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We systematically investigate the microlensing effect of charged spherically symmetric wormhole,
where the light source is remote from the throat. Remarkably, there will be at most three images
by considering the charge part. We study all situations including three images, two images, and one
image, respectively. The numerical result shows that the range of total magnification is from 105 to
10−2 depending on various metrics. In the case of three images, there will be two maximal values
of magnification (a peak, and a gentle peak) when the contribution via mass is much less than that
of charge. However, we cannot distinguish the case that forms three images or only one image as
the total magnification is of order 105. Finally, our theoretical investigation could shed new light
on exploring the wormhole with the microlensing effect.

I. INTRODUCTION

Wormhole [1, 2] is an important topic in gravitational
physics, which acts as a tunnel connecting two far sep-
arated regions. In the framework of General Relativity,
maintaining wormhole throat needs exotic matter that
violates the null energy condition [3, 4]. Hence, worm-
hole objects, if existed, would behave as a macroscopic
negative mass and provide unique signals in astrophysics.

In view of that, the gravitational lensing effect of
a wormhole-like object attracts worldwide attentions.
Most works concentrate on the lensing effect in strong
regime, including both generic wormhole [5–18], and spe-
cific wormhole models like Ellis wormhole [19–23] and
rotational symmetric wormhole [24, 25]. Based on these
works, even the wormhole is proposed to be observed
[26–28]. On the other hand, the microlensing effect of
wormhole is less explored. The generic property of mi-
crolensing of wormhole is studied in [29–31], and mostly
applied in the case of an Ellis wormhole [32–34].

Notably, the construction of the analytic wormhole
solutions is usually difficult. The simplest wormhole,
Ellis wormhole, is constructed before the concept of
traversable wormhole [35], while wormholes beyonds El-
lis is hard to construct. Hence, the study of microlensing
effect is mostly applied in the case of an Ellis wormhole
[36, 37]. However, recently there is growing interests on
wormholes with electromagnetic effect. For example, a
wormhole solution within Standard Model is constructed
with a charged massless fermion [38], and wormholes with
non-trivial mass and electric charge is founded in [37, 39].

Equipped with the concrete constructions, it is then in-
teresting to explore the microlensing effect in a charged
wormhole. Our work starts from a simple observation: a
point charge with electric charge Q would behave simi-

larly to a positive mass. In the weak-field approximation,
the charge Q would contribute a Q2/r2 term to the ef-
fective Newtonian potential, which has the same sign as
a positive mass, but the scaling on the distance r differs.
Hence, we expect a wormhole with a negative mass and
a non-trivial charge to enjoy both features. More specifi-
cally, the wormhole should behave like a positive mass in
the remoter region, and like a negative mass in the closer
region.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II, we re-
view the metric with the negative mass and the electric
charge. In section III, we derive the Newtonian poten-
tial of the metric and obtain its corresponding deflection
angle. In section IV, we systemamtically investigate the
total magninification with various images. In section V,
we give our main conclusion and the outlook for the ex-
ploring the microlensing effect within the wormhole.

II. THE METRIC

In this paper, we will focus on the charged sperically
symmetric wormhole, whose generic metric can be writ-
ten as

ds2 = −hc2dt2 + (σ2h)−1dr2 + r2dΩ2, (1)

where σ = σ(r) carries the information of the wormhole
throat. Denote r0 as the throat’s radius, from the defini-
tion of wormhole throat, we have σ(r0) = 0 and r ranges
from r0 to infinity. Also, the absence of horizon requires
h(r) > 0 for r ∈ (r0,∞).

Our work starts from a simple observation: for a large
variety of charged spherical symmetric wormholes, the
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function h(r) would behave as

h = 1 +
hMM

r
+
hQQ

2
e

r2
, (2)

where M and Qe are the mass and electric charge of
the wormhole, respectively. One may comprehensively
understand (2) by noticing that, for remote regions i.e.
σ(r) → 1, the wormhole behaves as a compact object
with mass M and electric charge Qe. Hence we expect
the metric to behave similar to a RN metric

ds2 = h(r)c2dt2 − dr2

h(r)
− r2dΩ2 , (3)

with

h(r;M,Qe) ≡ 1− 2G

c2
M

r
+

G

4πεc4
Q2
e

r2
. (4)

For example, the charged Ellis wormhole [40], a gener-
alization of Bronnikov-Ellis wormhole [35, 41], the metric
is of the form (1) with

h = 1− γ2Q
2

4rr0
σ +

γ1Q
2

4r20
, σ2 = 1− r20

r2
. (5)

The metric comes from the Lagrangian

L =
√
−g
(
R− 1

2
gµν∂µφµ∂νφν −

1

4
Z−1F 2

)
, (6)

with

Z = γ1 cosh(φ)− sinh(φ)γ2, (7)

where φ is an external scalar field and γ1, γ2 are param-
eters. The ADM mass and electric charge are

M = ±γ2Q
2

8r0
, Qe = γ1Q , (8)

so the function can be rewritten as

h(r) ≡ h(r;M,Qe) = 1∓ 2M

r
σ +

Q2
e

4r2γ1
. (9)

For remote region with σ ' 1, the function h(r) is exactly
of the form (2).

Another example comes from the model in [39]. The
Einstein-Dirac-Maxwell Lagrangian permits a wormhole
solution

ds2 =

(
1− M

r

)2

dt2 − dr2(
1− r0

r

) (
1− Q2

e

r0r

) − r2dΩ2 ,

(10)
where the mass M , the electric charge Qe and throat
radius r0 are related by

M =
2Q2

er0
Q2
e + r20

. (11)

We can hence write it in the following form

ds2 =

(
1− 2M

r
+
M2

r2

)
dt2− dr2(

1− 2Q2
e

Mr +
Q2

e

r2

)−r2dΩ2 .

(12)
We see (12) can be of the form (2), with the help of (11).

We see that for a large variety of wormholes, the prop-
erty at regions remote from the wormhole throat r � r0
can be described in a unified framework with (2). In con-
trast to other compact objects with a non-trivial electric
charges like RN black holes, the wormholes can permit
a negative mass. As we shall see in the followings, the
inclusion of a negative mass and a non-trivial electric
charge can have non-trivial phenomena: those wormholes
can lead to at most three images in microlensing.

III. LENSING EFFECT

Newtional potential approximation

As discussed in section II, we come to the microlensing
effect when both the sources and the observer are remote
from the wormhole throat. Hence, we can simply take
σ = 1. Meanwhile, it is also requiring that hMM

r �
1 and

hQQ
2
e

r2 � 1 which will be confirmed by the later
investigations. Moreover, we shall focus on the case when
M < 0, since the M > 0 case is well-explored. In this
case, the spherically charged metric (1) with (2) will be
approximated by:

ds2 =

(
1− 2Φ

c2

)
c2dt2 −

(
1 +

2Φ

c2

)
dr2 − r2dΩ2 , (13)

and with the Newtonian potential is depicted by

Φ = −hMMc2

2r
− hQQ

2
ec

2

2r2
. (14)

In appendix B, we show the new potential is the same
under the isoptropic coordinate, in which we even keep
the first order (higher order of Φ(ρ) can be considered as
the GR correction). The potential (14) behaves differ-
ently for positive and negative mass. Comprehensively,
for wormholes with hMM/hQ < 0, the Newtonian poten-
tial is always non-zero and the light ray will “feel attrac-
tive/repulsive forces”. Now if the mass changes its sign,
the light ray can feel “attractive” or “repulsive force” in
different spacetime locations. Hence, we expect the ne-
gavie mass from wormholes can bring rich phenomenol-
ogy.

Deflection angle

Before calculationg the deflection angle, the figure of
lensing is shown in figure 1.
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FIG. 1: The lensing geometry via the wormhole source de-
picted by the blue ball W , in which the corresponding poten-
tial is (14). O denotes the observer and S is the source of
light. The image is represented by I. α is the deflection angle
and β is the angle between the wormhole and light source. β̃
is the angle between the image and light source. b is the im-
pact parameter that is perpendicular to dotted line OS. Dls,
Dl and Ds are the angular diameter distances. For simplicity,
we set Dls ≈ Dl. z varies from S to O.

In light of this lensing geometry, the distance of the
photon from the wormhole can be expressed as r =√
z2 + b2 where z denotes the distance along the unper-

turbed light ray from the point of closest approach, where
it varies from S to O in figure 1. Then, the Newtonian
potential can be represented by

Φ = − c2hMM

2
√
b2 + z2

− hQc
2Q2

e

2(b2 + z2)
. (15)

One of the most essential ingredient in lensing is the de-
flection angle defined by the difference of the initial and
final ray direction,

~α = 2

∫
∇⊥Φdl , (16)

where ∇⊥Φ is the projection of ∇Φ onto the the plane
orthogonal to the direction of the ray, in our case is the
~b direction, and hence

∇⊥Φ =

[
hMMc2

2(b2 + z2)
3
2

+
hQc

2Q2
e

(b2 + z2)2

]
~b . (17)

The integration of (16) takes place in ~l direction, in our
case dl ' dz, so∫
∇⊥Φdl = ~b

[
hMMc2z

2b2r
+
hQc

2Q2
e

2b3

(
arcsin

z

r
+
zb

r2

)]
.

(18)

Now we determine the range of integration. We are in-
terested in the microlensing effect, where the impact pa-
rameter b is much smaller than the distance of the source,
lens, and observer. That is, b � Dl and b � Dls (the
requirement of microlensing). Translated into the inte-
gration, we have z ' r � b in both the upper and lower
bound of the integration, so

~α = b̂

[
2hMM

b
+
πhQQ

2
e

b2
+O

(
b2

D2
l

)
+O

(
b2

D2
ls

)]
,

(19)

where b̂ is the unit vector along the ~b direction, the in-
tegration range is from −z to z meaning that from S
(source of light) to O (observer) and our calculation also
implements the approximation Dls ≈ Dl. Due to the
requirement of microlensing, we neglect the contribution

of higher order of O
(
b2

D2
l

)
+O

(
b2

D2
ls

)
. Then, the lensing

equation for angle β can be represented by

~β = ~θ − Dls

Ds
~α , (20)

and we get the expression for β in light of (19):

β = θ − Dls

DsDlθ

(
2hMM +

πhQQ
2
e

b

)
. (21)

Being armed with this essential quantity for the lensing
effect, nextly we will proceed with the Einstein angle for
exploring the images of light source.

Einstein radius

Conventionally, the Einstein ring will be formed as the
lens, source, and observer are perfected aligned, in which
the lensing source can be considered as a particle-like
positive mass object. Although our case is quite differ-
ent from the traditional picture, the negative mass part
and electric charge part can all be absorbed into the to-
tal Newtonian potential which is highly relevant to the
Einstein angle. Thus, we still use a similar definition as
Ref. [29] that is defined by

β = θ +
θ2E
θ
. (22)

To be more precise, the difference in our case is from the
dependence on impact parameter b. In light of figure 1,
one can approximately obtain b = Dlθ (making use of
sin(θ) ≈ θ as θ � 1), in which we have used the θ ≈ β
since the image of light will be quite near to the source
S. After making these approximations, our lensing equa-
tions become

β = θ +
θ2E,M
θ
−
θ3E,Q
θ2

→ θ3 − βθ2 + θ2E,Mθ − θ3E,Q = 0 ,

(23)
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with

θ2E,M = −2hMM
Dls

DsDl
, θ3E,Q =

DlsπhQQ
2
e

DsD2
l

. (24)

Thus, this equation relates the massive paremeter hM
and charge parameter hQ. The classification of real solu-
tions corresponds to the various images of the light source
S, which means that the number of real solutions of eq.
(24) corresponds to the number of images of S after the
W (wormhole) bends the light. Its complete solution are
written in Appendix VII.

Then, we will briefly analyze the solutions for Eq. (24).
In Cases 1 and 2 of Appendix VII, there is only one real
solution of Eq. (24). Especially for Case 1, θE = 1

3β
means that three images merges at the Einstein angular
radius. One can find a detailed forming image in Ref.
[29]. As for Case 2, it shows the image will be formed in
a different place compared with Case 1. These two cases
all belong to ∆ > 0 (whose definition can be found in
Eq. (33)). Secondly, as ∆ = 0, one can find that there
are two solutions of (24), which leads to two images one
is located inside the radius and the other one is outside
the radius. The most striking feature is that there will be
three images that is belonging to case 4 in Appendix VII.
Then, we will particularly focus on this case for exploring
its magnification.

For observations, the most essential part is the mag-
nification of images. In the following part, we will show
the total magnification in various cases belonging to Ap-
pendix VII.

IV. MAGNIFICATION

Similar to the optics, the magnification of images will
occur as the light is bent by gravity which is caused by
the wormhole. In this paper, we consider the light sources
that are remote from the throat of the wormhole. Thus,
the wormhole could be considered a point-like object.
Following the standard procedure, the magnification can
be defined by

µ−1i =

∣∣∣∣βθ dβdθi
∣∣∣∣ , (25)

where µ is the magnification and θi is the ith solution
in the fourth case of Appendix VII. In this part, we
will investigate the four cases of Appendix VII compar-
ing with [29, 34]. Here, we have three magnifications
µi corresponding to θi (the real solution of lens equa-
tion 9). Meanwhile, we can simply derive the formula
β
θ = 1 +

θ2E,M

θ2 −
θ3E,Q

θ3 and dβ
dθ = 1 − θ2E,M

θ2 +
2θ3E,Q

θ3 . Thus,
we can obtain the ith manification

µi =

(
1−

θ4E,M
θ4i

+ 3
θ2E,Mθ

3
E,Q

θ5i
+
θ3E,Q
θ3i
−

2θ6EQ

θ6i

)−1
. (26)

This formula is applicable for four cases in Appendix VII.
From another aspect, the wormhole structure is absorbed
in the θE,Q and θE,M. Thus, our result can be naturally
implemented into a travservable wormhole. Finally, the
total magnification can be derived as

µtotal =
∑
i

|µi|. (27)

where i donotes the ith manification corresponding to
Appendix VII. Being armed with this formula, one could
investigate the four cases in Appendix 9.

Three images

In this subsection, we will study the fourth case of
Appendix VII, which could lead to three images after
bending the light by a wormhole.

Note that θE,Q = 0, θE,M are related to the structure
of wormhole, and b only depends on the location of light
source, we could classcify the wormhole into three cases:
(a) θE,M � 1, (b) θE,Q � 1 and (c) θE,M is compatible
with θE,Q. As θE,Q = 0 and θE,M = 0, it corresponds
to the case that the wormhole is chargeless and massless,
respectively.

Before entering the detailed investigation, we need to
figure out the range of these three parameters. Based on
the requirement of microlensing, all of the angles includ-
ing that the deflection angle need to be very small whose
unit is around a few arcseconds. Consequently, θE,Q and
θE,M are also small in light of Eq. (23), where we set
the range of them as 0 < θE,Q < 1 and 0 < θE,M < 1 in
natural units, respectively.

Case a: θE,M � θE,Q

In this case, we will take θE,M = 10−7 and vary β
and θE,Q. In the traditional procedure, people will use
time to describe the magnification. In figure 1, it clearly
shows the image of the light source. If the light source
travels at a constant speed v, then tan(θ) = S

Ds
where

S = vt (the distance of travelling for S). In our previous
calculation, we set Ds = 2Dl, meanwhile combining with
θ � 1. Therefore, one can approximately obtain S ≈ b,
in which we obtain θ ≈ b

Dl
since θ � 1. We restrict

our range of the sacle within the Milky way whose size is
around 10 kpc, thus the maximal value of b is less than
10 kpc. For various light sources, their traveling speeds
are different, thus we will use the impact parameter b
as a variable of total magnification µtotal. To be more
precise, b and S are of the same order.

In figure 2, we plot µtotal as a function of b and
θE,M = 10−7. The mass of wormhole is extremally small
compared with the contribution from charge. It indicates
that µtotal will be approaching 1.5 in most parameter
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FIG. 2: The contour plot of µtotal in terms of θE,Q and b as
fixing θE,M = 10−7. We have set 0 < b < 0.2 kpc, Dl =
10 kpc, 0 < θE,Q < 1.

space, even though we numerically obtain that µtotal is
almost one in large scales (b approaches 10 kpc). Mean-
while, we could see that µtotal = 1.5 can be dubbed as
a critical value for assessing that the contribution comes
via the electric charge part. As for the white part, it
corresponds to µtotal is of higher order even higher being
of order of 104), which is need to be investigated.

FIG. 3: The plot of µtotal in terms of θE,Q and b as fixing
θE,M = 10−7. We have set 0 < b < 10 kpc, Dl = 10 kpc,
θE,M = 10−7, θE,Q = 0.1, θE,Q = 0.2, θE,Q = 0.3 and θE,Q =
.4.

From figure 3, one of our core results is that there
will be some peaks and gentle peaks at different scales
b, which gives an explanation for some observations at
different time scales, in which the current observation for
microlensing using the days. If there are two peaks within
the observations can be comparable with our results, it
will be of significance for exploring its origin. We also
found that as θE,Q > 0.5, µtotal will be appoaching 1.5
more or less.

Case b: θE,Q � θE,M

In this case, the contribution from mass part is much
larger than charge part, where we set θE,Q = 10−4. Here,
we adopt the total magnification (26) for the numeri-
cal simulatation. In figure 4, we have shown that µtotal

FIG. 4: The plot of µtotal in terms of θE,M and b. In the upper
pannel, we fix θE,Q = 10−4 and θE,M = 0.8. The lower pannel
shows ln10(µtotal) in terms of θE,Q and b as fixing θE,Q = 10−4.
We have set 0 < b < 0.03 kpc, Dl = 10 kpc.

is very large as θE,M = 10−4 and θE,M = 0.8. When
θE,M > 0.008, µtotal will be of order of 105 and the trend
of magnificaltion will lead to be the same (that is why we
choose θE,M = 0.8). And we also obtain that µtotal < 1.5
as choosing b > 1 kpc. In order to investigate the order
of µtotal as b < 0.03 kpc (β < 10−3), we also numerically
vary with respect to θE,M.

In the lower pannel of figure 4, we show that
ln10(µtotal) as a function of b and θE,M, in which it clearly
indicates that the order of µtotal can reach to 106 at the
very small b, meanwhile, it also reveals that µtotal ≈ 1 as
θE,M will derease as impact parameter enhances.



6

Case c: Comparable θE,M and θE,Q

In this case, we will consider the contributions from
θE,M and θE,Q at the same time by setting θE,Q and θE,M
are comparable, at least for which they are of the same
order. In the upper pannel of figure 5, we plot µtotal,

FIG. 5: The upper pannel is the contour plot of µtotal in
terms of θE,M and b as fixing θE,Q = 0.45. We have set
0 < b < 1 kpc, Dl = 10 kpc. In the lower pannel is the
contour plot of ln10(µtotal) in terms of θE,Q and b as fixing
θE,M = 0.45. We have set 0 < b < 1 kpc, Dl = 10 kpc.

where we have set θE,Q = 0.45 then vary with respect to
θE,M and b. The magnification is mainly affected by the
θE,M, but not for b. Further, µtotal is around 1.5 even b
is large. The maximal value of µtotal is around 6.

Subsequently, we will fix the value of θE,M . In the
lower pannel of figure 5 we show that ln10(µtotal) as a
function of θE,Q and b. Being different from figure 5, the
µtotal will be very large as varying with θE,Q. The most
important information in the upper pannel of figure 5
is that the order of magnification is from 100.5 to 103.5

which nearly covers the whole observational range for the
magnification.

For completeness, we note that θE,Q = 0.1 is a special

value since that is almost independent of θE,M. We nu-
merically obtain that µtotal will be approaching 102 at
some certain scales of b. From figure 6, one could clearly
see this feature.

FIG. 6: The contour plot of µtotal in terms of θE,Q and b as
fixing θE,Q = 0.1. We have set 0 < b < 1 kpc, Dl = 10 kpc.

In this case, we have shown the magnification with
three images after bending the light. The range of µtotal

is from 1 to 105. An obvious feature is that the large
value of µtotal is mainly determined by θE,M included in
case 5. Meanwhile, θE,Q = 0.1 is a very special value
that leads to the large value of µtotal. In summary, the
contradiction between θE,M and θE,M will lead to the huge
change of µtotal.

Two images

In this part, we will investigate the magnification with
two images corresponding to Case 3 of Appendix 9. In
this case, we will uitilize ∆ = 0 defined by (33) that it
was the explicit solution between b, θE,Q and θE,M. For
simplicity, we will introduce variable as x = θ2E,M and

y = θ3E,Q, then we can get solution of x in terms of y and
β,

y =
1

81

(
15βx− 2β3 + 2

√
β6 − 243x3 + 117β2x2 − 15β4x)

)
,

(28)
with the condition 3x < β2. Next, we will use β ≈ b

Dl
to

numerically simulate the magnification. Actually, there
are two solutions for y. However y should be positive.
This is reason that we choose (28) as the real solution.
We should emphasize that 3x < β2 implies that xmax = 1

3
since βmax = 1. Being armed with these equations, we
can numerically simulate the µtotal as follows, Figure 7
clearly indicates that µtotal is almost divergent since its
magnitude is too large. We also found that µtotal = 2.0
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FIG. 7: We have set 0 < b < 10−3 kpc ,0 < x < 1
3

and

Dl = 10 kpc with x = θ2E,M.

as b = 10 kpc and x = 1
3 which means that every image

will contribute one to the total value of magnification.
There is no magnification effect at this scale.

One image

When there is only one real solution, there are still two
cases corresponding to Case 1 and 2 of Appendix VII. For
the first one, it is straightforward for obtaining µtotal = 1

9
that is independent of θE,Q, θE,M and b. Consequently,
this critical value can be dubbed as a criteria for assessing
the existence of wormhole. Here, we also list three cases
for investigating the total magnification.

Case a: θE,M � 1 or θE,Q � 1
In this case, the magnification as the contribution of

the mass part is much smaller compared with electric
charge part, and vice versa. In figure 8, µtotal is of order
105 at the very small scale of b and θE,Q is varying. As b
taking larger values, µtotal approaches unity.

Next, we will see the other extreme case, where θE,Q �
1 with θE,Q = 10−4. In the lower pannel of Figure 8
reveals a different trend of µtotal, in which we will get a
smaller image comparing with the light source. And the
image will decrease as b is enhanced.

Case b: θE,M ≤ 1 or θE,Q ≤ 1
For completeness, we will study the case of θE,M ≤ 1

or θE,Q ≤ 1. Figure 9 indicates that µtotal is still less
than unity. And the θE,Q is also set from 0 to 0.1, and
µtotal varies little in this range.

In the lower pannel of figure 9, we also show that µtotal

can reach around 4.5 at the very small scales of b, and
we also numerically simulate that µtotal will be of order
1011 as b and θE,M is quite tiny which is covered by the

FIG. 8: The upper pannel shows that contour plot of
ln10(µtotal), in which we have set θE,M = 10−4 and 0 < b <
0.1 kpc, 0 < θE,Q < 0.1. The lower pannel shows the con-
tour plot of µtotal with θE,Q = 10−4 and 0 < b < 0.1 kpc,
0 < θE,M < 1.

white part of lower pannel of figure 9.

In this section, we have shown the µtotal with one image
varies from 0.5 to 105, in which the high order of µtotal

is different with the case with three images in figure 4.
However, we cannot distinguish these two cases if the
µtotal ≈ 105 since scale of b is too tiny.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we investigate the microlensing effect of a
charged wormhole with negative mass. The charge term
would contribute a Q2/r2 term in the effective Newtonian
potential, and the resulting lens equation becomes a cu-
bic equation. Hence, in certain situations, the charged
wormhole can generate at most three images of a sin-
gle source. We have systematically investigated the total
magnification (27), which can be confronted by astro-
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FIG. 9: The upper pannel shows the contour plot of µtotal.
We have set θE,M = 0.8 and 0 < b < 0.1 kpc, 0 < θE,Q < 0.1.
In the lower pannel, contour plot of µtotal with θE,Q = 0.8
and 0 < b < 0.1 kpc, 0 < θE,M < 0.11

physical observations.

According to Appendix VII, we study the magnifica-
tion with three images 4, two images, and one image
6: (a) Within three images, our numerical results show
that µtotal will be approaching 1.5 as fixing θtotal = 10−7

dubbed as a criterion for assessing there are three images
in figure 2. If there was a peak around 100, it can also
be explained by figure 3. Figure 4 indicates that µtotal

could reach the order 106 as setting θE,Q � 1. And we
also found that the µtotal will be of the order of 103 as en-
hancing the value of θE,Q when the mass and charge part
become compatible. (b) For the two images after bend-
ing the light, µtotal will be divergent at the very small
scales, and µtotal will be approaching 2 as b > 0.1 kpc.
(c) The last case with only one image, we could see that
µtotal = 1

9 that is independent of b, θE,Q and θE,M cor-
responding to ∆1 = ∆2 = 0. Another one is that µtotal

will also be quite large as θE,M = 10−4 that is opposite

with figure 4. The other figures show that the range of
µtotal is from 10−2 to 10. As for µtotal = 105, we cannot
distinguish the case that has three images or only one
image. At last, the most important thing is that there
will be two maximal values of magnification (one is peak,
the other one is gentle peak) when the contribution via
mass is much less than the charge part, for which there
are three images after bending the light ray, which is of
significance for exploring the origin of corresponding ob-
servations.

Our work is a preliminary investigation on this topic,
and there are many interesting topics to explore in the fu-
ture. Firstly, we in this work only evaluate the magnifica-
tion of the lensing effect, and other important parameters
such as the event rate are not included. To test a more
complete analysis is required. Besides, the current work
assumes the source to be far from the wormhole throat,
so that the wormhole can be simply treated as a point
mass with charge. Although this treatment is generic for
any charged wormhole, we lose the information about the
microscopic physics near the wormhole’s throat. Hence,
we can explore the lensing property when the source is
near the wormhole throat with different charged worm-
hole models. By confronting the results with future ob-
servations, we may get a chance to explore fundamental
physics through microlensing.

Finally, the lens equations may be similar in different
physical systems. For example, [42, 43] studied the lens-
ing effect of a binary system, and the lensing by charged
black holes are investigated in [44–50]. These works share
similar but not equivalent lens equations with us. It
would be important to investigate if these models can be
distinguished through astrophysical observations. Even
we could test the emergent gravity by its deflection an-
gle [51]. Based on the lensing effect, we can extend [52]
into the framework of microlensing to explore the extra
dimension.
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A. Appendix: The solutions of lensing eq. (23)

In this Appendix, we present the solution to the lens
equation (23):

β = θ +
θ2E,M
θ
−
θ3E,Q
θ2

→ θ3 − βθ2 + θ2E,Mθ − θ3E,Q = 0 .

(29)

Generically, there are three complex solutions to (23).
For convenience, we define the following discriminant

∆1 = β2 − 3θ2E,M , (30)

∆2 = 9θ3E,Q − βθ2E,M , (31)

∆3 = θ4E,M − βθ3E,Q , (32)

and an overall discriminant

∆ = ∆2
2 − 4∆1∆3 , (33)

then the discriminant decide the number of real solutions:

1. ∆1 = ∆2 = 0, then there is one real solution θ = β
3 .

2. ∆ > 0, then there is one real solution,

θ =
1

3

[
β −

(
−β∆1 −

3

2
(∆2 −

√
∆)

) 1
3

−
(
−β∆1 −

3

2
(∆2 +

√
∆)

) 1
3
]
. (34)

3. ∆ = 0, then there are two real solutions

θ1 = β +
∆2

∆1
, θ2 = − ∆2

2∆1
. (35)

4. ∆ < 0, then there are three real solutions for ∆1 >
0 case:

θ1 =
β

3
− 2

3

√
∆1 cos

ϕ

3
, (36)

θ2,3 =
β

3
+

1

3

√
∆1

(
cos

ϕ

3
±
√

3 sin
ϕ

3

)
, (37)

where

cosϕ = −2β∆1 − 3∆2

2∆
3
2
1

, (38)

is an auxiliary variable. When ∆1 < 0, the three
solutions are all complex.

We see that the property of images are highly depen-
dent on ∆. Moreover, the parameters θE,M and θE,Q
are determined by the property of a wormhole and the
angular distance, so they are fixed when the source is
moving nearby the wormhole. Hence, we are interested
in the positivity of ∆ when β is varying. Organize ∆ as
a function of β, we have

∆ = 4θ3E,Qβ
3−3θ4E,Mβ

2−30θ2E,Mθ
3
E,Qβ+12θ6E,M+81θ6E,Q .

(39)
Notice that, when θE,Q = 0, the expression (39) be-

comes ∆ = −3θ4E,M (β2 − 4θ4E,M ), and we recover the

criticle Einstein angle θE,M = 1
2β for a wormhole with

negative mass.

B. Appendix: The derivation of effective Newtonian
potential from isotropic coordinate

In this appendix, we will prove that the Newtonian po-
tential is the same under the isotropic coordinate. The
isotropic coordinate is defined such that the light cones
appear round, and the spatial part of the metric is con-
formally flat. Its metric reads

ds2 = −A2c2dt2 +B2
[
dρ2 + ρ2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2)

]
, (40)

where 0 < θ < π and 0 < φ < 2π are the conventional an-
gular coordinate. In static case, the functions A ≡ A(ρ)
and B ≡ B(ρ) depends only on the radial coordinate ρ.
The isotropic metric (1) is related to our metric (40) by
requiring

A2 = h , B2

(
dρ

dr

)2

=
1

h
, B2ρ2 = r2 , (41)

when σ ' 1.
Thus, the coordinates are related by(

dρ

dr

)2

=
ρ2

r2
1

h(r)
. (42)

Take the positive branch, we have

dρ

ρ
=

dr

r
√
h(r)

=
dr√

r2 + hMMr + hQQ2
e

. (43)

and

4ρ = 2r + hMM + 2
√
r2 + hMMr + hQQ2

e . (44)

Now r depends on ρ as

r = ρ

(
1− hMM

4ρ

)2

− 1

4ρ
hQQ

2
e . (45)

Note that in (44), the left hand side should be Cρ with
C an integration constant. The constant C corresponds
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to a coordinate redefinition ρ→ Cρ, so we can take any
value in (44) without loss of generality. Here we take C =
4, so that r ' ρ when M � 1 and Qe � 1. Moreover,
when hM = −2 and hQ = 0 we recover the relationship
for Schwarzschild metric

r = ρ

(
1 +

M

2ρ

)2

. (46)

With the help of (41) and (45), the expressions of func-
tions A and B are direct:

B(ρ) =
r

ρ
=

(
1− hMM

4ρ

)2

− 1

4ρ2
hQQ

2
e , (47)

A(ρ) =
√
h =

[
1 +

hMM

ρB(ρ)
+

hQQ
2
e

ρ2B2(ρ)

] 1
2

. (48)

Finally, to recover the conventional expressions in the
weak gravity approximation, we note that h = O(1), and

the deviation h − 1 = hMM
r +

hQQ
2
e

r2 should be treated
as leading order. Moreover, we have r/ρ ' 1, so any

term with
(
hMM
ρ

)2
,
(
hMM
ρ

)(
hQQ

2
e

ρ2

)
or
(
hQQ

2
e

ρ2

)2
are of

secondary order. Then we write B(ρ) in a more familiar
form

B(ρ) '
(

1− hMM

4ρ
− hQQ

2
e

8ρ2

)2

. (49)

Similarliy, we have

AB '

(
1− h2MM

2

8ρ2
− hMhQMQ2

e

8ρ3
+

3h2QQ
4
e

32ρ4

) 1
2

. (50)

Since the right hand side differs from unity only at sec-
ondary order, at weak gravity regime we have

ds2 = −c2
(

1 +
hMM

4ρ
+
hQQ

2
e

8ρ2

)4

dt2

+

(
1− hMM

4ρ
− hQQ

2
e

8ρ2

)4 (
dρ2 + ρ2dΩ2

)
. (51)

When we get the first order from this metric, one can
straightforwardly obtain the Newtonian potential under
the isotropic coordinate as follows,

Φ(ρ) = −hMMc2

2ρ
− hQQ

2
ec

2

2ρ2
, (52)

which is in accordance with Eq. (14). Finally, we need
to clarify one issue which is the correction to this po-
tential. Actually, one can explicitly obtain the exact the
potential from Eq. (48) and (49). However, what we are
paraticularly interested in the weak field region where
the Newtonian potential (14) is sufficient for microlens-
ing effects.
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