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We present a detailed study of gravitational lensing around a rotating BTZ black hole in (2+1)
dimensional gravity. The study of orbits for massless test particle around this BH spacetime is
performed to describe the nature of cosmological constant in lower dimensions. We study the effect
of cosmological constant on the photon orbit in view of other critical parameters. The bending
angle of light is studied in view of different values of cosmological constant for direct and retrograde
motion of test particles. It is being observed that the bending angle slightly decreases as the value
of cosmological constant increases in the negative region.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In general relativity (GR) a BH solution in (2 + 1) dimensions with a negative cosmological constant is discovered
by Bañados-Teitelboim-Zanelli (BTZ) in 1992 popularly known as BTZ BH spacetime [1, 2]. It has opened a new
window of opportunity for the physicists to study the nature of gravity in lower dimensions. This BH solution is
different from conventional (3 + 1) dimensional BH solutions such as Schwarzschild and Kerr in many aspects, such
as it is asymptotically anti de sitter instead of asymptotically flat and it has no curvature singularity. Despite the
absence of a curvature singularity at the origin, it has an event horizon, a Hawking temperature and other interesting
thermodynamic properties [3]. Moreover, in (2+1) dimensional GR, the Newtonian limit doesn’t exist and there is
no propagating degree of freedom. However, this solution is regarded as a genuine solution due to the presence of
event horizon, Hawking radiation and it also played an important role in the development of string theory [4–6].
Furthermore, despite of its simplicity, the BTZ BH also plays a significant role to understand many physical properties
in higher dimensions by using many toy models[7, 8]. BTZ BH solution can be parameterized by two parameters
mass and angular momentum [9] and to understand the physical properties of a BH, study of null geodesics plays
a significant role [10, 11]. Also, to understand the kinematics of photon around a (2+1) dimensional BH, the
gravitational lensing (GL) can be regarded as an important technique. In order to study the optical observations of
BHs through background light emission, photon sphere has been widely studied in its various aspects [12]. Stability
of photon sphere plays a crucial role to explain the astrophysical phenomena such as deflection of light and BH shadows.

Over the last few decades, the GL is studied by many physicists due to its significance in astrophysics. Soldner
was the first person who calculated the bending angle of light by using Newtonian Mechanics in 1801 [13]. In 1959,
Darwin calculated the light deflection angle due to a strong gravitational field using the Schwarzschild metric[14].
Another significant work involved the deflection angle and intensities for the images formed due to the Schwarzschild
BH in terms of elliptic integrals of the first kind [15, 16] . Considering the Schwarzschild BH for the strong GL,
Virbhadra and Ellis obtained the lens equation and introduced a method to calculate the bending angle[17]. Bozza
treated the strong lensing phenomenon by a spherically symmetric BH, where an infinite sequence of higher order
images are formed [18] and later on extended for a spinning BH [19].

In particular, the interpretation of the cosmological constant (Λ) is a very fascinating and traditional topic in
theoretical physics. On the observational side, large scale structure observations have made strong evidences for Λ
as a possible choice for dark energy. Since the cosmological constant should take part in all kinds of gravitational
phenomena, investigations have been performed on different length-scales. From this point of view, the possible
contribution of Λ to the local bending of light have been extensively studied [20, 21]. Even though such an effect
would be many orders of magnitude too small to be measured with presently available instruments, it might in
principle constitute one of the distinguishing characteristics of Λ. The various authors have studied and obtained
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different kind of result on the influence of cosmological constant on light bending. The argument for the non-influence
of Λ was apparently first made in [22] and has been remade and reaffirmed by other authors, see for example
[23–26]. Rindler and Ishak remove this contrary and provides a long over- due correction to previous works on
whether or not the cosmological constant affects the bending of light by a concentrated spherically symmetric mass
[27, 28]. Here, we study the effect of cosmological constant in a non-spherical symmetric solution which will indeed
provide a new insight the influence of Λ on trajectories of photons. Based on above stand points we also study
the GL around the fascinating BTZ BH and derive an exact expression for bending of light [17, 18, 29] for more
detailed view of the role of the cosmological constant in the deflection of light around a BH in lower dimensional gravity.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we introduce the metric and using Euler-Lagrange equation the
geodesic equations are obtained. The study of variation of effective potential with BH parameters is presented
accordingly. In section 3, we discuss critical variables and photon orbits along with present the existence of unstable
photon orbits. In section 4, we have obtained an exact expression of bending of light for BTZ BH and analyzed its
role in view of concerned parameters. We conclude our results in section 5.

II. THE BTZ BH SPACETIME

The spacetime for (2+1) dimensional BTZ BH is as follows [2],

ds2 = −(N2 − r2N2
φ)dt2 +

1

N2
dr2 + r2dφ2 + 2r2Nφdtdφ. (1)

The square lapse N2 and the angular shift Nφ in equation 1 are given by,

N2 = (−M + r2

l2 + J
4r2 ), Nφ = −J

2r2 .

where M and J is the mass and angular momentum respectively, while the radius of curvature is relates to cosmological

constant as l define as , l = −(Λ)
−1
2 , which provides the necessary length scale in order to have a horizon of BH in

2+1 dimensions. The lapse function vanishes for two values of r given by,

r± = lM1/2

1

2

1±

√
1−

(
J

Ml

)2
1/2

, (2)

where r+ is the BH horizon. From the Euler-Lagrange equation the generalized momentum for null geodesics can be
written as,

ṫ =
Er2 − LJ/2

r4/l2 −Mr2 + J2/4
, (3)

φ̇ =
EJ/2− LM + Lr2/l2

r4/l2 −Mr2 + J2/4
, (4)

ṙ2 =
L2M − ELJ

r2
+ E2 − L2

l2
. (5)

Here, E is the total energy of test particles at infinity while L is the angular momentum of test particle. The radial
equation is a quadratic function of E, and can be written as,

ṙ2 =
(
E − V +

eff

)(
E − V −eff

)
, (6)

where the roots of V +
eff are given as follow,

V ±eff =
Jl

2r2
± 1

2

√
J2L2

r4
− 4

(
ML2

r2
− L2

l2

)
. (7)

Both the roots coincide at the event horizon. The expression of effective potential for BTZ BH is useful to study the
photon orbits i.e., motion of photons, which had been studied in detail by Cruz et.al.[10].
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FIG. 1: Variation of effective potential with distance r for different values of J when M = 1 (a) JL > 0 (b) and JL < 0
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FIG. 2: Variation of effective potential with distance r for different values of Λ when M = 1 (a) JL > 0 (b) and JL < 0

.

In Fig(1) and Fig(2), the effective potential is presented graphically to study the behavior of photon near BH for
different values of J and l respectively. In each curve, there is no minima and therefore no stable orbit for the photons
exists, only an unstable orbit exists in each case which corresponds to the maximum value of effective potential
described by equation 7.

Substituting u = 1/r, we obtain,

dφ

du
=

(
E J

2 − LM
)
u2 + L

l2(
J2u4

4 −Mu2 + 1
l2

) · 1√(
E2 − L2

l2

)
− (ELJ − L2M)u2

, (8)

The above expression 8 can be simplified as,

dφ

du
=

C+

η u+ (1−mu2)
√

1− ku2
+

C−

η u− (1− nu2)
√

1− ku2
. (9)

The variables in the equation 9 are defined as follows,

C± = ∓

[
LJ2 + 2l2

(
EJ
2 − LM

)
(M ± γ)

J2l2γ

]
,
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u± = 2
J2 , (M ± γ), γ =

√
M2 − J2

l2 , η =
√
E2 − L2

l2 ,

m = 1/u+, n = 1/u− and k =
ELJ − L2M

E2 − L2

l2

.

The distance of closest approach may then easily be obtained by equation 5 and can be written as,

r0 =

√
ELJ −ML2

E2 − L2

l2

. (10)
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FIG. 3: Variation of distance of closest approach with impact parameter.

III. CRITICAL VARIABLE AND PHOTON ORBIT

The massless particle moves in a closed orbit around a BH due to the curvature of BH spacetime. Such a geodesic
is generally known a photon orbit and a photon orbits are in general unstable a slight perturbation can either cause
the particle to plunge into the BH, or cause it to escape to the infinity [30, 31]. Since the BTZ BH solutions are
asymptotically AdS with negative cosmological constant and it is therefore, important to study the behavior of the
photon orbits in such lower dimensional BH spacetime. The existence of a photon sphere in this particular spacetime
has also important implications for GL. In any BH spacetime containing a photon sphere, various aspects of GL will
give rise to relativistic images and in order to investigate aspects of GL, the metric coefficient N2 = f(r) leads to,

f ′(r) =
2r

l2
− J2

2r3
(11)

We now consider the extremal case and setting both the metric coefficient and its derivative to be zero, such that

Jc = mcl, rc =

√
Jcl

2
= l

√
mc

2
. (12)

The effective potential can also be written as in terms of b(= L
E ), where L and E denote the angular momentum and

the energy of the massless particle respectively as below,

Veff =
N2

r2
− 2Nφ

b
−N2φ =

1

r2

(
r2

l2
−m+

J

b

)
(13)

In the extremal case, the effective potential and its derivative then read as,

Veff =
−1

r2

(
mc −

mcl

b
− r2

l2

)
, V ′eff =

−2mc

r3

(
l

b
− 1

)
. (14)
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Thus, b = l is the only one solution for which Veff = 0. The surface plot in FIG.III indicate that in this case, the
effective potential is always a constant i.e. Veff = b−2 = l−2. A constant potential means that a particle can easily
move across it, and therefore is extremely unlikely to remain in any fixed orbit for long. Beyond the horizon, the
effective potential becomes constant and there is no intersection with vertical plane, therefore, there is only unstable
photon orbits which totally depends on b. Thus for extremal BTZ BH, one can have photon orbit when b = l and
these photon orbits are all ’unstable’. One may also notice that from FIG.4(a) and FIG.4(b) there are no changes
on the behavior of effective potential for the different values of cosmological constant i.e. Λ = −0.45 and Λ = −0.40
respectively.
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FIG. 4: The surface plot of the first derivative of the effective potential Veff , of an extremal BTZ BH, with mass mc set to
unity, as a function of the impact parameter b, and radial distance r. Here, the radius of curvature (a) l = 1.49(Λ = −0.45)
and (b) l = 1.58(Λ = −0.40).

IV. THE EXACT EXPRESSION FOR BENDING ANGLE OF LIGHT

Let us consider a light ray approaches, the BH such that it starts from the asymptotic region, with r0 as the distance
of closest approach and an emerging light ray reaches upto an observer in the asymptotic region. Now from the
definition of deflection of light, one knows that the change in Φ and the bending angle δ simply related by a difference
of π. Hence the expression of bending angle for BTZ BH can be defined as [15, 16, 32],

δ = 2

∫ u0

0

[
C+

η u+ (1−mu2)
√

1− ku2
+

C−

η u− (1− nu2)
√

1− ku2

]
du− π (15)

We have solved the above indefinite integral which leads to,

δ =
2C+

η u+
√
m− k

tanh−1
[
u
√
m− k√

1− ku2

]∣∣∣∣∣
u0

0

+
2C−

η u−
√
n− k

Tanh−1
[
u
√
n− k√

1− ku2

]∣∣∣∣∣
u0

0

− π (16)

where,

u0 =

√
E2−L2

l2

ELJ−ML2 , which is inverse of the distance of closest approach.

Using the hyperbolic inverse expansion function, the exact expression of bending angle reduce to,

δ =
C+

η u+
√
m− k

ln(2u0
√
m− k) +

C−

η u−
√
n− k

ln(2u0
√
n− k)− π. (17)
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The plots in FIG.5 represents the variation of bending angle with inverse of the distance for closest approach and the
cosmological constant. The bending angle for direct motion increases as the distance of closest approach decreases
and the same trend is observed for the retrograde motion. It is observed that the bending angle decreases as the
value of cosmological constant increases in negative region for direct and retrograde motion of photon. In the figure
it is clear that the qualitative nature of bending angle does not change due to the direction of motion of photons and
cosmological constant. However, there exist a marginal effect on the degree of bending of light around the BH from
these parameters.
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FIG. 5: The variation of bending angle with inverse of distance of closest approach when E = 2, L = 0.1 for direct, L = −0.1
for retrograde motion and J = 0.5.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have studied the null geodesic equations for BTZ BH spacetime in (2+1) dimension through the
investigation of variation of effective potential with the spin parameter (J) and radius of curvature (l). The value
of effective potential for direct orbits (i.e.JL > 0) increases with spin parameter and radius of curvature. Also, the
value of effective potential for retrograde orbits (i.e.JL < 0) decreases as the value of spin parameter with radius of
curvature increases. The effective potential for direct motion of photons becomes constant after a critical value which
suggest only unstable orbits are possible in this region. However, for retrograde motion the effective potential also
lies in negative region therefore, the bound orbit may be exist in this region. The surface plots for effective potential
indicates the behavior of potential is constant with radial distance and impact parameter. Also, the effective potential
totally depends on impact parameter of BH spacetime and these orbits are unstable i.e. there are no stable photon
orbits are possible near its horizon.
One of the initial motivation for this study is to investigate a physical phenomenon like gravitational lensing in (2+1)
dimensional BH spacetime. We have studied the bending angle of light with various parameters of BTZ BH and
calculated exact bending angle of light along with its variation with distance of closest approach and cosmological
constant. We observed that the variation of bending angle is conventional. It increases with decreases in distance of
closest approach for direct and retrograde motion of photon for negative values of cosmological constant. However,
it is noticed that as the value of cosmological constant increases in negative region the bending angle marginally
decreases for a particular value of distance of closest approach.
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