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Abstract. In classical Maxwell’s electromagnetism, monopole term of the electric

field is proportional to r−2, while higher order multipole terms, sourced by anisotropic

sources, fall-off faster. However, in nonlinear electromagnetism even a spherically

symmetric field has multipole-like contributions. We prove that the leading sub-

dominant term of the electric field, defined by nonlinear electromagnetic Lagrangian

obeying Maxwellian weak field limit, in a static, spherically symmetric, asymptotically

flat spacetime, is of the order O(r−6) as r → ∞. Moreover, using Lagrange inversion

theorem and Faà di Bruno’s formula, we derive the series expansion of the electric field

from the Taylor series of an analytic electromagnetic Lagrangian.

Keywords: nonlinear electromagnetic fields, spacetime symmetries, asymptotic con-

ditions

1. Introduction

Harmonic functions, solutions of the Laplace equation ∆u = 0 on some open set Ω ⊆ Rm,

are ubiquitous in physics. The most familiar examples are electric scalar potential

and stationary distribution of the temperature in the source-free region. Even from

a mathematical perspective, harmonic functions stand out with numerous exceptional

properties [1]: they attain extrema only on the boundary of the domain, their value at

each point s ∈ Ω is equal to the average value over any ball B(s, r) ⋐ Ω, and even if we

assume that a harmonic function belongs “just” to class C2 of differentiability, it turns

out that it is necessarily analytic in the interior of its domain. In case when m ≥ 3,

asymptotic behaviour of harmonic functions becomes particularly restricted: the mere

assumption that u(x) → 0 as ‖x‖ → ∞ in the complement of a compact set, implies

that u is in fact of order O(‖x‖2−m) as ‖x‖ → ∞. Physical intuition about the latter

result comes from the multipole expansion, in which the monopole term has the slowest

http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.08909v2


Hexadecapole at the heart of nonlinear electromagnetic fields 2

fall-off rate at infinity. Moreover, in the case of spherically symmetric solution, the only

harmonic function vanishing at infinity is proportional to ‖x‖2−m.

All this becomes far less trivial once we move from the linear Laplace equation

to its nonlinear generalizations, most notably in the context of electromagnetism.

Namely, we already know, both from high-energy experiments and quantum field

theoretic predictions, that Maxwell’s electromagnetism is not the complete description

of the electromagnetic fields in the nature and one needs to look at its extensions, so-

called nonlinear electromagnetic (NLE) theories. A prominent family of NLE theories,

defined by a Lagrangian density which is a function of two electromagnetic invariants‡,
F := FabF

ab and G := Fab ⋆F
ab, has its roots in the early days of quantum field theory,

with Born–Infeld [2, 3] and Euler–Heisenberg Lagrangians [4, 5]. Over the past several

decades investigation of gravitating NLE fields has intensified [6, 7], motivated to some

extent by a prospect of regularization of spacetime singularities [8–11].

In this paper we shall investigate properties of the electric field and the

corresponding electric scalar potential at spatial infinity of asymptotically flat,

spherically symmetric spacetime, assuming that NLE theory reduces to Maxwell’s

electromagnetism for weak fields. Here it is convenient to introduce abbreviations for

partial derivatives, e.g. LF := ∂FL and LG := ∂GL , and H :=
√
F2 + G2 for the

“radial coordinate” in the F-G plane. Generalized source-free Maxwell’s equations,

corresponding to the NLE Lagrangian L (F,G), may be written as

dF = 0 , d⋆Z = 0 , (1)

where Z := −4(LFF + LG⋆F) is an auxiliary 2-form. Finally, in order to make the

notion of weak field limit more precise, we rely on the following definition.

Definition 1.1. We say that an NLE Lagrangian density L (F,G) satisfies the Max-

wellian weak field (MWF) limit if it is of C1 class on some neighbourhood of the origin

(0, 0) and

LF(F,G) = −1

4
+O(H) and LG(F,G) = O(H) (2)

as H → 0.

Essential parts of our analysis do not depend on gravitational field equations, so

the conclusions may be equally applied to gravitating electromagnetic fields, as well as

test fields on a fixed background.

2. First order correction to Maxwell

Let (M, gab) be a smooth 4-dimensional static, spherically symmetric Lorentzian

manifold, with the corresponding Killing vector fields, ka (time translation) and

{Xa
1 , X

a
2 , X

a
3} (spherical symmetry), such that £kX

a
i = 0 for all i. In canonical choice of

‡ The Hodge dual ⋆ω of a p-form ω is defined as (4 − p)-form ⋆ωap+1...a4
= 1

p!
ωb1...bpǫ

b1...bp
ap+1...a4 .
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coordinates (t, r, θ, ϕ), under the assumption that ∇ar 6= 0, the metric may be written

in a form

ds2 = −α(r) dt2 + β(r) dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2) . (3)

Furthermore, let F be the electromagnetic field, a solution of (1), inheriting all the

spacetime symmetries, £kF = £Xi
F = 0 for all i. If we introduce the electric 1-form

E = −ikF and the magnetic 1-form H = ik⋆Z, generalized Maxwell’s equations (1)

imply that they are closed forms,

dE = −dikF = (−£k + ikd)F = 0 , (4)

dH = dik⋆Z = (£k − ikd)⋆Z = 0 . (5)

Thus, by Poincaré lemma, we know that at least locally we may introduce the electric

scalar potential Φ and the magnetic scalar potential Ψ via

E = −dΦ , H = −dΨ . (6)

With another magnetic 1-form B := ik⋆F, which is not necessarily closed, we have a

decomposition

α(r)F = k ∧ E+ ⋆(k ∧B) (7)

at our disposal. In fact, we may infer even more about the electromagnetic 2-form F,

by adapting well-known tools [12] to NLE fields (cf. remarks in [13]).

Lemma 2.1. Under the assumptions given above, E = Er dr and, at each point where

LF 6= 0, B = Br dr. Furthermore, at each point where αβ 6= 0 we have

F = −Er dt ∧ dr +
Br r

2 sin θ√
αβ

dθ ∧ dϕ . (8)

Proof. Let Ka and La be two commuting Killing vector fields and ω a closed 2-form,

such that £Kω = 0 = £Lω. Then, identity diXiY = iXiY d + i[X,Y ] − iX£Y + iY£X

applied with Xa = Ka and Y a = La to ω, immediately implies that d(iKiLω) = 0, that

is iKiLω is a constant. More concretely, using Ka = ka, La = Xa
i and ω = F, we know

that ikiXi
F is constant for all i and zero on each connected component of spacetime

M whose boundary intersects axis on which the corresponding Killing vector field Xa
i

vanishes. As £YΦ = iY dΦ = −iYE = iY ikF = 0 for any Y a ∈ {ka, Xa
1 , X

a
2 , X

a
3},

it follows that Φ = Φ(r) and E = −Φ′(r) dr. By completely analogous procedure,

applied to ω = ⋆Z, we deduce that Ψ = Ψ(r) and H = −Ψ′(r) dr. On the other hand,

H = −4(LFB + LGE). Thus, on each point where LF 6= 0 it follows that B = Br dr.

Finally, taking into account k = −α(r) dt and the Hodge dual

⋆(dt ∧ dr) = −r2 sin θ√
αβ

dθ ∧ dϕ , (9)

the decomposition (8) immediately follows from (7).
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As was already noted by Jacobson [14], product αβ may be sometimes additionally

simplified. For example, NLE energy-momentum tensor [15],

Tab = −4LFT̃ab +
1

4
T c

c gab , with T̃ab =
1

4π

(
FacF

c
b − 1

4
Fgab

)
, (10)

in the spacetime defined above satisfies βTtt + αTrr = 0 and, as the corresponding

combination of Ricci tensor components is reduced to βRtt + αRrr = (αβ)′/(rβ), in

the special case of Einstein’s gravitational field equations it follows that the product

αβ is constant (moreover, by rescaling of the time coordinate we may choose αβ = 1).

However, as this simplification is not necessary for our analysis, we shall keep the product

αβ unconstrained (up to the assumptions about asymptotic flatness).

Following the idea from [16], we introduce auxiliary, “normalized” 1-forms

Ê :=
1√
αβ

E , B̂ :=
1√
αβ

B , (11)

at each point where αβ 6= 0. With this notation electromagnetic invariants may be

written as

F = 2(B̂2
r − Ê2

r ) , G = 4ÊrB̂r . (12)

A crucial detail here is that, by an elementary inequality,

H = 2(Ê2
r + B̂2

r ) ≤ 2(|Êr|+ |B̂r|)2 . (13)

Finally, generalized Maxwell’s equations are reduced to

B̂r =
P

r2
, LFÊr − LGB̂r = − Q

4r2
, (14)

where Q and P are, respectively, electric and magnetic charges, defined via Komar

integrals [15],

Q :=

∮

∞

⋆Z , P :=

∮

∞

F . (15)

Now we may state and prove our first result.

Theorem 2.2. Let (M, gab) be a static, spherically symmetric, asymptotically flat

spacetime with electromagnetic field F which decreases in a sense that limr→∞ F = 0 and

limr→∞ G = 0. Then, given that there is a radius re > 0 such that at least in the region

r > re the electromagnetic field (a) inherits all symmetries and (b) satisfies source-free

generalized Maxwell field equations (1) with NLE Lagrangian density L (F,G) satisfying

MWF limit, the electric field has a form Êr = Qr−2 +O(r−6) as r → ∞.

Proof. Asymptotic flatness imposes limr→∞ α(r) = 1 and limr→∞ β(r) = 1. In other

words, for any 0 < ǫ < 1 there is a radius r0 ≥ re, such that |α(r) − 1| ≤ ǫ and

|β(r)−1| ≤ ǫ for all r ≥ r0 and here we have well-defined 1-forms Ê and B̂. Furthermore,
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MWF limit implies that there are positive constants δ, C1, C2 > 0 such that |H| ≤ δ

implies
∣∣LF +

1

4

∣∣ ≤ C1H and
∣∣LG

∣∣ ≤ C2H . (16)

On the other hand, asymptotic decrease of electromagnetic invariants implies that for

any δ > 0 there is radius r1 ≥ r0 such that |H| ≤ δ for all r ≥ r1. In particular,

conditions (16) and consequently LF 6= 0 hold for r ≥ r1 (assuring, among other things,

that conditions of lemma 2.1 hold). Let us introduce

η(r) := Êr(r)−
Q

r2
. (17)

Using all the assumptions we have

|η| = |Êr + 4(LFÊr − LGB̂r)|
≤ |Êr| · |1 + 4LF|+ 4|LG| · |B̂r|
≤ 4(C1|Êr|+ C2|B̂r|)H
≤ 8C(|Êr|+ |B̂r|)(Ê2

r + B̂2
r )

≤ 8C(|Êr|+ |B̂r|)3

≤ 8C

( |Q|+ |P |
r2

+ |η|
)3

(18)

with C := max{C1, C2}. As x 7→ 3
√
x is a monotonic function, inequality from above

may be written in the following form

|η|1/3 ≤ K

( |Q|+ |P |
r2

+ |η|
)
, (19)

with K := 2 3
√
C. Assumed decrease of electromagnetic field implies limr→∞ Êr(r) = 0

and limr→∞ η(r) → 0, thus there is r2 ≥ r1, such that |η| ≤ 1/(8K3/2) for all r ≥ r2. This

inequality may be written, after squaring and multiplication by |η|, as |η|3 ≤ |η|/(64K3)

or |η| ≤ |η|1/3/(4K). Hence,

|η|1/3 ≤ K

( |Q|+ |P |
r2

+
|η|1/3
4K

)
, (20)

which leads to
3

4
|η|1/3 ≤ K

|Q|+ |P |
r2

(21)

and the claim immediately follows.

As a first corollary, we may say something about the corresponding electric scalar

potential Φ in a gauge where limr→∞Φ(r) = 0. If we introduce φ(r) := Φ(r) − Qr−1,

then φ′(r) = −η(r) and for all r ≥ r2 there is a constant φ0 > 0, such that

|φ(r)| =
∣∣∣∣
∫ r

∞

φ′(s) ds

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
∫

∞

r

η(s) ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ φ0

∫
∞

r

ds

s6
=

φ0

5r5
. (22)
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Hence, Φ(r) = Qr−1 + O(r−5) as r → ∞. An important lesson here is that the NLE

corrections to the electric field and the scalar potential fall-off as, respectively, O(r−6)

and O(r−5), given that NLE theory respects MWF limit. Such fall-off is met in the

hexadecapole term of the multipole expansion in classical Maxwell’s theory, thus we

refer to it picturesquely as a “hexadecapole heart” of NLE. The analogy, however, is

very limited as Maxwell’s hexadecapole field is highly anisotropic, whereas the NLE field

considered here is spherically symmetric. We note that this result was hinted several

decades ago in [17] and [18] for test NLE fields on flat background, albeit without

a rigorous proof (the authors have sketched an iterative procedure for the analytic

Lagrangian).

Asymptotic properties of the electric field, proven above, can be explicitly

demonstrated with solutions in theories with the Born–Infeld [2, 3, 19, 20] and Euler–

Heisenberg [21,22] electromagnetic Lagrangians. On the other hand, NLE Lagrangians

which do not obey MWF limit may lead to the electric field with different properties.

The simplest example is the power-Maxwell Lagrangian of the form L (F) = −Fp/4;

given that one chooses parameter p = (2+ε)/(2+2ε) with |ε| < 1, spherically symmetric

electric field in such a theory will have the form Êr = Qr−2(1+ε). Less trivial examples

can be found among recently introduced ModMax [23,24] and RegMax [25] NLE theories.

3. Complete reconstruction of the electric field

Theorem 2.2 relies on relatively low level of differentiability of the Lagrangian density

L . Let us now turn to completely opposite setting, in which we assume that L is

analytic on some neighbourhood of the origin of F-G plane, with the Taylor series

L (F,G) =
∞∑

k,ℓ=0

ckℓ F
kGℓ . (23)

Note that c00 is just a constant term in Lagrangian, while the c01 term is dynamically

irrelevant, thus we may choose c00 = 0 and c01 = 0. For simplicity we look at purely

electric solution (Q 6= 0, P = 0), in which B̂r = 0, F = −2Ê2
r , G = 0 and

LF(F, 0) =

∞∑

k=1

ck0kF
k−1 . (24)

Generalized Maxwell’s equations (1) are in this case reduced to

1

r2
= − 4

Q
LFÊr (25)

and the challenge is to extract the electric field Êr from this nonlinear equation. To this

aim we turn to two mathematical tools.

First, Lagrange inversion theorem (see e.g. 3.6.6 in [26]) allows us to solve an

equation of the form z = f(w), with function f analytic on some neighbourhood of a,
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such that f ′(a) 6= 0, in a form of the series

w = g(z) = a+
∞∑

k=1

gk
k!

(z − f(a))k , (26)

with the coefficients

gk = lim
w→a

dk−1

dwk−1

(
w − a

f(w)− f(a)

)k

. (27)

Here we have z = r−2, a = 0, w = Êr, F = −2w2 and f(w) = (−4/Q)wh(w), with the

auxiliary function

h(w) =

∞∑

k=1

ck0k(−2w2)k−1 . (28)

Hence, Lagrange inversion theorem implies

Êr(r) =

∞∑

k=1

(−Q/4)k

k! r2k
lim
w→0

dk−1

dwk−1

1

h(w)k
. (29)

Final obstacle is the evaluation of higher derivatives under the limit, which is a

straightforward, but highly tedious task. In order to gain some insight into the form of

the series above, we turn to Faà di Bruno’s formula [27, 28],

dℓ

dwℓ
F (h(w)) =

∑ ℓ!

m1! · · ·mℓ!
F (m1+···+mℓ)(h(w))

ℓ∏

j=1

(
h(j)(w)

j!

)mj

, (30)

where the sum is over all ℓ-tuples of nonnegative integers (m1, . . . , mℓ), such that

1 · m1 + 2 · m2 + · · · + ℓ · mℓ = ℓ. In our particular problem we choose ℓ = k − 1

and F (x) = x−k. As h(0) = c10 and (k − 1)!F (m) = (−1)m(k+m− 1)!x−(k+m), we have

lim
w→0

(k − 1)!F (m)(h(w)) = (−1)m(k +m− 1)!c
−(k+m)
10 , (31)

with m := m1 + · · · +mk−1. Furthermore, note that h(2p−2)(0) = (2p − 2)!p(−2)p−1cp0
and h(2p+1)(0) = 0. Hence, the product at the end of Faà di Bruno’s formula is zero

whenever there is nonzero mj with odd index j. In other words, the only nontrivial

contributions to Faà di Bruno’s sum are those in which all mj with odd index j are

zero. In such cases k−1 is even, i.e. k is odd. If we introduce new index via k = 2n−1,

the electric field series may be written in a compact form

Êr(r) =
∞∑

n=1

enQ
2n−1

r2(2n−1)
, (32)

with all the “clutter” packed in coefficients en. It is easy to see that e1 = 1, but form of

the higher coefficients quickly grows in complexity (see table 1). One can immediately

notice that the first correction to the Maxwell’s n = 1 term is of the order O(r−6), in

agreement with the theorem 2.2.
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n en
1 1

2 −16 c20
3 48 (16 c220 + c30)

4 −128 (384 c320 + 48 c20c30 + c40)

5 320 (11 264 c420 + 2112 c220c30 + 64 c20c40 + 36 c230 + c50)

Table 1. First five coefficients en in the expansion of the electric field Êr.

4. Final remarks

We have shown how exactly behaviour of the NLE Lagrangian near the origin of the

F-G plane controls the asymptotic form of the electric field. Heuristically, it is not a

surprise that Lagrangian terms with higher powers of electromagnetic invariants reflect

in higher power terms in the expansion of the electromagnetic field, but it takes a bit of

rigorous treatment to translate this intuition into a precise, quantitative statement. An

obvious next step would be to generalize theorem 2.2 to the stationary, not necessarily

spherically symmetric spacetimes, and one can expect that the result will be essentially

similar to the static case. This problem is closely related to the question of gyromagnetic

ratio [29, 30] for the charged, rotating black holes with nonlinear electromagnetic fields

[20].

Reconstruction of the electric field from the section 3 is, in general, only formal,

as the electric field 1-form E and consequently the electromagnetic 2-form F depend

on the product α(r)β(r), which is restricted by the gravitational field equation, which

in turn contains the electromagnetic field. However, as was already emphasized above,

Einstein’s gravitational field equation implies that α(r)β(r) is constant and in that case

the series (32) directly leads to the electric field 1-form E.
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