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Exact electromagnetic duality with nonminimal couplings
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We study nonminimal extensions of Einstein-Maxwell theory with exact electromagnetic duality
invariance. Any such theory involves an infinite tower of higher-derivative terms whose computation
usually represents a challenging problem. Despite that, we manage to obtain a closed form of the action for
all the theories with a quadratic dependence on the vector field strength. In these theories we find that the
Maxwell field couples to gravity through a curvature-dependent susceptibility tensor that takes a peculiar
form, reminiscent to that of Born-Infeld Lagrangians. We study the static and spherically symmetric black
hole solutions of the simplest of these models, showing that the corresponding equations of motion are
invariant under rotations of the electric and magnetic charges. We compute the perturbative corrections to
the Reissner-Nordstrom solution in this theory, and in the case of extremal black holes we determine
exactly the near-horizon geometry as well as the entropy. Remarkably, the entropy only possesses a
constant correction despite the action containing an infinite number of terms. In addition, we find there is a
lower bound for the charge and the mass of extremal black holes. When the sign of the coupling is such that
the weak gravity conjecture is satisfied, the area and the entropy of extremal black holes vanish at the

minimal charge.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Symmetries are a powerful guide to constrain the
possible corrections to low-energy effective actions. In
the case of Einstein-Maxwell (EM) theory, those sym-
metries include diffeomorphism and gauge invariance, but
the vacuum equations of motion are additionally invariant
under SO(2) duality rotations. Electromagnetic duality also
plays a prominent role in supergravity and string theory
[1-6], and it is expected to be preserved by the higher-
derivative terms that arise in these theories [4,7,8].
Therefore, seeking for modifications of EM theory that
respect duality is more than justified.

One aspect of electromagnetic duality that distinguishes
it from usual symmetries and that makes it particularly
interesting is the fact that it is nonlinear. This means that,
unlike in the case of linearly realized symmetries, one
cannot simply find a basis of duality-invariant operators
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and add them to the action weighted by a set of arbitrary
couplings. Instead, any duality-invariant deformation of
EM theory implies an infinite series of terms.

To illustrate this, consider EM theory extended with
four-derivative terms:

S = ﬁ d*x\/|gl{R — F,,F* +aAL}, (1)
where R is the Ricci scalar of the metric g,,, F,, = 20,4,
is the field strength of the vector A, and the correction AL
is controlled by a constant a with dimensions of length?.
As shown in Ref. [9], there are two four-derivative
Lagrangians involving field strengths that are consistent
with SO(2) duality, namely,

AL, =T, T" ALy = R, T, (2)

where T,, = F,,F,* —;g,F* is the Maxwell stress-
energy tensor. However, such extensions only preserve
duality to leading order in «; in order to restore duality as an
exact symmetry one needs to include an infinite tower of
additional higher-derivative terms. In a way, we can say that
duality dictates how the theory should be completed,
although such completion is not unique, since at each
order one can introduce new independent terms that respect
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duality. In the case of the term T, T, the simplest duality-
invariant completion corresponds to (Einstein-)Born-Infeld
theory [10-12], a model that has been known for a long
time and which is a paradigmatic example of a nonlinear
duality-invariant theory—see also [13-22] for other non-
linear models. On the other hand, to the best of our
knowledge, exactly invariant theories with nonminimal
couplings to gravity have not been studied so far.
Nonminimal couplings are nevertheless interesting as they
generically appear in stringy effective actions—see e.g.,
[23] for an explicit example. Thus, the goal of this paper is
to fill this gap, and we do so by studying the simplest
duality-invariant completion of the Lagrangian R, T+

II. QUADRATIC THEORIES

Since the correction R,,T" is quadratic in the field
strength, we can find completions that respect this property,
and hence we stick to theories of the form

d*x\/|gl{R = x""°F ,,F ).}, (3)

where y#¥/° is the susceptibility tensor, which is built out of
the metric and the curvature. It was shown in Ref. [9] that,
in order for this theory to preserve duality, the susceptibility
tensor must satisfy the identity (xy) W"ﬂ(*;()aﬂ/’” =
—81,5,7), where (xy) "7 = % €apur™". To find tensors
with this property, it proves useful to expand y in powers
of a:

)(/wpa — 5[ﬂ[p5y]a] + Z an)((n)lw/m_ (4)
n=1

so that one recovers Einstein-Maxwell theory when o — 0,
and where each term y(") /7 contains n powers of the
curvature. The four-derivative term should match AL,, and
therefore we must choose

X(l)/wpa = _Rw[péy]o—]v (5)

where IA?,/’ =R,/ - %Ré/ is the traceless part of the Ricci
tensor. Then, the simplest completion to an exactly duality-
invariant theory can be obtained by choosing the rest of the
terms as

AR :—Z(*)(

n+1 p>)a/}p . (6)

(e 2P)),, " (3t ™) o = b by (31

(1)) ﬂr(x( )pl a/)’(

This result is obtained from Eq. (4.31) of [9] after noticing

the following identity, valid for tensors Q,(,ly)p,7 and Q,(fy)pg
which are antisymmetric in the indices {uv} and {ps} but
symmetric in the exchange of these pairs of indices [24]:

(xQ)W 7 (xQ)? 7 = —60W ;#0327 (7)

The recursive relations (6) allow us to write the Lagrangian
at arbitrary orders in the curvature. In fact, all the previous
terms )(<”)M,/’" can be explicitly summed to yield a fully
nonperturbative duality-invariant theory. For that we
first note the following results, obtained through direct
computation:

€/waﬂ)(<1)aﬁpa = _)((l)yvaﬂeaﬂpm (8)

1

%(Z)W/w — E)((1>erﬂ)(<1)wﬁp6_ (9)

Now let b,, denote the nth coefficient of the Taylor series

V1422 =3%b,x*". We have that by = 1, by = 1/2
and

(2n —3)!

b, = (—1)+! ,
=D n!(n —2)122n=2

n>1. (10)

We note that these coefficients satisfy the property
b1 _—1/2Zb byy1- -p> (11)

which we will need later. We are going to prove that for
n>1

)((2n e — | ()( )2n re. (12)

220,07 =, (13)

where we have defined

U((l))k”ypa :)(<1)uva]ﬁl)((l)(z|[}]a2ﬂz e
k>1.  (14)

1
’ 'Z( >ak—1ﬂk-1lm’

The proof for (12) can be done by induction. First, we
notice that (9) guarantees that (12) is true for n = 1. Next
assume that it is valid for generic n. For m, p € 2N such
that m 4+ p = 2n 4+ 2 we find that

PP K

_—b b ()( )2n+2 pzr (15)
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where we have exploited Eq. (8) to get rid of the Hodge star operators appropriately. Now, taking into account (11), by
virtue of (6) we observe that (12) is indeed satisfied for n 4+ 1 as well. On the other hand, in order to see that (13) holds, it
suffices to check that it satisfies the recursive relations (6). However, after noticing that

(") P (32 o7 = by (30,1, P (3t ) g (V)00
= by (3 "), P U)o ()77 = = (), P (3t o (16)

where we have made a wide use of Eq. (8), we realize that
the recursive relations are identically satisfied. Hence (12)
and (13) are the solution to the recursive relations (6). Since
the b,, are the coefficients of the Taylor series of V1 + x,

one can explicitly sum all tensors y") " to obtain

)(m/ﬂ” — a)((l)y/m + \/5[/4@51/]6] 4 0’2()((]))2”/”- (17)

By taking (17) into (3), we find a fully nonperturbative and
exactly duality-invariant theory with nonminimal couplings
between gravity and electromagnetism. To the best of
our knowledge, this is very first instance of such a theory
and, interestingly enough, we observe that it possesses a
high grade of resemblance with the usual (Einstein)Born-
Infeld theories, as the Lagrangian involves the square root
of certain quantity. We also find that, in this case, the
susceptibility tensor y,,”? is only a function of the (trace-

less) Ricci tensor R .- However, we note that replacing IA'\’W
by any other symmetric and traceless tensor in (5) would
not alter the algebraic properties of y,,”°, which would still
respect duality. Therefore, we can generate any quadratic
duality-invariant theory [25] by using (17) with

X(l)ﬂupa = T[y[ﬂay]ﬁ]a (18)
where 7, is an arbitrary symmetric and traceless tensor
built out of the curvature. For the sake of concreteness,

in the rest of the paper we focus on the theory generated
by (5).

III. STATIC AND SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC
CONFIGURATIONS

Once we have obtained an exactly duality-invariant fully
nonperturbative theory, our next objective will be to try to
understand some features about its solutions. More con-
cretely, we are going to focus on static and spherically
symmetric (SSS) configurations, since they possess enough
symmetry to be amenable to computations but still they are
physically meaningful. They can in general be written in
terms of the following ansatz:

ds* = —=N(r)2f(r)df* + ;i(—r:) + r2(d6* + sin® Od¢p?),

(19)

[
F = —Al(r)dt A dr + p sin0do A dp.  (20)

Here the metric depends on two functions f(r) and N(r),
while A,(r) is the electrostatic potential and p is a constant
that represents the magnetic charge in Planck units.

In order to compute the explicit form of the susceptibility
tensor, note first that the traceless part of the Ricci tensor
for an SSS metric reads

Raﬂ = (X + Y)Taﬂ + (X - Y)paﬂ - X(Taﬂ, (21)

where
2N I AT/ 1
X:N(Zf 2—rf") 2r(3rfN +2frN )’ (22)
4r*N
_ N
y—-2 (23)

and where 7, p and ¢ are the orthogonal projectors
‘L'aﬁ = 5at5tﬂ’ paﬂ = 5ar5rﬁ’ Uaﬂ = Zﬁaiéiﬂ. (24)
i=0.¢

On the other hand, static and spherical symmetry force y
(and a fortiori all the different y")) to take the form

)u/ﬂl/pg — BT[ﬂ[ppy]G] + CT[ﬂLDO-y]G]
+ Dp, V6,7 + Eoy V06,7, (25)

where B, C, D, and E are functions of r. Taking into
account that

SWV)5U]6] — ZTwh)py]g] _|_ ZTWD)GU]H]
+ Zp[ﬂ[pay]ﬂ] + O'Lu[pﬁy]a], (26)
)((1)/“//]6 = —2X1[ﬂ[ppb]ﬂ] — YT[/A[pgl/]o-]
+ Yp[ﬂ[PGy]”] + XG[”[/)O',,]G] (27)

and that the projectors z, p and ¢ are mutually orthogonal, it
is not difficult to obtain the coefficients B, C, D, and E from
(17). These take the following simple values:

B =—2aX +2V1 + a*X2, (28)
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1+—, (29)

2
E=Z=aX+ V142X, (30)

atY?
T

4
D= =ar+2/1+ (31)

Consequently, we have been able to find the exact form of
the susceptibility tensor. This allows us to evaluate the
reduced Lagrangian for the SSS ansatz given by (19) and
(20), which takes the form

2

L= / d0dp/Tg1Csss
1 NE r
=3 [VRs =2 2] o)

Then we can find the equations of motion by varying this
Lagrangian with respect to A,, f and N [26]. The variation
with respect to A, yields

OL d (Alr?
57,—‘5<NE> =0 (33)
from where it follows that
gNE
A= 7’ (34)

where the integration constant ¢ represents the electric
charge in Planck units. On the other hand, taking the
variation with respect to f and N and using the previous
result, we find that the equations for the metric functions
can be expressed as

foltrf =0+ ) (%) (35)

N =+ ) () (36)

Therefore, they are manifestly invariant under a rotation of
the charges ¢ and p, and it follows that the metric only
depends on the combination p? + ¢> = Q. Due to the
complicated form of E in (29), these are highly nonlinear
fourth-order equations for N and f, whose solution cannot
be obtained analytically. However, for small @ one can
obtain the solution as a power series in this parameter.
To order o it reads

Fe1 _2_M+%2_ (71Q* 4+ 5Q%r(2r — 3M))a
- r r2 100
(5012Q° + 15Q*r(408r — 721M)) o
* 1680710 +0(),
Q%a 410%?
N=l+ 555 T0@) (37)

where M is the mass. We can see this solution is a
deformation of the Reissner-Nordstrom one. However,
the perturbative expansion in « is only valid as long as
the corrections are small and hence we cannot see what
happens to black holes when a ~ Q2. In that regime, one
would need to resort to numeric methods to solve the
equations of motion.

IV. EXTREMAL BLACK HOLES AND
NEAR-HORIZON GEOMETRIES

Fortunately, the situation improves if we are interested in
extremal black holes. In that case, it is possible to obtain the
near-horizon metric as well as the black hole entropy by
using Sen’s method [28,29]. This method essentially
consists in evaluating the Lagrangian on an AdS, x S?
geometry. The near-horizon solution is then obtained by
extremizing the action, while the entropy is given by the
Legendre transform of the Lagrangian with respect to the
electric field. We follow this process in detail next.

We start by considering the following AdS, x S? ansatz
for the metric and the field strength:

1
ds®> = a(—pzdl‘2 + —zdp2> + b(d0* + sin® dgp?), (38)
p

F = —edt N dp + psin0dO A dg. (39)

Here a = Ry, and b = R, are the radii squared of the
AdS, factor and of the black hole horizon, respectively, p is
the magnetic charge and e will be related to the electric
charge. This geometry can be obtained from the general
SSS ansatz in Egs. (19) and (20) by setting r = v/b + p,
f=p?/a, N=a, and A, = ¢ and keeping the leading
terms in the expansion around p — 0. Thus, the reduced
Lagrangian reads in this case

1 A 1
L(a,b,e,p):2(a—b—p2E+e2E>, (40)

where

a+b a

P
o T

The entropy function &(a, b, e; g, p) is then defined as
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E(a,b,e;q,p) =2n(eq—L(a,b,e, p)), (42)

where ¢ is the electric charge of the configuration.
Extremizing the entropy function with respect to a, b
and e yields the equations satisfied by a and b as well as the
relation between the electric charge and e. Indeed, the
equation 0E/0e = 0 yields

e =Eq. (43)

On the other hand, by deriving with respect to a and b and
using this result we obtain the following sets of equations
for a and b:

A

10€ OE
——==1+(p?+¢*) =0 44
=l (P )5 =0, (44)
106 , . L O0E
;%—1+(p +q)ab_0. (45)

We observe again that the equations are invariant under a
rotation of the electric and magnetic charges. Notice also
that these equations are highly nonlinear—in fact, they are
not even polynomial—due to the form of £ given above. In
spite of this, these equations can be solved in full generality
and we observe that they admit four different solutions.
However, there is only one solution with a, b > 0, and it is
given by

1
azi(p2+q2+a+ (p2+q2)2—a2), (46)

1
b =5(p2 +q—a+ (p2+q2)2—az)- (47)
Interestingly, this implies that £ =1 and hence ¢ = .
Finally, substituting these values for a, b, and e in the
entropy function (42) we arrive to the following result for
the entropy of these extremal black holes:

S=zn(p*+q*-a). (48)

Surprisingly enough, we find that there is only a constant
correction to the entropy with respect to the Einstein-
Maxwell value—we remark that this is the exact value of
the entropy and not just an approximation. Notice that, even
when one adds only a finite number of higher-order terms
in the action, the entropy (and the rest of the quantities) will
be typically modified by an infinite tower of a terms. Here we
observe the opposite: the action contains an infinite number
of higher-order terms as dictated by duality invariance, but in
turn the entropy only has a correction of order a.

Let us take a closer look at this solution. While the
entropy is finite and real for any value of the charges, we
see that this is not the case for a and b. In fact, for any sign
of a we see that these extremal geometries only exist for

p*+4q* > |al. (49)

Therefore, there is a minimum amount of charge needed to
produce an extremal black hole, implying that all black
holes with p? + ¢ < |a| must be necessarily nonextremal.
On the other hand, the properties of these black holes near
the minimal charge are quite different depending on the
sign of @. When a > 0, the radius of the AdS, tends to
the constant value a = a as p> + g*> — a, while the area of
the horizon and the entropy vanish in this limit. In the case
of @ < 0 we observe the contrary: the radius of AdS, goes
to zero, while both the entropy and the area tend to a con-
stant value, namely, S = A/2 = 2zla|, as p*> + ¢* = |a.

In order to determine the sign of a, one may use the so-
called mild form [30,31] of the weak gravity conjecture
[32]. This states that the corrections to the mass of extremal
black holes must be nonpositive, so that the decay of an
extremal black hole into a set of smaller black holes is
possible. The near-horizon geometry does not allow one to
obtain the mass of the black hole, but we can obtain it from
the perturbative solution (37). Imposing the extremality
condition f(r) = f'(r,) = 0, we find that

a az

Mew =97 00 " 5403

+ O(a?), (50)

while the extremal radius r, agrees exactly with the expan-

sion of v/b in (47). We have checked that the a expansion
of the mass converges very rapidly and the expression

above turns out to be very accurate even for Q = \/m.
We see that in order for the corrections to the mass to be
nonpositive we must have a > 0. Then, at the minimal
charge Q™" = ,/a the mass becomes M1 ~ 0.88+/a and
the entropy and area of extremal black holes vanish.

V. DISCUSSION

Duality-invariant modifications of Einstein-Maxwell
theory are interesting and well-motivated theories, but they
are highly nonlinear and often one cannot perform exact
computations. In this paper we have provided the first
example of exactly duality-invariant theories with non-
minimal couplings. Namely, we have shown that, in the
case of a quadratic dependence on the field strength, these
theories have the form given by (3), (17) and (18). It would
also be interesting to look for more general nonminimal
duality-preserving theories, i.e., including as well higher
powers of the Maxwell field strength, but this is a
challenging problem which will be treated elsewhere.

Focusing on the simplest of these theories, we have
studied its static and spherically symmetric solutions. As
we have shown, the equations of motion satisfied by the
metric in the latter theory are invariant under rotations
of the electric and magnetic charges, but due to their
complexity they can only be solved analytically in the
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perturbative regime—see (37). However, we found that the
near-horizon geometry of extremal black holes can be
obtained exactly.

A remarkable aspect about these extremal black holes
is that their entropy only receives a constant correction,
which is striking since the action is modified in a very
nonlinear way. A similar result is observed in the case
of Einstein-Born-Infeld theory, which suggests that duality
somehow simplifies the corrections to the entropy. It would
be interesting to explore other theories to understand
this possible connection better, but we do not have as of
this moment a simple explanation for this observation.

In addition, these extremal black holes possess a minimal
charge below which no solutions exist. Thus, it would
follow that any black hole with a charge below this
minimum value must be nonextremal—no matter how
small the mass is. We have also shown that the weak
gravity conjecture imposes the coupling constant a to be
positive, which led us to the conclusion that, at the minimal
charge, the area and entropy of extremal black hole vanish.
This is an intriguing behavior, and it is tantalizing to
assume that this minimal charge coincides precisely with
the elementary electric charge. An extremal black hole with
the charge of an electron is trivially the one with the lowest
(nonzero) charge, and one could argue that its entropy
would vanish because it would contain only one microstate.
However, we note that the entropy can always be shifted by
the introduction of a topological Gauss-Bonnet term in the

action, so the entropy of the minimal extremal black hole
can be changed.

These issues could be better understood by trying to
embed this theory in string theory, in whose case, a precise
entropy counting is available, e.g., [29,33-36]. In fact, we
have checked that our solution (37) coincides with the
o'-corrected Reissner-Nordstrom black hole of Ref. [37],
upon the identification @ = o'/8 [38]. This shows that our
theory (3) captures some of the stringy o' corrections, at least
in the situations where the additional degrees of freedom
besides the metric and the electromagnetic field can be
neglected.
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