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ABSTRACT

We construct regular black holes and stars that are geodesically complete and satisfy the
dominant energy condition from Einstein-f (F2) gravities with several classes of analytic f(F?)
functions that can be viewed as perturbations to Maxwell’s theory in weak field limit. We
establish that regular black holes with special static metric (gi g = —1) violate the strong
energy condition and such a regular black hole with Minkowski core violates the null energy
condition. We develop a formalism to perform electromagnetic duality transformations in
f(F?). We obtain two new explicit examples where the duality is a symmetry. We study
the properties of the corresponding dyonic black holes. We study the geodesic motions of a

particular class of solutions that we call repulson stars or black holes.
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1 Introduction

The Penrose singularity theorem, under the strong energy condition (SEC), relates the evolu-
tion of initial data to the spacetime structure [113]. If R,V *V#? > 0 for all causal vectors and
the initial data contain a closed trapped surface, the spacetime is geodesically incomplete. The
nature of the incompleteness is not given, but it is typically believed to be due to the blow up
of the curvature, although this is not proven. The situation is less clear for the inside of the
event horizon of either static or stationary black holes, but many explicit regular black holes
with no curvature singularity at the core have been constructed by relaxing the SEC. The best
known example is the Bardeen metric [4], which satisfies the weak energy condition (WEC).
Regular black holes satisfying the dominant energy condition (DEC) are rarer, but known to
exist in Einstein gravity coupled to quasi-topological electromagnetism [5], with the coupling
constant under some appropriate singular limit [6]. Regular black holes are all fine-tuned
objects, as there is always a free parameter associated with the condensation of gravitons in
Einstein gravity that will generally create a curvature singularity at the core. There is recently
a review on regular black holes that contains an extensive list of references [7].

Most of the constructions of regular black holes were ad hoc, writing up a desired metric
before a theory, as in the case of the Bardeen black hole, which was later recognized as a
nonlinear magnetic monopole [§8]. An interesting technique was proposed [10] to construct
Einstein gravity coupled to some nonlinear electrodynamics (NLED) that admits spherically-

symmetric and static black holes of the typeE|

2
ds? = —h(r)dt? + :(’“) +r2(d6? + sin? 0d¢?) (1)
r
i.e. gigrr = —1. (See an related earlier work [13].) This was referred to as a special static metric

in [9]. We shall adopt this terminology in this paper. The reverse engineering technique of [10]
shows that any such metric can be a magnetic monopole solution to Einstein-f(F?) gravity
with certain specific f(F?), where F? = FF),, and F), is the field strength of the Maxwell
potential A,. See a review on regular black holes sourced by nonlinear electrodynamics [14].

However, the corresponding f(F?) theories for the Bardeen or Hayward [15] metrics turn
out to be disappointing since the functions are non-analytic with fractional powers acting
directly on F2. There is not much one can do with such a theory other than hanging on the
wall. The statement is nevertheless significant and we can use it to prove two no-go theorems
for a regular black hole with the special static metric: (1) it must violate the SEC; (2) it must
violate the null energy condition (NEC) if it has the Minkowski core.

!Two commentary notes on |10 are worth mentioning [11}/12].



In this paper, we shall instead start with a sensible looking f(F?) and then construct
regular black holes. It turns out that a regular black hole requires very little from f(F?). We
must have f(co) = 0 to ensure asymptotic flatness, and we must have finite f(0) to ensure a
regular core. These two conditions can be easily satisfied. We further require that f(F?) be
an analytic function and can be viewed as a perturbation to Maxwell’s theory under weak field
limit, 7.e.

FF?) = —F + 0a(F?)" + aa(F?)* + - . (2)

Our construction simply assumes that the infinite sum gives rise to a closed-form expression
that allows for the existence of regular black holes. We construct several classes of such theories
and obtain explicit regular black holes and stars satisfying the DEC, with Reissner-Nordstrgm
(RN) like asymptotic structure, extending a previously known example [16,/17].

There are several advantages of this construction, in addition to having a sensible theory for
further study. Since Maxwell’s theory satisfies all the energy conditions, it is easier to construct
its perturbation and hence also the closed-form expression that satisfies the DEC, the strongest
energy condition possible after relaxing the SEC. Another important issue is that the de Sitter
(dS) core of a regular black hole is not enough to ensure the geodesic completeness of the
spacetime, and many popular “regular” black holes turn out to be geodesically incomplete
[18]. We show that the regular black holes constructed from our analytic f(F?) theories are
necessarily geodesically complete.

These regular black holes are magnetically charged and for a purist, the “regularity” is still
questionable since F? diverges at the r = 0 core, even though the metric is perfectly regular.
In this paper, we shall develop a formalism to perform electromagnetic duality transformation
on f(F?) theory, and obtain the dual theory f(G?). The same regular black holes are now
electrically charged. Furthermore, the electric field strength squared, i.e. G2, is finite all
the way from the core to asymptotic infinity, removing the last objection to calling these
spacetime configurations regular. Maxwell’s theory has the electromagnetic duality symmetry.
This symmetry is typically absent in general NLED. Born-Infeld theory [19] is one rare example
that retains the electromagnetic duality. Our formalism allows us to construct f(F?) theories
that possess the duality symmetry. We give two new explicit examples.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we consider Einstein-f(F?) gravity and
show that charged spherically-symmetric and static black holes must have the special static
metric. We obtain the equations of motion and review the reverse engineering technique of |10].
In section 3, we study the energy conditions and prove two no-go theorems for regular black
holes with special static metrics. In section 4, we present several analytic f(F?) theories that

admit explicit regular black hole or star solutions. In section 5, we develop the formalism to



perform electromagnetic duality on f(F?) theories, allowing us to obtain two explicit examples
of f(F?) with the electromagnetic duality symmetry and study the properties of the dyonic
black holes. In section 6, we study the geodesic motion of regular black holes and stars. We
conclude the paper in section 7.

It is understood that this paper mainly deals with asymptotically-flat spacetimes, unless it

is explicitly mentioned otherwise.

2 The general setup

We consider Einstein gravity minimally coupled to a class of NLED in the form of f(F?), where
F? = F*EF,, and F = dA is the field strength of the Maxwell potential A. The Lagrangian is

L= V=g(R+ f(F?). 3)
The variation of the Maxwell potential A, gives
Vu(eF") =0, @(F?) = f'(F?). (4)
The Einstein equation associated with the variation of the metric g, is

Gy = By — 39w R = 3 (= 40F2, + g f(F)) . (5)

2.1 Special static metrics

In four dimensions, the spherically-symmetric and static solutions can carry both electric and

magnetic charges. The most general ansatz takes the form

2
ds®> = —h(r)e "Mdt* + :(r) +72(d6? + sin® 0d¢?)
r
F = 4(r)dt Ndr+ psinfdd A de, (6)

where 1) is the radial electric field and p is the magnetic charge parameter. (See an related

earlier work [13].) It is easy to verify that
t T h !
—Gt +G =——0 =0. (7)
T

We therefore set ¢ = 0, without loss of generality. The resulting metric, taking the form of

(), is called a special static metric in [9]. This implies that

2p2
2 _ 2
F“=-2¢9 —1—74 . (8)

Consequently, we have
2(rh’ +h =1
Gt + Gy = 2R ey g ()

r2



With ¢ = 0, the Maxwell equation can be easily solved, independent of the metric function h,
giving
q

1/1:@, or 0=0. (10)

Note that the existence of the second case ¢ = 0 depends on the structure of the theory. For
example, in Maxwell’s theory, f(F?) = —F?, ¢ = —1. For general discussions in this section,
we therefore consider only the first case, where ¢ is the parameter of electric charges. (We
relegate the discussion of ¢ = 0 to section ) It is now easy to verify that the remaining
Einstein equations in the sphere direction are automatically satisfied, which amounts to acting

on ([9) with (rd, +2).

2.2 Reverse engineering technique and its critique

Typically one constructs black holes from a given specific theory. Reverse engineering technique
is a method to determine the appropriate theory for a given metric. This technique has been
used to construct black holes in Einstein-scalar theory, see e.g. [20H22]. A potential danger
is that the black hole in question is not the most general solution to the constructed theory.
In many cases, the black hole parameters, even including the mass, may become coupling
constants of the theory.

The reverse engineering technique of [10] is particularly simple in f(F?) theory, since the
equations of motion effectively reduce to the first-order equation @ Although we can in
principle perform electric and magnetic duality in a general f(F?) theory, it is actually rather
subtle and we shall discuss this in section Bl It is thus more convenient to discuss the reverse
engineering technique in the pure magnetic case, for which the complete set of equations of
motion reduces to @ with ¢» = 0. This implies that for any metric function h(r), we can

obtain f(F?) as a function of r, thus for magnetic solutions, one can determine the f(F?) by

2(rh/ +h —1)
2y _ srhv+h—1)
e T )
This leads to [10]
2072 1 (aF?)i
Bardeen : hzl—ir37 N f:f(a—)‘lw (12)
(r2 +g¢2)2 Y (14 VarF?)?
2072 1 F?)2
Hoyward: h=1— 27y L (o) (13)
e +g @ (1+ (aF?)7)

(The NLED theory for the Bardeen metric was obtained earlier [§].) It is certainly disap-
pointing to see that fractional powers, arising mainly from the reversing relation r ~ 1/ (FQ)i7

act directly on F2. Although there is no branch cut in these specific magnetic solutions, the



general theory surely does. Frankly there is not much one can do about these theories, except
for constructing these specific solutions.

Nevertheless, there is an important lesson one can learn from the fact that there exists an
f(F?) for any special static metric. This helps us to establish some no-go theorems of regular
metrics, which we shall discuss next. We shall resume the constructions of regular black holes

in section [l

3 Energy conditions and no-go theorems

For spherically-symmetric and static black holes, the metric is diagonal and so is the energy-
momentum tensor T} = diag{—p, pr, pr, pr}. Owing to the Einstein equation, we can express
the energy-momentum tensor using either the metric fields or the matter fields. For the special

static metrics, we have

K h-1
p=—DPr=—""7"7— 2
T T

n 20p?
=—3(f+apv),  pr=jn+ =1 - 1)

Owing to the fact that p+ p, = 0 for special static metrics , the energy conditions for h > 0

and h < 0 take the same form:

NEC: p+pr >0; WEC: p>06NEC; DEC: p—pr>06WEC;
SEC: pr > 0® NEC. (15)

This implies that when we discuss the special static metrics, we can simply examine the energy
and pressure density in the whole r € (—o0,00) region, ignoring the subtlety of whether the

metric has a horizon or not.

3.1 Energy conditions on a regular core

In the next section, we shall construct some explicit regular black holes or stars from Einstein-
f(F?), satisfying the DEC, but not the SEC. This raises the question of whether the SEC
prohibits such spacetime structures. For the spherically-symmetric and static spacetime to
be absent from a singularity in the middle, it could be a wormhole 23|, black bounce [24]
or a dark wormhole that connects to dS universe |25]. In Einstein gravity with minimally
coupled matter, they will inevitably violate the NEC. A simpler choice is that the r — 0 core
asymptotically approaches Minkowski, dS or anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetimes where the metric

function behaves as

h=1+ar?+azr* +0(r®),  he @ =by+bar? +b3r> + O(r3), by >0. (16)



The SEC and DEC conditions imply that
SEC : by > maX{O, agbo}; DEC : ag < 0, (Igbo < by < —2a2b0 . (17)

This star-like core configuration can satisfy both the DEC and SEC simultaneously. This is
expected since we certainly believe that the interior matter of our Sun (ignoring its rotation)
satisfies both conditions.

However, the regular black holes or stars from Einstein-f(F2) gravity have an additional
constraint, namely o = 0, implying that by = 1, as = ba, ag = b3, etc. The characteristics of

the core can be determined by the curvature, namely
ap <0 — dS core; ap =0 — Mink core; ap >0 — AdS core. (18)

The WEC or DEC requires a dS core with as < 0, but the SEC requires an AdS core with
as > 0. If the core is Minkowski with as = 0, the same argument proceeds with ag, and so
on. Thus, we can conclude that even with the g4g,- = —1 constraint, a regular core does not

necessarily violate either DEC or SEC, but it does violate WEC & SEC.

3.2 No-go theorem of regular black holes under SEC

Although the regular core does not violate the SEC locally, further imposing asymptotic flatness
at large r will, at least for the special static metrics. This is based on the earlier proof that any

such nontrivial metric can be a magnetic monopole of a certain Einstein- f(F?) theory with

p=-pr=—3f(x), pr=3f0)-xf'(x), x==>0. (19)

The SEC requires
p+pr=-—xf(x)=20, pr=0. (20)

Note that the first condition above is also the NEC condition in the transverse direction. It
should be kept in mind that » — 0 corresponds to x — oo and r — oo corresponds to xy = 0.
Therefore, the asymptotic flatness at large r requires f(0) = 0 and regularity at » = 0 requires
that f(oo) be a constant. In this case yxf’(x) must vanish as x — oo. Since f’(x) must be
negative due to the NEC, f(0co) must be a negative constant, indicating that the core is dS-like.
Thus, the strong energy condition must be violated at the core.

Earlier, we established that the local regular core does not necessarily violate the SEC, even
for the special static metrics. However, now we see that imposing the asymptotic flatness at
large distances and NEC everywhere, regular special static metrics necessarily violate the SEC

in the core. The violation may not be surprising since the regular special static metrics imply



that the time ticking rates for a static object are the same at both asymptotic infinity and
the core, which does not conform to the expectation that time dilation should have occurred.
Therefore, this no-go theorem on its own does not have much to say about more general static

metrics where g9, is not constant.

3.3 No-go theorem of regular black holes with Minkowski core

In order to have a Minkowski core, we must have f(oco) = 0. The asymptotic flatness at large
r requires that f(0) = 0. This implies that for non-vanishing f, there must be a minimum of
f(x) and hence we must also have f/'(y) > 0 at a certain spacetime region. This immediately
leads to a violation of the NEC in the transverse direction.

Before finishing this section, we would like to emphasize that although we made use of the
tool of the reverse engineering technique, our two no-go theorems apply to all regular black

holes with special static metrics.

4 Regular black holes and stars from analytic f(F?)

Having established the no-go theorem under SEC, we shall be content to construct regular
black holes satisfying DEC. For a simple equation such as @, we do not really need the
reverse engineering technique since the solution is already a quadrature:

1 2

24 e 2\ 7 2 2p
h=1——+4 — F*)d Fe = . 21
g |, 24 (21)
The absence of singularity at 7 = 0, corresponding to F? — oo, requires that
lim f(F?) = constant . (22)
F2—00
For the solution to be (AdS)-RN-like asymptotically, we may also require that
lim f(F?) ~ —2A¢ — F2. (23)

F2-0
4.1 A simple example

For the most part of our paper, we shall set the bare cosmological constant Ag = 0. Such

examples with can be easily constructed, and we shall present several classes of such

theories in section |4.3] Their magnetically-charged solutions have analogous properties and we

select the simplest example to illustrate the general feature here. The simplest case perhaps is
2

f=



The theory was first proposed in [16]. The theory reduces to the standard Maxwell theory
when o = 0. For small «, this can be viewed as a certain order-by-order higher-derivative
correction to Maxwell’s theory, which just happens to be able to be summed over to a closed-
form expression.

For the magnetic ansatz, the metric function A is

oM p? 2ap®
h:1—7+ﬁ2F1[%71§%;_

] (25)

ré

The hypergeometric function can also be expressed in terms of simpler special functions

1 1.5.
2F1[1>1a 4

42

—V2yYz+ T +1
—log( NN )) (26)

1
T

| = v (2(7r + arctan(1 — v2/x) — arctan(1 + v2V/x)

The metric with these special functions was given in [17] where the black hole properties were
analyzed. It is straightforward to verify that the solution satisfies the DEC for all real 7.
The metric is asymptotic to Minkowski spacetime at large r, and its leading falloffs are

RN-like carrying the magnetic charge, with

2M  p® 2apt
ho1 M P 2w
r r2 576

+0(r719). (27)

For sufficiently large M, there are roots of function h, the event horizon is the largest root r.

It is straightforward to obtain the complete set of the thermodynamic variables

2 2 2
Ty D 1 5 2ap 1 Py 2
M=+ sR (3 hn——5 ), T=7—- L S=m?,
2 " or, 2t <4 A > drry  4r (2ap? +rh) *
3p 1 .5 2up? prd
= B = 2 oF (=15 28
Qm p, m 47’+ 241 <4a "4’ rf’; 80&]92—}—47”1’ ( )

and verify the first law dM = TdS + ®,,dQ,. For our convention (23), the magnetic charge
and its potential are defined by

Qm = L [ d,, = / dr 2 (29)
= — = — T—Q.
m 471' ) m - 7“280

Since the solution satisfies the DEC and trace energy condition (TEC), it follows that it satisfies

both the upper and lower bounds on temperature [26]

1 M
™S S

1

3M
<A< —— — | —.
- - S TS

Note that the upper bound requires only the NEC and was established in [27].
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The f(F?) theory was motivated to construct regular black holes. Regular special
static metrics are all similar, and well studied in literature. For later purpose and also com-
pleteness, we shall give a quick review here. Indeed, at » = 0, where curvature singularity can

arise, we have

N

2(M — M) 12
( )—T——i—(’)(r?’), M — 7Tp1'
4(8ar)1

T 6
The solution is absent of curvature singularity provided that M = M. It should be pointed

(30)

out that this is a fine-tuned result since a slight increase or decrease of the mass away from
M will yield singularity. For M > M, the singularity at » = 0 is time-like, analogous to
the Schwarzschild black hole. When M < M, the singularity is space-like, analogous to the
RN black hole, as can be seen in the left panel of Fig. (1} (For M < M, p must be sufficiently
large to avoid naked singularity.) Note that the number of black hole horizons (including
the inner ones) can be 1, 2 and 3. It was shown that black holes satisfying SEC can have
at most two horizons [28], but such a restriction does not exist for black holes under DEC.
Black holes satisfying DEC with four horizons were constructed in Einstein gravity coupled to

quasi-topological electromagnetism [5].

1.0%
— p=4

08f p=4.4873

06Ff p=6
04F

021

-0.21

~0.4F

Figure 1: The metric function h of singular and regular solutions. The left panel displays singular black
holes with M # M. The singularity is time-like when M > M, with either one or three horizons. It
is space-like when M < M with two horizons. The right panel shows regular solutions with M = M,

associated with repulson star, extremal and nonextremal black holes. In both panels, we have set o = 1.

When M = M, the metric is regular and geodesically complete, and three spacetime

structures can arise. When p = p* = 4.4873,/«, corresponding to

M, = 4.43909v/oc, 1y =r_ =4.22895/a. (31)

ext T

The solution is a regular extremal black hole. When p > p%, the regular black hole becomes

nonextremal with two horizons. When p < p*, the solution describes a star with no horizons.
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The fact that the function A has a minimum implies that the static gravity force is repulsive

close to the core. We shall refer to this spacetime configuration as a “repulson star.”
Regardless of the number of the horizons, the general first law established earlier holds for

all these special cases. However, the situation needs a special mention for the repulson star

since we no longer have a horizon. In this case, the first law of repulson star dynamics is
*op
dM = &,,dQ,, , b, = —/ dr —ep. (32)
0 r

An analogous first law was also obtained for electrically-charged boson stars [29)].

It is worth pointing out that although the metric is regular, the field strength F? is divergent
at the core due to the construction of the magnetic monopole. However, the finite ®,, of the
repulson star , which is in fact the potential of the electric dual of F', strongly suggests
that the dual electrically-charged solution would be regular not only in the metrics, but also

in the field strength. We shall come back to discuss this in section

4.2 Geodesic completeness

When M = M®, the curvature is regular at the core r = 0 with a positive cosmological
constant. However, having a dS core does not guarantee that the spacetime is geodesically
complete at r = 0, if the function h is not an even function of radial coordinate r [18]. In our
case, the regular metric is indeed even on r. This can be seen more explicitly in the small r
expansion:

2 6 10 14 18

T T r T
6o 28’2 W (a3ph) T 240078 608 (aPp8)

h(r)=1-— +0 (r®). (33)

A careful examination of the hypergeometric function can determine that the regular h(r)
of is indeed an even function of r. In fact, the evenness of the function h was guaranteed
in our construction, which insists that the function f(F?) is an analytic function of F? that is
infinitely differentiable. Since F? = 2p?/r*, f(F?) must be an even function of 7, and hence is
the h(r) given by for p=0.

Since the metric is an even function of r, the regions of negative r are identical to those
of positive 7, and hence there is no curvature singularity everywhere in r € (—o00,00). Since
the foliating 2-sphere collapses at r = 0, we can have an option of identifying the negative and
positive regions so that r runs only from 0 to plus infinity. This argument applies to all our

regular examples constructed in this paper.

12



4.3 Further examples

The simple f(F?) theory is one of many such examples one can construct. We require that
the theory has one coupling constant a and for small «, f(F?)’s are perturbative higher-order
corrections to Maxwell’s theory. We further require that the metric can be analytically solved
and contains regular black holes and stars. Here are several further examples. We present both
the theory and metric function A of the magnetic solution. We shall not discuss their global
structure since, as mentioned earlier, the essential characteristics are the same as that of the
earlier simple case.

The first class of f(F?) theories is given by

f:ixu+;wy‘07

h = 1—7+6V—a(2F1[—Z,y;1;—arT]—1). (34)

The v = 1 case yields the earlier simple example. This series contains Maxwell’s theory.
Specifically, when v = —1 and —1/2, the theory is the standard Maxwell theory or BI theory
(of purely electric or magnetic charges) respectively. For v < —1, the theories violate the NEC;
for —1 < v < —1/2, they satisfy both the DEC and SEC; for v > —1/2, they satisfy DEC, but
not SEC, and regular magnetic monopoles emerge.

The second class of theories takes the form

F?2
= T aratmpy
2M 2 2
h=1- "=+ LRl v+ i—a(Z)). (35)

Suitable energy conditions require that puv < 1, in which case, DEC is satisfied. In all our
regular solutions satisfying the DEC, the cores at r — 0 are necessarily dS. In the above
example, if pr > 1, f(oo) = 0, and hence the solution will have the Minkowski core. However,
as was established, these solutions necessarily violate the NEC.

The third example is given by

1 2
f= 7(67204F2 — 1) ~ —F2+a(F2)2 _ 7042(}72)3_’_'” ?
2a 3
21 r? 4ap?

It can be easily verified that the general solution satisfies DEC provided that o > 0.

Finally we consider

1
N CEE VO (37)

13



The function vanishes at both F? — oo and F? — 0. It gives rise to a regular black hole with

the Minkowski core
6 _40¢p2

e 1
64a2p?

As we have proven generally, this regular black hole violates NEC. It is worth emphasizing

h(r — 0) ~1— T (38)

again before finishing this section that all our regular black holes are geodesically complete.

5 Electromagnetic duality via scalar-vector theories

5.1 Electromagnetic duality transformation

In the previous section, we constructed several classes of explicit examples of f(F?) theories
that admit regular black holes or stars. All of these solutions carry magnetic charges. A direct
construction requiring both analyticity of f(F?) and regularity of black holes turns out to be
tough for electrically-charged configurations, and there were no-go theorems against regular
black holes carrying electric charges [13,30]. However, Maxwell’s equation of motion implies
that there exists a dual version of the f(F?) theory where the same regular metrics are instead
supported by the electric charges.
The electromagnetic duality transformation follows directly from Maxwell’s equation ,
given by
pxlF'=G =dB, (39)

where B is the potential of the dual field strength G. This equation implies that
O’ F? = —G2. (40)

We can thus solve for F? in terms of G2. However, the minus sign illustrates a subtlety
of electromagnetic duality. For Maxwell’s theory with ¢ = —1, the minus sign shows that
substituting the dual relation above into the Lagrangian will yield a wrong sign of the dual
theory. In the case of Maxwell’s theory, the dualization can be done properly in the first-order
formalism, namely

L=f(F)s1+2dBAF. (41)

The variation with respect to B yields dF = 0, giving rise to the f(F?) theory. Variation of
F gives us duality equation ([39). However, since for general f(F %), we do not know how to
express F' in terms of G explicitly, we do not have a way of evaluating the dB A F' term, as a

function of G. This subtlety leads us to consider the equivalent scalar-vector theory of f(F?).

14



5.2 Scalar-vector and f(F?) theories

As in the case of f(R) gravity, we can express an f(F?) theory in terms of an equivalent
scalar-vector theory, namely
L==g(-¢*F* =V (9)), (42)
where
==,  V=x"00-f()- (43)
It should be pointed out that the inverse function of f’(x) may not always have a closed-form
expression, in which case, the potential V in cannot be expressed by F? in a closed form.
For example, this procedure does not work well for the f(F?) theories associated with the
Bardeen or Hayward black holes.
Our examples of f(F?) are simple analytical functions and f/(x)’s have their inverses. For
example, it is straightforward to obtain the scalar-vector theory for the simplest example:

F? 1

_ _ = _1)\2
f=trm 0 Ve=rlo-17 (1)

Here are the further examples of our f(F?) theories and their scalar-vector equivalences:

F? 1 on \ 2H
S V== (1-¢n1
f (1 + (aF2)n)n < a( ¢ )
1 1 _ 1 2 24
f_ﬂ<(1+aF2)V_1>’ H V_ow<1+y¢ (v+1)¢ )’
_i —2aF? _ _i — 2 2 2
foo@®P 1), e Ve (1= ¢+ Flog ). (45)

Note that although fractional powers on a kinetic term such as F? are abhorrent, they are not
always problematic in the scalar potential.
Having obtained the scalar-vector theory for a relevant f(F?) theory, it is straightfor-

ward to obtain its electromagnetic dual, given by
L=v=g(- ¢G>~ V(9)). (46)
This allows us to derive the electromagnetic duality perturbatively, namely
£:\/Tg<—F2+a(F2)2+5(F2)3+---), (47)
is dual to
£=v=g(~C*+alG)? = (B+4a?)(G)* + ). (48)
We thus see that up to and including the subleading order, the electromagnetic duality of

Maxwell’s theory remains a symmetry. The duality continues to be the symmetry at the (F2)3

order provided that f = —2a2.
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As a concrete example, we now perform the electromagnetic duality transformation on the
simplest NLED (24). The scalar-vector theory of the dual theory is given by with the
scalar potential given by . The scalar equation of motion implies that

ot — 3 = —aG?. (49)

Substituting the appropriate ¢ as a function of G? back to yields the dual theory f(G?2).
The closed-form expression of the quartic-order polynomial exists, but is somewhat unpre-

sentable. We give both the small and large G limits:
f(G?) = —G? + a(G*)* — 30%(G?)® + O((G*)Y),

~ 2 i 1
e = 1+ () + ol . i

which confirm the duality relation established order by order between and in the
weak-field limit. This is in fact the general feature of our analytic f(F?) theory. The duality

transformation implies that G2 as a function of F? is infinitely differentiable for our
requirements of both analyticity and weak-field limit , and hence vice versa, F? as a function
of G? is also infinitely differentiable. This ensures that our regular magnetic monopole metrics
are also the well-defined electrically-charged solutions of the dual theory.

However, for the electrically-charged solution, we have G? = —2¢2. It would thus be
problematic if the electric field 1) becomes large at the regular core, since f(G?) is not analytic

at large G?. However, the duality transformation in this case become

o (51)
- (Q+ar?)t?

which vanishes at both asymptotic infinity » — oo and the regular core r = 0, since F? =
2p? /r4. Therefore, although F? diverges at the core in the regular magnetic monopole, G?
of the dual theory is finite from the core to asymptotic infinity, giving rise to an electrically-

charged black hole or star that is regular not only in the metric, but also in the field strength.

5.3 f(F?) theories with electromagnetic duality symmetry

Electromagnetic duality is a symmetry of Maxwell’s theory f = —F2. As we see earlier, it
is no longer a symmetry for general f(F2) NLED theories. However, if it can be expressed
as the scalar-vector theory with V(¢) = V(¢~1), the duality transformation remains a

symmetry. The simplest such example is

V=l +e?-2), (52)
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corresponding to
2
f:E<1—\/1+aF2). (53)

This theory is effectively the BI theory for purely electric or purely magnetic cases, but it
is not the BI field since it lacks the term (e“*?°F,, F,,)?. Nevertheless, the theory has the
electromagnetic duality symmetry, as in the case of the BI theory, despite the absence of the
term.

By the same logic, we can construct more examples of f(F?) that have electromagnetic

duality. We present two explicit examples. Consider the potential

1 1
YT @ ey o

it leads to

£:81a<\/1+\/1+8aF2 (3—\/1+8aF2>3/2—4>. (55)

Another example is provided with
V=—(¢3+¢3-2), (56)

which leads to

24 8202+ V1+aF?)
« aV1+V1+aF?
It can be checked that for small F2 expansion, both of our new examples have the same

structure of with 8 = —2a?2, up to and including the (#2) order, with the understanding

L

(57)

that appropriate scaling of o may be needed.

5.4 Dyonic black hole

It can be argued that the f(F?) of is the simplest NLED that preserves electromagnetic
duality. The dyonic black hole is given by [30]

2M 1 3 1 11 2% 2
- 1- =4 _(1-F (- = . Z._ —
h r +3a< 1( 42 2 A ) )

/2 2 4
A= wdt + pecosfde, (58)
r2y/20q? + 1t

where F} is the Appell hypergeometric function. The electromagnetic duality is manifest since

the last two arguments in the Appell hypergeometric function are symmetric in exchange.
When p = 0 or ¢ = 0, the Appell hypergeometric function collapses to the hypergeometric
function, and the solution reduces respectively to the electric or magnetic black hole of Einstein-
BI gravity, as can be expected. When p = ¢, the solution reduces to the usual dynonic RN

black hole of equal electric and magnetic charges.
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The dyonic black hole for our new self-dual theories and are much more compli-
cated. The electric field of the theory satisfies the algebraic relation

\/\/—16aw2 160”4 g 4
r2\/3—\/ 160p? 4 1027 4 1

When p = ¢, it has a simple solution 1) = ¢/r?, and the metric becomes that of the dyonic

(59)

RN black hole with equal electric and magnetic charges, as in the earlier simpler example.
Although the algebraic equation can be solved explicitly, it is not worth presenting the

result. We shall give only the large-r expressions

_ g Hag(d®—p%)  8a’q(p' +2°¢° — 3¢")

¢ - 7“232 3 3 %6 5 4 2 9 2 4 7T16(]
n aq(p—Pi]4+pq—q)+m7
T
B IM p2—|—q2 20 (p2—q2)2 82 (p2—q2)2 (p2+q2)
S 372+ 2322 ; 257;6 4Jr ortt
8a® (p? — ¢*)” (Tp* + 20°¢* + T¢*)
B 13714 * (60)

For our other self-dual theory , the purely electric and magnetic solution can be constructed

explicitly, giving

h=1 2M 4 5,3 V2 (40%Q" - 20aQ?r" + 5%) \/\/W + 72
=1-—+ ro —

r Sar (rt = 20Q?) /20Q? + r* — 60Q?r? + 16 ’

(61)

where @ is either magnetic p or electric q. An analytic solution of the general dyonic black

hole is unlikely to exist, but the large r expansion is given by

a ., 3ag (p* —¢°)  9a”q (p* +2p°¢* — 3¢")

v = r2 4r6 32710
3¢ (35p° + 3p*q® + 105pq* — 143¢5) N
128714 ’
- 1_%+p2+q2_3Of(p2—q2)2+a2(p2—q2)2(p2+q2)
r r2 4076 32910
ol (p2 — q2)2 (143p4 + 146p2q2 + 143q4) 69
6656714 + (62)

In all these solutions, the electromagnetic duality p <+ ¢ is manifest and the solution collapses
to the dyonic RN black hole when p = ¢. It is also worth pointing out, as we have explained
earlier, the black holes of all the self-dual theories are necessarily the same up to and including
the a? order, after matching the coupling constant appropriately. They diverge at the a?

order. While these dyonic black holes are certainly of interest, they are not regular, and are
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outside the scope of the main discussion of this paper. We have not yet managed to construct
an exact regular dyonic black hole, which is in line with the observation that dyonic solutions

are incompatible with a regular core [14].

6 Further properties

6.1 Repulson black holes and stars

The special static metrics are completely determined by the equation
rh' +h—1=—p, (63)

for a given matter energy density p. Thus regular solutions are necessarily fine-tuned by
choosing the mass parameter precisely. Any deviation of this parameter with other parameters
fixed will necessarily generate a singularity, naked or covered by an event horizon. It is thus
of interest to examine how the motions of a neutral particle are influenced by the regular
solutions.

The solutions we have constructed all contain two integration constants (M, p), together
with the coupling constant « of the theory. They all have similar features and we therefore
use the solution as an illustrative example. Without loss of generality, we set a = 1,
which has the effect of setting the scale of the system. The solution is regular when M = M.
As illustrated in the right panel of Fig. I when p > 4.4873, the metric is a black hole, the
singularity must inevitably develop once any massive neutral particles fall into the black hole.

The situation becomes more interesting when p < 4.4873, in which case, the metric de-
scribes a star with a dS core. Therefore, massive neutral particles will experience a repulsive
gravity force. For this reason we call such a star a repulson. Note that gravity becomes
attractive as usual once the particle is sufficiently far away from the core.

Repulsive force can also emerge in singular black holes, as shown in the right panel of Fig.
when M = 1.1M*°" and p = 4. The extra wiggle of the function h outside the black hole implies
that the gravity is repulsive in the region between the local maximum and minimum. Such
black hole structures were also reported in dyonic black holes from Einstein gravity coupled to
quasitopological electromagnetism [5].

The geodesic motion of a massive (e = 1) and massless (e = 0) particle is governed by the
conservation of the Hamiltonian

H:f"2+h(r)<f22+e> = FE%. (64)
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Defining U = h(r) (% + 6) — E?, a circular orbit at radius ro must satisfy
U(rg) =0=U'(rg). (65)

The circular orbit is stable when U”(rp) > 0 and unstable when U"(ry) < 0.

6.1.1 Photon spheres and shadows

The circular orbits of photons (e = 0) are determined by (h/r?)’ = 0, and their stability is
determined by the sign of (h/r?)"”. Since h(r — oo) — 1, the quantity (h/r?)’ negatively

approaches zero at the asymptotic infinity. For stars or black holes, we have

star: (%)l

Thus a star can only have an even number of photon spheres, including zero. A black hole can

<0; black hole: ( f )'

r2

>0. (66)

r—0 =Ty

only have an odd number of photon spheres, with at least one. In either case, the outmost
photon sphere is the unstable one and alternatingly stable and unstable between the two
adjacent photon spheres.

We now examine the concrete example of the star solution given in section with
M = M. We can rescale all the lengthy quantities by a factor of \/a so that they be-
come dimensionless, and then set @ = 1 for simplicity. The solution describes a star provided
that p < p* = 4.4873. For sufficiently small p, there is no photon sphere. When p > 4.02268,
two photon spheres emerge. The outer unstable photon sphere increases its size as p increases.
The inner stable photon sphere decreases in size until it touches the horizon of the extremal
black hole that the star forms at p = p*. For p > p*, there exists only one unstable photon
sphere that expands with the increasing of p.

The repulson black holes have two independent parameters (M, p), and they are character-
ized by the extra wiggle of the metric function h outside the horizon. We shall not be exhaustive
in its analysis since a similar phenomenon occurred in dyonic black holes from Einstein gravity
coupled to quasi-topological electromagnetism [5]. It should be pointed out that the wiggle
does not guarantee that there must be an extra photon sphere. For example, for M = 1.1M,
the p = 3 solution is a repulson black hole, but with only one photon sphere at r; = 0.728832,
outside the horizon ry = 0.507009. When p = 3.5, the black hole with r; = 0.659149 remains
a repulson, but now it has three photon spheres, with radii 1 = 0.920509, ro = 3.51253 and
r3 = 6.10713. Black holes with three photon spheres with the middle one being stable were
first reported in [5]. More black holes with multiple photon spheres were later found in [32}33].

The outermost photon sphere will give rise to a black hole shadow of the radius

= h (67)

TG
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It was conjectured that black hole parameters satisfy a sequence of inequalities [34]

%7"+ < 7pn < % < 3M, (68)

which include those obtained in [36,37]. The relevant energy conditions were established in [35].
The black holes constructed from the f(F?2) theory in this paper, singular or regular, all obey
the above inequality. For the regular star solution that admits photon spheres, the above

inequalities are also satisfied, although the leftmost inequality does not apply.

6.1.2 Static massive shell, circular orbits

We now consider circular orbits of massive particles. We shall focus on the repulson black
holes or stars since our analysis would yield no interesting results for a typical black hole. For
the star solution in question, at a given p, there is an ry, such that h'(rym) = 0. Gravity is
attractive for r < rmin and hence there can be no circular orbits. Circular orbits can exist at
all 7o > rmin, and they are all stable for sufficiently small p.

Unstable circular orbits develop when p is sufficiently large, but not large enough to form a
black hole. Concretely, we consider p = 4, we have i, = 3.9927, r1 = 5.5511 and ro = 12.929
such that

Ulry))=U'(r;) =U"(r;) =0, 1=1,2. (69)

circular orbits exist only outside the static massive shell at ry,. We find

Stable orbits: T > T2, Tmin < 70 < T,

Unstable orbits: e <1o<T2. (70)

We therefore refer r; to the “local outermost stable circular orbit,” or LOSCO, and refer rsy
to the “local innermost stable circular orbit,” or LISCO. These properties suggest that the
repulson stars may be able to withstand the perturbation from forming a black hole.

We now examine the circular orbits of repulson black holes. We shall not be exhaustive
in exploring the two parameters (M, p). Instead we consider a specific example, depicted in
the left panel of Fig. (1], i.e. M = 1.1M. Setting v = 1 again, the black hole develops three
horizons when p > 3.66215. Thus the repulson black hole with a single horizon exists when we
have 0 < p < 3.66215. We consider two specific cases, p = 3 and p = 3.5. Table 1 lists some
essential data of these two black holes. Here, 1 denotes the horizon radius, réh are the radius
of the photon spheres, with ¢ = 1,2,3. The maximum and minimum of the metric function A

are located at rmax and ryi, respectively, and rpisco is the LISCO location.
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1 2 3
p T+ Tph Tmax T'min Tph "ph TLISCO

3.0 1 0.50701 | 0.72883 | 1.18561 | 2.99809 NA NA NA
3.5 | 0.65915 | 0.92051 | 1.2806 | 3.2372 | 3.51253 | 6.10713 | 12.000

Table 1. Relevant data of the two repulson black holes with M = M and o = 1.

With the data presented in Table 1, we can easily describe the properties of massive circular
orbits. When p = 3, circular orbits are not possible within the innermost photon sphere 7}1>h>
since it would require imaginary orbital angular momentum L. Circular orbits emerge in the
region (rrl)h, Tmax), 1-6. from the unstable photon sphere to ryax, which is the location of the
unstable static massive shell. No circular orbits could exist in (rmax, min) Since gravity is
repulsive there. A stable static massive shell can form at ry;,,. We find that for all ¥ > 7y,
there can be stable circular orbits.

The circular orbits have even richer properties when p = 3.5. The circular orbits in
(réh,rmax), (rmin,rgh), (Tf;h,rmsco), (rLisco, o0) are unstable, stable, unstable, stable, re-
spectively. In regions that are not mentioned above, there is no circular orbit since it would

require imaginary values of E, L or both.

6.2 Cosmological constant from constant electric field

We have so far focused on the spacetime structures that are asymptotic to Minkowski. It is
straightforward to introduce a bare cosmological constant Ag in the Lagrangian of Einstein-
f(F?) theory. The metric remains specially static and the function h is simply augmented by
a term —Agr?/3. It should be clarified that our second no-go theorem is no longer applicable,
since one can always fine-tune the cosmological constant so that the dS core becomes Minkowski
core.

In this subsection, we would like to point out an intriguing phenomenon that for certain
f(F?) theories, a cosmological constant can be generated from a constant electric field provided

that ¢(F?) has zeros. (See also [30].) The effective cosmological constant is given by

Aef‘f = _%f(_ng) ) with (P(_ng) =0. (71)

As an example, we consider
f=—BF+a(F?)?). (72)

In this case, for a purely electric configuration F' = dr A dt, Maxwell’s equation of motion
can be solved with constant ¢y = 1/(2y/«) and hence the effective cosmological constant is
generated:

Ao = — . (73)



For general nonconstant ¢, it satisfies

Bl —4av?) = 5. (74)

Thus for 7 runs from 0 to co, the electric field ¥ runs from oo to ¢ instead of zero, giving rise
to an electrically charged black hole that is asymptotic to (A)dS.
Another interesting example is f = —3F?v/1 + aF2. The Maxwell equation is

3000 _ q 75)

V1-—2ay?2  r?
Thus we have 19 = 1/v/3a, giving rise to Aeg = —3/(3v/3 ). In this case, the electric field 1)

runs from 11 = 1/v/2a to ¢ as r runs from zero to infinity.

7 Conclusions

We studied Einstein gravity minimally coupled to a particular type of NLED in the form of
f(F?). The spherically-symmetric and static solution will necessarily take the special static
metric ([IJ). We presented several classes of analytic functions of f(F 2) and obtained explicit
regular black holes or stars that satisfy the DEC. In the weak field limit, these f(F?) theories
can be viewed as perturbations to Maxwell’s theory. Our construction allows one to study
both the theories and black holes further at a deeper level. Table 2 lists some major properties

of various black holes.

WEC | DEC | SEC | TEC | Regular | f-Analytic
RN v v v v X v
BI v v v v X v
Bardeen v X X X v X
Hayward v X X X X X
Ours v v X v v v

Table 2: Properties of various black holes in Einstein gravity coupled to NLED.

We managed to prove that regular black holes and stars with special static metrics
must violate the SEC and such black holes with Minkowski core must violate the NEC. Such
violation may not be surprising for the regular special static metrics since the time ticking rates
of static objects sitting at asymptotic infinity and at the core are the same. This is certainly
counterintuitive since we know that there is a gravitational time dilation in the middle of a

real star such as the Sun. Therefore we should not overstate our conclusion to include the
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more general static metrics where g1 g, is not constant, in which case the situation remains
far from being clear.

It should be emphasized again that regular black holes are fine-tuned objects where the free
parameter mass in the general solution is taken to be some specific value to avoid the curvature
singularity at the core. We therefore examined the geodesic motions of the regular solutions.
When the charge p is sufficiently small, the solution is a star with repulsive static gravity force
at the core. We therefore call such a solution a repulson star. There is a static potential
minimum where a massive static shell can accumulate. Gravity becomes attractive outside
this shell, and circular orbits are stable if they are sufficiently close to the shell. These imply
that the repulson stars are perturbatively stable from collapsing to a black hole. However, if
p is sufficiently large and the metric becomes a black hole, there is nothing to prevent it from
attracting massive particles to develop singularity in the core. For singular black holes, there
can exist 1, 2 or 3 horizons. The single horizon black hole can also be repulson-like, and its
perturbative stability requires further investigation. Both repulson stars and black holes can
attract multiple photon spheres with a stable one shielded by the shadow if observed from afar.

Our explicit examples of regular black holes carry magnetic charges, and F? diverges at
the core. We developed a formalism by making use of the scalar-vector theory to perform
electromagnetic duality transformation in f(F2). This allows us to obtain the dual theory of
these regular black hole metrics so that they carry the electric charges instead. Intriguingly
this cures the problem of the divergence of F? at the core in the magnetic cases. The F? is now
finite from the core (r = 0) to asymptotic infinity (r — oo) for the dual electrically-charged
regular black holes. We also applied formalism of the electromagnetic duality to obtain two new
examples and of NLED that have electromagnetic duality. We studied the properties
of their dyonic black holes that exhibit manifest electromagnetic duality.

Our final observation is that an effective cosmological constant can emerge from a constant
electric field in some appropriate f(F?). However, the homogeneity and isotropicity of the space
are broken by the tensor field strength, even though the metric is homogeneous. Therefore,
such NLED should belong to the dark sector that interacts with normal matter only through

gravitation. It is of interest to investigate their physical implication in cosmology.
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