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(Dated: December 2021)

The light rings (LRs) topological charge (TC) of a spacetime measures the number of stable LRs
minus the number of unstable LRs. It is invariant under smooth spacetime deformations obeying
fixed boundary conditions. Asymptotically flat equilibrium black holes (BHs) have, generically,
TC=−1. In Einstein-Maxwell theory, however, the Schwarzschild-Melvin BH - describing a neutral
BH immersed in a strong magnetic field - has TC= 0. This allows the existence of BHs without LRs
and produces remarkable phenomenological features, like panoramic shadows. Here we investigate
the generalised Schwarzschild-Melvin solution in Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton theory, scanning the ef-
fect of the dilaton coupling a. We find that the TC changes discontinuously from TC= 0 to TC= −1
precisely at the Kaluza-Klein value a =

√
3, when the (empty) Melvin solution corresponds to a

twisted Kaluza-Klein reduction of five-dimensional flat spacetime, i.e. the dilaton coupling a induces
a topological transition in the TC. We relate this qualitative change to the Melvin asymptotics for
different a. We also study the shadows and lensing of the generalised Schwarzschild-Melvin solution
for different values of a, relating them to the TC.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The light rings (LRs) topological charge (TC) [1] has
proved to be a powerful concept to establish generic prop-
erties on the existence and type of LRs around compact
objects. It was originally proposed to demonstrate that
any equilibrium ultracompact object, stationary and axi-
symmetric, that can result from (an incomplete) gravi-
tational collapse of a near Minkowskian spacetime must
have TC= 0 [1]. This means that LRs must come in
pairs for such ultracompact objects, with one being sta-
ble and another unstable in each pair - see also [2] for an
earlier work restricted to spherical symmetry and [3] for
a discussion on the degenerate case. Thus, if a horizon-
less ultracompact object contains an unstable LR, as to
mimic the properties of black holes (BHs), another (sta-
ble) LR must also be present. It has been argued that
the latter triggers a spacetime instability [4, 5]. Thus,
this result has the potential to rule out ultracompact ob-
jects smoothly formed from Minkowski spacetime as dy-
namically viable BH mimickers. Yet, the confirmation of
the suggested spacetime instability and the correspond-
ing timescales are open questions (see [6] for a discussion
in a specific example).

Another application of the TC was given in [7], to show
that, generically, asymptotically flat equilibrium BHs,
even in modified gravity, have TC= −1. In other words,
BHs have one unstable LR in excess to any other possible
stable-unstable LR pairs. This is of course the case for
the paradigmatic BHs of General Relativity (GR), de-
scribed by the Kerr metric [8]. Several generalizations of
this result, for which TC= −1 still holds in BH space-
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times, have been discussed - see e.g. [9–14].
A qualitatively different example for the TC of a

BH spacetime, however, was given in [15]. Therein
a Schwarzschild BH was immersed in a strong mag-
netic field, described by the Melvin solution of Einstein-
Maxwell theory [16]. The resulting Schwarzschild-Melvin
spacetime, first discussed by Ernst [17], was shown to
have TC= 0. This means that, regardless of how small,
but non-zero, the magnetic field B is, it changes the
spacetime concerning its LRs composition. At the ba-
sis of this result stands the fact that any B 6= 0 changes
the spacetime asymptotics; thus no Melvin solution, re-
gardless of how small B may be, is a perturbation of
flat spacetime. A similar status holds for a cosmologi-
cal constant: no matter how small, it changes the global
structure of the spacetime. It was shown in [15] that
the Melvin asymptotics introduce a stable LR, which,
together with the usual (unstable) Schwarzschild LR, ex-
plains TC= 0. However, for a fixed BH mass M , there is
critical value Bc, for which the two LRs merge, and for
B > Bc the BH spacetime has no LRs.

It is well known that there is a close relation between
the LRs, or more generically the fundamental photon or-
bits (FPOs) [18], and the edge of what is generally known
as the BH shadow [19] - see [20, 21]. Thus, the absence
of LRs for sufficiently large BM in the Schwarzschild-
Melvin spacetime raises the interesting question on how
does this impact on the BH shadow. In fact, it was dis-
cussed in [15] that this leads to panoramic shadows, seen
(almost) all around the observers’ sky, along the equato-
rial plane.

The Schwarzschild-Melvin example shows how the
asymptotic structure may change the TC of a BH space-
time. To gain further insight on this connection, in
this paper we further deform the Schwarzschild-Melvin
spacetime by embedding Einstein-Maxwell theory in a
larger family of models: Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton the-
ory, with a non-minimal coupling between the dilaton
and the Maxwell field, specified by a parameter a, cf.
action (1) below. This one-parameter family of models is
known to describe several special cases of interest. For:

• a = 0, it describes the standard Einstein-Maxwell
theory;

• a = 1: it describes a truncation of a low-energy
effective field theory emerging from the heterotic
string;

• a =
√

3 it describes the original Kaluza-Klein (KK)
theory, obtained by the dimensional reduction on a
circle of five dimensional (D = 5) vacuum GR.

Independently of these special cases, one may consider
any value of a. Moreover, an appealing feature is that
some well-known Einstein-Maxwell solutions (a = 0) can
be generalised to arbitrary a in closed analytic form [22].
This is precisely the case of the Schwarzschild-Melvin so-
lution, that for generic a shall be dubbed Schwarzschild-
dilatonic-Melvin (SdM) BH, given in Eqs.(8)-(10) below.

The SdM solution can be seen as a three parameter fam-
ily, described by (M,B, a), although M,B are integration
constants and a is a parameter in the action. Nonethe-
less, for scanning the space of solutions one can take these
three parameters on equal footing.

One of the interesting features concerning the SdM
family of solutions is the status of the empty dilatonic-
Melvin background (M = 0) [23]. Its asymptotic struc-
ture varies with a. Moreover, for the special KK value,
a =

√
3, the Melvin background has a remarkably sim-

ple interpretation when KK uplifted to D = 5: it is just
flat spacetime compactified with a twist [22]. As we shall
show, precisely at this value of a there is a discontinu-
ous change of the TC of the SdM family, i.e a topologi-
cal transition: for a 6

√
3, TC= 0, which includes the

Einstein-Maxwell case studied in [15]; for a >
√

3, on the
other hand, TC= −1, as for asymptotically flat BHs [7].

We shall split the SdM family of solutions into three
distinct cases: Case I, Case IIA and Case IIB. Case I
occurs for a 6

√
3 (TC= 0), and there may be two or

zero LRs outside the horizon. Case IIA occurs for
√

3 <
a <

√
19/6 (TC= −1) and there may be one unstable

or three (two unstable and one stable) LRs outside the

horizon. Finally case IIB is described by a >
√

19/6
(TC=−1), and there is only one unstable LR outside the
horizon. Using the backwards ray-tracing technique, we
shall also compute the shadows and gravitational lensing
of the SdM BH for each case described above, exhibiting
qualitatively distinct results for each case.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section II we
discuss the Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton model, describing
in particular the connection to D = 5 vacuum GR, for
the KK coupling a =

√
3. In Section III we present the

SdM solution, discuss some of its properties and show
the D = 5 interpretation of the Melvin KK solution. In
Section IV we discuss null geodesics in the SdM spacetime
and use them as a probe of the asymptotic structure for
different a. In Section V we study the LRs in this SdM
family for different values of a and B, while in Section VI
we explain the results for the total number of LRs using
topological arguments and show that the parameter a
induces a topological transition of the TC. In Section VII
we discuss the shadows and lensing of a selection of SdM
spacetimes. In Section VIII we present our final remarks
about the TC, shadow and lensing in the SdM family of
solutions. In the remaining of this paper, we shall use
geometrised units such that G = c = 1.

II. EINSTEIN-MAXWELL-DILATON THEORY

We shall study the Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton model de-
scribed by the following action:

S =
1

16π

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R− 2(∇Φ)2 − e−2aΦF 2

]
, (1)

where R is the Ricci scalar curvature computed from
the metric gµν , with determinant g, Φ is the dilaton
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field, and F 2 ≡ FµνF
µν is the Maxwell invariant where

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ is the Maxwell-Faraday 2-form and
Aµ the electromagnetic potential 1-form. The spacetime
coordinates take values µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3.

As described in the Introduction, one may take any
value for the dilatonic coupling, a ∈ R. Since a → −a
corresponds simply to Φ → −Φ, we can restrict to
a ∈ R+

0 . There are, moreover, three special values:

a = 0, 1,
√

3. The latter, in particular, provides interest-
ing geometrical connections. For a =

√
3, the action (1)

is the KK dimensional reduction of D = 5 GR without
matter. Let us make this explicit, as it will be of use
below.

One considers the D = 5 Einstein-Hilbert action

S =
1

16πG5

∫
d5X

√
−ĝR̂ , (2)

where G5 is the five dimensional Newton’s constant
(which was reinserted for the sake of clarity), hatted
quantities are five dimensional and XM = (xµ, y) are
the five dimensional coordinates, with M = (µ, 4) and
X4 ≡ y is the coordinate along the fifth dimension. Next
one considers the KK ansatz; it amounts to writing the
five dimensional metric ĝMN in terms of four dimensional
fields, (gµν , Ãµ, Φ̃). It is assumed that the 4-dimensional
fields depend on xµ but not on y; the latter is assumed
to be a cylindrical coordinate, i.e, 0 6 y 6 2πR with
the endpoints identified, y ∼ y + 2πnR, ∀n ∈ Z, and R
a fixed radius scale of the extra dimension. Thus, this
assumption is called cylindrical condition.1 The explicit
ansatz KK is:

dŝ2 = eαΦ̃
[
gµνdx

µdxν + e2Φ̃(dy + Ãµdx
µ)2
]
. (3)

Ignoring, for the moment, the prefactor eαΦ̃, the KK
ansatz has a simple geometrical interpretation. One de-
scribes the five dimensional spacetime as a circle fiber
bundle over a 4-dimensional base spacetime with metric
gµν . At a given point of the base, the proper size of the

circle is 2πReΦ̃ - hence the name dilaton for the scalar
field, as it describes the variation in size of the extra di-
mension. Moreover, the 4-dimensional gauge potential
Ãµ describes how the fiber bundle twists.

Expressing Eq. (2) in terms of the ansatz (3), one can
integrate out the fifth coordinate due to the cylindrical
condition. Then, one finds a four dimensional action
which, in general, is not in the Einstein frame, except
if one chooses

α = −2

3
. (4)

1 A possible dependence of the 4-dimensional fields on y can be
expressed in Fourier modes, leading to an infinite tower of, so
called, KK modes.

With this choice, the action (2) becomes

S =
2π

16πG5

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R− 2

3
(∇Φ̃)2 − 1

4
e2Φ̃F̃ 2

]
. (5)

Rescaling (Ãµ, Φ̃) and relating the Newton’s constant in
four and five dimensions as

Ãµ = 2Aµ , Φ̃ = −
√

3Φ ,
G5

2π
= G4 , (6)

where G4 is the 4-dimensional Newton’s constant, then
Eq. (5) becomes Eq. (1), with the KK value a =

√
3 (G4

was set to unity).
To summarize, any solution (gµν , Aµ,Φ) of Eq. (1) with

a =
√

3 yields a five dimensional Ricci flat metric of the
form

dŝ2 = e2Φ/
√

3gµνdx
µdxν +e−4Φ/

√
3(dy+2Aµdx

µ)2 . (7)

III. SCHWARZSCHILD-DILATONIC-MELVIN
SOLUTION

A solution of the model (1) describing a neutral BH in
a Melvin-like magnetic field for arbitrary values of a - the
SdM solution - was found in Ref. [22]. The line element
is given by

ds2 = Λ(r, θ)
2

1+a2

[
−f(r)dt2 +

dr2

f(r)
+ r2dθ2

]
+Λ(r, θ)

− 2
1+a2 r2 sin2 θdφ2 , (8)

where the two metric functions are

f(r) ≡ 1− 2M

r
, Λ(r, θ) ≡ 1 +

(
1 + a2

4

)
B2r2 sin2 θ .

(9)

The solution is completed by the dilaton field and the
electromagnetic potential 1-form, which describes the ex-
ternal magnetic field. These are given by

e−2aΦ = Λ(r, θ)
2a2

1+a2 , A =
2

(1 + a2)B

[
1− 1

Λ(r, θ)

]
dφ.

(10)

The solution is, therefore, determined by three param-
eters (M,B, a). Some special cases are:

• for M = 0 it reduces to a generalized Melvin so-
lution. The original Melvin solution was found for
a = 0 [16], whereas this generalization, first found
in Ref. [23], holds for general a, thus depending on
both B and a;

• for B = 0, it reduces to the Schwarzschild solution,
regardless of a. The dilaton becomes a constant in
accordance with scalar no-hair theorems - see e.g.
Ref. [24] and the solution depends solely on M ;
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• for a = 0, it reduces to the Schwarzschild-Melvin
solution found by Ernst [25], which depends on M
and B, whose TC was discussed in Ref. [15];

The line element (8) presents singularities at r = 0
and r = 2M . The former is an irremovable singular-
ity, as can be seen by computing the Kretschmann scalar
of this geometry. The latter is a coordinate singularity,
and can be removed by writing the line element in, say,
Eddington-Finkelstein-like coordinates. Thus one intro-
duces the advanced time u,

du = dt+
dr

1− 2M
r

, (11)

yielding the line element

ds2 = Λ
2

1+a2
(
−f(r)du2 + 2dudr + r2dθ2

)
+Λ
− 2

1+a2 r2 sin2 θdφ2, (12)

which is regular at r = 2M . In the standard
Schwarzschild solution r = 2M corresponds to the lo-
cation of the event horizon. Since the line element (8)
is not asymptotically flat, the definition of a teleological
event horizon becomes subtle. In Ref. [15] it was shown
that r = 2M corresponds to the location of an apparent
horizon in the Schwarzschild-Melvin geometry (a = 0).
Similarly, we can also show that r = 2M is the location of
an apparent horizon for general a (see Sec. II of Ref. [15]
for further details). In Fig. 1 we show the isometric em-
bedding in Euclidean 3-space of the SdM apparent hori-
zon for different values of a and B. One observes that
increasing BM for fixed a (a for fixed BM) makes the
horizon geometry more (less) prolate.

Let us close this section by considering the special case
with M = 0 and a =

√
3, for which the SdM solution

simplifies considerably to

ds2 =
√

Λ(r, θ)
[
−dt2 + dr2 + r2dθ2

]
+
r2 sin2 θdφ2√

Λ(r, θ)
,

where

Λ(r, θ) ≡ 1 +B2r2 sin2 θ (13)

and

e−2Φ/
√

3 =
√

Λ(r, θ) , A =
1

2B

[
1− 1

Λ(r, θ)

]
dφ . (14)

Then, using Eq. (7), the corresponding five dimensional
geometry is, after a slight re-arrangement:

dŝ2 = −dt2 + dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θ(dφ+Bdy)2 + dy2 .
(15)

This is obviously 5-dimensional Minkowski spacetime,
where the five dimensional azimuthal coordinate of the
latter is

ϕ5 ≡ φ+By . (16)
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FIG. 1. Embedding of the apparent horizon geometry of the
SdM BH in Euclidean 3-space for: (top panel) several values
of B and a =

√
3 (KK value); (bottom panel) several values

of a and BM = 0.5.

Thus, the four-dimensional KK Melvin solution is simply
flat five-dimensional spacetime. The four-dimensional
non-triviality comes from a twisted KK reduction. In-
deed, the geometrical interpretation is that one is simul-
taneously identifying the cylindrical coordinate y and the
five-dimensional azimuthal coordinate ϕ5 as

(y, ϕ5) ∼ (y + 2πnR, ϕ5 + 2πm+ 2πnRB) , (17)
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where m ∈ Z reflects the standard periodicity of the five
dimensional azimuthal coordinate. In other words, each
period along y induces a variation of 2πRB along ϕ5,
where B is a parameter defining this twist in ϕ5. The
KK reduction is then performed along the orbits of this
identification, corresponding to the Killing vector ∂y +
B∂ϕ5 . The four-dimensional azimuthal coordinate φ is a
constant along these orbits and has the standard period
inherited from ϕ5, φ ∼ φ+ 2πm.

IV. NULL GEODESICS AND ASYMPTOTICS

Let us now consider null geodesics on the SdM geom-
etry. We adopt the Hamiltonian formalism. The Hamil-
tonian for null geodesics in a curved spacetime is given
by

H =
1

2
gµνpµpν = 0 , (18)

where pµ is the photon’s momentum 4-co-vector. Hamil-
ton’s equations are

ẋµ =
∂H
∂pµ

, (19)

ṗµ = − ∂H
∂xµ

, (20)

where the overdots denote differentiation with respect to
the affine parameter. The spacetime’s (given by Eq. (8))
stationarity and axial symmetry imply two conserved
quantities along the null geodesics; they are

pt = −E , (21)

pφ = L . (22)

Taking account the constants of motion pt and pφ, the
explicit form of the Hamiltonian (18) becomes

H = T (r, θ) + V (r, θ, E, L) , (23)

where

T (r, θ) = grr(pr)
2 + gθθ(pθ)

2 , (24)

V (r, θ, E, L) = −Λ(r, θ)
− 2

1+a2E

f(r)
+

Λ(r, θ)
2

1+a2 L2

r2 sin2 θ
, (25)

are the kinetic and the potential terms, respectively. The
latter can be cast in terms of a new effective potential,
H(r, θ), which is independent of E and L:

V (r, θ, E, L) =
L2Λ(r, θ)

2
1+a2

f(r)

[
H(r, θ)− 1

η

] [
H(r, θ) +

1

η

]
(26)

and η ≡ L/E is the impact parameter of the geodesic.
For the SdM BH, this new effective potential is given by

H(r, θ) ≡ Λ(r, θ)
2

1+a2 f(r)
1
2

r sin θ
. (27)
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FIG. 2. Effective potential H(r, π/2) for the SdM spacetime
with: (top panel) M = 0, B = 1 and different a; (middle
panel) BM = 0.1 and different a; (bottom panel) a =

√
3

and different BM .

This effective potential is illustrated in Fig. 2.

The kinetic term [T (r, θ)] is always non-negative.
Thus, the phase space of null geodesics must obey
V (r, θ, E, L) 6 0. Hence the motion of null geodesics
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obeys the following inequality:

1

|η|
> H(r, θ) . (28)

In Ref. [15] it was shown that for a = 0 and B 6= 0
- the electrovacuum Melvin case - light rays with L 6= 0
cannot escape to infinity due to the asymptotic behavior
of H(r, θ). Thus, the Einstein-Maxwell Melvin solution
works as a confining box for light rays; only outwards ra-
dially directed light rays can reach r →∞. For general a,
on the other hand, the asymptotic behavior is modified.
For the effective potential H(r, θ) we find (for θ 6= 0, π)

lim
r→∞

H(r, θ) ∼ r
3−a2

1+a2 . (29)

This implies three qualitatively distinctive behaviours.
For:

• a <
√

3, light rays with L 6= 0 cannot escape to
spatial infinity; only radially outgoing light rays
reach the spatial infinity. This includes the stan-
dard Einstein-Maxwell case analysed in Ref. [15];

• a =
√

3, light rays with L 6= 0 can escape to spatial
infinity if 1/|η| > |B|;

• a >
√

3, all the light rays can escape to spatial
infinity, similarly to any asymptotically flat geom-
etry.

These behaviours can be understood from the corre-
sponding effective potentials plotted for different values
of a in Fig. 2. Thus, as a is increased, the SdM solution
behaves as an asymptotically flat spacetime concerning
the motion of null geodesics, with the transition point oc-
curring at the KK value a =

√
3. This provides a context

for our findings below concerning the LRs TC.

V. LIGHT RINGS

LRs correspond to critical points of V . In terms of the
effective potential H(r, θ), they are determined by

H(r, θ) =
1

η
, (30)

∇H(r, θ) = 0 . (31)

Let us consider first the dilatonic Melvin case (M = 0).
From Eqs. (27) and (31) we find that a LR exists at
θ = π/2 and

r =
2√

3− a2B
. (32)

For a = 0, we recover the LR radial coordinate in the
Melvin spacetime [15]. For a 6= 0, there are two distinct
cases. For:

• a <
√

3, there is one stable LR with radial coordi-
nate given by Eq. (32);

• a >
√

3, there are no LRs at finite radial coordi-
nate.

We remark that due to the additional Killing vector in
the z direction in the dilatonic Melvin case, there is a LR
tube for a <

√
3 with radius given by Eq. (32), instead of

a single LR along the equatorial plane. As the value of
a approaches

√
3, the cylindrical radius of the LR tube

approaches infinity. This result generalizes the a = 0
case studied in Ref. [15].

Let us now consider the SdM general case. From
Eqs. (30) and (31), we find that LRs are located at
θ = π/2 and

(3− a2)B2r3 +MB2(3a2 − 5)r2 − 4r + 12M = 0 .
(33)

The number of real positive roots of Eq. (33) depends on
a. Applying the Descartes rule of signs to Eq. (33) we
obtain that:

• For a 6
√

3, we may have zero or two LRs;

• For a >
√

3, we may have one or three LRs.

Again, the KK case (a =
√

3) provides a threshold for
the total number of LRs. A confirmation on the number
and location of the LRs can be done numerically. In
Fig. 3 we show the numerical results for the LRs radial
coordinates, which corresponds to the roots of Eq. (33),
in terms of B for fixed values of a. This analysis identifies
three qualitatively different cases:

• Case I: For any a 6
√

3, there may be zero (for
B > Bc(a)) or two (for B < Bc(a)) LRs outside
the horizon, where Bc(a) is an a-dependent critical
value (cf. top panel of Fig. 3). In the latter case,
one LR is stable and one is unstable;

• Case IIA: For any
√

3 < a <
√

19
6 , there may be

one (for B < B1
c(a) or B > B2

c(a)) or three (for
B1

c(a) < B < B2
c(a)) LRs outside the horizon,

where B1
c(a) and B2

c(a) are two critical values (cf.
middle panel of Fig. 3). In the former case the LR
is unstable; in the latter case, two LRs are unstable
and one is stable;

• Case IIB: For any a >
√

19
6 , there is one unsta-

ble LR outside the horizon for any value of B (cf.
bottom panel of Fig. 3).

To represent more systematically the roots of Eq. (33),
we have displayed in Fig. 4 the location of LRs in both
dilatonic Melvin (upper panel) and SdM (lower panel)
as contour plots in the (u ≡ 1/r, a)-plane for different
values of B. We choose the u coordinate in order to
better visualize the behavior of the LRs close to spatial
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FIG. 3. Radial coordinate of the LRs, scanning BM for il-
lustrative cases. Top panel: case I; middle panel: case IIA;
bottom panel: case IIB. The arrows indicate the direction
of increasing/decreasing radial coordinate of the LRs as BM
increases.

infinity, which is mapped to u = 0. Each colored solid
line represents a fixed value of B (normalized by M in the
SdM case) indicated by the numbers next to some colored
lines. The gray area denotes the region where there are
no LRs. The location of the LRs in Fig. 4 is depicted by
considering any a = const. horizontal line, and then by
inspecting all the intersections between that horizontal

FIG. 4. Representation of the LRs as contour plots in the
(u, a)-plane. Each colored solid line represents a fixed value
of the magnetic field B. We show the values of B (normalized
by M in the SdM case) next to some colored lines. In the top
panel we show the dilatonic Melvin (M = 0) case, while in
the bottom panel we show the SdM case (M 6= 0). The grey
area denotes the region of the (u, a)-plane where there are no
LRs.

line and the colored B = const. solid lines. Any such
intersection yields a LR radial position for that chosen
value of a and for the different values of B. Considering
first the dilatonic Melvin case (top panel), we note that
there exists at most one LR for a given value of a, and
that its radial coordinate r increases along each B =
const. colored line, as a is increased. The black dashed
line denotes the limit when B →∞ and a→

√
3.

Considering now the SdM case (bottom panel), colored
solid lines are disconnected for lower values of BM (e.g.
BM = 0.1). As the value of BM is increased, the two
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disconnected line pieces become connected for BM larger
than ' 0.189. To illustrate how this impacts on the num-
ber of LRs, we have displayed a horizontal a = const. red
dotted-dashed line in the bottom panel of Fig. 4. For that
specific horizontal red line there can be: i) two intersec-
tions with the BM = 0.19 contour line (the red and black
points), and therefore two LRs; ii) a single intersection
with a BM ' 0.2 line at the green point, corresponding
to a merger/formation of a stable/unstable LR pair; iii)
not a single intersection with any BM & 0.2 line, and
thus no LRs. A similar analysis reveals that for a >

√
3

there are either one or three (non-degenerate) LRs. As
before, the black dashed line represents the contour plot
line limit B → ∞. In the next section, this numerical
analysis will be confirmed by computing the TC in the
SdM family.

To close this section, let us consider the specific case
of a =

√
3 and the interpretation of the corresponding

LRs in D = 5. Uplifting the SdM solution (8)-(10) with

a =
√

3 using the KK ansatz (7), one gets the D = 5
Ricci flat geometry

dŝ2 = −f(r)dt2+
dr2

f(r)
+r2dθ2+r2 sin2 θ(dφ+Bdy)2+dy2 .

(34)
This is simply the four-dimensional Schwarzschild solu-
tion with one added flat direction, y. The radial equa-
tion for null geodesics with θ = π/2 in this geometry is
ṙ2 = E2 − Veff , where the effective potential is

Veff = f(r)

[
L5

r2
+ p2

y

]
. (35)

Here, L5 and py are the conserved angular momentum
and momentum associated to the D = 5 Killing vector
fields ∂ϕ5

and ∂y, respectively. The critical points of
Eq. (35), obeying both V ′eff = 0 and Veff = E2, determine
the LRs. Solving these equations leads to a family of
LRs, with the values of {r, L5} parameterized by |py| ∈
[0,
√

9/8E].

For instance, if one imposes no motion in y, py = 0,
then there is only one critical point at r = 3M , as ex-
pected from the Schwarzschild solution, as the extra di-
mension does not contribute for the motion in this case.
More generically, the twisted identification (17), that
leads to the D = 4 KK SdM, imposes

py = BL5 . (36)

It follows that the critical points of Eq. (35) obey

MB2r2 − r + 3M = 0 , (37)

which is precisely Eq. (33) for a =
√

3. Thus, in the
KK case, the SdM LRs correspond, in D = 5, to LR
orbits moving both in ϕ5 and y, with the corresponding
momenta related by the twisted identification.

VI. TOPOLOGICAL CHARGE

The analysis of the TC in stationary, axi-symmetric
and asymptotically flat BH spacetimes was discussed in
Ref. [7]. Since the SdM spacetime is not asymptoti-
cally flat, that analysis needs to be adapted, following
Ref. [15].

Let us introduce the vector field v = (vr, vθ), where
the components are given by

vi ≡
∂iH√
gii

, i = (r, θ) . (38)

Hence the components of the vector field v for the SdM
BH are

vr =
sin θ

4r3Λ
a2

1+a2

[(
3− a2

)
B2r3 +

(
3a2 − 5

)
MB2r2

−4 (r − 3M) csc2 θ
]
, (39)

vθ =

√
1− 2M

r cos θ

4r2Λ
a2

1+a2

[(
3− a2

)
B2r2 − 4 csc2 θ

]
. (40)

We can write these components of the vector field in
terms of a norm v and the angle Ω, as given by

vr = v cos Ω , (41)

vθ = v sin Ω , (42)

where the norm v is written as

v2 = v2
r + v2

θ . (43)

In the top row of Fig. 5, we represent the vector field v in
the (ρ, z) space for the dilatonic Melvin with a = 1 (left

panel) and a =
√

3 (right panel). In the bottom row of
Fig. 5 we represent the vector field v in the (r, θ) space
for the SdM spacetime with a = 1 (left panel) and a = 2
(right panel). We notice that the parameter a modifies
the asymptotic behavior of the vector field v.

We compute the total TC (w) by considering a piece-
wise smooth and positive oriented curve C in the (r, θ)
space. The total TC is given by the following integer
quantity

w =
1

2π

∮
C
dΩ . (44)

One can deform the contour C, without intersecting the
LRs, and the value of w remains unaltered. A standard
unstable LR contributes with w = −1 to the total TC,
while a standard stable LR contributes with w = +1 [1,
7]. For any value of a and MB, we choose a finite contour
C such that all the LRs outside the event horizon are
placed inside the contour. We choose the same contour
adopted in Ref. [7] (see, for instance, Fig. 2 of Ref. [7]),
where C = L1 ∪ L2 ∪ L3 ∪ L4. Thus we can separate the
integral (44) into four distinct integrals:

2πwI = I1 + I2 + I3 + I4, (45)
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where

I1 =

[∫ π−ε

ε

dΩ

dθ
dθ

]
r=R

, (46)

I2 =

[∫ r0

R

dΩ

dr
dr

]
θ=π−ε

, (47)

I3 =

[∫ ε

π−ε

dΩ

dθ
dθ

]
r=r0

, (48)

I4 =

[∫ R

r0

dΩ

dr
dr

]
θ=ε

. (49)

The TC outside the BH apparent horizon is obtained by
considering the limit

w = lim
R→∞

lim
r0→2M

(
lim
ε→0

wI

)
. (50)

In what follows we discuss in details each limit in
Eq. (45) for the SdM BH.

• SdM axis limit:

Let us first analyze the behavior of the field v in the SdM
metric when we approach the axis of symmetry, i.e., for
θ → 0, π. From Eq. (42) we have that

Ω = arcsin
(vθ
v

)
. (51)

Using Eqs. (39) and (40), we can compute the value of
Ω, given in Eq. (51), as one approaches the axis of sym-
metry:

Ω|θ=0,π =

{
−π2 , for θ → 0,

+π
2 , for θ → π.

(52)

The conclusion drawn from the above result is that the
vector v becomes constant as one approaches the sym-
metry axis. The vector v points upwards (downwards)
at θ = π (θ = 0) [see bottom row in Fig. 5]. Hence the
integrals I2 and I4 do not contribute to w, since they
approach zero as ε → 0. This result was first obtained

in Ref. [7] for asymptotically flat BHs and it is also valid
for the SdM case. This can be explained by the fact
that along the axis of symmetry, the line element (8) is
equal to the Schwarzschild geometry. Therefore the axis
limit behavior is similar to that of an asymptotically flat
geometry.

• SdM horizon limit:

For the horizon limit of the SdM geometry, it is sufficient
for our purpose to analyze only the sign of vr as r0 →
rh = 2M . From Eq. (39), we obtain that in the horizon
limit:

vr|rh =
1

4M
√
gφφ|rh

. (53)

Therefore we conclude that the radial component of v is
positive in the horizon limit, regardless of the value of a.
Hence, along I3, v winds in the clockwise direction, as
we integrate along I3 in the counter-clockwise direction,
pointing upwards (downwards) at θ = π (θ = 0), and
resulting in

I3 = Ωrhθ=0 − Ωrhθ=π = −π . (54)

Before proceeding to the asymptotic limit, let us remark
that in Ref. [7], the following general expression was ob-
tained for the horizon limit

vr|rh =
κ√
gφφ|rh

, (55)

where κ is the surface gravity along the horizon. Compar-
ing Eqs. (53) and (55) we obtain that the surface gravity
for the SdM BH is given by

κ =
1

4M
, (56)

which is equal to the Schwarzschild case. This result
implies, for instance, that the Hawking temperature of
the SdM and Schwarzschild BHs are equal, which is in
accordance with Ref. [26], where it was shown that all
the thermodynamic properties of a Schwarzschild BH are
unaffected by the external magnetic field.

• SdM asymptotic limit

As we discussed before, the axis and horizon limits are
similar to that of an asymptotically flat BHs. This is not
the case for the asymptotic limit of the SdM BH, as we
show now. The expansion of the radial component of the

vector v as R→∞ is given by

vr|∞ ≈
(
3− a2

)
Λ

1
1+a2

(1 + a2) r2 sin θ
+

(
3a2 − 5

)
MΛ

1
1+a2

(1 + a2) r3 sin θ

+O

(
1

r
1+2a2

1+a2

)
. (57)

From Eq. (57) we note that the asymptotic limit analysis

must be separated in three different branches: a <
√

3,
a =
√

3, and a >
√

3.
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FIG. 5. Top row: Plot of the normalized vector field v in the (ρ, z)-plane, for the dilatonic Melvin spacetime with a = 1 and
B = 1 (left panel) and a =

√
3 (right panel). Bottom panel: Plot of the normalized vector field v in the (r, θ)-plane, for the

SdM spacetime with a = 1 (left panel) and a = 2 (right panel). The red line in the top row left panel denotes the location of the
stable LR tube. In this figure we have chosen B = 1 for the dilatonic Melvin spacetime and BM = 1 for the SdM spacetime.

For a <
√

3, the leading term in Eq. (57) is posi-
tive. This means that along I1, v winds in the counter-
clockwise direction as we integrate along I1 in the
counter-clockwise direction, resulting in

I1 = Ω∞θ=0 − Ω∞θ=π = π, if a <
√

3 . (58)

For a =
√

3, the first term on the right hand side of
Eq. (57) vanishes, and the second term remains greater
than zero. Hence the leading order in this case is positive

and we obtain again that

I1 = Ω∞θ=0 − Ω∞θ=π = π, if a =
√

3 . (59)

For a >
√

3, the first term in the right hand side of
Eq. (57) becomes negative, and the picture changes com-

pletely in comparison to the other cases. For a >
√

3, v
winds in the clockwise direction as we integrate along I1

in the counter-clockwise direction, resulting in

I1 = Ω∞θ=0 − Ω∞θ=π = −π, if a >
√

3 . (60)
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This result is similar to the one obtained for an asymp-
totically flat BH geometry in Ref. [7].

• SdM total TC:

Summarizing the results obtained above for the four dif-
ferent paths {I1, I2, I3, I4}, we obtain the following total
TC for SdM:

w =

{
0, if a 6

√
3 ,

−1, if a >
√

3 .
(61)

The result (61) explains, through topological arguments,
the existence of the two different cases (case I and case II)
studied in Sec. V, since a topological transition happens
exactly at the KK case (a =

√
3). Let us remark that

this topological transition is only possible due to the role
played by the parameter a in the asymptotic limit. For
a >
√

3, the SdM geometry behaves as an asymptotically
flat BH concerning the motion of null geodesics.

dilaton Melvin TC: Finally, let us remark that the
contour integral approach to compute the TC cannot be
applied to the dilatonic Melvin case (M = 0) with a 6√

3, due to the existence of the stable LR tube for a <
√

3,
and the stable LR at spatial infinity for a =

√
3. In

both cases, the contour C would intersect at least one
LR, hence a different approach is required.

For a >
√

3 (andM = 0), however, we can adopt a con-
tour C without intersecting any LR, and then compute
the TC. The results for the axis limit and the asymptotic
limit will be exactly the same as in the SdM case. The
main difference arises due to the absence of an event hori-
zon, since the vector field in the radial direction behaves
as

vr|r=0 ≈ −
1

r2 sin θ
+

3

4
B2 sin θ +O

(
r2
)
, (62)

next to the origin. The radial component of the vector
field v is negative in the dilaton Melvin case, in contrast
to the SdM case with a >

√
3. This implies that the TC

for the dilaton Melvin case is equal to

w = 0, if a >
√

3 and M = 0, (63)

which explains why the dilaton Melvin solution with a >√
3 has no LRs at all for r > 0.

VII. SHADOWS AND GRAVITATIONAL
LENSING

A. Observer setup

We now study the gravitational lensing and shadows
in SdM and dilatonic Melvin spacetimes. We apply the
so-called backwards ray-tracing method in order produce
a computational simulation of the optical appearance of

these geometries. We solve numerically the following
equations of motion:

ṫ =
E

Λ
2

1+a2
(
1− 2M

r

) , (64)

φ̇ =
LΛ

2
1+a2

r2 sin2 θ
, (65)

r̈ + Γrµν ẋ
µẋν = 0, (66)

θ̈ + Γθµν ẋ
µẋν = 0, (67)

where Γαµν are the Christoffel symbols for the geometry.
The initial conditions for the system are obtained com-
puting the 4-momentum of the photon in the vierbein of
a static observer:

λ̂0̂
µ =

(√
1− 2M

r
Λ

1
1+a2 , 0, 0, 0

)
, (68)

λ̂1̂
µ =

0,
Λ

1
1+a2√

1− 2M
r

, 0, 0

 , (69)

λ̂2̂
µ =

(
0 , 0, rΛ

1
1+a2 , 0

)
, (70)

λ̂3̂
µ =

(
0, 0, 0,

r sin θ

Λ
1

1+a2

)
. (71)

The components of the photon 4-momentum projected

in the vierbein (pâ = λ̂âµ p
µ) are given by

pt̂ =
E√

1− 2M
r Λ

1
1+a2

, pr̂ =
Λ

1
1+a2√

1− 2M
r

ṙ, (72)

pθ̂ = rΛ
1

1+a2 θ̇, pφ̂ =
LΛ

1
1+a2

r sin θ
. (73)

We can parametrize the photon linear 3-momentum p in
terms of the angles (α, β) as given by

pr̂ = |p| cosα cosβ, (74)

pθ̂ = |p| sinα, (75)

pφ̂ = |p| cosα sinβ, (76)

and from Eqs. (72)-(75), we obtain that

E = |p|
√

1− 2M

r
Λ

1
1+a2 , (77)

ṙ = |p|

√
1− 2M

r

Λ
1

1+a2

cosα cosβ, (78)

θ̇ =
|p|

rΛ
1

1+a2

sinα, (79)

L =
|p| r sin θ

Λ
1

1+a2

cosα sinβ, (80)
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which are the initial conditions for Eqs. (64)-(67). We
solve the equations of motion from the observer position,
and backwards in time, until the light ray is scattered to
infinity or absorbed by the event horizon (when present).
Each pair (α, β) represents a point in the image plane of
the observer. If the light ray, evolved backwards in time,
hits the event horizon, we assign a black color to the
coordinate (α, β) in the image. On the other hand, if
the light ray is scattered to a celestial sphere of radius
rcs, we assign a color to the coordinate (α, β). We use
the same pattern of colors as in Refs. [27–29], where the
celestial sphere is divided in four quadrants (red, green,
blue, yellow).

In order to place the observer in similar observational
condition, we adopt the perimetral radius (rp) as a geo-
metrically invariant measure of distance:

rp ≡
√
gφφ
∣∣
θ=π/2

=
r[

1 + (1+a2)
4 B2 r2

] 1
1+a2

. (81)

We note that the perimetral radius has a maximum value
at

rp|max =
2

B
√

1− a2
, 0 6 a < 1 . (82)

In Fig. 6, the perimetral radius is compared with the
coordinate radius r for several values of a, andBM = 0.5.
For a = 1, the perimetral radius tends to a constant value
at the spatial infinity, while for a > 1 it is a monotonically
increasing function of the radial coordinate r, as can be
seen in Fig. 6. It is remarkable that this transition in
the behaviour of the perimetral radius occurs at another
special value of a, as emphasised in the Introduction.
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FIG. 6. Behavior of the perimetral radius as a function of r for
several values of a, and BM = 0.5. Observe that for a = 1 the
perimetral radius tends to a constant value at spatial infinity,
while for a > 1 it is a monotonically increasing function of
the radial coordinate.

B. Gravitational lensing for the dilatonic Melvin
spacetime

Before exploring the shadow and gravitational lensing
in SdM, let us first analyze the gravitational lensing in the
dilatonic Melvin geometry (M = 0). In Fig. 7 we show
the panoramic images for the gravitational lensing of the
dilatonic Melvin geometry with different values of a. In
this figure, the observer is located at B rp = 1, θobs = π/2
and the celestial sphere has a radius B rcs = 2.0. We have
chosen two values of a for which a stable LR exists and
two values for which it does not exist. One key difference
between the panoramic images for a <

√
3 and a >

√
3

is the existence of chaotic lensing regions for the former
case. Such chaotic lensing regions for a <

√
3 arise due to

the existence of bound orbits, i.e. orbits that are bound
between two radii and hence cannot escape to infinity.
This is closely connected to the existence of a stable LR.
For a >

√
3 the gravitational lensing becomes regular,

since light rays can escape to infinity and there are no
bound orbits in general, as the stable LR is absent.

C. Shadow and gravitational lensing for the SdM
BH: Case I

Let us now analyze the shadows and gravitational lens-
ing of the SdM BH. Firstly, we compare the shadow and
gravitational lensing for the three distinct cases (Case
I, II-A and II-B) with BM � 1, which, at least in the
vicinity of the horizon, may be closer to real astrophysical
environments. In Fig. 8 we show solely the contour of the
shadow for several values of a, and fixed BM = 0.06. We
place the observer at the equatorial plane (θ = π/2) and
at the perimetral radius rp = 10M . This shows that the
shadow edge varies weakly with a. In Fig. 9 we show the
shadow and also the gravitational lensing for BM = 0.06
and the same values of a as in Fig. 8. From Figs. 8 and
9, we note that the contour of the shadow has an oblate
shape in comparison to the Schwarzschild case, and as we
increase the value of a, keeping fixed the value of BM ,
the oblateness slightly decreases. The same applies to
some lensing features in the images: they become less
oblate when a increases.

In Fig. 10 we show the panoramic image of the shadow
and gravitational lensing for a SdM BH with BM = 0.2
and a = 0.5 (case I). We have chosen the observer to
be located at the perimetral radius rp = 5M and at
the equatorial plane (θobs = π/2). We observe that the
shadow and gravitational lensing display a chaotic be-
havior under this stronger external magnetic field. Since
there are no LRs along the equatorial plane, the shadow
is panoramic for BM = 0.2 and a = 0.5. The chaotic be-
havior for the shadow and gravitational lensing in Fig. 10
arises due to the confining behavior of the geometry in
Case I. Since light rays cannot escape to infinity, they can
bounce at several turning points before falling into the
event horizon or reaching the celestial sphere. This sort



13

(a) a = 0

(b) a = 1

(c) a =
√

3

(d) a = 2

FIG. 7. Panoramic images of the gravitational lensing of the
dilatonic Melvin geometry for different values of a. In this
figure, the observer is located at the equatorial plane (θ =
π/2) and at the perimetral radius Brp = 1. The radius of the
celestial sphere is chosen as Brcs = 2.5.
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FIG. 8. Contour of the shadow of SdM BHs for several values
of a and fixed BM = 0.06. In this figure, the observer is lo-
cated at the equatorial plane (θ = π/2) and at the perimetral
radius rp = 10M .

of “ping-pong” leaves a chaotic pattern imprint, along-
side the panoramic shadow in the SdM solution in this
parameter range, as in the a = 0 case [15].

D. Shadow and gravitational lensing for the SdM
BH: Case IIA

In Fig. 12 we show the panoramic image of the shadow
and gravitational lensing for a SdM BH with BM = 0.27
and a = 1.76 (top panel) and BM = 0.31365 and
a = 1.779 (bottom panel), corresponding to Case IIA.
The perimetral radius and the θ coordinate of the ob-
server were chosen to be the same as in Fig. 10. From
Fig. 12 we note that the shadow and gravitational lens-
ing for case IIA is quite distinctive from case I for large
values of MB. In particular, we note that there are no
chaotic regions in the panoramic images and the shad-
ows are not panoramic. The absence of chaotic regions
and panoramic shadows for case IIA arises from the fact
that light rays can escape to infinity (see Eq. (29)) and
do not describe bound orbits with several turning points.
From Fig. 12 we note the existence of strong gravita-
tional lensing far from the shadow edge in the panoramic
images. This is caused mainly by the strong external
magnetic field, which plays a role even for large values of
the radial coordinate r. We have chosen BM = 0.27 and
a = 1.76 (top panel) because there are two unstable LRs
(and one stable) on the equatorial plane for such values,
and the observer is located between the unstable LRs.
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(a) a = 0 (b) a = 1

(c) a =
√

3 (d) a = 2

FIG. 9. Shadow and gravitational lensing of SdM BHs for BM = 0.06 and different values a. In this figure, the observer is
located at the equatorial plane (θ = π/2) and at the perimetral radius rp = 10M .

On the other hand, for BM = 0.31365 and a = 1.779
(bottom panel) the observer is located outside the LRs.
We note a slight difference on the scattering next to the
shadow edge on the equatorial plane. The existence of
a second unstable LR may give rise to a local maximum
on the scattered angle for light rays constrained to the
equatorial plane, as can be seen in Fig. 11 where we com-
pare the scattering angle for light rays constrained to the
equatorial plane for cases IIA and IIB. The LR that de-
termines the shadow edge at the equatorial plane is the
one with the smallest value of ηLR, the so-called domi-
nant LR [30]. We point out that the shadow edge outside
the equatorial plane is determined by fundamental pho-
ton orbits (FPO), and the existence of two unstable LRs
at the equatorial plane does not necessarily imply the

existence of more than one FPO for two given impact
parameters (α, β).

E. Shadow and gravitational lensing for the SdM
BH: Case IIB

In Fig. 13 we show the panoramic image of the shadow
and gravitational lensing for a SdM BH with BM = 0.2
and a = 2, which is an example of case IIB. The perime-
tral radius and the polar angle of the observer are the
same as in Fig. 10 and 12. We note that, as in case IIA,
the shadow and gravitational lensing are regular, and do
not display chaotic regions. We also note the existence of
gravitational lensing far from the shadow edge due to the
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FIG. 10. Panoramic image of the shadow and gravitational
lensing for the SdM BH with BM = 0.2 and a = 0.5 (case
I). The observer is located at the perimetral radius rp = 5M
and θobs = π/2.
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FIG. 11. Scattered angle for null geodesics constrained to the
equatorial plane for different values of a and BM . In this
figure, we have selected two SdM BHs corresponding to case
IIA and one SdM BH corresponding to case IIB. We notice
that when two unstable LRs are present, there may be a local
maximum in the scattered angle.

influence of the external magnetic field for large values
of the radial coordinate. Comparing case IIA and IIB,
we note that as we increase the value of the parameter
a, the oblateness of the shadow decreases becoming more
round. We remark that cases IIA and IIB behave simi-
larly to an asymptotically flat spacetime concerning the
motion of null geodesics, despite the non-zero magnetic
field extending all the way to spatial infinity.

VIII. FINAL REMARKS

We have considered the null geodesic flow in the SdM
family of BH solutions of Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton the-
ory, where a non-minimal coupling between the Maxwell
field and the dilaton exists, ruled by the parameter a. In
particular, we investigated the LRs, total TC, shadows
and gravitational lensing for arbitrary values of the dila-
ton coupling. The present work generalizes the Einstein-
Maxwell theory (a = 0) results obtained in Ref. [15],

(a) a = 1.76

(b) a = 1.779

FIG. 12. Panoramic image of the shadow and gravitational
lensing for two SdM BHs within case II. Top panel: BM =
0.27 and a = 1.76. Bottom panel: BM = 0.31365 and a =
1.779. The observer is located at the equatorial plane (θobs =
π/2) and at the perimetral radius rp = 5M .

(a) a = 2

FIG. 13. Panoramic image of the shadow and gravitational
lensing for the SdM BH with BM = 0.2 and a = 2 (case
II-B). In this figure, the observer is located at the equatorial
plane (θobs = π/2) and at the perimetral radius rp = 5M .

where the Schwarzschild solution immersed in an exter-
nal magnetic field was considered.

We analyzed how the dilaton coupling a impacts the
motion of null geodesics in the asymptotic region. We
found that for a 6

√
3, (non-radially moving) light rays

cannot escape to infinity, which is a manifestation of the
confining box behavior of the Melvin asymptotics [15].

For a >
√

3, however, the LR rays can reach spatial in-
finity and the SdM family loses the confining box behav-
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ior. Curiously, for the KK theory (a =
√

3), the light
rays can escape to infinity only if the impact parame-
ter is greater or equal to 1/|B|. This analysis is valid
both for the Melvin dilatonic (M = 0) and the SdM BH
solutions. These results show that the dilaton coupling
modifies the asymptotic behavior of the spacetime, as we
indeed confirmed by computing the LRs TC.

We computed the LRs in the Melvin dilatonic and SdM
families of solutions and obtained that there is a quali-
tative change at a =

√
3 in both cases. For the Melvin

dilatonic family with a <
√

3 there is a stable LR tube
whose cylindrical coordinate depends on a and B, and
for a >

√
3 there is no LR in a finite radial coordinate.

On the other hand, for the SdM family with a 6
√

3
there may be zero or two LRs outside the horizon (case

I), while for a >
√

3 there may be three (case IIA) or
one LRs (case IIB). For cases I and IIA it is possible to
have the creation/annihilation of a pair of LRs by fix-
ing the dilatonic coupling and varying the magnetic field
strength. Case IIB admits only one unstable LR, and as
we increase the value of B and fix a, the radial coordi-
nate of the LR increases monotonically. By computing
the TC of the SdM family we were able to shown that
the dilaton coupling induces a topological transition, i.e.
the TC changes discontinuously from TC=0 (case I) to
TC=−1 (cases IIA and IIB). This topological transition
arises due to the modification in the asymptotic behavior
of the SdM family. The horizon and the axis limit are not
modified qualitatively by varying the dilaton coupling.

Taking advantage of the higher dimensional interpre-
tation of the KK case a =

√
3 we were able to give an

interpretation of the LRs of the SdM BH in D = 5 in
that case.

Finally, we have applied the backwards ray-tracing
technique to the SdM family in order to study the gravi-
tational lensing and shadows. For case I, the shadow and

gravitational lensing present a chaotic behavior, while for
the cases IIA and IIB they become regular even for high
values of the magnetic field. Moreover, for case I it is
possible to have panoramic shadows, as a consequence
of the absence of LRs outside the horizon, similarly to
the a = 0 case investigated in Ref. [15]. Our results sug-
gest that the shadows and gravitational lensing of the
SdM BHs are qualitatively similar to those of an asymp-
totically flat spacetime for large values of the dilatonic
coupling.

As future work, it could be interesting to analyse the
possible impact of rotation in our study, as it was done
in [31] for the case of a = 0.
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