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This study investigates the impact of the quantum-gravity correction at the third-order curvature (c6)
on the black hole’s shadow and deflection angle on the weak field regime, both involving finite distances
of observers. While the calculation of the photonsphere and shadow radius Rsh can easily be achieved
by the standard Lagrangian for photons, the deflection angle α employs the finite-distance version of
the Gauss-Bonnet theorem (GBT). We find that the photonsphere reduces to the classical expression
rph = 3M for both the Planck mass and the theoretical mass limit for BH, thus concealing the information
about the applicability of the metric on the quantum and astrophysical grounds. Our calculation of the
shadow, however, revealed that c6 is strictly negative and constrains the applicability of the metric to
quantum black holes. For instance, the bounds for the mass is M/lPl ∈ [0.192, 4.315]. We also derived
the analytic formula for the observer-dependent shadow, which confirms c6’s influence on quantum black
holes even for observers in the asymptotic regions. The influence of such a parameter also strengthens
near the quantum black hole. Our analytic calculation of α is shown to be independent of c6 if the finite
distance u → 0, and c6 is not coupled to any time-like geodesic. Finally, the effect of c6 manifests in two
ways: if M2 is large enough to offset the small value of lPl (which is beyond the theoretical mass limit),
or if b is comparable to lPl for a quantum black hole.

PACS numbers: 95.30.Sf, 04.70.-s, 97.60.Lf, 04.50.+h
Keywords: Quantum-corrected black hole, black hole shadow, Gauss-Bonnet theorem

I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes hold profound scientific interest due to their multifaceted nature. These objects have captivated astronomers
for decades, not only due to their extreme properties but also because they provide unique laboratories for testing the limits
of our current understanding of physics, particularly in general relativity and quantum mechanics. However, these two realms
proved difficult to reconcile as they fundamentally contradict each other near black hole singularities, where gravity becomes
infinitely strong. Quantum corrections attempt to bridge this gap by incorporating quantum effects into the description
of gravity, potentially resolving this paradox. We lack a complete theory of quantum gravity, the unification of general
relativity and quantum mechanics. Studying quantum corrections in black holes provides a unique testing ground for various
proposed quantum gravity theories, helping us distinguish between them and potentially leading to a breakthrough in our
understanding of gravity at its most fundamental level [1–9].
One of the goals of this theoretical work is to study the quantum-corrected Schwarzschild black hole by examining the

imprints or traces of the quantum gravity corrections to the geometry of the shadow and uncover what restrictions it can
bring. This is important since the black hole shadow offers a direct, visual probe of its geometry, whether at the quantum or
astrophysical level. By measuring its size, shape, and distortions, we can constrain the black hole’s mass, spin, and even
the presence of surrounding material like accretion disks. Comparing the observed shadow with predictions from General
Relativity (GR) reveals any deviations, potentially hinting at alternative theories of gravity or quantum corrections to its
predictions [9–35]. The optical manifestation of black holes has been under investigation since the pioneering work of
Cunningham and Bardeen [36] and Bardeen [37], who initially explored the dynamics of a star in orbit around a black hole,
alongside other relevant scenarios. Their early investigations delineated the essential configuration of a slender disk featuring
a centrally located area subjected to gravitational lensing effects. Luminet (1979) [38] subsequently presented the initial
computer-generated representation of a black hole encompassed by a luminous accretion disk, albeit in a hand-drawn format.
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The term ”shadow” was independently introduced shortly afterward by Falcke et al. [39] and de Vries [40]. Subsequent to
its inception, the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) has adopted this nomenclature to elucidate the observable phenomenon in
black hole imaging. Building on their groundbreaking 2017 image of M87*, the supermassive black hole at the heart of
galaxy Messier 87, the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) Collaboration captured new images in 2018 [41–43]. These latest
observations confirm the familiar ring of emission around a central dark zone, consistent with the ”shadow” cast by the
black hole as predicted by general relativity. Further studies aimed at Sagittarius A*, the black hole at the center of our
own Milky Way, employed extensive simulations and revealed its appearance aligns with theoretical models of a Kerr black
hole [44, 45].These achievements open exciting avenues for exploring black hole astrophysics and rigorously testing the
fundamental principles of general relativity through direct observation. Hence, we cannot underestimate theoretical efforts
since more sophisticated technologies and methods might reveal the secrets of a black hole.
Another aim of the paper is to additionally probe the effects of the quantum gravity correction on the deflection angle

of null and timelike particles in the weak field limit. Quantum corrections, arising from theories like quantum gravity,
may introduce subtle deviations in the gravitational lensing signatures in the weak field regime Thus, by analyzing these
observational phenomena, we can potentially uncover evidence for quantum gravitational effects and refine our understanding
of the fundamental nature of black holes and spacetime at the quantum level. Gravitational lensing (GL) manifests as
the deflection of light from distant sources by intervening massive objects like galaxies or black holes. This phenomenon
exhibits distinct weak and strong field regimes. Weak GL involves slight light path bending, leading to distorted images of
distant objects, and has sparked significant research in astrophysics and cosmology. The seminal 1919 Eddington expedition
confirmed Einstein’s theory of relativity through GL observations. Determining object distances is crucial for understanding
their properties; however, Virbhadra [46] demonstrated that solely analyzing relativistic images, without mass and distance
information, can accurately bound the compactness of massive dark objects. Furthermore, Virbhadra identified a distortion
parameter that renders the signed sum of all singular GL images to vanish (tested with Schwarzschild lenses in both weak
and strong fields, [47]). Several methods have been developed over the years to calculate the deflection angle caused by
black holes and other compact objects in asymptotically/non-asymptotically flat spacetimes [48–53]. Gibbons and Werner
(2008) offered a distinct approach to calculate the deflection angle in weak fields using the Gauss-Bonnet theorem (GBT)
on asymptotically flat spacetimes’ optical geometries [54]. This requires integrating the GBT across an infinite domain
bounded by the light ray. Werner (2013) extended the GBT deflection angle technique to stationary spacetimes within
the Finsler-Randers type optical geometry on Nazim’s osculating Riemannian manifolds [55]. Subsequently, Ishihara et al.
(2015, 2016) devised a method to apply the GBT differently to finite distances, departing from the traditional approach
with asymptotic receiver and source [56, 57]. This methodology was further extended by Ono et al. (2016) to axially
symmetric spacetimes [58] and applied to various non-asymptotic spacetimes, including those with dark matter contributions
[59–61]. Finally, Li et al. (2018, 2019) explored the finite distance method using massive particles and the Jacobi-Maupertuis
Randers-Finsler metric within the GBT framework [62, 63].

Here is the program of the paper: Sect. II emphasizes the brief introduction of the Schwarzschild metric with a quantum
gravitation correction at the third-order curvature. We study the photon-sphere in Sect. III and attempt to derive an
analytical formula for the observer-dependent shadow radius in Sect. IV. Then, we calculate the weak deflection angle in
Sect. V. Finally, we form conclusive remarks in Sect. VI. We use the metric signature (−,+,+,+) and the natural units
G = c = h̄ = 1 throughout the analysis in the paper.

II. BRIEF REVIEW OF SCHWARZSCHILD BLACK HOLE WITH QUANTUM-CORRECTION AT THIRD ORDER
CURVATURE

Calmet and Kuipers recently employed effective field theory to compute quantum gravitational entropy corrections for
black holes, utilizing the Wald entropy formula [64]. Their work unveiled intriguing connections between quantum entropy
corrections, Euler characteristic, and quantum metric corrections for Schwarzschild black holes. They proposed a systematic
approach to any perturbation order or black hole metric. The Wald entropy formula, as defined by [64], is expressed as:

SWald = −2π

∫
dΣ ϵµνϵρσ

∂L
∂Rµνρσ

∣∣∣
r=rH

, (1)

In this context, dΣ = r2 sin θdθdϕ, L denotes the Lagrangian of the model, Rµνρσ stands for the Riemann tensor, and rH
represents the horizon radius. Additionally, it holds that ϵµνϵ

µν = −2, ϵµν = −ϵνµ.
When employing the effective action in quantum gravity [65], at the second order in curvature, one finds:

SEFT =

∫ √
|g|d4x

(
R

16π
+ c1(µ)R

2 + c2(µ)RµνR
µν + c3(µ)RµνρσR

µνρσ + Lm

)
. (2)
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The non-local part of the action is given by

Γ
(2)
NL = −

∫ √
|g|d4x

[
αR ln

(
2

µ2

)
R+ βRµν ln

(
2

µ2

)
Rµν + γRµναβ ln

(
2

µ2

)
Rµναβ

]
, (3)

where 2 := gµν∇µ∇ν . To show that there are no corrections up to second order in curvature to the Schwarzschild metric is
straightforward if one uses the non-local Gauss-Bonnet identity, as shown in [1, 2]∫ √

|g|d4xRµναβ

(
c3(µ)− γ ln

(
2

µ2

))
Rµναβ = +4

∫ √
|g|d4xRµν

(
c3(µ)− γ ln

(
2

µ2

))
Rµν

−
∫ √

|g|d4xR
(
c3(µ)− γ ln

(
2

µ2

))
R

+O(R3) + boundary terms. (4)

This identity can be established with reference to works such as [66, 67]

log
2

µ2
=

∫ ∞

0

ds
e−s − e

−s 2

µ2

s
(5)

and [68]

2Rαβµν = ∇µ∇αRνβ −∇ν∇αRµβ −∇µ∇βRνα ++∇ν∇βRµα

−4R
α [µ
σ λR

βσν]λ + 2R
[µ
λR

αβλν] −Rαβ
σλR

µνσλ. (6)

This result follows from the Bianchi identity. One obtains[66, 69–71]

Rαβµν2R
αβµν = 4Rαβµν∇α∇µRβν +O(R3). (7)

Generalizing this result to higher powers of the Laplacian is straightforward. We derive the non-local Gauss-Bonnet
identity by inserting this relation into the Lagrangian and employing partial integrations along with the contracted Bianchi
identity. At the second order in curvature, it is found that the Riemann tensor can be eliminated from the dynamical part
of the action. Consequently, there are no corrections to the field equations at this order for vacuum solutions of general
relativity, as highlighted in [2].

S
(2)
Wald =

A

4
+ 64π2c3(µ) + 64π2γ

(
log

(
4M2µ2

)
− 2 + 2γE

)
(8)

Here, A = 16πM2 represents the area of the black hole. A similar result was attained using the Euclidean path integral
formulation. It’s important to note that the entropy remains renormalization group invariant and finite. Given the absence
of metric corrections, the temperature remains unchanged, and the classical relation TdS = dM undergoes a quantum
correction. Specifically, we find TdS = (1 + γ16π/(M2))dM .
The first law of thermodynamics is then expressed as:

TdS − PdV =

(
1 + γ

16π

M2

)
dM = dM + γ

16π

M2
dM. (9)

Here, P denotes the pressure of the black hole. Its volume is defined as V = 4
3πr

3
H , where rH = 2M represents the

horizon radius. One can then establish the following identification: TdS = dM and γ16π/(M2)dM = −PdV with
dV = 32πM2dM . One obtains

P = −γ
1

2M4
. (10)

The pressure P can be negative if γ is positive for spin-0, spin-1/2, and spin-2 fields or positive if γ is negative for spin-1
fields. This is confirmed by finding:γ0 = 2/(11520π2) [72], γ1/2 = 7/(11520π2) [72], γ1 = −26/(11520π2) [72] and

γ2 = 424/(11520π2) [73]. Dolan (2011) explored the idea of black holes having pressure within gravitational models
incorporating a cosmological constant. Quantum gravity reveals pressure for Schwarzschild black holes, a departure from
prior works that overlooked quantum metric corrections [74–76]. Since there are no dynamical metric corrections at this
curvature order, interpreting the entropy correction as a pressure term is necessary.
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At the third order in curvature, additional operators need to be incorporated into the effective action

L(3) = c6R
µν
ασR

ασ
δγR

δγ
µν , (11)

As highlighted by Goroff and Sagnotti [77], in vacuum, there exists only one invariant comprising solely Riemann tensors,
given by: RαβγδR

α γ
ϵ ζR

βϵδζ in terms of Rµν
ασR

ασ
δγR

δγ
µν Additionally, terms involving the Ricci scalar or Ricci tensors

vanish in vacuum. There exists a corresponding non-local operator Rµν
ασ log2R

ασ
δγR

δγ
µν . Although the Wilson coefficient

is known in a specific gauge [77], it remains unknown for the unique effective action. Therefore, we will neglect this term.
In [1–4], it has been demonstrated that the leading-order quantum gravitational correction to the Schwarzschild metric

emerges at the third order in curvature. This correction is generated by a local operator c6R
µν
ασR

ασ
δγR

δγ
µν . Since this

operator is local, its Wilson coefficient cannot be computed from the first principles within this approach. Instead, it must
be determined from experimental observations. The leading-order quantum gravitational correction to the Schwarzschild
metric is [3]

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +B(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2,

A(r) = 1− 2GM

r
+ 640πc6

G5M3

r7

B(r) =

[
1− 2GM

r
+ 128πc6

G4M2

r6

(
27− 49GM

r

)]−1

, (12)

where dΩ2 = dθ2 + r2 sin2 θ denotes the line element of the unit two-spheres. As a final note on these metric functions, we
must ensure they are dimensionless if we are working with black holes for the sake of brevity. For instance, recalling Planck
units, G = M−2

Pl , where MPl is the Planck mass equal to 2.176434× 10−8 kg. However, this makes the metric function
A(r) have a dimension of ([m][kg])−1 on its second term. If we ought to geometrize both the black hole mass and the
Planck mass, the above metric functions will transform to

A(r) = 1− 2M

r
+ 640πc6

l4PlM
3

r7
,

B(r) =

[
1− 2M

r
+ 128πc6

l4PlM
2

r6

(
27− 49M

r

)]−1

, (13)

where lPl = 1.616255× 10−35 m is the Planck length. Inspecting these expressions, it can be argued that if M represents
quantum or astrophysical black hole masses (constrained by both observation and theoretical limits), we see that Eq. (13)
reduces immediately to the Schwarzschild case. An exception occurs if M is so large that it offsets the small value of lPl.
Thus, this work aims to explore the black hole phenomenon, which may confirm the applicability of this metric at the
quantum level.

III. CALCULATIONS OF PHOTON-SPHERE RADIUS

This section explores the photon-sphere due to the quantum correction at the third-order curvature. Considering the
metric coefficients in Eq. (13), we examine the Lagrangian L(x, ẋ) = (1/2)gµν ẋ

µẋν for null geodesics

L(x, ẋ) =
1

2

(
−A(r) ṫ2 +B(r) ṙ2 + r2(θ̇2 + sin2 θ ϕ̇2)

)
. (14)

Exploiting spherical symmetry, it is sufficient to analyze the Lagrangian above by considering θ = π/2, which implies
sin θ = 1. Utilizing the Euler-Lagrange equation d

dλ

(
∂L
∂ẋµ

)
− ∂L

∂xµ = 0 on the t and ϕ components yields two constants of

motion, denoted by E and L as E = A(r) ṫ and L = r2ϕ̇.
When deriving the orbit equation, it is convenient to employ the first integral of motion for photons, which is gµν ẋ

µẋν = 0.
This leads to the following orbit equation: (

dr

dϕ

)2

=
r2

B(r)

(
r2

A(r)

E2

L2
− 1

)
. (15)

Here, the constant L/E, denoted as the impact parameter b, is defined. The function associated with b−1 is akin to the
effective potential for null particles [78] and is expressed as:

h(r)2 =
r2

A(r)
. (16)
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Thus, the radius of the photon-sphere rph can be determined by setting h(r)′ = 0, leading to

A(r)′r2 − 2A(r)r = 0, (17)

hence, by solving the above equation, we obtain this expression

2r7 − 6Mr6 + 5760πc6l
4
PlM

3|r=rph = 0. (18)

The Abel-Ruffini theorem restricts finding an analytical solution to Eq. (18) [79], as this is a polynomial of degree 7.
Assuming c6 is of unity (as stated in Ref. [3]), it can be found that the photon-sphere radius will still be rph = 3M if M
ranges from Planck mass black holes, up to the theoretical mass limit for black holes (∼ 2.7× 1011M⊙) [80]. It turns out
that the only way that the c6 influences the black hole geometry is when M offsets the tiny value of the Planck length.

IV. THE BLACK HOLE SHADOW

Consider an observer (can also be a detector) at (to, ro, θo = π/2, ϕo), the angular radius of the shadow is defined as:

tan(αsh) = lim
∆x→0

∆y

∆x
=

(
r2

B(r)

)1/2
dϕ

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=ro

. (19)

Utilizing Eq. (15) and noting that h(r → rph) = bcrit, we find:

sin2 α =
b2crit

h(ro)2
(20)

Here, in our specific case where we already know that for both quantum and astrophysical black holes, rph = 3M :

b2crit =
19683M6

640πc6l4 + 729M4
. (21)

Notice how the critical impact parameter increases when the third-order curvature c6 is negative, and how it decreases when
c6 is positive. Now, we can then determine the observer-dependent shadow radius using the expression:

Rsh =

√
19683M6

640πc6l4 + 729M4

(
1− 2M

ro
+

640πcl4PlM
3

r7o

)
, (22)

where a certain restriction to the sign of c6 can be gleaned. That is, c6 must be negative. Furthermore, for Rsh not to
become infinite, the maximum mass requirement should be

Mmax =
2
√
3 4
√
40πc6lPl

9
∼ 4.315lPl. (23)

This is around 9.392× 10−8 kg. Furthermore, we can find the minimum mass of the quantum black hole by approximating
the shadow radius to be Rsh ∼ lPl, so that

Mmin ∼ 0.192lPl, (24)

which should be around 4.179× 10−9 kg.
Interestingly, we can get an approximate equation when ro >> M :

Rsh = 3
√
3M − 3

√
3M2

ro
+

320
√
3πc6l

4
Pl(M − ro)

243M3ro
+O(l8P). (25)

If the observer or detector is very close to the black hole (ro << M), we find

Rsh =
2
√
30πc6l

2
Pl

(
2916M7 + 2Mr6o − r7o

)
243M9/2r

7/2
o

− 3
√
30r

5/2
o (2M − ro)

160
√
πc6Ml2Pl

+O(l6Pl) (26)
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V. DEFLECTION ANGLE IN WEAK FIELD GRAVITATIONAL LIMITS

In this section, we outline the calculation of the deflection angle of the Schwarzschild black hole with quantum gravitational
correction at third-order curvature. With the metric given in Eq. (13), the Jacobi metric, accommodating time-like geodesics,
is expressed as [81, 82]

dl2 = gijdx
idxj = [E2 − µ2A(r)]

(
B(r)

A(r)
dr2 +

r2

A(r)
dΩ2

)
, (27)

Here, µ denotes the particle’s mass (which can be set to unity), and E represents the energy of the massive particle, defined
as:

E =
1√

1− v2
, (28)

where v denotes the particle’s velocity. Without loss of generality. we refer to the equatorial plane, where θ = π/2. The
Jacobi metric simplifies to:

dl2 = (E2 −A(r))

(
B(r)

A(r)
dr2 +

r2

A(r)
dϕ2

)
(29)

The determinant of the Jacobi metric above can also be easily computed as:

g =
B(r)r2

A(r)2
(E2 −A(r))2. (30)

Next, we will utilize these equations to determine the weak deflection angle using the Gauss-Bonnet theorem (GBT),
which is originally stated as [54]: ∫∫

D

KdS +

N∑
a=1

∫
∂Da

κgdℓ+

N∑
a=1

θa = 2πχ(D), (31)

Here, D is a smooth, compact, freely orientable surface with boundary ∂M , embedded in R3. Let K denote the Gaussian
curvature of D at each point. χ(D) represents the Euler characteristic of D (equal to 1 since D is in a non-singular
region),

∫ ∫
D
K dA denotes the integral of the Gaussian curvature over the surface D,

∫
∂Da

kg dℓ represents the integral
of the geodesic curvature along the boundary ∂D. In this context, kg denotes the geodesic curvature along the boundary.
Additionally, θa is the jump angle.

It has been demonstrated by [63] that in a spherically symmetric static (SSS) spacetime without asymptotic flatness, Eq.
(31) can be expressed as

α̂ =

∫∫
D

KdS + ϕRS, (32)

Here, S and R represent the radial positions of the source and receiver, respectively (see for details [56, 57, 63]), and
ϕRS = ϕR − ϕS is the positional angle along the equatorial plane. These serve as the integration domains, and it’s worth
noting that the infinitesimal curved surface dS is defined by:

dS =
√
gdrdϕ. (33)

Additionally, ϕRS represents the coordinate position angle between the source and the receiver, defined as ϕRS = ϕR − ϕS,
which can be determined through the iterative solution of

F (u) =

(
du

dϕ

)2

=
1

A(u)B(u)

[(
E

J

)2

−A(u)

(
1

J2
+ u2

)]
. (34)

Here, we have utilized the substitution r = 1/u and the angular momentum of the massive particle given by:

J = vbE, (35)

where b represents the impact parameter.
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Given the metric coefficients, we obtain the orbit equation in terms of u as:

F (u) =
E2 − 1

J2
− u2 + 2u

(
u2 +

1

J2

)
M + 3456πc6l

4
Pl u

6

(
−u2 +

E2 − 1

J2

)
M2. (36)

For a timelike orbit, an excellent approximate solution for the Schwarzschild case is the expression:

u(ϕ) =
sin(ϕ)

b
+

1 + v2 cos2(ϕ)

b2v2
M. (37)

Instead of attempting to solve the challenging differential equation presented in Eq. (36), which incorporates the quantum
correction parameter, we can employ iterative methods by introducing a term to Eq. (37) with pc6l

4
PlM

2

u(ϕ) =
sin(ϕ)

b
+

1 + v2 cos2(ϕ)

b2v2
M + pc6l

4
PlM

2, (38)

where p is some unknown coefficient coupled to the parameter c6, which is later to be determined. The objective is to
determine p through iteration. Upon solving for p, we found p = 0, indicating that the quantum correction appears not to
affect u(ϕ). For future reference, we solved for ϕ as:

ϕ = arcsin(bu) +
M

[
v2

(
b2u2 − 1

)
− 1

]
bv2

√
1− b2u2

. (39)

The Gaussian curvature K, expressed in terms of affine connections and the determinant g, is defined as:

K =
1
√
g

[
∂

∂ϕ

(√
g

grr
Γϕ
rr

)
− ∂

∂r

(√
g

grr
Γϕ
rϕ

)]
= − 1

√
g

[
∂

∂r

(√
g

grr
Γϕ
rϕ

)]
(40)

since Γϕ
rr = 0 for Eq. (29). Then with the analytical solution to rph,[∫

K
√
gdr

] ∣∣∣∣
r=rph

= 0, (41)

thus, ∫ r(ϕ)

rph

K
√
gdr = −

2rA(r)
(
E2 −A(r)

)
− E2r2A(r)′

2rA(r) (E2 −A(r))
√

B(r)

∣∣∣∣
r=r(ϕ)

. (42)

The prime notation indicates differentiation with respect to r. The weak deflection angle is then given by [63]:

α̂ =

∫ ϕR

ϕS

[
−
2rA(r)

(
E2 −A(r)

)
− E2r2A(r)′

2rA(r) (E2 −A(r))
√
B(r)

∣∣∣∣
r=r(ϕ)

]
dϕ+ ϕRS. (43)

Using Eq. (27) in Eq. (42), we find[∫
K
√
gdr

] ∣∣∣∣
r=rϕ

= −
(
2E2 − 1

)
M(cos(ϕR)− cos(ϕS))

(E2 − 1) b
− ϕRS − 108πc6l

4
PlM

2

b6
× (44)

×
[(

−8(cos6(ϕR)− cos5(ϕS))

3
+

26(cos3(ϕR)− cos3(ϕS))

3
− 11(cos(ϕR)− cos(ϕS))

)
(sin(ϕR)− sin(ϕS)) + ϕRS

]
.

From Eq. (39), we obtain the equatorial angles for the source and receiver:

ϕS = arcsin(bu) +
M

[
v2

(
b2u2 − 1

)
− 1

]
bv2

√
1− b2u2

, (45)

ϕR = π − arcsin(bu)−
M

[
v2

(
b2u2 − 1

)
− 1

]
bv2

√
1− b2u2

, (46)
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respectively. Upon careful observation of these equations, we can express ϕRS = π − 2ϕS. Now, let’s take note of the
following relations:

cos(π − ϕS) = − cos(ϕS), sin(π − ϕS) = sin(ϕS). (47)

The last property cancels the sine terms in Eq. (44). We find cos(ϕS) as

cos(ϕS) =
√
1− b2u2

S −
MuS

[
v2

(
b2u2

S − 1
)
− 1

]
v2
√
(1− b2u2

S)
. (48)

For cos3(ϕS) and cos5(ϕS), these are

cos3(ϕS) =
(
−b2u2

S + 1
) 3

2 −
3
√

−b2u2
S + 1uS

(
−1 +

(
b2u2

S − 1
)
v2
)
M

2v2
, (49)

and

cos5(ϕS) =
(
−b2u2

S + 1
) 5

2 −
5
(
−b2u2

S + 1
) 3

2 uS

(
b2u2

Sv
2 − v2 − 1

)
M

2v2
, (50)

respectively. Finally, for sin(ϕS),

sin(ϕS) = buS +

[
−1 +

(
b2u2

S − 1
)
v2
]
M

2b v2
. (51)

Using Eq. (28) and by plugging Eqs. (45)-(51) into Eq. (43), we finally obtain

α =

(
v2 + 1

)
M

bv2

(√
1− b2u2

S +
√
1− b2u2

R

)
− 270πc6l

4
PlM

2

b6

[
arcsin(buS) + 2 buS

√
−b2u2

S + 1 + arcsin(buR) + 2 buR

√
−b2u2

R + 1

]
. (52)

The above expression is general, considering the finite distance of both the source and the receiver from the black hole.
However, when both uS and uR approach zero, the above expressions simplify to:

α =
2
(
v2 + 1

)
M

bv2
. (53)

The above expressions can be readily observed to reduce to α = 4M/b for photons (v = 1).
This outcome is remarkable since the quantum correction parameter c6 only manifests when considering the non-zero

value for u. It implies that when an observer is sufficiently distant from the black hole, the influence of c6 diminishes. Such
an effect is the same with the shadow behavior when ro >> M . In addition, the term with the quantum correction does not
involve the speed of the time-like particle. The expression also ensures that for quantum correction to manifest for this
deflection angle, the impact parameter should be very small and compensated with increased u (or r ∼ 0).

VI. CONCLUSION

This study investigated the impact of the quantum-gravity correction parameter c6 at the third-order curvature on black
hole shadows and weak deflection angles. These are achieved by studying the photon-sphere and employing the finite-distance
version of the GBT.

Despite the challenges posed by the analytical intractability of the resulting expression in Eq. (18), the result suggested
that rph = 3M for both quantum and astrophysical black holes, due to the influence of the Planck’s length. The information
allowed us to derive analytically the observer-dependent shadow radius. The exact formula revealed some information
about the minimum and maximum mass a black hole can have due to the third-order curvature correction. That is
0.192 ≲ M/lPl ≲ 4.315. Also, the derived analytic formula for the near and far approximation of Rsh implied that c6’s
effect would only be valid for quantum black holes and if ro near the Planck length.
Finally, the examination of weak deflection angle behavior suggests that the deviation would only occur if M and b are

around the order of lPl, still for quantum black holes. Furthermore, a special condition also exists: for this correction to
occur, finite distance expressed inversely as u must be non-zero. It also turned out that the correction does not involve the
deflection of time-like particles.

As this theoretical analysis provided valuable insights into where quantum black holes are involved, detecting the deviations
from the classical Schwarzschild case caused by the third-order curvature will remain challenging due to the difficulty of
probing length scales comparable to the Planck length.
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