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We examine and compare the gravitational lensing, in the strong field limit, for the spherically
symmetric string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes, characterized by additional parameters Q2

and α− β, representing magnetic charge and coupling constant, respectively. Our analysis reveals
a reduction in the photon sphere radius xps, critical impact parameter ups and angular position
θ∞ with increasing magnitude of Q2 and α − β. Consequently, the value of these quantities is
consistently lower than that of its GR equivalents. Further, the ratio rmag of the flux of the first
image to all others decreases with Q2 and α− β. Unlike Schwarzschild black holes, string-inspired
Euler-Heisenberg black holes have a smaller deflection angle αD, which decreases even more as Q2

increases. Moreover, the time delay for Sgr A* and M87* can reach up to 11.302 and 17085.1
minutes, respectively, at Q2 = 0.1 and α − β = −1, deviating from Schwarzschild black holes by
0.194 and 293.6 minutes which are not very significant. For Sgr A* and M87*, we determine θ∞
to range within (23.81, 26.28) µas and (17.89, 19.78) µas respectively, with angular separations s
ranging from (3.33 − 5.67) nas for Sgr A* and (2.51 − 4.26) nas for M87*. EHT bounds on the
θsh of Sgr A* and M87* within the 1σ region, bound the parameters Q2 and α− β as: for Sgr A*
0.29278 ≤ Q2 ≤ 0.60778 and for M87* 0 < Q2 ≤ 0.08473, but in both the cases we found no bound
on the parameter α− β. Our investigation reveals that a significant part of the parameter space of
string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes, falling within the 1σ range, is consistent with findings
from the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) concerning M87* and Sgr A*. This suggests that these
black holes, inspired by string theory, could be strong contenders for astrophysical black holes. We
also estimate the parameters α − β and Q2 associated with string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black
holes using the EHT observation results of Sgr A* and M87*.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

The validation of Einstein’s general relativity (GR) has
been significantly strengthened by recent observations
made by the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT), which has
provided remarkable insights into the shadows cast by su-
permassive black holes M87* [1] and the SgrA* [2]. The
observations made by the EHT provide strong support
for the validity of GR and offer valuable insights into
the intriguing phenomenon of strong gravitational lens-
ing. As predicted by Einstein’s general relativity, gravita-
tional lensing is a crucial tool for exploring spacetime and
studying astrophysical objects, especially black holes. It
has been extensively applied across various astrophysical
scenarios, aiding in understanding galaxy cluster dynam-
ics and revealing intricate structures around supermas-
sive black holes in galactic centres. Gravitational lensing
manifests as the strong gravitational pull of a black hole
bends light, leading to the emergence of a distinct ”black
hole shadow” at its core and a luminous ”photon ring”
encircling it [1, 2]. This phenomenon arises directly from
the profound light bending induced by the black hole’s
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gravity, providing a distinctive avenue for investigating
gravitational effects on a grand scale.

The exploration of gravitational lensing has a rich his-
tory, dating back to the inception of General Relativity
(GR) itself [3]. The study of gravitational lensing has
proven to be invaluable in understanding the structure
of spacetime [4–9]. From a strong-gravitational lensing
perspective, light rays near black holes can curve multi-
ple times before reaching an observer. Notably, Darwin
[10] was among the first to employ gravitational lens-
ing concepts in the context of Schwarzschild black holes
and further developed [11]. Recent theoretical studies
on strong-field gravitational lensing, mainly credited to
Virbhadra and Ellis [12, 13], encompass discussions on
the formation and position of the ring and the magnifi-
cation of relativistic images around Schwarzschild black
holes. Later, Frittelli, Killing, and Newman [14] pro-
vided more rigorous analytical descriptions of the lens
equation and its solution, comparing their findings with
those of Virbhadra and Ellis [12, 13]. They [12] found
relativistic images on each side of the optical axis along-
side the primary and secondary images in Schwarzschild
black hole lensing. Subsequently, Bozza [15–18] and
Tsukamoto [19, 20] introduced novel methods for study-
ing strong lensing in various spherically symmetric static
spacetimes. Torres [21] derived analytical expressions for
the positions and magnifications of relativistic images
in Reissner-Nordström black hole lensing. The strong-
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field gravitational lensing by black holes is also used as a
means to test the predictions of general relativity [12, 14–
16, 18, 19, 21–25]. Notably, numerical methods devel-
oped by Virbhadra and Ellis [12], along with analyti-
cal approaches by Bozza [15, 16, 18, 22] and Tsukamoto
[19], have significantly contributed to our understand-
ing of strong-field gravitational lensing. These methods
have gained general acceptance in the scientific commu-
nity and are frequently applied to investigate strong-
gravitational lensing by black hole in modified gravity
theories [26–40]. The strong gravitational field remains
a focal point of research, with recent works exploring
lensing effects from miscellaneous black holes [41–44] and
modifications to Schwarzschild geometry [38, 45–50], in-
cluding in the higher curvature gravity [51–53]. In par-
ticular, strong-gravitational lensing near black holes and
compact objects unveils phenomena such as shadows,
photon rings, and relativistic images [15, 16, 18, 22, 54–
57].

The strong field gravitational lensing effects caused
by a charged black hole within the framework of het-
erotic string theory (GHS black holes)[58, 59] was per-
formed by Bhadra [60] and compared with the Reissner-
Nordström black hole. Their findings suggested that
no notable string-related influences were observed in the
gravitational lensing characteristics under conditions of
strong gravitational fields. Sharif and Iftikhar [61] stud-
ied the strong-gravitational lensing of charged black holes
in string theory and emphasized the significant influence
of the charge parameter. In the low-energy limit of string
theory, Younes et al. [62] investigated the gravitational
lensing and shadow of charged black holes. They found
that the dilaton parameter significantly increases the size
of the black hole shadow and the position of the inner-
most image. Molla et al. [63] examined the gravitational
lensing behaviour of spherically symmetric α-corrected
Reissner-Nordström black holes derived from heterotic
superstring effective field theory compactified on T 6. The
parameter α acts as a correction term for the Reissner-
Nordström black hole, representing the Regge slope pa-
rameter within the effective action of the heterotic su-
perstring, as discussed in Cano et al. [64]. Their analysis
uncovers significant distinctions compared to Reissner-
Nordström’s black hole case [63].

Inspired by the aforementioned context, this study
focuses on the gravitational lensing phenomena pro-
duced by the string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes
[65] and compares and contrasts these phenomena with
those predicted by the GHS black holes [60] and the
Schwarzschild black holes [16]. Furthermore, by consid-
ering supermassive black holes such as Sgr A* and M87*
as the gravitational lens, we analyze the positions, sepa-
rations, magnifications, and time delays in forming rela-
tivistic images. Specifically, we examine how the param-
eter α−β affects various gravitational lensing observables
and the time delay observed between relativistic images.
In addition to investigating the impact of the black hole
charge Q, we also intend to explore the influence of the

parameter α− β on black hole lensing characteristics.
The paper is organized as follows: The spacetime

structure of String-inspired Euler-Heisenberg Black holes
is briefly reviewed for completeness, with a particular fo-
cus on the parameter space and black hole horizons in
Sec. II. The framework for gravitational lensing, which
encompasses the lens equation, deflection angle, and co-
efficients for strong lensing, is outlined in Sec. III. We an-
alyze strong-gravitational lensing observables in Section
IV, which include the position of the innermost image
(θ∞), the separation between images (s), the flux ratio
of the first image to all others (rmag), and the time de-
lay between the first and second images for supermassive
black holes such as Sgr A* and M87* acting as lenses.
Section V focuses on constraining and estimating param-
eters for the string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black hole
using observational data from EHT regarding the angular
shadow diameter of Sgr A* and M87*.
We conclude our findings in Section VI, wrapping up

the paper. We have employed units where the speed of
light and the gravitational constant are set to 8πG = c =
1; however, these values are reinstated in the tables.

II. STRING-INSPIRED EULER-HEISENBERG
BLACK HOLES

Here, we briefly reviewed the String-inspired Euler-
Heisenberg black holes the metric, which is constructed
as a modification from the metric of the GHS black hole
with additional parameter α−β apart from mass M and
charge Q. Here, we start with a string-loop corrected
effective action, which, in the Einstein frame, is given by

S =
1

16π

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
R− 2∇µφ∇µφ− e−2φF2−

f(φ)
(
2αFα

βFβ
γF

γ
δFδ

α − βF4
)]
.

(1)

It is the simplified version of the Einstein-frame ac-
tion functional, resulting from a non-diagonal reduc-
tion of the Gauss-Bonnet action [66]. An exact solu-
tion within this framework is the GMGHS or GHS black
hole [58, 59] when f(φ) = 0. In the provided action
(1), key components include R representing the Ricci
scalar, F2 ≡ FµνFµν ∼ E2 −B2 as the Faraday scalar,
and F4 ≡ FµνFµνFαβFαβ, where Fµν denotes the field
strength Fµν = ∂µAν−∂νAµ, and α, β are coupling con-
stants with dimensions of (length)2, treated phenomeno-
logically. The scalar field φ and the associated scalar
function f(φ) are dimensionless. The field equations em-
anating from (1) are of the following form

Gµν = 2∂µφ∂νφ− gµν∂
αφ∂αφ+ 2e−2φ(F α

µ Fνα − (2)

1

4
gµνF2) + f(φ)(8αF α

µ F β
ν F η

α Fβη −

αgµνFα
βFβ

γF
γ
δFδ

αr − 4βF ξ
µ FνξF2 +

1

2
gµνβF4) ,
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4�φ = −2e−2φF2 +
df(φ)

dφ

(
2αFα

βFβ
γF

γ
δFδ

α − βF4
)
,

(3)

∂µ

{√
−g

[
4Fµν

(
2βf(φ)F2 − e−2φ

)
− 16αFµ

κFκ
λFνλ

]}
= 0

(4)
By incorporating the higher-order electromagnetic invari-
ants F4 and Fα βFβγFγ δFδα, we aim to expand upon
the GMGHS solution [58, 59]. It involves introducing the
general spherically symmetric metric ansatz, which can
be rewritten as

ds2 = −F (r)dT 2+
dr2

F (r)
+ [R(r)]2(dθ2 +sin2 θdϕ2), (5)

The functions F (r) and R(r) are unspecified and will
be determined using the field equations. We also include
electric and magnetic charges using the compatible spher-
ical symmetric four-vector: Aµ = (V (r), 0, 0, Q cos θ)
with Q representing the magnetic charge. This choice
of Aµ satisfies the ϕ component of the Maxwell equa-
tions, assuming that the scalar field φ only depends on r.
The values of the coupling constants α and β determine
whether the contribution of the non-linear electromag-
netic terms is significant. When α = β, the higher-order
electromagnetic term has no effect; however, for α 6= β,
the behaviour of the non-linear electromagnetic terms de-
pends on the signs of α and β: they can either attract or
repel.

2αFα
βFβ

γF
γ
δFδ

α − βF4 =
4(α− β)Q4

[R(r)]8
+

8βQ2[V ′(r)]2

[R(r)]4
+

4(α− β)[V ′(r)]4 ,

where the prime notation signifies differentiation for r.
Let’s consider a non-trivial coupling function f(φ)

f(φ) = −[3 cosh(2φ)+2] ≡ −1

2

(
3e−2φ + 3e2φ + 4

)
. (6)

The coupling function f(φ) includes the dilatonic cou-
pling e2ξφ with ξ = ±1 and a constant term. The expo-
nential dilaton terms in the coupling function (6) can be
expressed as f(φ) = − 3

2 (g
−2
s +g2s)−2, where gs = exp(φ)

represents the string coupling, g−2
s which is tree-level

dilaton-Maxwell term coupling [67–69], and g2s denotes
corrections from two-string-loop. To find a solution to
the field equations (1), taking into account (6), an exact
solution for a magnetically charged black hole is given
by [65] - namely String-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black
holes as

F (r) = 1− 2M

r
− 2(α− β)Q4

r3
(
r − Q2

M

)3 , (7)

[R(r)]2 = r

(
r − Q2

M

)
. (8)

Black Hole

No Black Hole

-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8
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1.2

1.4

( - )/M2

Q
2
/M

FIG. 1: The parameter space [(α − β)/M2, Q2/M ] for the
string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes. The solid line
separates the black hole region from the no-black hole region.

It is noteworthy that when α = β, the metric (5) contains
the GHS solution [58, 59] and the Schwarzschild solution
[70] when Q2 = 0. Note that when the radial coordi-
nate r ∈ (Q2/M,+∞), then R ∈ (0,+∞). The sign
of coupling constants α − β is also important in deter-
mining the contribution of the higher-order electromag-
netic terms. The parameter space [(α − β)/M2, Q2/M ]
for the string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes is il-
lustrated in Fig. 1. The solid line separating the black
hole region from the no-black hole region corresponds
to an extremal string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg BH with
degenerate horizons. The light blue (black hole) region
corresponds to the values of parameters as Q2 ∈ (0, 2)
and (α− β) ∈ (−∞, 0).
For the discussion on gravitational lensing, we rewrite

the metric (5) by redefining the following quantities
r, T, α− β,Q2 in the unit of M as

ds̃2 = −A(x)dt2 + 1

A(x)
dx2 + C(x)dΩ2 , (9)

A(x) = 1− 2

x
+

2(α− β)Q4

x3 (x−Q2)3
,

C(x) = x
(
x−Q2

)
,

(10)

The horizons of the string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg
black holes can be obtained from grr = A(x) = 0, that is

A(x) = 1− 2

x
+

2(α− β)Q4

x3 (x−Q2)
3 = 0. (11)

The elementary analysis of A(x) = 0 suggests that, de-
pending on the values of parameters Q2 and α−β, A(x)
admits up to two real positive roots. The sign of α − β
for coupling constants decides whether the black holes
have two horizons (for (α − β) < 0) or one horizon (for
(α−β) > 0) [65]. The event horizon (x+) decreases slowly
with the parameterQ2 increasing. Still, the Cauchy hori-
zon (x−) increases rapidly with increasing Q2 and at
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FIG. 2: Position of the event horizon (x+) represented by
solid lines and Cauchy horizon (x−) represented by dashed
lines for string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes along
with parameter Q2 at different values of the parameter α−β.

a certain value, it merges with the event horizon. (c.f.
Fig. 2).

III. STRONG GRAVITATIONAL LENSING BY
BLACK HOLE

The deflection angle and lens equation govern the
strong gravitational lensing by a black hole [15, 16]. The
null geodesic equation satisfies the equation reads as

(
dx

dτ

)2

≡ ẋ2 = E2 − L2A(x)

C(x)
. (12)

where energy E = −pµξµt , and angular momentum L =
pµξ

µ
φ
such that ξµt and ξµφ are killing vectors, associated

with time translation symmetry and axial rotational sym-
metry, respectively. The path of photons orbiting around
a black hole can be described by radial effective potential
[71], for which the string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black
holes reads

Veff(x) = −1+
u2

x(x −Q2)

(
1− 2

x
− 2(α− β)Q4

x3(x−Q2)3

)
(13)

For a photon to remain in a stable circular orbit, the
effective potential should exhibit a local maximum, in-
dicating a stable equilibrium point. At this maximum
potential, photons can orbit the black hole at that spe-
cific radius without being drawn into it or escaping to
infinity. Nevertheless, even a minor disturbance can dis-
rupt this equilibrium, leading the photons to fall into the
black hole or escape to infinity. This scenario charac-
terizes the circular orbit as an unstable photon sphere
[12, 16].
The conditions for the existence of a photon sphere

around a black hole are determined by the properties
of the spacetime metric, particularly the radial effec-
tive potential Veff(x). A light ray exists in the region

where Veff 6 0 (refer to Figures 3 and 4). Addition-
ally, one can define an unstable (or stable) circular orbit
that satisfies Veff = V ′eff(x) = 0 and V ′′eff(xps) < 0
(or V ′′eff(xps) > 0). In the case of string-inspired
Euler-Heisenberg black hole spacetime, we observe that
V ′′eff(xps) < 0, indicating unstable photon circular or-
bits (refer to Figures 3 and 4).
The radius of photon sphere(xps) which is the largest

positive root of [13, 72] can be described by:

A′(x)

A(x)
=
C′(x)

C(x)
(14)

which is depicted in Fig. 5. The photon sphere radii xps
decreases with the parameters Q2 and α− β.
By solving Veff(x0) = 0 we get the expression for impact
parameter u in terms of the closest approach distance x0
as [16]

u ≡
∣∣∣∣
L
E

∣∣∣∣ =
√
C(x0)

A(x0)
. (15)

As the xo approaches xps the deflection angle becomes
unboundedly large and the impact parameter u becomes
the critical impact parameter ups [12]
The deflection angle as a function of the closest ap-

proach distance in the strong field limit can be described
as [12] as

αD(x0) = I(x0)− π, (16)

where

I(x0) = 2

∫ ∞

x0

dϕ

dx
dx, (17)

here

dϕ

dx
=

1√
A(x)C(x)

√
(A(x0)/C(x))(A(x)/C(x0))− 1

.

(18)
Now let us define a new variable z = 1 − x0/x [73, 74].
Using this, we can rewrite the Eq. 17 as

I(x0) =

∫ 1

0

R(z, x0)f(z, x0)dz. (19)

such that R(z, x0) is

R (z, x0) =
2x0

(1− z)
2

√
C (x0)

C (x)
, (20)

and f(z, x0) as

f(z, x0) =
1√

A(x0)−A(x)C(x0)
C(x)

. (21)

where R(z, x0) is regular, but the function f(z, x0) di-
verges when z = 0. Therefore, to avoid the divergence,
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FIG. 3: Variation of the effective potential Veff for string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes at Q2 = 0.5 and α− β = −2
with radial coordinate x. The photons with black solid lines make unstable circular orbits around black holes with critical
impact parameters (ups) (left). The trajectory of the light ray for Q2 = 0.5 and α− β = −2, for different impact parameters u
in polar coordinates (r, φ). The black line corresponds to the u ≈ ups value. Note that here we have shown the black hole as a
solid disk and the unstable photon sphere as a dashed black circle (right).
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FIG. 4: Variation of the effective potential Veff for string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes at Q2 = 0.65 and α− β = −1
with radial coordinate x. The photons with black solid lines make unstable circular orbits around black holes with critical
impact parameters (ups) (left). The trajectory of the light ray for Q2 = 0.65 and α− β = −1, for different impact parameters
u in polar coordinates (r, φ). The black line corresponds to the u ≈ ups value. We have shown the black hole as a solid disk
and the unstable photon sphere as a dashed black circle (right.

we do a Taylor series expansion for f(z, x0) at z = 0 to
approximate the function f(z, x0) ≈ f0(z, x0)

f0(z, x0) =
1√

Γ(x0)z + γ(x0)z2
, (22)

Now, the integral can be divided into two parts as

I(x0) = ID(x0) + IR(x0), (23)

where ID(x0) is the divergent part described as

ID(x0) =

∫ 1

0

R(0, xps)f0(z, x0)dz, (24)
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FIG. 5: The photon sphere radius (xps) along with parameter
Q2 for different values of parameter α − β. The black solid
line corresponds to the GHS black holes.

and IR(x0) is the regular part

IR(x0) =

∫ 1

0

g(z, x0)dz,

g(z, x0) = R(z, x0)f(z, x0)−R(0, xps)f0(z, x0)

(25)

By solving both the integrals (24) and (25), the deflection
angle as a function of impact parameter u which can be
written in terms of angular position of image as u ≈
θDOL, near u→ ups can be described as [16, 75]

αD(u) = −ā log
(
u

ups
− 1

)
+ b̄+O(u − ups). (26)

where ā and b̄ are the strong lensing coefficients described
as

ā =
R(0, xps)

2
√
γ (xps)

, (27)

b̄ = −π + IR(xps) + ā log

(
2γ(xps)

A(xps)

)
. (28)

We have characterized the relationship between the
strong gravitational lensing coefficients and parameters
of string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg BH through numer-
ical methods. The deflection coefficient ā gradually in-
creases with parameter Q2 and the (α−β) magnitude. In
contrast, the deflection coefficient b̄ gradually decreases
as parameters Q2 as well as with (α− β) (see Table III).
The critical impact parameter also gradually decreases
as the parameter Q2 increases and parameter α − β de-
creases (see Table III). Note when the parameters Q2

and α − β vanish, the string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg
black hole becomes Schwarzschild BH, such that ā = 1,
b̄ = −0.40023 (see Table III). Also, parameters Q2 6= 0
and α = β correspond to GHS black holes (see Table
III). Figure 6, illustrates that the deflection angle di-
verges at specific impact parameter values u = ups for

different Q2. The deflection angle of the string-inspired
Euler-Heisenberg black hole gradually decreases as the
parameter Q2 increases for the fixed value of parameter
α− β (cf. Fig. 6).

Q2 (α− β) ā b̄ ups/Rs

0.0 0.0 1.00 −0.40023 5.19615

0.1

0.0 1.0057 -0.40828 5.1085
-0.1 1.00577 -0.40828 5.10854
-0.5 1.00603 -0.40829 5.10844
-1 1.00635 -0.40829 5.10832
-2 1.00701 -0.40831 5.10808

0.3

0.0 1.0181 - 0.4269 4.9269
-0.1 1.01894 -0.42702 4.9267
-0.5 1.02237 -0.42721 4.92553
-1 1.02673 -0.42748 4.92407
-2 1.03569 -0.42811 4.9211

0.5

0.0 1.0321 - 0.45005 4.7356
-0.1 1.03574 -0.45037 4.73453
-0.5 1.05068 -0.45188 4.73002
-1 1.07076 -0.4544 4.72426
-2 1.1165 -0.46218 4.71229

TABLE I: Strong lensing coefficients ā and b̄ and critical im-
pact parameter ups for different values of parameter of string-
inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes are presented in the ta-
ble. Note that α − β = 0 and Q2 6= 0 correspond to GHS
Black holes.

IV. STRONG GRAVITATIONAL LENSING
EFFECT FOR SUPERMASSIVE BLACK HOLES

A. Strong lensing Observables

In the previous section III, we calculated the deflection
angle for strong gravitational lensing; now assuming that
the source and observer are far from the black hole, we
deduce that asymptotically flat lens equation as [12, 15]

ψ = θ − DLS

DOS

∆αn, (29)

where DLS is the distance between the lens and the light
source, and DOS is the distance between the observer
and the light source. Also, the angular positions of the
source and image are ψ and θ, respectively, and ∆αn =
α(θ)−2nπ is the offset of deflection, where n is the integer
represents the number of loops. For the position of the
nth relativistic image, we solve Eq. 29 with Eq. 28 [16].

θn = θ0n +
upsen(ψ − θ0n)DOS

āDLSDOL

. (30)

where

en = exp

(
b̄− 2nπ

ā

)
. (31)
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where θ0n correspond to the image position at α = 2nπ
From equation 30, we see that when ψ = θ0n, then the
position of the image coincides with the source. At this
moment, the position of the image θn = θ0n, representing
that the source and the image are on the same side. How-
ever, to locate the nth image on the opposite side of the
source, this condition is extended by substituting ψ with
−ψ, thereby determining the image’s position across the
source.
The nth relativistic image magnification can be defined

as [16, 24, 76]

µn =

(
ψ

θ

dψ

dθ

)−1
∣∣∣∣∣
θ0
n

=
ups

2en(1 + en)DOS

āψDLSDOL
2 , (32)

where the first relativistic image is the brightest, and the
magnification decreases exponentially with increasing n.
Since the magnification is inversely proportional to the
square of the distance between the observer and the lens
thus, the relativistic images are very faint. When ψ → 0,
i.e., perfect alignment, we have the Einstein ring.
We now calculate the three lensing observables to an-

alyze the strong-gravitational lensing phenomena. Here,
we consider the outermost image as θ1 and all the other
inner packed images as θ∞ [16]. The angular position of
the asymptotic relativistic image θ∞,

θ∞ =
ups
DOL

, (33)

the angular separation s between the outermost and all
the other packed images is

s ≡ θ1 − θ∞ = θ∞ exp

(
b̄− 2π

ā

)
, (34)

the flux ratio of the brightness flux between the outer-
most image θ1 and the remaining relativistic images at
θ∞ is

r =
µ1∑∞

n=2 µn

= 2.5 log10

[
exp

(
2π

ā

)]
, (35)

Note that the flux ratio is independent of the distance
between the lens and the observer DOL. We can ob-
tain the coefficients ā, b̄ and the critical impact pa-
rameter ups, using the three lensing observables defined
above to analyze the properties specific to string-inspired
Euler-Heisenberg black holes. By comparing astronomi-
cal observations with analyzed data, we can comprehen-
sively understand the properties and behaviour of string-
inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes.

B. Strong Lensing effect for the supermassive black
holes M87* and SgrA*

We use string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes
to estimate the lensing observables of the supermassive
black holes M87* and Sgr A* and compare our data with
that of Schwarzschild and GHS black holes. Based on
the latest astronomical observation data, the estimated
mass of M87* is (6.5± 0.7) × 109M⊙, and its distance
is d = 16.8Mpc [77]. The estimated mass of SgrA* is
4+1.1
−0.6 × 106M⊙, and its distance is d = 7.97kpc [78].
When the black hole is perfectly aligned (ψ ≈ 0) with

the observer and the lens and is at the centre of the ob-
server and the light source, such that DOS = DLS =
2DOL [11], then equation (30) will yield [79]

θEn =

(
1− upsenDOS

āDLSDOL

)
θ0n. (36)
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blue dashed line represents the GHS black holes (α − β = 0
and Q2 = 0.3).

where θEn is the Einstein ring [4]. Now assuming that the
distance DOL is greater than the impact parameter i.e.
ups(DOL ≫ ups, then 36 becomes

θEn ≈ ups(1 + en)

DOL

, (37)

At n = 1, the outermost ring is formed, and the ra-
dius of the ring decreases with increases in the value
of n. The outermost relativistic Einstein ring of M87*
and SgrA* are shown in Figure 7. When the parame-
ter Q2 increases, the Einstein ring becomes smaller for
Sgr A* and M87*. Clearly, as shown in Fi. 9 and Ta-
ble III, the image position θ∞ and the relativistic image
brightness ratio rmag decreases with increasing magni-
tude of the parameters Q2 as well as (α − β) (cf. Fig.
8) and the image separation s to increases with increase
in parameter Q2 and (α − β) (cf. Fig. 9). It is note-
worthy that in both M87* and SgrA*, the variation of
the angular position of the relativistic images along with
parameters ranges from 19.78µas ≥ θ∞ ≥ 17.89µas for
M87* and 26.28µas ≥ θ∞ ≥ 23.81µas for Sgr A*. From
Table III and Figure 9 we see that the deviation in the
angular position of the relativistic images θ∞ and the
angular separation s between the string-inspired Euler-
Heisenberg black holes and its GR counterpart is not very
large (around 1µas). We have also compared the lens-
ing observables of string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black
holes with the case where α = β, i.e. GHS black hole
(see Figure 9 and Table III).
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FIG. 8: Variation of strong lensing observable rmag for string-
inspired Euler-Heisenberg black hole with parameter Q2 for
different values of parameters α− β. Note that rmag is inde-
pendent of the black hole’s mass or distance from the observer.

C. Estimation of Time Delay for SMBHs

Time delay between different images occurs due to the
different paths taken by the photon while winding the
black hole. By assuming the source to be variable, we can
numerically calculate the time delay between different
relativistic images. To calculate the time delay, we first
calculate the total time period of photon to travel from
source to the observer [75]

T = T̃ (x0)−
∫ ∞

DOL

∣∣∣∣
dt

dx

∣∣∣∣ dx−
∫ ∞

DLS

∣∣∣∣
dt

dx

∣∣∣∣dx, (38)

When the source and the observer are far from the black
hole, then the second and third terms on the right-hand
side cancel each other, then the total time is written as

T̃ (x0) =

∫ ∞

x0

2
√
C(x)A(x0)

A(x)
√
A(x)

√
C(x)
C(x0)

A(x0)
A(x) − 1

dx, (39)

The integral T̃ (x0) represents when the photon winds
around the black hole. In the strong deflection limit, the
total time can be expanded as a function of u as

T̃ (u) = −ã log
(
u

ups
− 1

)
+ b̃+O (u− ups) , (40)

where ã and b̃ are strong deflection limit coefficients and
ã = āups for the spacetime (11) [75].
For spherically symmetric black holes, we can distinguish
the case when the two images are on the same side of the
lens from the case or when the two images are on oppo-
site sides.
If we can at least distinguish the time signals of the out-
ermost relativistic image from those of the second image,
then the time delay between the first and the second rel-
ativistic image ∆T2,1 can be calculated by strong deflec-
tion limit coefficients as [75]

∆T s
2,1 = 2πups = 2πDOLθ∞, (41)
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From Eq. 41, we can estimate the distance of the black
hole. In Table III, we compare time delay ∆T s

2,1 for
the supermassive black holes at the centre of differ-
ent galaxies representing Schwarzschild, string-inspired
Euler-Heisenberg and GHS black holes and also calcu-
lated their difference δT s

12 = ∆T s
2,1(Sch) − ∆T s

2,1(EH).

V. EHT CONSTRAINTS AND PARAMETER
ESTIMATION

The Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) observation re-
sults have revolutionized our understanding of supermas-
sive black holes, unveiling horizon-scale images of M87*
and Sgr A*. In 2019, the EHT Collaboration’s ground-
breaking work confirmed the existence of black holes with
the unveiling of M87*’s image, revealing an angular di-
ameter of θd = 42 ± 3 µas for its compact emission re-
gion, defining the central flux depression as the black
hole’s shadow [1, 77, 80]. Subsequent observations in
2022 captured Sgr A*, presenting a distinct ring with
θd = 48.7 ± 7 µas and quantifying the Schwarzschild
shadow deviation as δ = −0.08+0.09

−0.09 (VLTI),−0.04+0.09
−0.10

(Keck) [81]. Sgr A* offers a unique opportunity due to
its probing of curvature orders higher than M87*, and
the independent prior estimates for the mass-to-distance
ratio utilized for Sgr A*. The use of three independent
imaging algorithms ensures robustness, with the aver-
age diameter of the Sgr A* shadow constrained to be
within 46.9µas ≤ θsh ≤ 50 µas. The EHT result for Sgr
A* also calculated the emission ring angular diameter
θd = (51.8 ± 2.3) µas [81]. These findings not only en-
able exploration of strong-field gravity but also offer in-
sights into theoretical frameworks and put constraints on
additional parameters within gravity theories [26, 82–89].
Leveraging the EHT data, we apply these observations to
assess the feasibility of string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg
black holes, placing constraints on deviation parameters
Q2 and α − β. By adopting the apparent radius of the
photon sphere θ∞ as the angular measurement for the
black hole shadow, constraints are established at the 1-
σ confidence level. M87* and Sgr A* are modelled as
string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes, underpin-
ning efforts to understand the implications of magneti-
cally charged black holes in cosmic phenomena. This syn-
thesis of observational data and theoretical frameworks
advances our understanding of black hole physics and
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Sgr A* M87*
Q2 (α−β) θ∞(µas) s (µas) θ∞(µas) s (µas) rmag

0.0 0.0 26.33 0.03295 19.78 0.02476 6.8219

0.1

0.0 25.886 0.03338 19.448 0.02508 6.7832
-0.1 25.8859 0.03339 19.4485 0.02509 6.7828
-1.0 25.8848 0.03352 19.4476 0.02518 6.7788
-4.5 25.8805 0.03402 19.4444 0.02556 6.7634
-9.5 25.8743 0.03476 19.4397 0.02612 6.7412

0.3

0.0 24.966 0.03427 18.757 0.02574 6.7006
-0.1 24.9645 0.03446 18.7562 0.02589 6.6951
-1 24.9511 0.03619 18.7462 0.02719 6.6443
-2.5 24.9286 0.03934 18.7292 0.02955 6.5575
-4.5 24.8978 0.04413 18.7061 0.03316 6.4375

0.5

0.0 23.996 0.03523 18.028 0.02647 6.6094
-0.1 23.9908 0.03602 18.0246 0.02706 6.5865
-0.5 23.9679 0.03942 18.0074 0.02962 6.4928
-1 23.9387 0.04429 17.9855 0.03328 6.3711
-2 23.878 0.05678 17.9399 0.04266 6.1101

TABLE II: Estimates for Strong lensing observables for the
string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes and compared
with Schwarzschild black holes (Q2 → 0, (α− β) → 0) in GR
considering the supermassive black holes Sgr A* and M87* as
lens for different values of parameter Q2 and (α − β). Note
that Q2 6= 0 and α− β = 0 correspond to GHS Black holes.

underscores the interdisciplinary nature of contemporary
astrophysical research.

a. Constraints from Sgr A*: The shadow angular
diameter (θsh), is averaged at a range of (46.9, 50) µas,
with a 1-σ interval of the Sgr A* black hole for the EHT
observation; hence it imposes constraints on the param-
eters of string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes, Q2

and α − β as illustrated in Fig. 10. Here θsh is de-
picted as a function of parameters Q2 and (α − β), the
black and black dashed line corresponds to θsh = 50 and
θsh = 46.9 respectively. The constraints on the param-
eters range as 0.29278 ≤ Q2 ≤ 0.60778, but there is no
constraint on the parameter value (α − β). So, within
the above-defined parameter range, the string-inspired
Euler-Heisenberg black hole aligns with the Sgr A* black
hole shadow observations from the EHT.

b. Constraints from M87*: Fig. 11 depicts the angu-
lar diameter θsh as a function of parametersQ2 and α−β,
with the black solid line corresponding to θsh = 39 µas
for the string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes as
M87*. When we investigated the string-inspired Euler-
Heisenberg black holes with the EHT results of M87*
within the 1-σ bound, it constrains the parameters Q2

and α − β, viz., 0 < Q2 ≤ 0.08473 but there is no con-
straint on the value of the parameter (α−β). Thus, based
on Fig. 11, a string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black hole
can be a candidate for astrophysical black holes.
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tion of parameters Q2 and (α− β), when Sgr A* is modelled
as string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg BH. The black and black
dashed line corresponds to θsh = 50 and θsh = 46.9 respec-
tively. The region between these lines satisfies the Sgr A*
shadow 1-σ bound.
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as string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg BH. The black line corre-
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A. Estimation of Black holes Parameters

By analyzing the angular shadow diameter of super-
massive black holes like M87* and Sgr A* using data
from the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT), we have esti-
mated the parameters associated with the string-inspired
Euler-Heisenberg model [89–91]. This estimation of black
hole parameters helps us understand the implications of
magnetic charge and string coupling constants on these
astrophysical objects.
In Table. IV and V, we estimate the parameters Q2
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TABLE III: Time delay estimation between the first and second relativistic image ∆T s
2,1 for different supermassive black holes

at the centre of nearby galaxies considering string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black hole (Q2 = 0.1 and α− β = −1) and GHS
black holes (Q2 = 0.1 and α − β = 0) in comparison with Schwarzschild(Q2 → 0 and α − β → 0). Note that time delays are
calculated in minutes and δT 1

12 = ∆T s
2,1(Sch)−∆T s

2,1(EH) and δT 2
12 = ∆T s

2,1(Sch)−∆T s
2,1(GHS).

Galaxy M(M⊙) DOL M/DOL ∆T s
12 ∆T s

12 ∆T s
12 δT 1

12 δT 2
12

(Mpc) (Sch) (EH) (GHS)

Milky Way 4.3× 106 0.008 2.471 × 10−11 11.4968 11.3024 11.303 0.1944 0.1938
M87 6.5× 109 16.8 1.758 × 10−11 17378.7 17085.1 17085.9 293.6 292.8
NGC 4472 2.54× 109 16.72 7.246 × 10−12 6791.06 6676.32 6676.64 114.74 114.42
NGC 1332 1.47× 109 22.66 3.094 × 10−12 3930.26 3863.86 3864.04 66.4 66.2
NGC 4374 9.25× 108 18.51 2.383 × 10−12 2473.12 2431.34 2431.45 41.78 41.67
NGC 1399 8.81× 108 20.85 2.015 × 10−12 2355.48 2315.68 2315.8 39.8 39.68
NGC 3379 4.16× 108 10.70 1.854 × 10−12 1112.24 1093.44 1093.5 18.8 18.74
NGC 4486B 6× 108 16.26 1.760 × 10−12 1604.19 1577.08 1577.16 27.11 27.03
NGC 1374 5.90× 108 19.57 1.438 × 10−12 1577.45 1550.8 1550.87 26.65 26.58
NGC 4649 4.72× 109 16.46 1.367 × 10−12 12619 12406.4 12407 212.6 212
NGC 3608 4.65× 108 22.75 9.750 × 10−13 1243.25 1222.24 1222.3 21.01 20.95
NGC 3377 1.78× 108 10.99 7.726 × 10−13 475.909 467.868 467.89 8.041 8.019
NGC 4697 2.02× 108 12.54 7.684 × 10−13 540.077 530.952 530.977 9.125 9.1
NGC 5128 5.69× 107 3.62 7.498 × 10−13 152.131 149.56 149.567 2.571 2.564
NGC 1316 1.69× 108 20.95 3.848 × 10−13 451.816 444.212 444.233 7.604 7.583
NGC 3607 1.37× 108 22.65 2.885 × 10−13 366.265 360.10 360.118 6.165 6.147
NGC 4473 0.90× 108 15.25 2.815 × 10−13 240.628 236.563 236.574 4.065 4.054
NGC 4459 6.96× 107 16.01 2.073 × 10−13 186.086 182.94 182.95 3.146 3.136
M32 2.45× 106 0.8057 1.450 × 10−13 6.5504 6.4397 6.44007 0.1107 0.1097

and α − β when Sgr A* is modelled as string-inspired
Euler-Heisenberg BH at the value of angular shadow di-
ameter θsh = 50 µas and θsh = 46.9 µas. In Table. VI
we estimate the parameters Q2 and α− β when M87* is
modelled as string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg BH at the
value of angular shadow diameter θsh = 39 µas. The
analysis reveals that substantial variations in the param-
eter α − β do not significantly alter the angular shadow
diameter (θsh).

θsh = 50µas θsh = 46.9µas

(α− β) Q2 Q2

-1.75 0.28778 0.57651
-3.25 0.28373 0.55344
-4.75 0.27989 0.53304
-6.25 0.27623 0.51477
-7.75 0.27274 0.49824
-9.25 0.26941 0.48316

TABLE IV: Estimation of values of parameters Q2 for dif-
ferent values of (α − β) corresponding to θsh = 50 µas and
θsh = 46.9 µas for the string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black
holes as Sgr A*.

θsh = 50µas θsh = 46.9µas
Q2 (α− β) Q2 (α− β)
0.265 -11.34 0.505 -7.12
0.270 -8.977 0.520 -5.805
0.275 -6.77 0.535 -4.598
0.280 -4.706 0.550 -3.491
0.285 -2.77 0.565 -2.474
0.290 -0.96 0.580 -1.539

TABLE V: Estimation of values of parameters (α − β) for
different values of Q2 corresponding to θsh = 50 µas and
θsh = 46.9 µas for the string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black
holes as Sgr A*.

θsh = 39µas θsh = 39µas
(α− β) Q2 Q2 (α− β)
-1.75 0.08439 0.0825 -12.1
-3.25 0.08411 0.0829 -9.8
-4.75 0.08391 0.0833 -7.6
-6.25 0.08355 0.0837 -5.4
-7.75 0.08327 0.0841 -3.3
-9.25 0.0830 0.0845 -1.2

TABLE VI: Estimation of values of parameters Q2 and (α−β)
for different values of (α−β) and Q2 respectively correspond-
ing to θsh = 39 µas for the string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg
black holes as M87*.
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VI. CONCLUSION

The study explores the influence of parameters Q2 and
(α − β) on gravitational lensing phenomena associated
with string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes, com-
paring them with the Schwarzschild black hole of Gen-
eral Relativity (GR). It reveals that the photon sphere
radius xps contracts with increasing magnitude of Q2 and
α−β, indicating smaller photon spheres in string-inspired
Euler-Heisenberg black holes than GR. Furthermore, the
critical impact parameter ups has a decreasing behaviour
for Q2 and (α − β), which is qualitatively similar to the
behaviour of the unstable photon orbit radius xps. Its
value is consistently lower than that of its GR equiva-
lents. On the other hand, the strong-gravitational lensing
coefficients ā tend to increase with Q2 as well as (α− β)
but b̄ tends to exhibit a gradual decrease with increasing
magnitude of (α−β) andQ2. The deflection angle αD, for
a fixed impact parameter u, is smaller in string-inspired
Euler-Heisenberg black holes than in Schwarzschild black
holes, decreasing further with increasing Q2.
Further investigations focus on strong lensing ob-

servables for supermassive black holes, Sgr A* and
M87*, under string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black hole
spacetime. The study finds that string-inspired Euler-
Heisenberg black holes closely approximate GR predic-
tions, with lensing observables such as θ∞, the separa-
tion s between images, and the magnification ratio rmag

showing ranges consistent with GR expectations. How-
ever, deviations from GR are observed, particularly in
θ∞, which ranges between 23.81 - 26.28 µas for Sgr A*
and 17.89 - 19.77 µas for M87*, with deviations as high
as 2.452 µas and 1.89 µas, respectively.
Finally, the study evaluates the time delay of relativis-

tic images in string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black hole
spacetime, finding them consistent with GR predictions.

For instance, the time delay for M87* is approximately
∼ 293 minutes, while for Sgr A*, it’s around ∼ 0.19
minutes. Except for Sgr A*, these time delay differ-
ences are substantial enough for astronomical observa-
tions, assuming sufficient angular resolution exists be-
tween the two relativistic pictures. While string-inspired
Euler-Heisenberg black holes exhibit deviations from GR
predictions for certain lensing observables, they largely
align with GR expectations, suggesting their potential
as a valid description for astrophysical black hole phe-
nomena.

The constraints derived from EHT observations in-
dicate that string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes
may provide a viable description for the spacetime of as-
trophysical black holes within limited parameter ranges.
Specifically, for M87*, Q2 is constrained to 0.0 < Q2 ≤
0.0847, while for Sgr A*, it falls within 0.292 ≤ Q2 ≤
0.607, at the 1σ confidence level. These constraints on
Q2 do not impose any limitations on the parameter α−β.
The parameter estimation conducted using the EHT data
for the angular diameter shadow (θsh) of Sgr A* and
M87* serves as a crucial validation step in affirming the
viability of string-inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes
as astrophysical black hole candidates. While string-
inspired Euler-Heisenberg black holes show promise in
modelling black hole spacetime, further exploration of
the full parameter space, particularly regarding α− β, is
warranted to understand their viability in astrophysical
contexts comprehensively.
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