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Since the lensing effects play a vital role in modern cosmology. A new framework is developed
for the static spherically symmetrical wormhole (WH) in terms of the radial equation of state
(REoS). Following the standard procedure, we calculate the lensing equation, magnification, and
event rate according to REoS, where our analysis indicates that the image problem of light source is
complicated. As for the event rate, our investigations indicate that the larger values for the throat
radius of WH and REoS will lead to larger values of the event rate. Compared with the event rate of
blackhole, it is also claimed that the value of WH will be larger, in which their mass and the distance
of them (blackhole or WH) between the light source and observer are comparable. Thus, our study
could provide a possibility for distinguishing the WH and blackhole under similar circumstances.

I. INTRODUCTION

The first research of WH originated from the inside of
Schwarzschild’s blackhole [1]. Thereafter, Einstein and
Rosen explicitly proposed a vacuum solution that con-
nects two remote regimes [2]. Ref. [3] firstly introduced
the concept of WH. Then, the most simple WH named
the Ellis WH was found by [4] whose ADM mass is zero.
To traverse the WH, one kind of traversable WH was
introduced by [5]. Then, the wormhole was extensively
studied by [6–19]. The way for realizing the WH, the in-
troduction of exotic matter is mandantory whose energy
density is negative, which would violate the Null energy
condition (NEC) [20–23].

After all the WH is just a hypothetic object predicted
by General Relativity. To detect its existence, the lensing
effects played a vital role in observations. Once again,
Einstein also was the first one to develop the lensing
equation, which proposed the well-known concept ”Ein-
stein angle” [24]. With the development of the technol-
ogy for observation, gravitational lensing has become a
standard method to detect astral objects including WH,
dwarf, blackhole e.t .c. In modern astronomy, lensing
mainly contains weak gravitational lensing, strong gravi-
tational lens, and microlensing. Weak lensing was caused
by the weak potential of the gravitational source which
only slightly distorts the light as passing through some
gravitational source [25, 26]. While for the strong lens-
ing effects, the situation is the opposite, the potential
of gravitational source, including WH, blackhole, and so
on, is so strong that leads to the strong distortion of
the light [27, 28]. The microlensing effect is an astro-
nomical phenomenon caused by the weak gravitational
lensing effect, which is used to detect objects from plan-
etary mass to stellar mass. In this paper, we will focus
on the microlensing effects. Refs. [29, 30] implemented
the microlensing effect to explore WH. Thereafter, such
extensive research of microlensing effects for WH were
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investigated by [31–52]. Being similar with optics, the
gravitational source will bend the light, thus one can
observe several images of light source after bending the
light. How many images can be formed after bending
the light that naturally became a question in the lensing
effects, which was discussed in [32, 37, 43, 47].

Distinguishing the WH and blackhole is always an es-
sential goal, especially from observation. As an attempt,
our previous work tried to utilize magnification for distin-
guishing them [31]. However, this method was so difficult
since the distance of the target object between the light
source and gravitational source is un-fixed, which leads to
the magnification always changing. To provide more pos-
sibilities, we will implement the REoS to re-formulate the
magnification under Gauss-Bonnet Theorem (GBT). The
most significant quantity is the deflection angle. There
were so many works related to the deflection angle in
terms of GBT [53–64]. We will make use of REoS to in-
vestigate the event rate of WH, then it will be compared
with blackhole when their mass and the distance between
the light source and observer are comparable.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, the
REoS will be implemented to rewrite the static spheri-
cally symmetrical metric. In Sec. III, we will use GBT
to calculate the deflection angle and lensing equation in
light of REoS, meanwhile, the magnification and event
rate will be discussed, which are also explicitly related
to REoS. In Sec. IV, we will give our conclusions and
outlook.

II. BASCIS OF WH

In this section, we follow the notation in Refs. [65–67].
By starting with a spherically symmetical metric,

ds2 = −e2Φdt2 +
dr2

1− b(r)/r
+ r2dΩ2, (1)

which describes a generic static and spherically symmet-
rical WH metric. By assuming the application of a per-
fect fluid, its corresponding Einstein equation can be de-
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rived as follows,

p′r =
2

r

(
pt − pr

)
−
(
ρ+ pr

)
Φ′, (2)

b′ = 8πGρ(r)r2, (3)

Φ′ =
b+ 8πGprr

3

2r2
(
1− b(r)/r

) , (4)

where the prime denotes a derivative with respect to the
radial coordinate r, pr represents the pressure in the ra-
dial component, pt indicates the tangential pressure and
ρ is the energy density. REoS is defined as follows,

pr = ηρ. (5)

where η represents REoS. The flaring-out condition and
asymptotic flatness take the necessary condition:

η > 0 or η < −1. (6)

Moreover, it should be noticed that η > 0 is possible only
if ρ < 0. Combining Eqs. (2)-(5), one can get

b(r) = r0

(
r0
r

) 1
η

e−(2/η)[Φ(r)−Φ(r0)]×[
2

η

∫ r

r0

( r
r0

)(1+η)/η
Φ′(r)e(2/η)[Φ(r)−Φ(r0)]dr + 1

]
.

(7)

Since we focus on the microlensing effects, it means that
the potential of WH is quite weak. For simplicity, one
can reasonably assume that Φ(r) ≈ constant = Φ(r0).
More precisely, the potential varies very slowly from the
initial value Φ(r0). Therefore, the impact parameter can
be simplified into

b(r) = r0

(
r0
r

) 1
η

. (8)

Substitute this simplified impact parameter (8) into Eq.
(1), then the metric can be transformed towards,

ds2 = −Adt2 +
dr2

1−
(
r0/r

)1+ 1
η

+ r2dΩ2, (9)

where A = e2Φ. One can easily observe that metric (9)
will become an Ellis-Bronnikov WH if the factor A was
absorbed into temporal part and η = 1. Next section,
we will implement REoS to investigate the microlensing
effect of metric (9).

III. MICROLENSING

In this section, we will calculate the magnification and
the event rate of metric (9). First and foremost, the GBT
will be implemented for further investigations.

FIG. 1: A brief illustration of WH. The WH is connecting
two remote regimes of spacetime. In our case, we consider
the lensing effects occurring on one side of the WH that is in
spacetime 1 or spacetime 2.

A. Deflection angle

In lensing effects including microlensing, the most es-
sential quantity is the deflection angle, which will be
calculated by GBT under the weak field approximation.
Before introducing GBT, the optical Gaussian curvature
will be computed, where the photon is traveling, thus
the metric is the light-like case corresponding to ds2 = 0.
Our calculation can be performed in the equatorial plane
due to the spherical symmetry. Then, the metric (9) will
become

dt2 =
dr2

A
(
1−

(
r0/r

)1+ 1
η

) +
r2

A
dϕ2. (10)

For convinence, we introduce two auxiliary quantities:
du = dr√

A
(
1−
(
r0/r
)1+ 1

η
) and ξ = r√

A
. Gaussian optical

curvature can be expressed as,

K =
−1

ξ(u)
[
dr

du

d

dr

( dr
du

)dξ
dr

+
( dr
du

)2 d2ξ
dr2

], (11)

combine with metric (10), one can get

K =
−
√
Ar0

(
r0
r

) 1
η
(
1 + 1

η

)
2r3
√
1−

(
r0
r

)1+ 1
η

. (12)

Once obtaining the Guassian curvature, we could intro-
duce the GBT whose formula is given by∫ ∫

D

KdS +

∫
∂D

κdt+
∑
i

αi = 2πχ(D), (13)

whereD is the integral domain denoted in Fig. 2. Choos-
ing OS as the geodesic line, thus the integral along OS
is zero. Besides, this Euler index χ is one n domain D.
Then, GBT (13) will become∫ ∫

D

KdS +

∫
γP

κdt+
∑
i

αi = 2π. (14)
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FIG. 2: Illustration of the GBT integral domain. O is the
observer, and S is the light source. The region D represents
the integral domain of the GBT, and integrating over this
domain gives us the total deflection angle experienced by the
light.

One can set γ to vertically intersect with geodesic line
OS at point O and point S, Then the sum of external
angles is π as showing∑

i

αi =
π

2
(S) +

π

2
(O) = π. (15)

Then, an integral transformation can be done as follows,

κdt = κ
dt

dϕ
dϕ. (16)

Here ϕ is some kinds of angular coordinate where the
gravitational source W is the central point as showing in
Fig. 3. It can be done to set up κ dt

dϕ = 1 on γ, therefore

we have ∫ ∫
D

KdS +

∫ ϕS

ϕO

dϕ+ π = 2π. (17)

Geodesic line OS could approximate to be a straight line.
Due to the existence of lensing effects, the range of ϕ
could span from zero (at point O) to π + α (at point S),
where α is the so-called deflection angle,∫ ∫

D

KdS+

∫ π+α

0

dϕ+π =

∫ ∫
D

KdS+π+α+π = 2π.

(18)
Then, the deflection angle is obtained as follows,

α = −
∫ ∫

D

KdS. (19)

Being armed with previous calculations for Gaussian cur-
vature (12), the deflection angle can be furtherly deter-
mined by

α = −
∫ π

0

∫ ∞

b
sinϕ

K
√
dethabdrdϕ, (20)

where b is impact parameter and hab is the optical metric
in terms of u and ϕ. Substituting Eq. (12) to (20), one
can obtain

α =

∫ π

0

∫ ∞

b
sinϕ

r0
(
r0
r

) 1
η
(
1 + 1

η

)
2
√
Ar2

(
1−

(
r0
r

)1+ 1
η
)drdϕ. (21)

Under the weak field approximation r0
r ≪ 1,

α =

√
π
(
r0
b

)1+ 1
η ηΓ[1 + 1

2η ]

2
√
AΓ[ 12

(
3 + 1

η

)
]

, if
1

η
> −2. (22)

Being armed with deflection angle (22), one can investi-
gate its corresponding lensing equation. As for the spe-
cial case of A = 1 and η = 1, our metric becomes the
Ellis-Bronnikov WH:

ds2 = −dt2 +
dr2

1−
(
r0
r

)2 + r2dΩ2. (23)

The deflection angle for Eq. (21) (η = 1) is given by

α =
π

4

(r0
b

)2
, (24)

where it is agreed with Refs. [31, 68, 69] in the first order.

B. Lensing equation

According to Fig. 3, the plane geometry could yield
the lensing equation

β = θ − DLS

DS
α. (25)

Substitute Eq. (22) to Eq. (25), one can obtain that

θ2+
1
η − βθ1+

1
η − DLS

DS

√
π
(

r0
DL

)1+ 1
η ηΓ[1 + 1

2η ]

2
√
AΓ[ 13

(
3 + 1

η

)
]

= 0, (26)

where we have used the approximation b ≈ θDL. Ac-
cording to Eq. (26), one can explicitly obtain the relation
between the order of lensing equation (n) and η,

n = 2 +
1

η
. (27)

This is an equation about the number of images for light
source (If there are n various real solutions of the n− th
order equation). When η → 0+, then n → ∞, this means
that we can at most get an infinite numbers of image. On
the other hand, when η → ±∞, it expcts to be two im-
ages as showing in Einstein ring. However, the realistic
situation is more complicated. One can actually obtain
n solutions of lensing Eq. (26), in which some of them
are complex solutions that one cannot observe its corre-
sponding images. We take η = 1 as an illustration since
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FIG. 3: Showing lens plane geometry. I is the location of
image of light source, S is location of light source, α is the
deflection angle, W is the WH and b is the impact parameter.
All of these angles are much less than unity.

the charged WH [70] and WH with quantum corrections
[71], e.t .c, are all in this case. Thereafter, lensing equa-
tion (26) becomes

θ3 − βθ2 −M = 0, (28)

where we have set DLS

DS
= 1

2 for simplicity and M =

π
16

√
AΓ[4/3]

r20
D2

L
> 0. Lensing equation (28) is the third

order equation in terms of θ, in which its overall discrim-
inant ∆ > 0 in light of appendix I in [32]. Thus, there
is only a real solution for Eq. (28) corresponding to only
one image of the light source. As for the second order of

θ, the value of η is huge whose value will set to be 10,
then the lensing equation (26) will be written by

θ2 − βθ − 5

2
√
A

r0
DL

= 0, (29)

where we also have set DLS

DS
= 1

2 and its overall discrim-
inant is also larger than zero, thus it will be of two real
solutions corresponding to two images of the light source.

When n = 4 and
√

π
A

1
8Γ[5/3]

r30
D3

L
= 0.08, the lensing equa-

tion (26) could have four real solutions corresponding to
the four images of light source. As for the higher order
equation of θ (n > 4), it is more complicated whose real
solutions are difficult to determine. Although we have
obtained the explicit relation n = 2+1/η, the number of
images of the light source is still not figured out in some
sense.

C. Magnification

Similar to optics, the images of the light source will be
magnified or demagnified due to varying the cross-section
of light rays, whose definition is determined by the ratio
between distinct solid angles,

µtotal =
∑
i

∣∣∣∣ βθi dβdθi
∣∣∣∣−1

, (30)

where θi is the angle of the i− th image of light source.
Substituting Eq. (25) into Eq. (30), which leads to

µ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
πDLDLS2

− 1
η−2r0

(
r0
b

)1/η (√
Ab2DSΓ

(
2 + 1

η

)
−DLDLS2

1/ηη(η + 1)r0Γ
(
1 + 1

2η

)2 (
r0
b

)1/η)
Ab4D2

SΓ
(

1
2

(
3 + 1

η

))2 + 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
−1

. (31)

Eq. (31) provides a general formula for calculating the
magnification of the static spherically symmetric WH.
Due to the flaring-out condition (6), REoS can be di-
vided into two regimes: (−∞,−1) and (0,∞). We have
chosen specific values of η to investigate the magnifcation
including in Figs. 4 and 5.

The trend of magnification in Figs. 4 and 5 are the
same, which there is only one peak. With the enhance-
ment of the value of η, the position of the corresponding
magnification peak will occur in larger values of b. Thus,
the cases of η = 2, 5,−1 are not shown in Figs. 4 and
5, in which one cannot observe any image of light source
since the magnification is zero in this scale (the range

of b as showing in Figs. 4 and 5). The total varying
trend is that: the demagnification will appear at some
certain scale, thereafter the magnification will approach
the maximal value (the peak of magnification), and fi-
nally it will tend to be one that the size of image of
light source is the same with the light source itself. The
value of η could highly impact the position of the peak
of magnification since it mainly influences the mass of
WH whose details will be thoroughly investigated in Sec.
IIID. A simple analysis could understand this physical
picture, the larger mass of WH will more significantly
distort the image of light source.

For completeness, we also give a plot of magnification
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FIG. 4: In the case of η > 0, the magnification given by Eq.
(31) varies with the impact parameters b (Unit: kpc), and the
legend in the figure indicates the corresponding REoS values
for different curves. Here we set the parameters as follows:
DS = 2DL = 2DLS = 20 kpc, r0 = 1×10−10 kpc, and A = 1.
According to n = 2+ 1

η
, n = 5 with η = 1

3
, n = 4 with η = 1

2
and n = 3 with η = 1, in which the peak is not including
η = 2, 5 since it is beyond the scope.

FIG. 5: In the case of η < −1, the magnification given by
Eq. (31) also varies with the impact parameters b, and the
legend in the figure indicates the corresponding REoS values
for different curves. We set the parameters as follows: DS =
2DL = 2DLS = 20 kpc, r0 = 1× 10−10 kpc, and A = 1. The
curves where η = −5 and η = −10 have almost overlapped.
The case of η = −1 corresponds to n = 1 (only one image of
light source) whose peak is also not included in this scale.

highly related to the radius r0 of WH as shown in Fig.
6. The total trend is also the same only containing one
peak of magnification. With the larger values of r0, the
position of the peak will appear in larger values of b since
the r0 explicitly relates to the mass of WH. We need to
emphasize that the demagnification of Kerr blackhole will
be influenced by its angular momentum [72, 73], thus we
may extend our method to the rotating blackhole and
WH. To sum up, the factor who influences the mass of
WH will highly impact the position of the peak of µ.

FIG. 6: The magnification varies with the radius r0 of throat
for WH. The various values of r0 correspond to different
curves indicated in the legend. We set the parameters as
follows: DS = 2DL = 2DLS = 20 kpc, η = 1, A = 1.

FIG. 7: The illustration of the microlensing rate of WH mov-
ing along this 2D plane. This 2D plane is the source plane,
and we assume that the number of sources within the Einstein
ring is χσmicro.

D. Event rate

The microlensing effect is a rare phenomenon in ob-
servations. To describe the probability of this event, we
need to calculate the optical depth τ . The optical depth
represents the probability of observing the microlening
event of a source at a certain location DS , which reflects
the number of microlensing events per unit of time. If we
observe N light sources, we can calculate the microlens-

ing event rate Γ = d(Nτ)
dt . Here, we aim to develop an

analytic formula for calculating the event rate under the
metric (9). For better understanding the event rate, we
give a Fig. 7 as an illustration.

Our work is beginned by metric (9). First, the effective
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mass of WH comes via Ref. [74] that is defined by

M =
r0
2

+

∫ r

r0

4πρ(r′)r′2dr′, (32)

where the energy density can be found in light of Einstein
equation,

ρ = −
Ar0(

r0
r )

1
η

r3η

c4

8πG
. (33)

Therefore, the effective mass can derived by

M =
Ac4r0

(
r0
DL

) 1
η

2G
− Ac4r0

2G
+

r0
2
, (34)

where the integration range is from r0 to DL as showing
in Fig. 7. Bofore calculating the event rate, what we
need is the Einstein angle whose definition is θE = DLS

DS
α

in light of (25). Then we could implement Eq. (22) to
plug into the definition of Einstein angle, one can obtain

θE =

(
r0
DL

) 1+ 1
η

2+ 1
η

( √
πηΓ[1 + 1

2η ]

2
√
AΓ[ 12 (3 +

1
η )]

DLS

DS

) 1

2+ 1
η

, (35)

where it is explicitly related to Einstein ring where light
source, gravitational lensing source and obeserver are
aligned. Once obtaining the Einstein angle, one could
also define the cross-section for microlensing as follows,

σmicro = πθ2E , (36)

where it is the solid angle producing a detectable mi-
crolensing signal. Due to the relative motion between
the light source and lens, one can also define the Ein-
stein radius crossing time

tE =
rE
v

=
DSθE

v
, (37)

where v is the relative velocity between the light source
and lensing source as shown in Fig. 7. For simplification,
the lensing source could be fixed and the light source is
travelling at speed v whose direction is also showing in
Fig. 7. The optical depth gives rise to a detectable prob-
ability of microlensing event, which defines as follows,

τ =
1

Ω

∫ DS

0

σmicrodNL, (38)

In a simple analysis, the number of lens sources is chang-
ing as varying with DL. Therefore, we could further de-
rive that

dNL = ΩD2
Ln(DL)dDL. (39)

Then, the optical depth is

τ(DS) =
1

Ω

∫ DS

0

[ΩD2
Ln(DL)](πθ

2
E)dDL. (40)

There is only one lensing source, its energy density is a
constant which leads to n(DL) =

ρ
m . Therefore, we have

τ(DS) =

∫ DS

0

D2
L

ρ(DL)

M
πθ2EdDL. (41)

The integration interval is (0, DS), which can be divided
into (DL, r0) ∪ (r0, DLS) according to Fig. 3. In the
interval (0, r0), the integration of (41) is zero since we
have neglected the inner structure of WH. Then, we set
parameters as c = G = A = 1 and DS = 2DL = 2DLS .
Finally, our integration result is

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
(√

πηΓ[1+ 1
2η ]

2Γ[ 12 (3+
1
η )]

DLS

DS

) 2

2+ 1
η

(
r

2(1+η)
1+2η

0 D
− 2(1+η)

1+2η

LS − 1

)
(1 + 2η)

4η(1 + η)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ .
(42)

The obsolute value comes via the positivity of probability.
We can differentiate the optical depth in light of Eq. (3),

dτ =
1

Ω

∫ DS

0

n(DL)Ω2rEvdtdDL =

∫ DS

0

2n(DL)r
2
E

dt

tE
dDL.

(43)
We may observe the microlensing event, while we are
monitoring a certain number of light sources N (dubbed
as constant) within a specific time, its corresponding
event rate is defined as

Γ =
d(Nτ)

dt
=

2N

π

∫ DS

0

n(DL)
πr2E
tE

dDL =
2N

πtE
τ. (44)

Substituting the previous calculation results Eq. (37)
and Eq. (42) into Eq. (44), we obtain

Γ =
2χσmicro

πDS

v

(
r0
DL

) 1+ 1
η

2+ 1
η

(√
πηΓ[1+ 1

2η ]

2Γ[ 12 (3+
1
η )]

DLS

DS

) 1

2+ 1
η

×

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
(√

πηΓ[1 + 1
2η ]

2Γ[ 12 (3 +
1
η )]

DLS

DS

) 2

2+ 1
η

(
r

2(1+η)
1+2η

0 D
− 2(1+η)

1+2η

LS − 1

)
(1 + 2η)

4η(1 + η)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (45)
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η χ v r0 Mass θE rE tE τ Γ

- m/s m M⊙ rad m year year−1

-10 1.00× 1014 3.00× 104 3.24× 109 1.38× 107 C C C 0.297 C
-2 1.00× 1014 3.00× 104 3.24× 109 3.46× 1011 C C C 0.477 C
-1.1 1.00× 1014 3.00× 104 3.24× 109 1.09× 1016 C C C 1.84 C
0.33 1.00× 1014 3.00× 104 3.24× 109 ≈ 0 9.67× 10−10 6.25× 1011 0.660 0.374 1.06× 10−4

0.5 1.00× 1014 3.00× 104 3.24× 109 ≈ 0 3.59× 10−9 2.32× 1012 2.46 0.272 2.86× 10−4

1 1.00× 1014 3.00× 104 3.24× 109 1.09×10−5 3.40× 10−8 2.20× 1013 23.2 0.201 2.00× 10−3

1.5 1.00× 1014 3.00× 104 3.24× 109 5.08×10−2 1.12× 10−7 7.25× 1013 76.7 0.189 6.20× 10−3

2 1.00× 1014 3.00× 104 3.24× 108 0.109 5.98× 10−8 3.87× 1013 40.9 0.187 3.27× 10−3

2 1.00× 1014 3.00× 104 3.24× 109 3.46 2.38× 10−7 1.54× 1014 163 0.187 1.30× 10−2

2 1.00× 1014 3.00× 104 3.24× 1010 109 9.48× 10−7 6.13× 1014 648 0.187 5.19× 10−2

2.5 1.00× 1014 3.00× 104 3.24× 109 43.6 4.02× 10−7 2.60× 1014 274 0.188 2.21× 10−2

3 1.00× 1014 3.00× 104 3.24× 109 236 5.92× 10−7 3.83× 1014 405 0.191 3.30× 10−2

TABLE I: The change of event rate Γ with η. χ is the number of sources observed per unit angular area πθ2, v is the relative
velocity between the WH and the source plane, r0 is the throat radius of the WH. In terms of mass, we choose solar mass M⊙
as the unit, θE is the Einstein angle, rE is the Einstein radius, and τ is the optical depth. We set the parameters DS = 21 kpc,
and A = 1.

r0 (km) 3.24× 101 3.24× 102 3.24× 103 3.24× 104 3.24× 105 3.24× 106 3.24× 107

Γ (year−1) 1.86× 10−6 8.62× 10−6 4.00× 10−5 1.86× 10−4 8.62× 10−4 4.00× 10−3 1.86× 10−2

TABLE II: The numerical results by Eq (45) : event rate Γ of Ellis-Bronnikov WH corresponding to throat radius r0. DS =
21 kpc is assumed. v = 0.0001c, χ = 2× 1014 and n(DL) =

ρ
M

are assumed.

r0 (km) 10 102 103 104 105 106 107

Γ (year−1) 1.88× 10−14 8.73× 10−14 4.05× 10−13 1.88× 10−12 8.73× 10−12 4.05× 10−11 1.88× 10−10

TABLE III: The numerical results by [47]: The various event rates Γ of Ellis-Bronnikov WH correspond to different throat
radius r0. DS = 8 kpc is assumed. v = 5000 km/s and n = 4.97× 10−9 pc−3 are assumed.

where we express N as χσmicro, χ ∝ D2
S is constant

determined by observation. χ has a significant impact
on the event rate that leads to Γ ∝ χ. Comparing with
[75–77], we reasonably set χ = 1 × 1014, DS = 2DL =
2DLS = 21 kpc and v = 3× 104 m/s. Being armed with
these parameters, one can determine the mass of WH
and Einstein’s angle. To illustrate how η impacts the
event rate, all of our calculations are listed in Tab I. It
indicates that the event rate and Einstein angle will be
enhanced by increasing the value of η but not for optical
depth. One could see that Γ is of order 10−2 when there
are two images per light source. Another point needs to
be noticed is that it is meaningless as η < −1 since the
Γ is a complex number. Finally, it could be seen that
there are at least two images per light source based on
n = 2+ 1

η . For completeness, we also give a plot to show

how the radius r0 of WH impacts Γ shown in Fig. 8. It
explicitly indicates that the event rate will be enhanced
by increasing the value of r0. We also show the results
of [47] in Tab. III, where they computed the event rate
of clusters in Ellis-Bronnikov WHs with different throat
radii. It indicates that the event rate will be enhanced

by improving the value of throat radii which supports
our numerical results. Their results are different from
ours since they consider the cluster of WHs. It leads
to the mass becoming sparse which is different from our
assumption, where we only consider one WH as the lens
source whose energy density is larger. To sum up, the
event rate will be larger as increasing the value of η and
r0.

Additionally, we are curious if event rate can be used
to distinguish between black holes and WHs. In Ref.
[78], they implement the CMC Cluster Catalog model to
study n8 − rv0.5 − rg8 − z0.1 case, where the mass of
lens is M = 2 × 105 M⊙ and t = 12 Gyr, then one can
obtain the event rate < 10−5 year−1 for the single black-
hole. In comparison, we set η = 1 and r0 = 3.24×1014 m
corresponding to M = 1.1 × 105 M⊙. We could observe
5.0 × 105 light sources with an Einstein radius crossing
time of 5.0×105 year. When the M and t converted into
the n8− rv0.5− rg8− z0.1 case, its corresponding event
rate is about 10−2 ∼ 10−3 year−1. Our estimation shows
that the event rate of WH is two orders higher compared
with blackhole as the mass and Einstein crossing time
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FIG. 8: The relationship between the number of microlensing
events observed each year and REoS. Each curve in the figure
corresponds to a different wormhole throat radius. We set
other parameters consistent with Tab I.

are comparable. We should emphasize the importance
of Tab. I, in which the observation can explicitly com-
pare with our numerical results as fixing t, mass of WH,
and the number of light sources. If it is compatible with
our predictions, it could imply that the lensing object is
WH and the value is smaller than ours which could be
blackhole.

IV. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

This paper presents a comprehensive investigation of
the microlensing effects of the static spherically sym-
metric WH described by Eq. (9). By introducing the
so-called REoS parameter η = pr

ρ , we reformulate the

metric, allowing us to re-examine the microlensing effect
metric (9), including its magnification and event rate.
We employ the GBT to calculate the deflection angle
of metric (9) under the weak field approximation. The
resulting lensing equation contains an explicit formula
n = 2 + 1

η that reflects the order of the lensing equation

on the equatorial plane. We take η = 1 (n = 3) as an
illustration, in which we have shown that there is only
one real solution of lensing equation (26) since the overall
discriminant is larger than zero, which means that there
is only one image of the light source. As for n = 2 (we
have set η = 10), it shows that there are two real solu-
tions of (26). Even one could observe four images of the
light source as n = 4, where we have fixed the values of
r0
DL

, A and DLS/DS . For a higher-order lensing equa-
tion, it is more complicated. In some sense, the image
problem of the light source is still not worked out due to

the complication of lensing equation (26).
In order to reformulate the lensing equation, we also

derive a general formula for calculating the magnification
in terms of REoS. This formula allows us to analyze how
the magnification changes with REoS and the WH throat
radius r0. Our analysis reveals that the larger values of η
will lead to the position of magnification’s peak located
at the larger values of impact parameter b as shown in
Figs. 4 and 5. A similar trend is applied for the radius
of the throat of WH as shown in Fig. 6. To provide a
more complete analysis, we also perform the analytical
calculations of event rate for a single WH source. We
mainly list our numerical results in Tab. I and Fig. 8,
which clearly indicates that the larger values of η and r0
will cause the larger values of event rate. As one example
of our metric, the investigation of Ref. [47] listed in Tab.
III holds the same results as ours. Especially, our results
as shown in Tab. I could provide an explicit comparison
with observations as fixing t, mass of WH, and the num-
ber of light source, which guides for distinguishing the
WH and blackhole via event rate.
Our work is just a preliminary investigation of a single

gravitational source. The lensing effects can be applied
to more realistic situations, i .e. the primordial blackhole
plays an important role of dark matter, we could extend
our method to this direction [79]. Another natural ex-
tension is for the microlensing of the clusters of galaxy
[78]. One can utilize the approximated metric to mimic
their dynamical background. The difference comes via
the energy-momentum tensor. Further, we could also ex-
tend our method to the strong lensing regime that may
include the topological effects of spacetime, in which the
deflection angle and lensing equation are different. To
fully address this issue, the calculation technology should
be developed.
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