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Fuzzy dark matter is a promising alternative to the standard cold dark matter. It has quite
recently been noticed, that they can not only successfully explain the large-scale structure in the
Universe, but can also solve problems of position and flux anomalies in galaxy strong lensing systems.
In this paper we focus on the perturbation of time delays in strong lensing systems caused by fuzzy
dark matter, thus making an important extension of previous works. We select a specific system HS
0810+2554 for the study of time delay anomalies. Then, based on the nature of the fuzzy dark matter
fluctuations, we obtain theoretical relationship between the magnitude of the perturbation caused
by fuzzy dark matter, its content in the galaxy, and its de Broglie wavelength λdB. It turns out
that, the perturbation of strong lensing time delays due to fuzzy dark matter quantified as standard
deviation is σ∆t ∝ λ1.5

dB . We also verify our results through simulations. Relatively strong fuzzy
dark matter fluctuations in a lensing galaxy make it possible to to destroy the topological structure
of the lens system and change the arrival order between the saddle point and the minimum point in
the time delays surface. Finally, we stress the unique opportunity for studying properties of fuzzy
dark matter created by possible precise time delay measurements from strongly lensed transients
like fast radio bursts, supernovae or gravitational wave signals.

I. INTRODUCTION

The nature of the dark matter (DM) – the dominant
component of virialized objects: galaxies and their clus-
ters – is one of the biggest open questions in modern
physics and astrophysics. Especially the collision-less
cold DM (CDM), which is widely recognized by the astro-
physics community and strongly supported by the cur-
rent observations of large-scale structures (e.g. galaxy
clusters), became a paradigm of modern cosmology as
a part of the ΛCDM model [1]. However, this paradigm
still suffers from the well-known small-scale problem that
concerns some observed features of galaxies and dwarf
galaxies (e.g., missing satellite, cusp-core, and too-big-
to-fail problems) [2]. Some studies attributed the small-
scale problem to the poor modeling of baryonic pro-
cesses and galaxy formation on small scales, rather than
the CDM paradigm [3]. There are two main conjec-
tures about the nature of DM. One is Weakly Interacting
Massive Particles (WIMPs) that have rest-mass energies
≳ 10 eV [4].

The other extreme of the mass scale, opposite to
WIMPs is occupied by axions. Axions in a broad sense
are a large class of bosons whose rest-mass energies
≪ 1 eV [5–8]. Cosmological simulations treating them
as cold dark matter also confirm expected rich nonlinear
structure [9]. For a given halo mass, Mh the de Broglie
scale, λdB, is set by the boson mass, mψ according to the
relationship [10]:

λdB = 150

(
10−22 eV

mψ

)(
Mh

1012M⊙

)−1/3

pc (1)
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Considering that the occupancy number of axions in
a volume of the de Broglie scale size is sufficiently large,
the axion population can be well described by classical
waves [11]. That is, self-interfering waves can modulate
the density of the entire dark matter halo composed of
axions on the de Broglie scale [2, 9, 12, 13]. Constraining
the mass range of axions is a recent issue of significant
concern. Axions considered in this paper are ultralight
axions whose masses are mψ ∼ 10−22 eV, also known
as fuzzy dark matter [11]. The λdB of ultralight ax-
ions varies from 10 pc ∼ kpc depending on the mass
of given galaxy. As a result, the observable quantities of
strong lensing system with such a lens galaxy may pro-
duce detectable perturbations caused by ultralight ax-
ions. Although some papers [11, 14–16] in recent years
suggested that the mass of axions might be > 10−21 eV
, there still exists the possibility that axions partially
contribute to the total components of DM halos. The
study of perturbations caused by axions whose masses are
mψ ∼ 10−22 eV can help constrain the mass of axions us-
ing observational data from strong lensing systems. In or-
der to distinguish these two DM candidates and highlight
their characteristics, we will denote WIMPs as ρDM and
axions as ψDM. The fluctuation range of ψDM density
on a scale of λdB is between zero and twice the local mean
density corresponding to destructive and constructive in-
terference, respectively. Its two-dimensional density field
projected on the plane perpendicular to the line of sight
can be approximated as a Gaussian random field (GRF),
see e.g. [17]. Such density fluctuations in galaxy ha-
los can be observed through their effect on gravitational
lensing. Within the ρDM scenario smoothly varying den-
sity profiles are sometimes unable to fully reproduce ob-
served brightness and location of multiple images created
by strong gravitational lensing [18–27]. They are known
as brightness (or flux) anomaly and position anomaly,
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respectively. The flux anomaly is usually tried to be ex-
plained by adding subhaloes to the galaxy’s halo. This
seems consistent with the long standing problem of too
much power on the smallest scales revealed in ρDM based
N-body simulations. In some strong lensing systems, po-
sition and brightness anomalies can be accounted for by a
better modeling of the lens, which includes dwarf galax-
ies or other perturbers [28, 29]. ψDM might be able to
solve the problem of position and brightness anomalies si-
multaneously, without referring to various substructures.
This was recently demonstrated in [17, 27], in the case
of a particular well measured strong lensing system HS
0810+2554. This is the system, which we will study fur-
ther below and our focus will be on time delay anomalies
caused by the ψDM.

Strong gravitational lensing provides us with a valu-
able tool for studying the mass distribution in distant
galaxies, including substructures. The time delay be-
tween image i and image j produced by the strong grav-
itational lensing effect is [30]:

∆ti,j =
(1 + zL)DSDL

cDLS
∆ϕi,j (2)

with

∆ϕi,j =

[
(x⃗i − β⃗)2

2
− Ψ̂(x⃗i)−

(x⃗j − β⃗)2

2
+ Ψ̂(x⃗j)

]
(3)

where c is the speed of light; x⃗i and x⃗j are image an-

gular positions on the sky; β⃗ denotes the source angular
position; Ψ̂ is the lensing potential; DL, DS, and DLS

are angular diameter distances to the lensing galaxy (de-
flector) located at redshift zL, to the source located at
redshift zS and between them, respectively.

Unlike the magnification, time delays are not affected
by stellar microlensing and dust extinction. At the same
time, uncertainties in the background cosmological model
and the radial mass profile of the lens can have an impact
on the time delays [31, 32]. Using time delays ratio can
mitigate the influence of these factors.

In this paper, we go further than [17, 27] and study
the perturbation of strong lensing time delays due to
ψDM. In order to highlight the perturbing effect of fuzzy
dark matter on strong lensing systems, we do not con-
sider the influence of subhalos and other complex bary-
onic structures. In our study, we use the best fit results
[33] obtained by Planck in 2018 (H0 = 67.7 km/s/Mpc,
Ωm = 0.31).
This paper is organized as follows. In Section II we

present our methodology comprising the choice of the
specific strong lensing system and modeling its mass den-
sity distribution (Section IIA), introduction of the ψDM
model (Section II B) and theoretical predictions of the
scaling behaviour of ψDM induced perturbations of po-
sition, time delay and time delay ratio anomalies. In
Section III we present and discuss the results of simula-
tions. Finally, conclusions and perspectives are given in
Section IV.

II. METHODS

In this section we present the details of our methodol-
ogy. In brief, it consists of the following steps. First,
in Section IIA we fit the data regarding image posi-
tions, to several possible smooth ρDM models: the singu-
lar isothermal sphere (SIS), singular isothermal ellipsoid
(SIE) model, power law (PL) model (all of them consid-
ered with and without the external shear) and finally the
Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) model. Then we chose two
best fitted ones from the above mentioned set of models
and perturb them with the ψDM. Our approach of adding
the perturbation is described in Section II B. Since our
goal is to assess the perturbation of time delays in the
system, in Section IIC we present some theoretical con-
sideration regarding this issue.

A. Smooth lens model

Following [17, 24], we focus our attention on the spe-
cific system HS 0810+2554. It consists of a foreground
elliptical galaxy with a quadruply imaged, lensed back-
ground galaxy. The redshift of the foreground galaxy is
zL = 0.89, while the redshift of the source is zS = 1.51
[24]. The background galaxy is lensed by the foreground
galaxy in such a way that each of its structural compo-
nents produces four observable images. These compo-
nents include a quasar (QSO) at optical/near-IR wave-
lengths observed by the Hubble Space Telescope (HST)
[34] and a pair of jets at radio wavelengths observed by
the European VLBI Network (EVN) [24]. Due to current
uncertainties in registering optical and radio reference
frames up to 10 mas, quadruply-lensed optical images
and jets registered at the radio wavelengths cannot be
used simultaneously to constrain the lens model. While
the images at the radio wavelengths can provide eight po-
sition constraints, images at the optical wavelengths can
only provide four position constraints. Moreover, the im-
age position accuracy of radio wavelength is higher than
that of the optical QSO [17]. So we model the lens using
the eight constraints provided by the image positions at
the radio wavelength. To be more specific, the data we
used come from the Table 5 of [24].
We considered several candidate models for the smooth

ρDM lens model: SIS, SIE, PL and NFW, all of them
with and without external shear. For the purpose of
model fitting we used the lenstronomy package, which
allowed us to analyze different lensing galaxy models
and freely add various perturbations or additional baryon
structures. The above mentioned models required differ-
ent numbers of free parameters Θ. We fitted the models
to the observed locations of lensed radio images using the
χ2 objective function defined as:

χ2 =

N∑
i

[
xobs
i − xi(Θ)

]2
σ2
i

, (4)
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where xobs
i is the location of the observed component and

xi(Θ) is the location predicted by the model; N = 8 is the
number of image components used to constrain the model
and σi is the position uncertainty for each component.
Minimization of the objective function was performed us-
ing the MCMC method with uniform priors on all param-
eters Θ. During the model fitting, we found that there
was a degeneracy between power law-index γ and ellip-
ticity in an elliptical PL profile. Hence, we focused on
the SIE model (equivalent to PL with γ = 2) with and
without external shear. In particular, we used 11 free
parameters Θ to generate this model: source location
(RA,Dec) for two jets (4 parameters); lensing galaxy lo-
cation (GalaxyRA,GalaxyDec); lensing galaxy elliptic-
ity and position angle; Einstein radius θE ; external shear
magnitude and position angle (GSM,GSA). MCMC
sampling and fitting revealed that the external shear had
almost no impact on the results of our fitting (the values
of the objective function - χ2

min of the best fitted results
were very close). Moreover, the best fitted external shear
magnitude was also very small (GSM < 0.0001). The
same occurred when other models of the lens were fitted.
Based on these findings we further considered the models
with no external shear. This also advantageous for our
main focus, which is the impact of ψDM perturbations
on the measurable quantities like SL time delays.

We found two best models with similar goodness of
fit results. One is the elliptical PL profile. In the
MCMC sampling, we fixed its lensing galaxy ellipticity
to ϵ = 0.08 which was the best fitted value of this pa-
rameter for the SIE model. Then we used 9 free param-
eters to generate an elliptical PL profile: source location
(RA,Dec) for two jets (4 parameters); lensing galaxy lo-
cation (GalaxyRA,GalaxyDec); lensing galaxy position
angle; Einstein radius θE and the power law index γ. The
second best fitted model was the Navarro-Frenk-White
(NFW) profile. Considering that αRs

(deflection angle
at ’Rs’) is partly determined by Rs, for the MCMC sam-
pling, we fixed its scale radius Rs to 5 kpc [17] which is
equivalent to Rs = 626 mas in the angular units. Then
we used 9 free parameters to generate a NFW model:
source location (RA,Dec) for two jets (4 parameters);
lensing galaxy location (GalaxyRA,GalaxyDec); lens-
ing galaxy ellipticity and position angle; the deflection
angle at Rs (αRs

). As already discussed the models were
tested with and without external shear, which turned out
to be insignificant. Parameters of the best fitted models
are summarized in Table I. Fig. 1 displays the best fit-

TABLE I. Parameters of the best fitted lens models used in
our study. θE is the Einstein Radius and αRs is the deflection
angle at Rs. Their values were derived from the MCMC best
fit.

Model θE (mas) αRs(mas) Ellipticity
PL(γ = 1.88 ) 479.3 - 0.08
NFW(Rs= 626 mas) - 495.5 0.02

FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of the location of the MCMC
method’s best fit to the data. The results of elliptical PL
profile are shown in a and b; the results of Navarro-Frenk-
White (NFW) profile are shown in c and d. R1 and R2 in b
and d are the best fitting positions of the two radio sources
in the source plane, and the caustics of the corresponding
models are also shown in b and d. The critical lines of the
corresponding models are shown in a and c. A1-D2 respec-
tively represent the eight images generated by the two radio
sources, the open circles represent the observation results, and
the crosses represent the fitting results.

ted models by showing the position of images on top of
critical curves and caustics.

We use two best models obtained above to represent
the smooth ρDM lens model. To specify the error be-
tween the fitted model (smooth ρDM lens model) and
the observed image position data, we define the posi-

tion anomaly as: A =
[
1
4

∑4
i=1(x

ϱDM
i − xobserved

i )2
]1/2

.

Meanwhile, for the elliptical PL profile and NFW pro-
file obtained above, we select the data within 1σ from
the corresponding MCMC sampling. In other words, the
selected data sets are all within one standard deviation
of the corresponding parameter-sampled data. Then, we
use these data to compute the corresponding position
anomalies - A, time delays, time delay ratios, and σtol.
The position tolerance σtol is the standard deviation of
the predicted position computed for data within 1σ of the
smooth ρDM lens model, i.e. the uncertainty in the po-
sition prediction due to lens model uncertainty, not mea-
surement uncertainty. The results of position anomalies-
A, time delays and time delay ratios are displayed in Fig.
2, while Fig. 3 shows the comparison between σtol and
the measurement uncertainty. One can see in Fig. 3, that
σtol is close to the magnitude of the measurement uncer-
tainty, but the smooth ρDM lens model does not explain
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FIG. 2. Histograms of the position anomaly A - panels (a,d), time delays (b,e) and time delays ratios (c,f) obtained by the
MCMC sampling within 1σ of smooth ρDMlens model. In the legends of the respective plots, PL and NFW represent the lens
model, while B1,C1,B2,C2 represent the images considered.

the observed data, i.e. there are position anomalies in
the lensing system HS 0810+2554. In Fig. 2, it can be
seen that position anomalies - A of the two models are
very similar and both have an order of ∼ 10 mas, which
is similar to the results reported in the [24]. At the same
time, due to the presence of radial profile degeneracy, two
best models have similar position predictions, but time
delays have an overall scaling [31, 32]. However, the re-
sults for the time delay ratio are similar, i.e. the time
delay ratio essentially eliminates this scaling. In other
words, in order to eliminate this radial profile degener-
acy, other measurements are needed to complement the
modelling of the lens model. The reason we have chosen
these two models is that they can be used to investigate
whether the perturbation of the smooth lens by ψDM
to the time delay would be affected by this degeneracy.
Also, in Fig. 1, we can see that two jets (R1, R2) we
used for modelling are located at the fold and the cusp
of the caustic, respectively. Hence, we can use the study
of time delays of multiply-lensed two jets to analyse the
perturbation of ψDM to time delays of the source for two
different positions in source plane.

B. Adding the ψDM perturbation

The column mass density along the line-of-sight direc-
tion coming from the ψDM halo can be approximated by
a Gaussian random field (GRF) of a characteristic scale
λdB (Eq. (1)) superimposed on the global density profile
(i.e. a smooth ρDM lens model obtained in Section IIA)
[17]. In this section we are focused on the theoretical
aspects of ψDM perturbations. Therefore, for simplicity
we neglect here the ellipticity of the lens model. Ellip-
ticity will be included in the simulations presented and
discussed later in Section III. From the best fitted mod-
els, obtained in Section IIA, one can estimate the halo
mass Mh ∼ 1012M⊙ and by virtue of Eq. (1), the char-
acteristic de Broglie scale as λdB ∼ 180 pc (assuming
mψ ∼ 10−22 eV). Given the analytic function of the
global density profile of the ρDM halo, the variance of its
associated GRF σΣ is [17]:

σ2
Σ(ξ) = λdB

∫ ∞

−∞
σ2
ρ(z, ξ)dz

≃ λdB

∫ ∞

−∞
ρ2smooth(z, ξ)dz,

(5)

where z is the coordinate of the z-axis along the line-
of-sight direction, ξ is the projection radius vector from
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the center of the halo, σρ is the standard deviation in
the ψDM halo density fluctuation at (z, ξ), ρsmooth is the
global 3-D density profile. Approximate equality in the
above formula is because σρ ∼ ρsmooth(z, ξ) as the 3-D
density fluctuates between zero and twice the local mean
density.

For the PL profile:

σ2
Σ(ξ) ≃ 2ρ20λdBξ

−2γ+1(4.34− 5.03γ + 2.84γ2

−0.77γ3 + 0.08γ4)
(6)

γ is the power law index of this profile, ρ0 is 3-D density
parameter of the PL profile. In the paper [17] an analo-
gous formula for the NFW profile is provided. Regarding
the relation between σρ and ρsmooth the specific quantita-
tive relationship is not of great concern. Since the bary-
onic matter in the galaxy damps the perturbations from
the dark matter, and due to the axially symmetric distri-
bution of baryons, the damping is essentially distributed
in an axially-symmetric manner. In our specific case, we
are mainly concerned with the locations near the critical
line of the system under study. Following the arguments
presented in [17], the damping introduced by smoothly-

FIG. 3. Position mismatch between predictions of the smooth
ρDM lens model and observed positions of images. Observed
image locations are represented by ellipses, with the semi-
major and semi-minor axes of each ellipse corresponding to
the 3σ location uncertainty (σ is the measurement uncer-
tainty) encompass 99.7% of all possible positions. Model pre-
dicted location of images is represented by uncertainty bar
crosses, centered at the best fitted values. Circles represent
elliptical PL model and inverted triangles correspond to NFW
model. Sizes of the uncertainty bars correspond to ±3σtol,
where σtol reflects the image position uncertainty coming from
the model uncertainty

.

FIG. 4. Critical lines and caustics of ψDM halo assuming
λdB = 180 pc, superposed over the best fitted elliptical PL
profile. Proportionality coefficient is d = 1 in panels (a,b) and
d = 0.5 in (c,d).

distributed baryons decreases away from the halo centre.
So it is reasonable to consider damping of the surface
mass density fluctuations by a constant factor.

One can assume a simple proportionality σρ(z, ξ) =
d ρsmooth(z, ξ), where d is a constant coefficient. Different
magnitude of the ψDM perturbation of the smooth global
profile will have differently pronounced impact on the
critical lines and caustics, which is illustrated in Fig. 4.

In the theory of gravitational lensing one usually in-
troduces a dimensionless quantity κ, called convergence:

κ(ξ) ≡ Σ(ξ)

Σcr
(7)

where Σ(ξ) is the surface mass density of the lensing

galaxy and Σcr = c2

4πG
DS

DLDLS
is called the critical sur-

face density, which is a function of the angular diame-
ter distances of lens and source. Therefore, the σ2

Σ(ξ)
can also be expressed in dimensionless version: σ2

κ(ξ) ≡
σ2
Σ(ξ)/Σ

2
cr.

It can be seen in Fig. 5, that the relative magnitude
of the ψDM perturbation expressed as σκ(ξ)/κsmooth de-
creases with increasing radius ξ. Moreover, both the rel-
ative magnitude of the perturbation the surface density
κsmooth of the PL model and the NFW model are very
close to each other, which may imply that the ψDM per-
turbation may be similar in both models. This suggests
that the magnitude of the ψDM perturbation to time de-
lays may not be affected by the radial profile degeneracy.
In Section III C we will see that this is indeed the case.
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FIG. 5. Plot showing how the relative perturbation
σκ(ξ)/κsmooth of the smooth model by ψDM and the con-
vergence κsmooth change with the radius ξ in PL (green line)
and NFW (red line) models.

C. Scaling of time delay perturbations with λdB -
theoretical prediction

In this section, we analyze how density fluctuations af-
fect position anomalies and time delays between images.
In particular we are interested in how does the magnitude
of the perturbation of time delays, substantiated as the
variance of time delays, scale with the de Broglie length
λdB of ψDM. Although we consider only axially symmet-
ric lenses, the conclusions obtained in this section can be
directly generalized to more general models.

To begin with, let us take xi0 as image angular loca-
tions, y0 as a source angular location without ψDM per-
turbation and xi as image angular locations with ψDM
perturbation. All the above mentioned quantities are di-
mensionless, i.e. expressed in units of the Einstein ra-
dius θE . Similarly, it would be convenient to introduce

a dimensionless de Broglie length λ̂dB = λdB/RE , where
RE = DLθE is physical Einstein radius in [pc]. Accord-
ing to the theory of gravitational lensing, one can write
the lens equation:

y0 = xi0 − α0(xi0)

y0 = xi − α(xi)
(8)

where α0(xi0) and α(xi) are the dimensionless deflec-

tion angles without and with perturbation, respectively.
Combining Eq. (8) , and using the approximations:
α0(xi) − α0(xi0) = α̇0(xi0)(xi − xi0) + O(xi − xi0) and
α(xi)− α0(xi) ≈ α(xi0)− α0(xi0) one obtains:

xi − xi0 ≈ α(xi0)− α0(xi0)

1− α̇0(xi0)
(9)

Applying the well known formula:

α(x) =
2

x

∫ x

0

κ(x′)x′dx′ (10)

where κ is the dimensionless two-dimensional surface
density, one can express the variance of position mis-
match as:

σ2(xi − xi0) ≈
σ2(

∫ xi0

0
(κ(x′)− κ0(x

′))x′dx′)

x2i0(1− α̇0(xi0))2

=
σ2(

∫ xi0

0
κ(x′)x′dx′)

x2i0(1− α̇0(xi0))2

(11)

According to the Generalized Central Limit Theorem
(Lindeberg’s condition), if we are dealing with indepen-
dent but differently distributed random variables, then
the standard deviation (or variance) of the sum of such
variables is still limited by the standard normal distribu-
tion when certain conditions are met [35, 36]. Scales of
the ψDM relevant to our study are λdB ∼ 30 − 270 pc,
which is much smaller than the physical Einstein radius

scale of order of few kpc. And we has λ̂dB ≪ 1. Hence,

we can think of a small segment ∆x of length λ̂dB as
an independent part and approximate the integral in the
numerator of Eq. (11) in the following way:

σ2(

∫ x

0

κ(x)xdx) ≈ ∆x2σ2(
∑
i=0

xiκ(xi))

≈ λ̂2dBσ
2(
∑
i=0

xiκ(xi)) = λ̂2dB
∑
i=0

σ2(xiκ(xi))

≈ λ̂2dB
∑
i=0

∫ xi+λ̂dB

xi
x′2σ2(κ(x′))dx′

λ̂dB

= λ̂dB

∫ xi0

0

x′2σ2(κ(x′))dx′

(12)

Eq. (5) implies that σ2(κ(x)) ∝ λ̂dB, so σ
2(xi − xi0) ∝

λ̂2dB. Thus we have σ(xi − xi0) ∝ λ̂dB and using well
known properties of the variance, one can see that σ((xi−
xi0)

2) ∝ λ̂dB
Next we consider the variance of the perturbation of

the lensing potential Ψ(x⃗) by ψDM.

Ψ(x⃗) =

∫
R2

κ(x⃗′)g(x⃗− x⃗′)d2x′ (13)

where

g(x⃗− x⃗′) =
1

π
ln |x⃗− x⃗′| (14)
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Similar to the previous calculations leading from Eq. (9)
to Eq. (12), one can write:

σ2(Ψ(x⃗)−Ψ0(x⃗0))

= σ2(Ψ(x⃗)−Ψ0(x⃗) + (Ψ0(x⃗)−Ψ0(x⃗0))

≈ σ2(Ψ(x⃗)−Ψ0(x⃗)) + σ2(Ψ0(x⃗)−Ψ0(x⃗0)))

(15)

Where Ψ0 is the lensing potential without ψDM pertur-
bation and Ψ is the lensing potential with ψDM per-
turbation. Evaluating the first term, one arrives at the
following scaling behavior:

σ2(Ψ(x⃗)−Ψ0(x⃗)) ≈ σ2(Ψ(x⃗0)−Ψ0(x⃗0))

= σ2(

∫
R2

κ(x⃗′)g(x⃗− x⃗′)d2x′)

≈ λ̂4dB
∑
i,j

σ2(κ(x⃗′i,j)g(x⃗− x⃗′i,j))

≈ λ̂4dB

∑
i,j

∫
∆R2 σ

2(κ(x⃗′i,j))g
2(x⃗− x⃗′i,j)d

2x′

λ̂2dB
∝ λ̂3dB

(16)

where the final scaling is due to∑
i,j

∫
∆R2 σ

2(κ(x⃗′i,j))g
2(x⃗ − x⃗′i,j)d

2x′ ∝ λ̂dB. Regarding
the second term, one has:

σ2(Ψ0(x⃗)−Ψ0(x⃗0))) ∼ σ2(xi − xi0) ∝ λ̂2dB (17)

Regarding perturbations of time delay σ∆t, let us re-
call that by virtue of Eq. (2) and Eq. (3) and us-
ing basic properties of the variance, one has: σ2

∆t =

σ2((x⃗i−y⃗)2)+σ(Ψ̂(x⃗i)). Now, from the discussion follow-

ing Eq. (12), we know that: σ((x⃗i − y⃗)2) ∝ λ̂dB. Anal-

ogously, from the Eq. (16) one has: σ(Ψ̂(x⃗i)) ∝ λ1.5dB .
Hence, whenever λdB is not too small, the lens potential
is the main factor affecting scaling of the variance of time
delays and one has: σ∆t ∝ λ1.5dB . According to the trans-
fer characteristics of variance, one can immediately get
σ∆t1/∆t2 ∝ λ1.5dB . Regarding proportionality coefficient d,
it can be directly seen σ∆t ∝ d and σ(θi − θi0) ∝ d based
on the reasoning presented above.

We should emphasize that the above calculations were
perturbative and neglected higher order terms. Hence,
they may not represent the real case accurately. In the
next section we will test and verify these assessments in
simulations.

III. SIMULATION AND DISCUSSION

For the purpose of simulations of the ψDM perturba-
tion added to the smooth lens potential, we used the
powerbox package [37] to generate the corresponding
GRF. Then, the generated GRF were superimposed onto
elliptical PL profile and NFW profile. In the specific cal-
culations, we generated a GRF with a pixel size of 10 pc

(1.25 mas) and spanning a rectangular area of 1000×1000
pixels.
In order to illustrate the impact of ψDM perturba-

tion on the smooth ρDM lens model predictions, we in-
troduced the new position anomaly Â defined as Â =[
1
4

∑4
i=1(x

ψDM
i − xϱDM

i )2
]1/2

. At the same time, we

should note that due to the perturbation of caustics by
ψDM, two radio sources at the best fitted location may
produce other numbers of images. We ignored this ef-
fect and considered only such perturbations that could
produce four images. Moreover, we also rejected quads,
which manifestly deviate from the observed configura-
tion. Sample size per each combination of (λdB, d) pa-
rameters tested was about N = 500 simulations.

A. Time-delay observability

In Fig. 6, we compare distributions of the position
anomaly Â and the position anomaly A used in Sec-
tionIIA. First anomaly captures the effect of ψDM per-
turbations on the predictions of the smooth ρDM lens
model (elliptical PL profile in this case). The second one
is the actual mismatch between the positions predicted
by the best fitted ρDM model and observed positions of
images. Comparison between these two could allow us
to determine whether the realistic magnitude of ψDM
perturbation can explain the position anomalies in HS
0810+2554 system.
We see that while ψDM can barely explain the posi-

tion anomalies of HS 0810+2554, the standard deviation
of the time delay anomaly caused by ψDM is consistent
with the standard deviation of the error caused by the
uncertainty of smooth ρDM lens model. The standard
deviation of the time delay ratio anomaly caused by ψDM
is much bigger than the standard deviation of the error
caused by the uncertainty of smooth ρDM lens model.
We can see that there is a more than 30% probability of
anomalous time delays ratios in Fig.6 (c). Likewise, in
Fig.6 (f), there is a more than 50% probability of anoma-
lous time delays ratios. As we increase the perturbation
intensity, the standard deviations of both the time de-
lay anomaly and the time delay ratio anomaly are larger
than the standard deviation of the error caused by the
standard deviation of the error caused by the uncertainty
of smooth ρDM lens model. Compared with time delay
anomalies, time delays ratios anomalies are easier to de-
tect.
Considering that the error using common methods

such as the light curve of active galactic nuclei to mear-
sure strong lensing time delays ∼ day, but time delays
anomalies caused by ψDM usually < 1 day. This results
that the existing time delays data of strong gravitational
lensing systems measured using traditional methods are
basically unable to meet the needs of studying the time
delay perturbation of ψDM. Fast radio bursts (FRBs)
are bursts in the radio band that last ∼ mas. Compared
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FIG. 6. Histograms of the position anomaly - A, time delays and time delays ratios anomalies. In panels (a) and (d), ’Observed’
indicates the position anomaly A (defined in Section IIA) of the best-fitting parameter in the MCMC sampling of the elliptical

PL model, others anomalies indicate the position anomaly Â (defined in Chapter III) caused by ψDM perturbation under
different parameters of the elliptical PL model. In (b), (c), (e) and (f), the data of ’Observed’ are the same as the data of the
corresponding elliptical PL model in Fig. 2; the rest of the data are similar with elliptical PL model in Fig. 7, but the specific
parameters are different. In all cases reported strength of ψDM perturbation is d = 0.3.

FIG. 7. Histograms of the position anomaly A - panels (a,d), time delays (b,e) and time delays ratios (c,f) after adding ψDM
perturbation to the elliptical PL model and NFW model. Images B1,C1,B2,C2 produced by R1 and R2 jets are considered.
The position anomaly in this figure is defined in Section III and is different from the position anomaly in the Fig. 2.



9

with the usual strong gravitational lensing system time
delays ∼ day, we can accurately measure the time de-
lays of strong lensed FRBs. Although no strongly lensed
FRBs have been observed yet, it is expected that about a
dozen strongly lensed FRBs will be observed in the next
few years [38].

B. Arrival-time ordering of lensed multiple images

According to strong gravitational lensing theory,
strong lensing system with quadruple images would have
two saddle points and two minimum points in the time
delay surface, of which the minimum point will arrive
before the saddle point [39]. This is determined by the
topological structure of strong lensing system. Looking
back at Fig. 1, A, C are the minimum points and B, D
are the saddle points. The perturbation of the time-delay
surface by the dark matter may change the arrival-time
order of some images that arrive at relatively close times.
It is very easy to change the arrival-time order between
two minimum points or two saddle points, which does
not violate the general theory. In the ρDM scenario, per-
turbing the smooth ρDM lens model by adding subhalos
to cause a change in the arrival-time order between sad-
dle point and minima point is unlikely to occur. In order
to be effective, a single large-mass subhalo needs to be
placed near the image [31]. However, due to the general
wave nature of ψDM in space, there is a certain possi-
bility for relatively strong perturbations to destroy the
topological structure of the lens system and change the
arrival order between the saddle point and the minimum
point. In Fig. 8, one can see the following features. The
distribution of time delays between two minimum points
A2 and C2 is roughly symmetric but broadens as the
perturbation intensity increases. On the other hand, dis-
tribution of time delays between the minimum (A2) and
the saddle (B2) point is becoming skewed with increasing
of the perturbation intensity. Moreover, from the panel c
in Fig. 8 one can conclude, that there is a 15.4% probabil-
ity that the topology of the lens system will be destoryed
by ψDM, causing the change in the arrival order between
the saddle point (B2) and the minimum point (A2).

C. Scaling of the time-delay perturbation with λdB

In the Fig. 7, when elliptical PL profile and NFW
profile have the same proportional coefficient d and λdB,
the size of the standard deviation of the perturbation
caused by ψDM to them is also similar, which verifies
our idea in the Section II B. At the same time, we can
see that the time delays and time delays ratio are very
good normal distributions. Next, we verify the change of
time delays with proportional coefficient d and λdB. In
the following simulations we all use elliptical PL profile.

In Fig. 9 a and b, we can see σ∆t ∝ d and σ∆t1/∆t2 ∝
d. In Fig. 9 d, we can get σ∆t1/∆t2 ∝ λ1.5dB . In Fig.

FIG. 8. Time delays anomalies of A2B2 and A2C2. A2 and
C2 are minimum points; B2 is the saddle point. Strength of
the ψDM perturbation is d = 0.3 with different de Broglie
wavelength: λdB = 60 pc panel (a), λdB = 120 pc panel (b)
and λdB = 240 pc panel (c).

10, we know that when λdB is small, σ∆t ∝ λ1.2dB , the
exponent is closer to 1 than 1.5. As λdB increases, the
exponent approaches 1.5 (Fig. 9 c). This confirms the
analytical conclusion about time delay and time delay
ratio we obtained in Section IIC.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

Image positions and flux ratios are the most com-
monly used observational quantities for strong lensing,
with which one could distinguish different smooth lens
potentials, for example, a power-law model or a NFW
model. Time delay measurements are becoming more
and more popular thanks to the dedicated follow-up mon-
itoring and the forthcoming large time-domain surveys.
Strong lensing of transient events [40–42] would be a
game changer regarding the precision of strong lensing
time delay measurements. In addition to positions and
flux ratios, accurate time delay data can help us distin-
guish different lens models, for example by breaking the
radial profile degeneracy that appears in the relevant lens
modeling [31, 32].
In this paper, we focused on the perturbation of time
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FIG. 9. Plot demonstrating how the magnitude of ψDM per-
turbation changes with parameters d and λdB. One can see
that σ∆t ∝ dλ1.5

dB and σ∆t1/∆t2 ∝ dλ1.5
dB when λdB is not too

small. In panels (a) and (b) de Broglie wavelength is fixed as
λdB = 180 pc; in panels (c) and (d) proportionality coefficient
is fixed as d = 0.3.

delays in strong lensing systems by ψDM structures. In
order be specific and have an opportunity to relate our
assessment to a real case, we studied a particularly well
studied strong lensing system HS 0810+2554. After de-
termining a smooth ρDM lens model of this system by the
MCMC method we quantified the position anomalies left
and calculated the expected time delay and time delay
ratio anomalies. While the position anomalies could be
confronted with observations, taking advantage of very
precise measurements of image locations in radio band
using VLBI, time delays for this system are currently
not available.

However, we demonstrated clearly that while PL and
NFW smooth models are not distinguishable by posi-
tion anomalies, yet time delay breaks this degeneracy.
Next, we formulated theoretical expectations regarding
time delay perturbations due to ψDM and tested them in
simulated data. Simulations comprised of smooth ρDM
models (PL and NFW) perturbed by ψDM, where per-
turbation was quantified as a standard deviation of a
Gaussian random field proportional to the de Broglie
wavelength λdB and to σρ = d ρsmooth. Simulations val-
idated our theoretical expectations that ψDM induced
perturbations follow the following scaling: σ∆t ∝ dλ1.5dB ,
σ∆t1/∆t2 ∝ dλ1.5dB . We also found that ψDM pertur-
bations exceeding certain (realistic) magnitude are able
to disrupt the topology of strong lensing system critical
curves and caustics, thus changing the arrival-time order
of the saddle point and minimum point in the time delay
surface.

FIG. 10. Plot showing that at smaller λdB scales the scaling
exponent of σ∆t is closer to 1 than 1.5. Proportionality coef-
ficient is fixed at d = 0.3.

Time delays of multiply-lensed images are usually mea-
sured using light curves of strongly lensed active galac-
tic nuclei (AGN) [43], but the the uncertainty of such
measurements is usually higher than (at best could be
close to) values of time delay anomalies caused by ψDM.
Luckily, strongly lensed transients [41, 44] including su-
pernovae, gravitational waves, gamma ray bursts and fast
radio bursts detected in the time-domain era will provide
accurate time delay measurements nearly without uncer-
tainties [45] due to their transient nature compared to
the typical time delay ∼days to ∼ years. Thus, there is
an opportunity to study time delays anomalies caused by
the ψDM using these time delay data of strongly lensed
transients. One use the time delay anomalies or time de-
lay ratio anomalies to evaluate the parameters in ψDM.
More specifically, time delay difference being a signature
of the change in the arrival-time order of the images of
the strong gravitational lensing system (between the sad-
dle point and the minimum point), would be too small to
be revealed in strong lensing systems where time delays
are measured in a traditional way. However, the precise
measurement of time delays in strongly lensed transient
systems would reveal the effect of changes in arrival-time
order. With the subsequent accumulation of time de-
lays data, one would be able to evaluate the parameters
of ψDM based on the proportion of changes in arrival-
time order of the images in the data. Furthermore, the
methodology we develop in this work can also be appied
in studying different dark matter models with substruc-
tures [46–48].
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