio of intensities between the first and sec-
ond photon rings of highly-bent light trajectories around
LQG black holes, discussing how they relate to theo-
retical computations based on the Lyapunov exponent
above.

This work is organized as follows. In Sec. II we in-
troduce the LQG black hole solutions we are interested
in. In Sec. III we consider the equations of null geodesic
motion and particularize them for LQG black holes on
the weak and strong field regimes. Some observables as-
sociated to such black holes are discussed in Sec. IV, and
full images of thin accretion disk are generated in Sec. V.
We finally depict our conclusion in Sec. VI.

II. LOOP QUANTUM GRAVITY BLACK
HOLES

A. Line element

For the purposes of casting the theoretical framework
of this work we shall consider a static, spherically sym-
metric line element suitably written as

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +B(r)dr2 + C(r)dΩ2 (1)

where {A(r), B(r), C(r)} are general coefficients that de-
pend on r only, while dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2 is the
line element on the two-spheres. We point out that
while it is always possible to redefine the coordinate r
as B(r)dr2 = dx2/A(x) to get rid of the function B(r)
in the above line element in terms of the function A(r),
such a change usually typically spoils a simple represen-
tation for the function C(r), whose non-trivial behaviour
(when present) gives rise to new interesting possibilities
departing from canonical black holes.

In [22] a particular functional form for such coefficients
was found, derived from LQG, and given by

A(r) =
(r − r+)(r − r−)(r + r∗)

2

r4 + a02
(2)

B(r) =
(r4 + a0

2)(r + r∗)
2

(r − r+)(r − r−)r4
(3)

C(r) = r2
(
1 +

a0
2

r4

)
(4)

where the parameters characterizing them are given by

r+ = 2m (5)

r− = 2mP 2 (6)

r∗ =
√
r+r− = 2mP (7)

The theory thus has two new scales: a0 and P . The
first scale implements a bouncing behaviour in the radial
function C(r), something that it is typically interpreted
as the signal of a wormhole structure. The second scale
is defined as

P =

√
1 + γ2δ2 − 1√
1 + γ2δ2 + 1

(8)

where γ and δ are the so-called Barbero-Immirzi param-
eter and polymer parameters, respectively, names remi-
niscent on the quantization approach followed in the cor-
responding implementation of LQG ideas. For the sake
of our study, we are only concerned about the value and
constraints on P (taking a0 = 0 to deal with modified
black holes rather than wormholes), which therefore shall
take as a free parameter in our analysis.
On the other hand, the mass parameter m (which ap-

pears as an integration constant of the field equations)
can be related to the ADM mass of the system by per-
forming series expansions in the r → ∞ limit as

gtt ≈ 1 −2m

r
(1− P )2 +O

(
1

r2

)
(9)

grr ≈ 1 +
2m

r
(1 + P )2 +O

(
1

r2

)
(10)

therefore allowing to make the identification

M = m(1 + P )2 (11)

in order for grr to recover the right Schwarzschild be-
haviour and thus for M to correspond to the usual ADM
mass of the system. It is therefore convenient to recast
the constants of our metric as

r+ =
2M

(1 + P )2
(12)

r− =
2MP 2

(1 + P )2
(13)

r∗ =
√
r+r− =

2MP

(1 + P )2
(14)

so everything gets parameterized in terms of the physical
mass determining the actual motion of bodies from the
point of view of the asymptotic observer. This will allow
us to compare LQG and Schwarzschild black hole quan-
tities on an equal-footing. These are the expressions for
the geometrical background we shall use throughout this
work. We point out that these configurations are typi-
cally dubbed as self-dual under the so-called T-duality,
meaning that under the transformation r → a0/r, and
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under suitable reparametrization of its variables, the
metric coefficients remain the same [28].

As for the values of the parameter space of P explored
here, in 2022 the EHT Collaboration reported that it
is possible to derive constraints on the central bright-
ness depression’s size (which is not directly observable)
of Sgr A∗, the radio source at the center of our Milky
Way galaxy and consistently interpreted as generated by
a supermassive black hole, via a correlation with the size
of the ring of bright radiation surrounding it (which is
observable) [26]. While there are some caveats to such a
correlation and the calibration procedures used to estab-
lish it, this result was used in [27] to set bounds on the
values of P (at a0 = 0) as given by

0 ≲ P ≲ 0.05 (at 1σ) (15)

0 ≲ P ≲ 0.08 (at 2σ) (16)

and for the sake of this work we shall take the second
constraint.

III. GRAVITATIONAL LENSING

Gravitational lensing can be divided into two differ-
ent regimes, weak and strong, to which we shall apply
different techniques. On the weak-field regime, the tra-
jectory may be distorted slightly, so a distance source will
be altered on its apparent location. On the strong-field
regime, corresponding to the scenario in which the light
ray gets close enough to an unstable bound orbit (the
photon sphere for a spherically symmetric metric), it can
turn many times around the black hole producing mul-
tiple images of the source on the observer’s screen. Our
analysis here (and the one of Sec. IV) largely extends the
one carried out in Ref. [29]. Before going to tackle each
regime separately, we go first to derive the equations of
motion of null particles.

A. Equations of null geodesic motion

A particle moving on a null geodesic (in our case a light
ray) has a line element given by ds2 = 0. For a static,
spherically symmetric line element of the form (1), the
fact that the metric coefficients do not depend on t and ϕ
implies that there are two conserved quantities of motion
given by [30]

A(r)ṫ = E, C(r)ϕ̇ = L (17)

interpreted as the energy and angular momentum per
unit mass, respectively. Using these conserved quantities,
the photon’s trajectory equation can be rewritten as

−A(r)ṫ2 +B(r)ṙ2 + C(r)ϕ̇2 = 0 (18)

This equation can be suitably rewritten as

dϕ

dr
= ± b

C(r)

√
A(r)B(r)√
1− b2 A(r)

C(r)

(19)

where we have defined b ≡ L/E as the photon’s impact
parameter. Eq.(19), together with the expressions (2),
(3), and (4), provide the deflection angle for every static,
spherically symmetric geometry. However, Eq.(19) can
be written in the alternative form

dϕ

dr
= ± 1√

C(r)
B(r)

(
C(r)

A(r)b2 − 1
) (20)

which will make some computations along this work more
straightforward.

B. Weak gravitational lensing

In the weak gravitational lensing regime the photon’s
source real location is slightly deflected by the compact
body producing an apparent location on the observer’s
screen. In order to integrate the trajectory along the path
of the photon from its position to the deflection point and
back to the asymptotic observer we assume extremely
large distances in both cases. This way, we can integrate
Eq.(20) from asymptotic infinity to the deflection point
r0 twice, i.e.:

ID(r0) = 2

∫ ∞

r0

dr√
C(r)
B(r)

(
C(r)

A(r)b2 − 1
) (21)

To perform the integration for the LQG black holes
above, we take the metric functions (2), (3) and (4) and
set a0 = 0, since, as we mentioned above, we are in-
terested in the usual black hole scenario. This way, we
obtain the following expression

ID(r0) = 2

∫ ∞

r0

dr

F (r)
(22)

with the definition

F (r) =
√

M(r)−H(r) (23)

M(r) =
(r0 − r−)(r0 − r+)(r0 + r∗)

2

r60

r8

(r + r∗)4
(24)

H(r) =
(r − r−)(r − r+)r

2

(r + r∗)2
(25)

We next introduce the dimensionless variable

ω =
r0
r

(26)

in terms of which the above expressions turn into

M(r) =
r20
ω4

(
1− r+

r0

)(
1− r−

r0

)(
1 + r∗

r0

)2

(
1 + ωr∗

r0

)4 (27)

H(r) =
r20
ω2

(
1− ωr+

r0

)(
1− ωr−

r0

)
(
1 + ωr∗

r0

)2 (28)
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Now, taking into account the fact that we are in the weak
gravitational lensing regime, in which r0 is assumed to be
huge, this transforms (23) into

F (ω) =

√
r20
ω4

[
1− ω2 +

J(ω)

r0
+O

(
1

r20

)]
(29)

J(ω) = 2r∗(1− 2ω + ω3) + (r+ + r−)(ω
3 − 1) (30)

where we have considered all the quadratic terms in r0
appearing in (29) as negligible, in agreement with the
approximation of the weak lensing.

With the approximations and expressions above, we
can now integrate (22), keeping only linear terms. We
then find

ID(r0) ≈
∫ 1

0

2dω√
1− ω2

(
1− J(ω)

2r0(1− ω2)

)
≈ π +

2(r+ + r−)

r0

(31)

which is the expression for weak lensing in LQG black
holes. To get the angular deflection suffered by the light
ray on its path we must subtract π from (31), since it
simply tells us that the light ray crossed the entire plane
on its path from source to observer.

It is more suitable to rewrite the above expression in
terms of the impact parameter b. Thus, from the defini-
tion of the impact parameter and taking a series expan-
sion, we find

1

r0
=

1

b
− 2r∗ − r+ − r−

2b2
+O

(
1

b3

)
(32)

Therefore, the deflection angle (subtracting the π factor)
in terms of b is given by

α(r0) ≈
2(r+ + r−)

b
=

4M

b

1 + P 2

(1 + P )2
(33)

Retaining only linear terms in P , then Eq.(33) takes the
following form

α(r0) ≈
4M

b
(1− 2P ) (34)

where we see that the corrections introduced by the
constant P (assumed to be positive in agreement with
the constraint (16)) make the deflection angle smaller
than in the Schwarzschild case. Obviously, in the case
P = 0 we recover the well known deflection angle of the
Schwarzschild black hole [31].

C. Strong field limit

In the strong deflection limit the photon can turn mul-
tiple orbits around the black hole. To characterize this
regime we first suitably rewrite the geodesic equation (18)

2 4 6 8 10
r

- 0.01

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

0.06
V

Figure 1. The effective potential of null geodesics V (r) in
Eq.(36) for LQG black hole with {a0 = 0,M = 1} for the
parameters P = 0 (orange, Schwarzschild case), P = 0.04
(blue) and P = 0.08 (red).

as (here we re-absorb a factor L2 via a re-definition of the
affine parameter)

ABṙ2 =
1

b2
− V (r) (35)

which is akin to the equation of motion of a one-
dimensional particle in the effective potential

V (r) =
A(r)

C(r)
(36)

In Fig. 1 we depict the effective potential as a function
of r for different values of the P parameter as compared
to the Schwarzschild solution.
The maximum of the effective potential corresponds

to the locus of unstable bound orbits and is known as
the photon sphere. To find it, taking a derivative of the
potential (36) with respect to the radial coordinate and
making it equal to zero allows us to obtain the following
equation

γ(r) =
6(r − r−)(r − r+)(r + r∗)

r
(37)

where we have introduced the following definitions

γ(r) = λ(r) + η(r) (38)

λ(r) = (r − r−)(r + r∗) + (r − r+)(r + r∗) (39)

η(r) = 2(r − r−)(r − r+) (40)

An exact solution to (37) takes a extremely compli-
cated form. However, since we are assuming P small, we
can neglect quadratic order terms in P , so the equation
above takes a more friendly form as

r3 + 10MPr2 − 3Mr2 − 10M2rP = 0 (41)

This is a cubic equation whose solution r = rm is

rm =
M

2
(
√
9− 20P + 100P 2 − 10P + 3) (42)



5

which can be approximated as

rm ≈ 3M

(
1− 20

9
P

)
(43)

The first term in this expression corresponds to the usual
location of the photon sphere in the Schwarzschild space-
time, while LQG black hole corrections in P decrease
slightly its value (within the bounds above).

Let us now tackle the calculation of the strong deflec-
tion of light. Here we closely follow the approach of Bozza
[32] (see also [33]), from which the light deflection angle
can be obtained in the limit where null geodesics ap-
proach the photon sphere (43) using the formula

α(b) = −ā log

(
b

bc
− 1

)
+b̄+O((b−bc) log (b− bc)) (44)

where we have introduced the coefficients (here the
subindex m means evaluation at the photon sphere lo-
cation)

ā =

√
2BmAm

C ′′
mAm − CmA′′

m

(45)

b̄ = ā log

[
r2m

(
C ′′

m

Cm
− A′′

m

Am

)]
+ IR(rm)− π (46)

bc = lim
r0→rm

√
C(r0)

A(r0)
(47)

The last coefficient in these formulae is known as the
critical impact parameter, and corresponds to the impact
parameter a photon needs to have in order to asymptote
to the bound orbit (i.e. to the photon sphere). There-
fore, photons equaling its value have formally an infinite
deflection angle in Eq.(20).

On the other hand, Eq.(46) contains the regular part
of the deflection angle integral. Indeed, the latter is in-
complete, but can be regularized as follows. One writes

IR(rm) ≡
∫ 1

0

fR(z, rm) (48)

where the regular part of the integral comes from sub-
tracting the divergent contribution to the full integral,
that is

fR(z, rm) ≡ f(z, rm)− fD(z, rm) (49)

These two pieces contributing to the total integral can
be isolated as

f(z, rm) =
2rm√

G(z, rm)
(50)

G(z, rm) =

(
C2

m

AmBmb2
− Cm

Bm

)
(1− z)4 (51)

P 0 (GR) 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.08
ā 1 1.004 1.009 1.023 1.037
b̄ -0.400 -0.492 -0.808 -1.076 -1.496

Table I. Coefficients ā and b̄ for increasing values of P.

for the regular piece and

fD(z, rm) =
2rm√

C1(rm)z + C2(rm)z2
(52)

C1(rm) =
CmDmrm

Bm
(53)

C2(rm) =
Cmrm
Bm

[
Km +

rm
2

(
C ′′

m

Cm
− A′′

m

Am

)]
(54)

Km = Dm

[
(Dm − B′

m

Bm
)rm − 3

]
(55)

Dm =
C ′

m

Cm
− A′

m

Am
(56)

for the divergent one. We recall that these expressions
can be particularized to the present case just by substi-
tuting the corresponding values of the metric coefficients
of LQG black holes discussed in the previous section. Set-
ting M = 1 for simplicity, in Table I we depict the values
of strong-deflection coefficients (45) and (46) for several
values of the P parameter. It is seen that the value of
ā is slightly modified outwards as P is increased, while
those modifications on b̄ are much more noticeable.
Our main interest here is to figure out how the specific

parameters of the LQG metric yield deviations with re-
spect to the Schwarzschild behaviour. First, in order to
evaluate the function G(z) appearing in the regular part
of the integrand of the deflection angle, Eq.(51), we fol-
low the same strategy as before by considering only linear
terms in P , which allows us carry out an expansion for
the G(z) function in Eq.(51) as

G(z) = −3M2(−3z2 + 2z3)−

− 8

3
M2(18z2 − 17z3 + 3z4)P

(57)

which smoothly recovers the classical solution when P =
0. We also need to calculate (47) since it appears in (44).
Considering again linear terms in P we find

bc =
√
3M(3− 8P ) +O(P 2) (58)

which implies the impact parameter factor decreases with
increasing P as compared to the Schwarzschild solution.
With the expressions above, in Fig. 2 we depict the

result of the numerical integration of the deflection an-
gle for values of P = 0.02 and P = 0.05, respectively.
We find that the deflection angle increases with growing
P as compared to its Schwarzschild counterpart as its
critical parameter (which is also reduced) is approached.
We can thus interpret this effect as saying that LQG
black holes bend space-time slightly stronger than their
Schwarzschild counterpart.
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(a) P = 0.02
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(b) P = 0.05

Figure 2. Representation of the light deflection angle as a
function of the impact parameter, α(b), in the strong field
limit (blue) and in the Schwarzschild case (yellow) for the
values of P = 0.02 (top) and P = 0.04 (bottom).

IV. LENSING OBSERVABLES

Once we have studied the gravitational lensing in these
two regimes, in this section we study some observables as
a way to connect physical measurements with predictions
of the theory.

A. Lyapunov exponent on nearly-bound orbits

We first consider the trajectories of photons that pass
close by the photon sphere r = rm. In such a case, from
(36), assuming an initial location r = rm + δr, where
δr0 ≪ δr0, taking a Taylor series expansion we find

V (r) ≈ V (rm) +
1

2
V ′′(rm)(δr)2 + . . . (59)

where the first derivative of the potential vanishes due
to the imposition of the photon sphere condition. Now,
Replacing (59) in (35) we find(

dδr

dϕ

)2

= −1

2

C2

AB
V ′′(rm)(δr)2 (60)

P 0 (Sch) 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.08
γ 3.14 3.13 3.11 3.07 3.03

Table II. Lyapunov exponent for increasing values of P .
Here P = 0 corresponds to the well known value of the
Schwarzschild case.

where one identifies

V ′′(rm) =
A′′

mCm −AmC ′′
m

C2
m

(61)

We can thus write the above equation as

π
dδr

dϕ
= γδr (62)

|γ| = π

√
1

2

AC ′′ −A′′C

AB
(63)

In this expression γ is known as the Lyapunov exponent,
which characterizes the growth of the radial distance of
the original orbit after a deflection angle π has elapsed,
i.e., after the photon has turned a number n ≡ ϕ/π of
half-orbits in its path around the black hole before reach-
ing the asymptotic observer. The above equation can be
integrated and written in terms of the number of half-
orbits n as

δrn = eγnδr0 (64)

where δr0 is an integration constant setting the original
location of the photon. This means that after a number of
half-turns n the photon moves away a distance eγn from
its original location, and thus the Lyapunov exponent
can be understood as a measure of how strong the space-
time is bent near the photon sphere. For the LQG metric
considered in this work, the Lyapunov exponent reads, at
linear order, as

γ = π

(
1− 4

9
P

)
+O(P 2) (65)

From this expression we see that larger values of P reduce
(65), which means that radial perturbations grow more
slowly in LQG black holes than in Schwarzschild solution.
In Table II we depict the Lyapunov index for several val-
ues of P within the observational constraints, showing
a very mild deviation as compared to the Schwarzschild
value γS = π ≈ 3.14.

B. Multiple images

Let us now consider another set of observables related
to the multiples images created by light trajectories turn-
ing n half-times around the black hole. A glance at Fig.
3 tells us about the setup we are interested in: a source S
emits a light ray at an angle ϕ which, after the bending
by the black hole, it is apparently located at I with an
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Figure 3. Schematic deflection of light. θ and ϕ are the an-
gles the observer measures with respect to the source and the
image, respectively. DO and DL are the distances from the
observer to the lens, and from the lens to the source, respec-
tively. L marks the spot where the black hole is placed.

angle θ. Basic trigonometric operations allow to relate
both angles via the equation

tanϕ = tan θ − DL

DO
[tan θ + tan(α− θ)] (66)

Assuming small angles of both source and observer, the
above equation becomes

ϕ = θ − DL

DO
∆αn (67)

where ∆αn = α−2nπ is the final deflection angle around
the black hole after n half-turns. On the other hand, from
the definition of the impact parameter and from Fig. 3
we get the expression of the impact parameter as

b ≈ θDO (68)

We are interested here in studying how the angle θ
changes as the number of half-orbits n increases, i.e., as
we get closer to the photon sphere. We thus want to
expand the values of θ for which the angular deflection
becomes an entire multiple of loops. Therefore, we ex-
pand ∆αn around θ = θ0n, where α(θ0n) = 2nπ and n
∈ Z+ as

∆αn =
∂α

∂θ

∣∣∣∣
θ=θ0

n

(θ − θ0n) (69)

Now, we substitute (44) and (68) into (69) and determine

P 0 (Sch) 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.08
s 0.0065 0.0060 0.0044 0.0034 0.0023

Table III. Angular separation of LQG black holes for increas-
ing values of P taking M = DO = 1. Here P = 0 corresponds
to the Schwarzschild case.

θ0n as

θ0n =
bc
DO

(1 + en) (70)

en = e
b̄−2nπ

ā (71)

∆αn = − āDO

bcen
(θ − θ0n) (72)

Finally, the critical impact parameter corresponds to
those photons that will formally turn an infinite num-
ber of times, which makes (68) to read in this case as

bc = DOθ∞ (73)

We got all the expressions we needed. Let us suppose
that all the images obtained for two or more turns af-
ter the first one are so close to each other that cannot
be distinguished [34] (which is actually very close to the
physical situation). We can nonetheless compute the an-
gular separation between the angle measured after one
turn and all the others combined and approximated by
θ∞. Thus, combining (70), (71) and the expression for b
leads to the formula

s ≡ θ1 − θ∞ = θ∞e
b̄−2π

ā (74)

The interest on this formula stems from the fact that
using it, from observations of these images, one could
compute the parameters ā and b̄, thus providing a link of
observables with parameters of interest of modified black
hole metric, as the P parameter considered in LQG black
holes.
In Table III we depict the evolution of the angular

separation with P using the values of ā and b̄ previously
found in Table I. We observe a lowering of the angu-
lar separation with increasing P , so higher-order loops
beyond the first one would appear closer in the images
from the first ring as compared to Schwarzschild black
hole. This is in agreement with our analysis of the Lya-
punov exponent, which revealed that increasing values
of P made the radial perturbations to grow more slowly
than in the Schwarzschild case.
Another relevant observable of multiple images is the

flux ratio. A compact body is able to modify the tra-
jectory of light, but not the surface brightness it carries
with it. Nonetheless, the gravitational field affects the
solid angle of the source distorting it. The magnification
of this geometric element is defined as follows [14]

µn ≡ dΩobserved

dΩsource
(75)
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P 0 (Sch) 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.08
r 918 890 863 786 715

Table IV. Flux ratio of LQG black holes for increasing val-
ues of P taking M = 1. Here P = 0 corresponds to the
Schwarzschild case.

and remembering the lens equation (67), it can be ex-
pressed as

µn =
1

| detJ |θ0
n

=
θ0n

ϕ∂ϕ
∂θ

∣∣∣
θ0
n

(76)

Obviously, the magnification tends to infinity if ϕ → 0,
and that occurs when the source is perfectly aligned with
the lens. From it one defines the flux ratio as [35]

r ≡ µ1∑∞
n=2 µn

≈ 5π

ā log 10
(77)

In Table IV we compute the flux ratio for several values
of the P parameter of LQG black holes. We see that the
flux ratio becomes smaller with growing P , which should
not come as a surprise since Eq.(75) indicates that a big-
ger solid angle observed implies a larger magnification.

V. IMAGING LQG BLACK HOLES

In this section we consider the full images generated
by LQG black holes when illuminated by an optically
and geometrically thin accretion disk. Such images are
generated by the collection of all light rays bent in the
gravitational field of the black hole, and thus it is an-
chored in the study of gravitational lensing carried out
in the previous sections.

In the observer’s plane image, light rays above crit-
ical impact parameter asymptote to the photon sphere
when traced backwards. Therefore, when one performs a
ray-tracing analysis of the geometry by which Eq.(19) is
integrated backwards (i.e. with the − sign) one of these
two situations will happen: i) if b > bc a turning point is
reached as given by the zeros in the denominator of such
an equation and then the integration is further carried
out with the + sign until asymptotic infinity is reached
again, or ii) if b < bc the ray intersects the event hori-
zon and the integration is stopped there. The apparent
curve in the observer’s plane image splitting both kinds
of trajectories with b = bc is dubbed as the critical curve,
and corresponds to the projection of the photon sphere
there. This allows to define a mathematical shadow as
given by the sharp decrease in the brightness received
in the observer’s screen for values of b < bc. However,
this does not exactly coincide (except in rather unreal-
istic scenarios of fully homogeneous illumination) with
the image shadow, as given by the features of the central
brightness depression caused by the actual properties of
the disk and, more particularly, on its geometrical and

optical properties. Indeed, only in spherically symmet-
ric geometries of the disk will the outer edge of the cen-
tral brightness depression coincide with the critical curve
(i.e. with the mathematical shadow) [15]. For thick disks
as long as they are not completely spherical [36], there
will be emission from inside the photon sphere outwards
and some light rays will be able to reach the asymptotic
observer, producing a neat reduction in the size of the
central brightness depression as compared to that of the
mathematical shadow, up to a minimum inner shadow
which is solely determined by the properties of the back-
ground geometry [37].
In order to generate images of LQG black holes in our

setting we consider a infinitesimally thin disk with zero
opacity. Furthermore, we assume a monochromatic flux
in the frame of the disk. Under these conditions, the
effect of gravitational redshift between source (disk) and
observer can be accounted for using Liouville’s theorem,
which implies the conservation of the flux in both frames,
i.e.,

Iνo

ν3o
=

Iνe

ν3e
(78)

where νo and νe refer to the frequencies in the observer’s
and emitter’s frames, respectively. Defining the red-
shift factor g = ν0/νe, the above equation tells us that
Iνo

= g3Iνe
. Now, integrating over the full spectrum of

frequencies in the observer’s frame we get

I0 =

∫
dνoIνo

=

∫
dνeg

4Iνe
= g4I(r) (79)

where we have used the fact that Ie =
∫
dνeIνe

≡ I(r)
given the monochromatic assumption on that frame.
On the other hand, using Eq.(1) we find that g =√
A(r)/A(r∞), where we set the factor A(r∞) → 1 given

the asymptotically flat character of the space-time. This
way the observed intensity reads as

Io(r) = A2(r)I(r) (80)

On the other hand we must take into account the fact
that photons travelling near the photon sphere are ca-
pable to turn more than one half-times around the black
hole, this way contributing to the total observed luminos-
ity. Therefore, the above expression must be corrected
to take into account this fact, so we can write the total
luminosity received on the observer’s screen as

Io(r) =

∞∑
n=0

A2(r)I(r) (81)

where now n is understood as counting the number of
times the photon’s trajectory cuts the equatorial plane
(i.e. the accretion disk) beyond the direct emission of
the disk (which would correspond to n = 0). However,
as discussed with the Lyapunov exponents in the previ-
ous section, the contribution to the total luminosity of
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Figure 4. The transfer function for LQG black holes taking
P = 0.08 for the direct emission (blue), and the first (orange)
and second (green) photon ring emissions.

successive half-orbits is exponentially suppressed, so af-
ter n = 2 all contributions are completely washed out.
This way, for the sake of the generation of our images
we shall only take into account the direct (n = 0) and
n = 1, 2 photon ring emissions. To see this, in Fig. 4 we
depict the transfer function (namely, the location of the
disk each photon crossed the disk versus the correspond-
ing impact parameter) of LQG black holes for P = 0.08
for the n = 0, 1, 2 contributions. Given the fact that the
slope of the corresponding curve is associated to the de-
gree of demagnification in the images, it is neatly seen
how the direct emission (blue) will dominate the optical
appearance as compared to the first (orange) and second
(green) photon ring emissions.

For the emission model we employ a technique fre-
quently used in the context of black hole imaging as given
by semi-analytic models depending on a finite number
of parameters allowing to mimic complex simulations of
the accretion flow in GRMHD implementations. Specif-
ically we focus on the family of models introduced by
Gralla, Lupsasca and Marrone in [38]. These are defined
by a suitable adaptation of Johnson’s Standard Unbound
(hereafter dubbed as SU) distribution, reading explicitly
as

I(r; γ, µ, σ) =
exp[− 1

2 (γ + arcsinh( r−µ
σ )2)]√

(r − µ)2 + σ2
(82)

where {γ, µ, σ} are freely-adjustable parameters, which
control different aspects of the emission profile. For the
sake of our analysis we shall take ten profiles correspond-
ing to different choices of such parameters (which are
those depicted in Table I of Ref. [39]), and which captures
different features of the disk. Such profiles are depicted
in Fig. 5 for LQG black holes with P = 0.08, combining
different location of the peaks and strengths of the decay
with distance, so as to study different scenarios of the
emission. In particular, we organize such profiles accord-
ing to the location of the peak of the emission from the

0 4 8 10rh rm risco
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.

r / M

I(
r)

SU1

SU2

SU3

SU4

SU5

SU6

SU7

SU8

SU9

SU10

Figure 5. The ten SU profiles employed in this work, corre-
sponding to different choices (see Ref.[39]) of the parameters
{γ, µ, σ} in Eq.(82) for the LQG black holes with P = 0.08.
In this plot rh, rm, rISCO denote the locations of the event
horizon, photon sphere, and innermost stable circular radius,
respectively. All intensities are normalized to their maximum
value.

outermost (SU1) to the innermost (SU10). Obviously,
only the part of these profiles outside the event horizon
rh is relevant for the generation of images. Besides the
peak’s location, the decay with the distance will have
something to say about the global images.
In Fig. 6 we depict the result of the imaging of LQG

black holes with P = 0.08 according to the ten SU profiles
depicted in Fig. 5. Through this sequence of images we
can see the combined effect of the location of the peak of
the emission and the strength of the decay with distance.
In all cases, the photon ring n = 1 produces a neat boost
of luminosity in the images. However, while in models
SU2, SU4, and SU6, such a photon ring appears clearly
separated from the direct emission, in the SU4 and SU6
models it lies above the direct n = 0 emission, and in
the SU2 model it appears inside it. This is a reflection
of the shape of the emission profile as compared to the
location of the photon sphere rm. Similarly, how spread
the emission is correlates with how far the luminosity in
the image extends to: for instance in SU1 and SU3 mod-
els, the disk provides a wide luminosity surrounding the
black hole. Finally, the size of the shadow is reduced in
those models in which the emission is weak outside the
event horizon, as is clearly seen in SU7/SU8/SU9/SU10
models. Indeed, in such models the optical appearance
of LQG black holes is very similar, and thus hardly dis-
tinguishable from each another.
We point out that such images are quite similar to what

one finds in Schwarzschild black holes at equal emission
model1. One possibility to distinguish between them is
via the rate of luminosity between the n = 1 and n = 2

1 Note, however, that a comparison between both models on com-
plete equal-footing is not possible, given the fact that the loca-
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Figure 6. Imaging LQG black holes with P = 0.08 using the ten SU profiles (from left to right and top to bottom) depicted in
Fig. 5. For each image, in the vertical bar we depict the relative intensities.

rings, since both rings are targets of future projects based
in very long baseline interferometry [40]. Such a rate is
a universal property of a given background geometry in
the limit n → ∞ given the fact that the ratio of lumi-
nosity follows the same rule (64) as for the ratio of loca-
tions and it is thus governed by the Lyapunov exponent.
However, in real scenarios of the accretion flow photons
with different impact parameters that traverse through
different regions of disk will be emitted with different lu-
minosities, entailing certain differences with respect to
the prediction of the Lyapunov exponent. In our case we
compute the ratio of luminosity between the n = 1 and
n = 2 rings since, given the exponential suppression of
luminosity, higher-order rings will contribute negligibly
to the total luminosity and, therefore, such a ratio will
closely approach the one of the Lyapunov exponent.

We report our findings in Table V for LQG black
holes with P = 0.08 as compared to the values for the
Schwarzschild black hole, using the ten SU models. We
observe that, in agreement with our findings regarding
gravitational lensing of individual light rays, and the
smaller Lyapunov index, the luminosity ratio is smaller
in LQG black holes than in the Schwarzschild black hole
at equal emission SU model. This entails that, similarly
to what has been observed in other gravitational geome-
tries in the literature, the luminosity ratio could poten-

tions of their event horizons are not exactly the same, implying
that there will be certain differences between the different emis-
sions models.

tially (and hopefully) allow to distinguish between differ-
ent black hole geometries should we were able to isolate
the contributions of the n = 1 and n = 2 photon rings
using very long baseline interferometry techniques [41].

VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this work we have considered the gravitational lens-
ing and shadow images of a family of asymptotically-flat,
spherically symmetric configurations derived from Loop
Quantum Gravity, and characterized by two new scales
a0 and P . Assuming a0 to be vanishing in order to deal
with ordinary black hole solutions, and P to be small
enough in order to be consistent with the inferred size
of the shadow of the supermassive central object at the
heart of the Milky Way galaxy which restrict it to the
range 0 < P ≲ 0.08, we have studied gravitational lens-
ing in both the weak and strong gravitational limits, and
used that knowledge to characterize the cast images of
the modified LQG black hole by a thin accretion disk.
In the weak gravitational lensing regime we have found

that corrections induced by the LQG black holes slightly
the deflection angle within the bounds above. In the
strong gravitational lensing regime we have found the
corrections to the photon sphere (the locus of unstable
bound orbits) and its associated critical impact parame-
ter as well as to the lensing deflection coefficients. Our
results indicate that these LQG black holes yield in this
regime a stronger growth of the deflection angle as the
corresponding impact parameter is approached. Associ-
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Model eγ
(

I1
I2

)SU1 (
I1
I2

)SU2 (
I1
I2

)SU3 (
I1
I2

)SU4 (
I1
I2

)SU5 (
I1
I2

)SU6 (
I1
I2

)SU7 (
I1
I2

)SU8 (
I1
I2

)SU9 (
I1
I2

)SU10

Schwarzschild 23.35 28.94 27.83 21.57 27.21 23.34 21.14 24.74 23.45 22.81 22.20
LQG (P = 0.04) 22.07 27.75 26.65 20.33 25.96 22.17 19.97 23.48 22.19 21.56 20.95
LQG (P = 0.08) 20.80 26.54 25.45 19.11 24.70 21.00 18.81 22.22 20.94 20.33 19.71

Table V. The ratio of luminosities I1/I2 between the first and second photon rings for LQG black holes with P = 0.04 and
P = 0.08 as compared to the Schwarzschild one, for the ten SU models considered in this work. We also depict the theoretical
rate of intensities between photon rings in the n → ∞ limit associated to the Lyapunov exponent on each case, which deviates
from the theoretical ratio of luminosities (i.e. for a fully homogeneous disk’s emission) of the n = 1 and n = 2 photon rings
just by a mild ≲ 0.3%.

ated to these results, we have computed several observ-
ables, including the Lyapunov exponent capturing the
radial growth of nearly-bound orbits as well as the angu-
lar separation and flux ration of the multiple images.

Finally we tackled the analysis of the cast images of
LQG black holes when illuminated by a geometrically
and optically thin accretion disk, modelled by a bunch
of semi-analytic profiles for a monochromatic emission in
the disk’s frame. Besides finding the full images for each
configuration, we characterized the ratio of luminosity
between the n = 1 and n = 2 photon rings, given the
fact that they are potential targets of future very long
baseline interferometric projects, finding a neat reduction
of such a rate for LQG black holes as compared to its
Schwarzschild counterpart. This means that, at equal
emission model, both models provide sufficiently different
signatures to be potentially distinguished.

The bottom line of our analysis is that differences be-
tween LQG and Schwarzschild black holes using gravita-
tional lensing, at least within current constraints for the
parameter P , are potentially within measurable range

by future observational devices. Obviously, as technol-
ogy progresses, more stronger bounds on the parameter
P (for instance via the upgrade of resolutions in EHT
observations mentioned in this paper) are yet to be ex-
pected. On the other hand, here we did not consider
configurations with non-vanishing a0, since this constant
is expected to be very small within the LQG theory it is
derived from, and the wormhole structure it holds would
thus be covered by an event horizon.
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[6] K. Jusufi and A. Övgün, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 024042.
[7] P. V. P. Cunha and C. A. R. Herdeiro, Gen. Rel. Grav.

50 (2018) 42.
[8] J. R. Nascimento, A. Y. Petrov, P. J. Porfirio and

A. R. Soares, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 044021.
[9] S. U. Islam, R. Kumar and S. G. Ghosh, JCAP 09 (2020)

030.
[10] N. Tsukamoto, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 064022.
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