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Abstract

Non-minimal coupling between the Riemann curvature and the electromagnetic field appears
as quantum corrections when gravity is coupled to the standard model of particle physics. The
non-minimal coupling is expected to be dominant in the strong-gravity regions such as near black-
holes or the early Universe. With better instruments planned shortly, electromagnetic fields are an
important source of astrophysical observations to test general relativity in strong gravity regimes.
However, to precisely test general relativity in strong gravity using electromagnetic fields, it is im-
perative to obtain constraints on the non-minimal coupling parameter to electromagnetic fields. As
a step in this direction, we calculate the deflection angle of non-minimally coupled electromagnetic
fields in the vicinity of a dynamical, spherically symmetric black hole described by the Sultana-
Dyer metric. We compare the deflection angle of the photon modes for the Sultana-Dyer black
hole with the Schwarzschild black hole. We show that the difference in the deflection angle for the
Schwarzschild black hole is always negative, while for Sultana-Dyer is always positive. Thus, our
analysis points out that the two black holes provide a distinct signature irrespective of the black

hole mass. We discuss the implications of the results for future astrophysical observations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The idea of the minimal connection between the metric and matter underpins general
relativity. To obtain equations of matter fields that govern physical phenomena in a gravita-
tional field, we have to resort to the Principle of Equivalence [1, 2]. The principle demands
that the laws of physics in a gravitational field reduce to those of Special Relativity in the
infinitesimally inertial frames. These frames are characterized by the property that the met-
ric can be approximated by the Minkowski metric and neglecting the connection coefficients.

In flat space-time, such properties hold exactly throughout the space-time.

In the presence of a gravitational field, they can be satisfied to any desired degree of
accuracy by choosing a reference frame in free fall and restricting attention to a sufficiently
small subset of space-time. The condition of reducing to the laws of special relativity in the
infinitesimally inertial frames puts strong restrictions on the coupling of matter to gravity.
Usually, one uses the principle of minimal coupling: the matter does not couple directly
to curvature such that, at any event, we can always transform away from the influence
of a gravitational field on matter [1-4]. This is an expression of the strong equivalence
principle. More specifically, this means that the partial derivatives of the energy-momentum
tensor are locally promoted to covariant ones (9,7"" — V,T*), resulting in a covariant
conservation equation. This assumption is required to derive the field equations [3]. The
(strong) equivalence principle has been tested accurately in the solar system or weak gravity
limit [5, 6].

However, over the last two decades, it has been realized that while the minimal coupling
is a good approximation; this need not be the scenario in strong gravity and cosmological
distances. The energy-momentum tensor can no longer be conserved covariantly, resulting in
an additional force in the geodesics equation that can account for the dark matter influence
on galaxies [7]. It has been shown in literature that the presence of non-minimal coupling

of the inflaton field ensures flatness of scalar potential in the Einstein frame at large values

of the Higgs field [8, 9].

Theoretically, it has been seen that any scheme unifying fundamental interactions with
gravity leads to effective actions where non-minimal couplings to the geometry are present.
Higher-order curvature invariants are present in general. They emerge as loop corrections in

high-curvature regimes, and extensions to general relativity are necessary [10, 11]. Recently,
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Ruhdorfer et al did a systematic analysis and obtained an effective field theory of gravity
coupled to the Standard Model of particle physics [12]. They showed that (i) the first gravity
operators appear at mass dimension 6 in the series expansion, and these operators only couple
to the standard model Bosons, (ii) no new gravity operators appear at mass dimension 7,
(iii) in mass dimension 8 the standard model Fermions appear, and (iii) coupling between the
scalar (Higgs) field and the standard model gauge Bosons appear only at mass dimension 8.
Interestingly, the terms obtained by these authors are similar to the non-minimal coupling
terms to electromagnetic fields proposed by Prasanna a long time ago [13].

One cannot fix the value of the non-minimal coupling constant to the electromagnetic
(EM) fields theoretically within the standard model. As mentioned earlier, matter fields
with minimal coupling are well tested in weak gravity limit and not in strong gravity regions
such as near black holes [14-17]. With better instruments planned shortly, EM fields are
an important source of astrophysical observations to test General Relativity (GR) in strong
gravity regimes. However, to precisely test GR in strong gravity using EM fields, it is
imperative to obtain constraints on the non-minimal coupling parameter () to EM fields.

Prasanna studied the non-minimal coupling of EM fields in curved space-times [13]. Vari-
ous authors have proposed different models of non-minimal coupling (See Refs. [18-22]). The
effects of vacuum polarization and signature of photon propagation due to non-minimal cou-
pling were first studied considering a Schwarzschild background in Ref. [23]. Similar work for
a static black hole with non-zero electric charge described by the Reissner-Nordstrom metric
and for a neutral rotating black hole described by Kerr metric has been done respectively
in Refs. [24, 25]. For other related works, see Refs. [26, 27].

In this work, we study the propagation of photons that are non-minimally coupled to
gravity. To do so, we calculate the deflection angle of a photon in the vicinity of a dynamical,
spherically symmetric black hole described by the Sultana Dyer metric. To our knowledge,
the detailed evaluation of the deflection angle in a black-hole space-time to constrain the
non-minimal coupling parameter is new. In Ref. [28], the authors used photon dispersion
relation and computed the photon’s arrival time in Schwarzschild space-time. Considering
signals from radar ranging past the Sun, the authors found A ~ 1.1 x 10?° em?, which is
about three orders of magnitude more stringent than the one obtained in Ref. [29]. We show
that Sultana-Dyer solar-mass black hole improves the bound on A.

Using the Eikonal approximation, we obtain the dispersion relations for the two modes



of polarization of electromagnetic fields in Schwarzschild and Sultana-Dyer space-times. We
show that the two dispersion relations corresponding to the two polarizations differ from
Schwarzschild and Kerr [cf. Eq. (29)]. In the case of Schwarzschild and Kerr, the two
dispersions are quadratic, and the modifications to the dispersion relation occur in the ps)
component of the momentum. However, in the case of Sultana-Dyer, the modification to the
dispersion relation [cf. Eq. (35)] occurs in all the components of the momentum. Further,
one of the dispersion relations is of cubic order.

We show that the deflection angle for the Sultana-Dyer black hole is inversely proportional
to By (which is related to horizon radius ry). However, in the case of Schwarzschild, the
deflection angle is proportional to fBy. Further, we show that the difference in the deflection
angle for the Schwarzschild black hole is always negative, while for Sultana-Dyer is always
positive. Thus, our analysis points out that the two black holes provide a distinct signature
with the deflection angle irrespective of the black-hole mass.

In Sec. (II), we discuss the non-minimal coupling model of the electromagnetic fields
with gravity and briefly discuss the procedure to obtain the photon dispersion relation in
arbitrary background. In Sec. (III), we briefly discuss the properties of the Sultana-Dyer
black hole and the conserved quantities in this space-times. In Sec. (IV), we obtain the
modified dispersion relations in the local inertial frame for the Schwarzschild and Sultana-
Dyer black holes. In Sec. (V), we evaluate the difference in the deflection angles for the two
polarization modes at the radius of photon sphere for the Schwarzschild and Sultana-Dyer
black holes. We also obtain the constraint on non-minimal coupling constant A. In Sec.
(VI), we obtain the quantitative difference in the deflection angle for Sultana-Dyer black
hole from Schwarzschild. In Sec. (VII), we conclude by discussing the implications of our
work for future observations. Appendices (A) - (F) contain detailed calculations.

In this work, we use (—,+,+,+) signature for the 4-D space-time metric. Greek al-
phabets denote the 4-dimensional space-time coordinates, and Latin alphabets denote the

3-dimensional spatial coordinates.

II. THE MODEL

The most general model of non-minimal coupling of EM fields with gravity consists cou-

pling of EM field tensor with the Riemann and Ricci tensors as well as with the Ricci scalar.
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The model is described by the following action:

R 1
I'Ne = /d4$\/__g [E a 1_1 FHVFW + Xwaﬂ F;wFaﬁ (1)
where,
R A
Hreb — ‘117 ("9 — g"g") + % (Rrog”? — RHBgre 4 RYBgre — Rroghf) 4 . RHvaB

(2)

The above action is CPT invariant and invariant under general coordinate transformations;
however, it violates Einstein’s equivalence principle [28]. In this work, we shall focus on a
simpler model of non-minimal coupling, which we obtain by setting, ¢; = ¢2 = 0 in Eq. (2)

and the action reduces to:

1 A
S = / d'z /=g (_Z FuF" + 5 RMPF,, Fa5> : (3)

The reason for this choice is to compare the constraints obtained by earlier authors for
time-independent spherically symmetric black holes [28] with the Sultana-Dyer black hole.
Varying the action (3) with respect to the gauge field A,, we get:

vV, F" = 2) [Ruua/o’ (VVFaﬁ) + (V,,R“”“’B) Faﬁ] _ (4)

Using the Bianchi identity and symmetries of the Riemann curvature tensor in Eq. (4), we

obtain the following relation:
Vv, F' — 9\ [Rwaﬁ (Vo F.5) + (VQRZ) FO!B} i (5)

The RHS of the above equation is a coordinate-dependent quantity and lead to a modified
dispersion relation. In the case of Maxwell’s theory, we will have the same dispersion relation
(p*p,, = 0) for both polarization modes. The first term in the RHS modifies the kinetic term,
while the second term acts as a mass term. As the coupling terms are linearly related to
EM fields, the non-minimal coupling leads to mixing of the two polarization modes.

For static black holes, like Schwarzschild (de Sitter) or Kerr (de Sitter) metric, that satisfy
R" ¢ g, the second term in the RHS of the above expression vanishes. However, for black
holes in an expanding universe, like Sultana-Dyer metric, R, # Ag,,. Hence, we retain the

last term in the RHS of the above expression.
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A. Photon dispersion relation

To obtain the trajectory of photons, choosing a locally flat inertial frame is convenient.
Hence, we define a local inertial frame attached to the non-inertial one. Let p(,) correspond
to the photon momentum in the local inertial frame. This is related to momentum in non-
inertial frame (p,) by the relation: p, = e, (1) P(u), Where, e, (#) is the tetrad connecting the
two — inertial and non-inertial — frames.

In the case of time-dependent black holes we consider, the variations of the curvature
along the radial coordinate (#) and the time (.77) are long compared to the EM waves

reduced wavelength and period, i.e.
R>A=1/kT>1/w.

Under the Eikonal approximation, we can locally treat the EM waves as planar and

monochromatic [28]:
V) FO0) — p) P00, (6)

Thus, in the local inertial frame, the Bianchi identity of the EM field tensor and Eq. (5)

reduces to:

P Fw) + P Fwye) + 2wy Flayp =0 (7)
Pw) FW@) — 9y [R(u)(V)(a)(B) P Flay) + (V(Q)R(”) (ﬁ)) F(a)(ﬂ)] ) (8)

Fixing the space-time index u to the 3-space j in Eq. (8) leads to:
pioy FOO 4 py FOW = ) [Ruxv)(a)(m Py Flay(o) + ROW@E) o B 4 Vg RY) (B)F(a)(ﬁ)}(g)
Setting 4 — 7, v — k and a = 0 — the Bianchi identity in local inertial frame (7) becomes:
PoFwe) = PwFou — o Fow (10)

Combining the above two equations leads to the following:

() j j v
[p(u)p(“) 58) — pp® + 4 ROW 4 pip)

+2\ (v(a)R(a‘) ®) p@ V(k)R(j) (a)p(“))} FO® _ (11)



Substituting Eq. (8) into the above equation, the equation of motion in the Eikonal approx-

imation 1is:

. (4) (4)
p ; p o .
[p(“)p(u) (5(%; + 4\ (—6(0) (k) + ) (k) ) + 2\ <—V(Q)R(O) (k) p( ) + V(Q)R(]) (k)p(a))

D(0) D(0)
)
p o i e
— 92\ (—V(k)R(O) (@) pl 4 V(k)R(J) (a)P( )) }F(O)(’C) =0, (12)
Do)
where,
€ (g = ROWY (5 piype). (13)

For different space-times, the above equation of motion (12) will yield different dispersion
relations and can potentially provide constraints on .

The constraints on A are obtained in the literature by considering static black hole space-
times, like Schwarzschild and Kerr. In this work, we obtain constraints on A by considering
a spherically symmetric black hole in cosmological space-time, commonly referred to as
Sultana-Dyer metric [30]. To our knowledge, such an analysis has not been done, and we

show that this provides a stringent constraint on the non-minimal coupling constant .

III. SULTANA-DYER BLACK HOLE

Sultana and Dyer obtained an exact spherically symmetric black hole solution in expand-
ing cosmological space-time[30]:
ds® = (3)4 {— (1 - QG—M) dn® + el dndr + (1 + 2G—M) dr* + r? dm] (14)
Mo r r r
where M is mass of the non-rotating black hole and the conformal factor a(n) = (1/m)°.
The conformal time 7 is related to the comoving time ¢ via the relation dt = dna(n). We
set n = ng at t = tg where ¢, is the current time. We list below some of the properties of the

Sultana-Dyer space-time:

1. The above line-element corresponds to a black hole of mass M in a spatially flat
FLRW universe with scale factor a(t) o t*®. This corresponds to black holes in the

matter-dominated epoch.

2. Sultana-Dyer is sourced by two non-interacting perfect fluids — null dust and normal
dust. The stress-energy tensor is 7T}, = ,E,l,) + T,Eg), where Tﬁ) = pou,u, describes the

normal dust and T,Si) = pnk,k, describes a null dust with density p,, and £%k, = 0.

7



3. r = 2GM = ry remains an event horizon because the conformal transformation pre-

serves the causal structure. The Kretschmann scalar for the line element (14) is:

8M?*  M?  4AM(4M S(2M 2
R;waﬁleaﬁ = ¥ — 48 77(8) < . ( + T) ( + T) ) ) (15)

rAnlo " p6p8 3l r2pl2
It implies curvature singularities occur at n = 0 and r = 0. The singularity at n = 0
is spacelike for r > ry, timelike for » < ry and null for » = ri [31]. The singularity at

r = 0 is spacelike and surrounded by the event horizon.

4. The energy density of the dust is positive only in the region

N < M (16)

At the event-horizon r = ry, the energy conditions are satisfied everywhere for n < 2ry.
In other words, after this time 7, those particles closest to the event horizon become

superluminal [30]. As we will see, this condition translates to a constraint on .

5. Writing the line element (14) in non-geometrized unit leads to:

4

2

ds? = (nﬁ) {— (1 - %H) ¢ dn® + %cdndr + (1 + %H> dr* + r? dQ?} - (17)
0

Substituting the following dimensionless variables:
r=-—; n=Hon; 1= Homn (18)
in the Sultana-Dyer metric (17), we have

1 2 1
ds® = ol it {— (1 — —) Badi? + =Bo dijdr + (1 + ;) di® + 7 dQZ] = a? d3* (19)

T

where H, is Hubble constant,

1 2 1
i =it |- (1-1) gt + 2ovanar+ (14 1)t 72 4] (0
T r r
=1 g€
B T

(21)

In the rest of the work, we will use the dimensionless line-element d5 defined in Eq. (20).
This choice is suitable because the affine parameter (7) and conserved quantities are dimen-

sionless.



A. Conserved quantities from symmetries of the metric

Although Sultana-Dyer metric (20) is time-dependent, the space-time has conserved quan-
tities. Besides the spherical symmetry, the metric is invariant under conformal transforma-
tions. Taking into account the conformal symmetry; the following quantity is conserved

w.r.t dimensionless affine parameter 7 [30, 31]:

S 1 dn B dr
E=i(-(1-2)pL+ 25 29
77< ( f>50d7+fd7 (22)
Due to the azimuthal symmetry, the following quantity is conserved [30]:
~ d¢
L =i =, 23
Ui (23)

In Appendix. (A), we obtain the relation between the above quantities with the conserved
quantities for the dimension-full coordinates. In Sec. (V), we show that the dispersion
relation depends on the value of f)/ E. In the rest of this work, we obtain the change in
photon propagation in the Sultana-Dyer space-time due to the presence of non-minimal

coupling (3). We also compare our results with Schwarzschild space-time.

IV. MODIFIED DISPERSION RELATIONS

The non-minimal coupling of the electromagnetic fields with gravity leads to modified
photon dispersion relation (12). This change will be significant near strongly gravitating
objects like black holes. As we show in this section, additionally, the nature of the dispersion
relation is different for time-independent (like Schwarzschild, Kerr) and time-dependent
black hole (like Sultana-Dyer) space-times.

To derive the photon dispersion relation we fix the photon momentum: p® = (p(®, p() 0,
p®)) — confined in the orbital plane of the gravitating object. Imposing the transverse
condition we choose the electric field to be (E(l), E(Q)), i.e., in the normal plane to the

gravitating body [28].

A. Time-independent black hole space-times

For the Schwarzschild space-time:

-1
dst == (1=) it (1= 2) ar® 4 2 ae?, (24)

r T



using dimensionless coordinates 7 = r/ry, t = Hyt and the quantity 8y (21), we get,
ds® = r dsi,, (25)

where,
32 1 2 752 1N <2 | =2 302
dsg, = |— (1 - = Bodt=+ | 1— = dre +r°dQ”| . (26)

Since the line-element is independent of ¢ and ¢, we have the following invariant quantities

(w.rt. 7):

~2@.

N 1 dt -
Fsan=—(1=2=)82—: Loy, = 2
Sch ( f)BOdT’ Sen = 17— (27)

The equation of motion (12) for the two electric field components [E(l),E(Q)] in the
line-element (26) are:
A
P+ g (2@?0) —Py) + p??»)) 0 E®
22
0 P - 273 (p%o) - pé) + 2]9%3)) B

Note that in this case, the second and third terms in the LHS of Eq. (12) vanish because

=0. ()

the Ricci tensor is zero. In order for the above equation to satisfy for arbitrary values of
[EMW, E@)], the LHS reduces to [28]:
6

2 =3
rgr

p? =+ p??)). (29)

From the above expression, we infer that the photon dispersion relation remains quadratic
also in Schwarzschild space-time with r—dependent corrections. Interestingly, the photon
dispersion relation in Kerr space-time is identical to Eq. (29). Appendix (B) contains the
detailed calculation for the Kerr space-time in the orthonormal basis [32]. Thus, the modi-
fied dispersion relation remains quadratic for the time-independent black hole space-times,

like Schwarzschild and Kerr.

B. Sultana-Dyer black hole

In this section, we show that the modified dispersion relation of the photons does not
remain quadratic in Sultana-Dyer black hole. We show that it provides a key distinguishing

feature between time-independent and Sultana-Dyer black hole space-times.
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To do that, we construct a local inertial frame corresponding to the Sultana-Dyer metric
(20). Appendix (C) contains the details of the tetrads and the components of the Riemann
tensor in the local frame. Unlike Schwarzschild and Kerr black holes, the Ricci tensor is
non-zero for Sultana-Dyer black hole. Hence, in principle, the last two terms in the LHS
of Eq. (12) will contribute to the dispersion relation. However, as we show in Appendix
(D) the terms containing the Ricci tensor are negligible compared to the term containing
Riemann tensor. Hence, in the rest of the analysis, we will not include the Ricci tensor
terms.

Substituting the components of the Riemann tensor in the local frame (C4) in Eq. (12),

the equations of motion for the two electric field components [E™), E?)] are:

P(1)P%
—fivloy + fivhy + Faplyy + f =00 0 EW|
0 —fap(yy + f2ply + f50ls) + 2f5 Pypo0) E®
(30)
where,

fi(F, ) =1+ 4AARoymo ;s  fo(7,7) = 1+ 4N Royayaye) (31a)
f3(7, ) = 4AARoyomye ;s fi(F, 1) = 1+ 4X Roeoe (31b)

- < < A
f(70) =1-4ARoyg@e); A= 5. (31c)

0

To satisfy Eq. (30) for arbitrary values of [E®") E®)] the L.H.S leads to the following condi-

tions for the dispersion relation:

2

b)Ps
—h p%o) + /1 p(21) + /2 p?g) + /3 p(o)( ) — 0 (32)
—fap(oy + f2 0}y + [5 Disy + 2/ paypo) = 0. (33)

Using the tetrad relations in Eq. (C2), we obtain the following two dispersion relations in

the non-inertial frame:

(CF - C1) (fs = LC) , f2 B

34 (1—3C? 2 30, B p? — B+ L2 =0
=P+ ( ?) popi + ( B+ == p3> n Pot+ 7, Pops
(34)
2 2 2 2 B 2
(—f401 —2f3C1 + fz) pi+2(f3+ faC1) Bpopr — faBpy + f552p3 =0 (35)
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where,

) dii AN
p0:774<— (Q)Ad—-i‘ClE)—E (36a)
Cl ~ ~4 012 d?’;
4 d =
ps =1"Co d_zz_S =L (36¢)

and p° = di/dr, p* = dr/dr, p* = df/dr, p* = d¢/dr; A, B,Cy,Cy are defined in Eq. (C)
and f;’s are defined above in Eq. (31).

This is the first important result regarding which we would like to stress the following
points: First, the above two dispersion relations are different from the ones we obtained
earlier for Schwarzschild and Kerr [cf. (29)]. In the case of Schwarzschild and Kerr, the
two dispersions are quadratic, and the modifications to the dispersion relation occur in the
p(3) component of the momentum. Second, in the case of Sultana-Dyer, the modification to
the dispersion relation (35) occurs in all the components of the momentum. Further, the
dispersion relation (34) is cubic order. This occurs because of the last term in Eq. (32).

In the next section, we calculate the deflection angle of the photon near the black hole.
We show that the deflection angle of the photon near Schwarzschild is linearly proportional
to [ob; however, in the case of Sultana-Dyer, the deflection angle has a different depen-
dence. We then compare the results between Schwarzschild and Sultana-Dyer black holes

for different mass ranges.

V. DEFLECTION ANGLE

Potentially, the modification to the path taken by the photon leads to the following two
observable quantities:
1. Photon arrival-time at the detector

2. Photon deflection-angle at the detector

In Ref. [28] the authors used photon dispersion relation and computed the photon’s arrival
time in Schwarzschild space-time. Since we consider time-dependent black hole space-times,
photon deflection-angle is more suited. Hence, in this work, we obtain the deflection angle

of the photon in both Schwarzschild and Sultana Dyer space-times.
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A. Schwarzschild space-time

To obtain photon-deflection angle, we need to rewrite the dispersion relation (29) in the
non-inertial frame. To do this, substituting the tetrads for the line-element (26) in the

dispersion relation (29) leads to:

1 1\ 1 6
1—2)p2=p52(1-2 2~ [y 2
( 7;) 1 =By ( f) Po~ = < + i 7:3) D3 (37)

where,
1\ ,di - 1\ ' dr
Po ( 7:) By i Sch; D1 < f) 7 (38a)
odo 3 2 =4/ 2
b3=T E = LSCh; A= )\/CYO =A (UO/TH) . (38b)

Dividing the above expression over d¢/dr, the deflection angle d¢/dr is:

=0 1 ~ -1/2

272 ~9
BOLSch r

dp 1

dr 72

Rewriting the LHS of the above expression in terms of r, we have:

22 (1 1 - ~1/2
dg _ Fb [1 _ A= 5) Si 7) (1 + SA‘%)] (41)

dr  rpr? o T

where, b = I~/Sch / Egch. Note that —(4) sign corresponds to the deflection angle for the +(—)
mode of polarization.

The modification to the dispersion relation is the largest close to the horizon and is
negligible, very far from the horizon. We evaluate the difference between the deflection

angles for two polarization modes at the radius of photon sphere (7 = 3/2), i. e.:

+ 212 3 -3 212 3 —3
:4ﬁ0b 1_45019 1_@ B 1_45017 1_{_@
Sch Iru 27 729 27 729

(42)

dé
dr

T de
Sch dr

13



This is the second important result regarding which we would like to stress the following
points: First, the deflection angle depends on four parameters; 5\, Bo, g and b. Interestingly
deflection angle is linearly proportional to By b. However, as we will show in Sec. (V) in the
case of Sultana-Dyer space-time, the deflection angle has different 5,0 dependence. Hence,
leading to potential observational signatures. Second, the deflection angle will be real if and

only if,

4 B2V 16\
1— 1F — . 4
o7 (1T 79) 7 (43)

This implies that 5\, Bo and b can not be arbitrary. However, we can not break the degeneracy
of the choice of these values only using Schwarzschild space-time. We will be able to do this
using constraint from Sultana-Dyer. We discuss the implications of this in detail in Sec.

(VI). We show that Syb < 1.8 for the range of acceptable values of \.

B. Sultana-Dyer black hole

In Sec. (IVB), we obtained quadratic and cubic dispersion relations (34, 35) for the
non-minimally coupled electromagnetic field in Sultana-Dyer black hole. In the rest of this

section, we obtain the deflection angle for the two polarization modes.

1. Quadratic dispersion relation (34)

Like in the case of Schwarzschild, the derivation of deflection angle % requires prior

knowledge of p3 and p; — ratio of these two components of momentum leads to the deflection

angle. To solve p; from the quadratic dispersion relation, we rewrite (35) as:

apf +arp; +ag =0, (44)
where,

_pi2 | S5 £

ag = BL (52 — 435) (45&)
_ 3 =
ay = 2f4 f_ +C | BE (45b)
4
as = —f4 (Cf + 201é — é) : (45¢)
i Ja
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The modification to the dispersion relation is largest close to the horizon and is negligible

very far from the horizon. As shown in Appendix (A), near the horizon, £/L >> 1. In

this limit and near the horizon O] = 2 >> 1, the coefficients a;, as are simplified and the

7

dispersion relation reduces to:
—f1C?p? + 2f4CiBEpy + ap ~ 0. (46)

By solving p; from the above quadratic equation and taking the ratio ps/p; we get:

d L(5 +5)
dr 7(2f4clBE)i\/(2f4clBE’)274(7f4Cf) Biz(,ﬂB’g—;Jr%)

2(-£ic%)

+9FE

Cs

Note that the +(—) sign corresponds to the deflection angle for the +(—) polarization mode.

As mentioned above, 1/, has a small value for black hole mass ranging [Mz1071°, M].
Thus, expanding the above expression about 1/8, leads to terms without and with the
coupling constant \. Terms without A correspond to effects from the minimal coupling,
while the terms with A provide the signatures of the non-minimal coupling. The binomial

expansion of Eq. (47) leads to the following relations:

do|* s 9t 1
—| =23_ T4 0(=), 48a
drisp b e <5§) (482)
do|” D 1
—| =3_ 4 0(=), 48h
drisp =B <5(4)) (48b)

where the explicit form of the coefficients 2, and &, can be found in Appendix. (E). The

difference between the deflection angle for two polarizations is:

) 2£2\/ (776 . 165\) (85\ n ﬁﬁ) 1

aof* _ do "
drisp  drisp E2k3r4 <85\ + ﬁ6> b
At the radius of photon sphere r = 3ry/2 and 77 = 7o, the above expression reduces to:
2 6 _ 16\ ) 6
Wt do| 162 \/<3 16)\> <8A+3)i o
drigp  drisp 16 E2k3r <85\ + 36> 5

This is the third important result regarding which we would like to stress the following

points: First, the deflection angle is inversely proportional to 5. As mentioned earlier, in
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the case of Schwarzschild (42), the deflection angle is proportional to ;. Thus, our analysis
implies that the deflection angle will be different for the two cases for the same black hole

mass. Second, the deflection angle will be real if and only if

v 729

Comparing the above expression with (43), we see that in the case of Sultana-Dyer, the
constraints on the coupling constant does not depend on 5y and b. We want to stress that
the above constraint is obtained by setting 77 = 7y (current time of the Universe). At an
arbitrary time, we have A < 7%/16.

In Sec. (V C), we discuss the implications of this constraint for different black hole masses.

2. Cubic dispersion relation (35)

To solve p; from the cubic dispersion relation, we rewrite Eq. (34) as:

Py 4 a2 pi +ap +a =0, (52)
where,
_ B(1-3CH E
= 53
“T o) o)

d, — I (( 30, B? E_2+ B(fs — f2Cy) ) (53b)

C}—Cy) L2 HC(CF—CY)

i B3 fs B2 L?
ap = E3 — + —_ 53
“ <¢®4m ﬁ@@%ﬂﬂp) (25

As mentioned earlier, the modification to the dispersion relation is largest close to the horizon
and is negligible far from the horizon. Like in the case of quadratic dispersion relation, near
the horizon, 7 ~ 1, % >> 1 and C] = ’%0 > 1. Thus, the coefficients ag, ay, ay simplify

leading to the following dispersion relation:

~ ~ ~ 3
, 3EB 3E? B? EB
3 2 P, — <—> ~0. (54)

P — Cl Y21 + 02
1

However, the dispersion relation is independent of the non-minimal coupling parameter A

In other words, in the limit ¢} >> 1 and % >> 1, the deflection angle do not reflect any
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modification due to the non coupling term mentioned in Eq. (3). Hence, we only consider
the effect due to the quadratic dispersion relation (50).

As our analysis is restricted to a non-rotating dynamical black hole, considering a rotating
dynamical black hole might violate the limit % >> 1. In that case, the deflection angle with

the cubic dispersion relation plausibly leads to a better bound on A

C. Constraint on \

In the case of Sultana-Dyer, the constraint on X is given by Eq. (51). At the current
time, this leads to 0 < A < 45.56. Using the relation (31c) and (21), we have:

G2M2H2 6
: o’ \ < .
Anyet Ayt

GEMEHG s

A< N<n®, (55)

where N is the factor corresponding to the difference from the solar mass M. Using
the relation between the conformal time (7) and cosmic time (), dt = a(n)dn, we have

t =n3/(3n3). Rewriting the above relation in terms of ¢, we have:

G?’M2H? 9G*M2H?
0
Setting, t = t, and Hy = t;", we have:
9G2M2 ;2 9
A< TQO N2 = A< ET%I (57)

This is the fourth important result regarding which we like to stress the following points:
First, the coupling constant A is an intrinsic property of the field and should be independent
of the parameters of the model. However, from the above expression, we see that the
constraint on A depends on the mass of the black hole. On the face of it, this might look
unphysical. However, we pointed that the energy density of the dust does not remain positive
for all values of n (cf. Eq. (16)). This condition implies that after time 7, the particles
closest to the horizon become superluminal [30]. The condition (16) at the photon radius
translates to n < 15rg/4. Since, we have fixed n = 7, this leads to the condition on A.
Second, in Appendix F, we have evaluated the stress-tensor of the non-minimally coupled
electromagnetic field action (3). We have shown that the energy-density to be positive in
Sultana-Dyer black hole, A < % (cf. Eq. F7). Thus, the above constraint on the coupling

parameter A ensures that the energy density of the electromagnetic field is non-negative.
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Black hole mass rg (cm) A (cm?)
Solar-mass 10° 0.563 x 1010
1073 Mg 102 0.563 x 10%
107° M, 1 0.563

10~ 100, 107° 0.563 x 10~10

TABLE I. Upper limit on A for different mass ranges

The table below gives the upper limit on A for different black hole mass ranges. Finally, it is
interesting to compare the bounds on A compared to obtained in the literature. In Ref. [28],
the authors obtained constraints on A considering photons in Schwarzschild space-time.
Considering signals from radar ranging past the Sun, the authors found A ~ 1.1 x 10%° cm?,
which is about three orders of magnitude more stringent than the one obtained in Ref. [29].
Our analysis shows that the value of A for the Sultana-Dyer solar-mass black hole improves
the bound on A. Note that, in the case of signals coming from binary pulsar PSR B1534+12,
the bound on A ~ 0.6 x 10" cm? [33, 34].

VI. COMPARING THE DEFLECTION ANGLE BETWEEN SCHWARZSCHILD
AND SULTANA-DYER BLACK HOLES

In this section, we obtain the deflection angle for the Sultana-Dyer black hole for different
mass ranges and compare the same with the Schwarzschild black hole. Eq. (50) gives the
difference between the deflection angle for two polarizations due to Sultana-Dyer black hole
evaluated at the photon sphere and the current epoch. Eq. (42) gives the difference between
the deflection angle for two polarizations due to Schwarzschild black hole evaluated at the

photon sphere. In deriving the expressions (42, 50) we used the condition % > 1 at the
photon sphere.

As mentioned earlier, the deflection angles in Egs. (42, 50) depend on Sy, b,ry and A.
We will use the same value of A as obtained in the previous section for both Schwarzschild
and Sultana-Dyer. From the definition (21), the value of fy is fixed for a given black-hole

mass. To fix b, we use the condition that Eq. (43) must be satisfied for the largest value of

X and (. Substituting these in Eq. (43), we get b < £,/2.598 and b < (3y/1.83, for the —
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and + polarization modes respectively. Thus, b < [;/1.83 leads to real values of the two

polarization modes for the all ranges of A

s M=M,, b=21x10"% M=M,, b=21x10"2

—— Schwarzschild —— Schwarzschild
—— Sultana Dyer —— Sultana Dyer
0.000000

—0.000005

- —0.000010

. -0.000015

-0.000020

-0.000025

FIG. 1. Behaviour of <Z—f)+ — (%)7 near a black hole of mass M and By = 21 x 1074,

From the range of values of 3y, b, g and A, we can obtain the quantitative difference in the
deflection angle for Sultana-Dyer black hole from Schwarzschild. Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 contain
the plot of the difference between deflection angle for two polarizations for two masses —
M, and 1075 M. In both the plots, the left and the right plots are for two different values
of b— Byb~1and Byb ~ 1073 — such that they satisfy the condition 3yb < 1.8.
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FIG. 2. Behaviour of (%) — (%) near a black hole of mass 1075 x M, and By = 21 x 10729 .
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This is the fifth key result of this work, and we would like to discuss the following points:
First, for both the masses My and 107° M, and By b ~ 1, the difference between deflection
angles for Schwarzchild black hole is larger than that of Sultana Dyer. This is because the
deflection angle (42) for Schwarzschild is linearly related to By b. Hence, the larger the value
of b, the larger the correction for the Schwarzschild black-hole. Second, for both the masses
M, and 107® M, and By b ~ 1073, the difference between deflection angles for Sultana-Dyer
black hole is larger than that of Schwarzschild. This is because the deflection angle (50)
for Sultana-Dyer is inversely related to ). Hence, the smaller the value of b, the larger the
correction for the Sultana-Dyer black-hole. Lastly, the difference in the deflection angle for
the Schwarzschild black hole is always negative, while for Sultana-Dyer is always positive.
Thus, our analysis points out that the two black holes provide a distinct signature with the

deflection angle irrespective of the black-hole mass.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this work, we carried out a detailed analysis of the propagation of photons that are
non-minimally coupled to gravity. To obtain a constraint on the coupling parameter, we
calculated the deflection angle of a photon in the vicinity of a dynamical, spherically sym-
metric black hole described by the Sultana-Dyer space-time. To our knowledge, the detailed
evaluation of the deflection angle in a black-hole space-time to constrain the non-minimal
coupling parameter is new. Using the Eikonal approximation, we obtained the dispersion
relations for the two modes of polarization of electromagnetic fields in Schwarzschild and
Sultana-Dyer space-times. We showed that the two dispersion relations corresponding to
the two polarizations differ from Schwarzschild and Kerr [cf. Eq. (29)]. In the case of
Schwarzschild and Kerr, the two dispersions are quadratic, and the modifications to the
dispersion relation occur in the p(3) component of the momentum. However, in the case of
Sultana-Dyer, the modification to the dispersion relation [cf. Eq. (35)] occurs in all the
components of the momentum. Further, one of the dispersion relations is cubic order.

We showed that the deflection angle for the Sultana-Dyer black hole is inversely propor-
tional to 5. However, in the case of Schwarzschild, the deflection angle is proportional to f.
Further, we showed that for both the masses M and 107° M, and By b ~ 1, the difference
between deflection angles for Schwarzchild black hole is larger than that of Sultana Dyer.
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For both the masses M and 107> M, and Byb ~ 1073, the difference between deflection
angles for Sultana-Dyer black hole is larger than that of Schwarzschild. We showed that the
difference in the deflection angle for the Schwarzschild black hole is always negative, while
for Sultana-Dyer is always positive. Thus, our analysis points out that the two black holes
provide a distinct signature with the deflection angle irrespective of the black-hole mass.

We showed that Sultana-Dyer solar-mass black hole improves the bound on A. In Ref. [28],
the authors used photon dispersion relation and computed the photon’s arrival time in
Schwarzschild space-time. Considering signals from radar ranging past the Sun, the authors
found A ~ 1.1 x 10% c¢m?, which is about three orders of magnitude more stringent than
the one obtained in Ref. [29]. The bound on A from the binary pulsar PSR B1534+12 is
A ~ 0.6 x 10" cm? [33, 34]. Using the fact that the energy density of the electromagnetic
field must be positive in all regions in space-time provides a stringent bound for the solar
mass black holes.

In the current analysis, we have not considered the frequency dependence of the polariza-
tion modes. However, the frequency dependence of the deflection angle can provide a useful
way to test the non-minimal coupling strength and can potentially be measured in radio fre-
quencies [35]. LIGO-VIRGO detectors have confirmed two NS-NS and one NS-BH merger
events. These cataclysmic events will emit both gravitational waves and electromagnetic
waves in all wave-band, including in the radio frequencies. With future radio telescopes,
like SKA, aiming for higher sensitivity, the deflection angle produced by the electromagnetic
field can confirm/infirm the non-minimal coupling. We hope to report this soon.

The entire analysis is focused on the spherically symmetric space-times. However, in the
NS-NS and NS-BH mergers, the final black-hole is expected to be axially symmetric (like
Kerr). Therefore, we need to extend the analysis for the rotating black-hole space-times.

This is currently under investigation.
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Appendix A: Relation between conserved quantities in dimensionless and dimension-

full coordinates
The Sultana-Dyer metric in non-geometric units is
r
Lk ge) dr? o dm} (A1)
c2r

~—

2
ds? = (ﬂ) { (1— ) 2 + e dndr + (
"o r
The conserved quantities in these coordinates are
dr
E—=nta2 = (1= ™) g2y, A1 Bo A9
77040[ < 7,)50 dT’ rodr (A2a)
do
L = Hyn'og A2b
ot <TH> dr'” ( )
where ap and [y are defined in Eq. (21). For the Sultana-Dyer metric in dimensionless
coordinates (19), the conserved quantities in Eqgs. (22) and (23), can be rewritten as:
= dr
E= iy |- (1- ) 634, bo A
o { b OdT rodr (A3a)
do
L = Hyn' A3b
(’I"H) dr (A3b)
Comparing Eqgs. (A2a) and (A3a), and Eqgs. (A2b) and (A3b), we get
E ]l L ]
= =Hyal —, ==a; —. A4
E-OEr TN A
Using these two relations we have
L L
== oy (45)
From Egs. (A3a) and (A3b), we get
E’_ rH\ 2 TH\ 0, dn = Bo dr
E [ w0

L
(V), we show that the dispersion relation strongly depends on the value of L/FE

Since the photon deflection angle is larger near the black hole, the value of this quantity at
(A7)

In Sec.
the photon sphere radius, i. e., at r = 3rg/2

E 4 Ay

E r=3rg/2 277”12{ Hy d¢
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The prefactor in the above expression is [10'? — 10%] for black hole mass [My — 1071°M].
Thus, we see that near the Sultana-Dyer black hole, |E/L| >> 1. In Sec. (V), we use this
limit in obtaining the photon deflection angle.

For the Schwarzschild black hole (26) we have,

Esen _ _(1 - %)BgHoﬂ (AS)
iSch 72 d¢
Using the relation ¢ = 7%/(3n2) we get,
Esen (1—12)B5Hon?* dn
— = — = = (A9)
Lsen r Mo do
For n = ny and 7 = 3/2 the above relation matches with Eq. (A7), i. e.:
E E
_Sch == (A10)
LSCh r=3ryg/2,n=mno L r=3ryg/2
Appendix B: Photon dispersion relations in Kerr space-time
The Kerr metric in Boyer—Lindquist coordinates is:
FER 2Mr 5 4Mrasin® 0 o
r? 4+ a? cos? 0 r? 4+ a? cos? 0
r? + a® cos* 0 ) s o o ) s o 2Mra?sin?0] ., .,
+[7’2—2M7“+a2} dr +(r + a” cos Q)dQ +|:7“ +a +m} sin® 0 d¢
(B1)
In the orthogonal basis, the tetrads are of the form (see, for instance, Ref. [32]):
Vimads 0 0 —asin’ /TR
0 /r2+a? cos? @ 0 0
e(u) = r2—2Mr+a? __ (BQ)
0 0 /r +§in2cgs 0 0
—a\/férjr—l‘gg 0 0 V/sin? 0(r2 + a?)
[ r2+a? 0 0 a i
\/(1“2—2Mr+a2)(r2+a2 cos? 0) \/(1”2—2M7"—i-112)(7“2—|—(12 cos? 0)
r24+a? cos? 6
e (n) _ 0 \/ r2—2Mr+a? 0 0
v 0 0 /12402 2Cos2 0 0
sin“ 6
in” 0 1
| e 0 0 Ve R
(B3)
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For the equatorial (¢ = 7) plane, the non-zero components of the Riemann tensor are:

2M
Fowmow = —2Roeoe = —2Roe0e = 2yene = 2Roene = ~feeee) = 5 -

(B4)
The above components are identical to the components of (inertial frame) Riemann tensor
in Schwarzschild geometry. Hence, we obtain the same dispersion relation as as in Eq. (29).
In the non-inertial frame, the dispersion relation (29) leads to:

2 2\2 2
(r" +d) + ¢ (1¢12A%)}

2 —
7“2—2M7“+a2)+p0[ r2(r? —2Mr +a?)  r?4a?

a(r* + a?) a M
 2pops {_7’2(7*2 —2Mr + a?) T +a? (1 i 12)\§>}

CL2

1 M
2| _— =
BRE [ r2(r? — 2Mr + a?) +T2+a2 <1:F12)\r3)1 0 (BS)

Since this is different from that of Schwarzschild (37), this leads to a different time-of-arrival

2

p?(

and deflection angle of photons compared to the Schwarzschild metric. As we show in Sec.

(IVB), in the case of Sultana-Dyer black hole, the dispersion relation is no more quadratic.

Appendix C: Sultana-Dyer black hole: Tetrads and Riemann tensor

The local inertial frame for the Sultana-Dyer black hole (20) is related to the non-inertial

frame via the tetrads:
e N ) 5 gaﬁ _ 77(u)(lf) (C1)

where, 7"®) is the metric for local Minkowski space-time and ¢ is metric for the non-

inertial frame. For the line-element (20), we have:

V B Cl 1
¢’ (o) = = ) el ) =— el = ; C2a
(O) Us © ﬁQ\/E W ﬁQ\/E ( )

1 1
€ (2) flz ,—02 €” (3) ﬁ2 _02 s d ( )
where
1 1

Af)=1—=; C4y(7) = %; B(f) =1+ = Co(F) = 72 (C3)

Components of inverse tetrad, e, () can also be calculated. The four-momentum of photon

in non-inertial (p,) and inertial (p(,)) frames are related by p(.) = €” () po-
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We list below the non-zero components of the Riemann tensor in the inertial frame:

Royayoya) = — m[ﬁ (3837% + 680 — 2) + Boii* + 27 (Boi) — 6) + 7 (6807] + 71> — 8)
+ BoFii(3Bo7 4 2) — 27° — 8] (C4a)
Roy@0@ = Roeoe) = m [Bom* + 47 (Bor] + 3) + 7 (6507 + 77° + 4)
+2607i(Boi} + 1) + 47 + 127] (C4b)
Roywe = Roewe) = r(Tlmf (Cdc)
Reaymme = Reymwe) = Wi)w{ﬁ(ﬂf + 7 (26071 + 77 — 8) + 2B0777(Bof] + 1)
— 87 — 247 — 2477 (C4d)
Ri@)@2)3) = ﬁ [557% + 72 (4 — 4B07) + 771(7) — 4f0) + 47" + 87 (Cde)

Appendix D: Sultana-Dyer black hole: Including Ricci tensor terms

The two modified dispersion relations (12) for the Sultana-Dyer black hole (20) in the

local inertial frame are:

p(l)p(3)
P()
+ 23 [(Y B 0 = Vo B (1)) oy + (Vy BV (0) = Vi BV (1) proy | =0 (D1)

— f1ploy + 100y + (s + 13

— faply + faphy + fs Py + 2fapp0) + 23 [ (V) R? ) oy = (Vo R? ) pioy| =0 (D2)
In the non-inertial frame, the above expressions can be rewritten as:

pic-c) f2

I (1 - 3012) fipo + p1 (3C1f13p(2) C

O + é‘”) hB*;

2
+ EBPOP% +i*VB {plpo (fs — 2f2C1) + p} (f? G fe —1) + f7Bp3} =0 (D3)

Cy
P (—=faCF —2f3C1 + f2) +2p1 (f3+ f1C1) Bpo — f1B*pg + f5 pg
i B* fo po {1 - = (;z + 01) ]?_01 =0 (D4)
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where,

fo(@1,7) = 2X (V) R () = Vi R (1)) (D5a)
f2(7,7) = 22 (ViyRY () — Vi RV (1)) (D5b)
fs(i1,7) = 2X (V) R® (3)) (D5c)
foli1,7) = 20 (Vi) R® ) (D5d)

Note that at 7 = 3/2 and 77 = 7, the last term in the LHS of Eq. (D4) is non-zero. Moreover,

_ o2

B -
1:23/27 ’f]O 50

Po

_a

- ) (D)

1:23/27 770

Hence, we can approximate the last term as —7?B%/2fy py. Further, we can show that the
last term is tiny compared to the rest of the terms. Hence, we have ignored the Ricci tensor
terms in the modified dispersion relation (35). Similarly, the Ricci tensor terms do not

contribute to the cubic dispersion relation (D3).

Appendix E: Sultana-Dyer: Coefficients of deflection angle (48)

In this appendix, we list the coefficients that appear in the expressions for the deflection
angle (48).
The coefficients in Eq. (48a) are,

. L

F= e (B1)
i2\/ <ﬁ6 _ 165\> (85\ n 776) E2\/ (Hg (3n2t)2 — 165\> (85\ + HS (3ngt)2)
+ _ _
7T s (8% +10) N B2t (X + HE (3750)?) (2)
72 6 _ 1R/ iy 6
) L \/(3 16)\> <8)\+ 3 ) .

E2k3r4 (85\ + 36)

In deriving Eq. (E2), we have set n* = 3n2t. In obtaining Eq. (E3), we have set t = to.

1

o7 = [E (- 16;)5 (8% +°)" [~kr (—12832 + 712 4+ 16X7°) + 8X7 (322 +7° ) |
EQ
2B 5 16 (ﬁG _ 165\) (85\ + ﬁ6)2

Y 2kLr (8:\ + ﬁ6> (ﬁG - 165\)2] X
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1

l ~ 5 ~ ~
_ [E (5 (3030 = 16X)* (8X+ HE (3036)2)° [— R (—12832 4 Hy? (350)* + 16XH (3n31)%)

+ 8 (32& + HS (3778t)2>] v 2kLr (85\ + HS (3n§t)2) (Hg’ (3n2t)2 — 16:\) 1

E2

. (E4)
2B 5 10 ((H (373t)? - 16;\) (8% + HE (3080)°)
[ (36 16)\>; (8)\ n 36) [ (—1285\2 3124 165\36) + 242 (32X + 36)}
+2kLr (8/\ + 36) (36 . 16)\) ] x L (E5)

. N - )
2631576 (36— 161) (3% + 3°)
where k = Hy/c. In deriving Eq. (E4), we have set n* = 3n3t. In obtaining Eq. (E5), we

have set ¢ = ty. The coefficients in Eq. (48b) are,
L

= (E6)
Ek2r3
B L2\/< 76 16>\) (85\ + 776) [~,2\/(H8' (3n3t)2 — 165\) (85\ + HS (37’%75)2)
@2 =" E2/€37‘4 (8)\ + 776) - E2k3r4 (85\ + Hg (377(2]t)2) (E7)

EQ\/ (36 . 165\> <85\ + 36)
T e (85\ + 36) .

In deriving Eq. (E7), we have set n* = 3n2t. In obtaining Eq. (E8), we have set t = to.
5 _[ (nﬁ . 16)\> (85\ n 176); [kr (—128:\2 Fi2 4 165\176) Y (32& + 776)]
2
2E3 1516 (770 — 16) (8 + 776)2

42Ky (85\ + ﬁ6> (ﬁﬁ - 165\)2] X

1 B 1 _ _
_ [E (Hg (3n2t)% — 165\> ? <8)\ + HS (317315)2) : [k‘r (—128)\2 + HI2 (3020 + 160 HS (3n3t)2)
3 1 24\2 T 3 6 2.\2 6 24\2 7\ 2
—8)i (32)\ + HS (3n21) )] v 2kLr (8>\ + HS (3n2t) ) (HO (3n2t)? — 16)\) ] (E9)
EQ
X — - - 5 (E10)
2B 151 (H (37t)? — 16X ) (8X + HS (3130)2)

- [E (36 . 16:\)% (85\ n 36>é [kzr (—128:\2 13124 165\36> + 24X (32X + 36)]
- - N2 EQ
+2kLr <8)\ + 36) (36 - 16)\> ] S (36 - 16;) (85\ N 36)2. (E11)

In deriving Eq. (E10), we have set n* = 3n2t. In obtaining Eq. (E11), we have set t = t,.
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Appendix F: Constraint on )\ from energy momentum tensor

The energy-momentum tensor for a matter-field described by Lagrangian density .Z is:

0L
2 (22). )

Substituting the action (3) for the non-minimally coupled electromagnetic field in the above

expression, we have:
H po 1 af 17 Y 3 pa By N 3 pa By
T, =F"F,, — 1 s g g"" + N — §F Gup 7 Ryapy g™ — §F FPTRyapy
1 (8% (0% 167 107
+5F BF G0 g" Ragyp — Frpg?* VoV g FHE — PN N 5 F,,g"? — 2V FHN 5 (Fg,,)
g OV (VaFP?) = FFV [Vo(Fg,,)] — 2Va(F7 g, ) V() . (F2)
The 00 component of the stress-tensor is:
— 70 Oc 1 af 0n 3 3 pa By n0 3 O 1By
—pP = T 0 =F FOa - Z aBF gnod + Al = §F gOpF Rnaﬁ"/g - §F F ROaﬁ’y
1
+ EFaﬁngnogO”Ragw — Fo,g"* Vo Vg FY — FOV V5 Fy,g°° — 2V F*V 5(F g,0)

— g0 F"V5(Va ) = FONV 5 [Va(F"gy)] — 2Va(F”59no)Va(Foa)] , (F3)

where p is the energy-density and, by definition, it should be positive. For the zero electric

field case for the Sultana-Dyer metric (19), the above 00-th component becomes:

o g2 [ToL 5 (2R = P + 2807 + 42 + 72)
0= = %or 2738 + 3261
2o 2y [T 1) o (=BT — 1)0* + 2807 + 4 (27 + 72)
— I csc™(0) [ 27 +A ( o
1 < (B2 — 4B + A(F 4 1)
2 2 0
— F2,csc?(0) { 2 A ( e )} (F4)

Demanding that p > 0 implies that the coefficients of Fg., F3; and Fy, are to be positive.
From coefficients of Fg. and Fj; we get,

5 < Bt (r — 1)
—472(1 4 272) + B3ia (7 — 1) — 2571

(F5)

Close to the horizon we can expand 7 = (1+¢), where, |e| < 1. Subsituting this in the above

inequality, we have

P
A\
i}

! (F6)
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Rewriting the above expression in terms of the cosmic time and setting t = ¢, we get,
A\ < 1, (F7)

It is interesting to note the above constraint is consistent with the constraint (57) obtained
in a completely different way. In deriving the above constraint, we have assumed that the
term with que is negligible compared to other components of F iv because Fjy ~ B, and the

radial component of magnetic field falls off faster than its # or ¢ components
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