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Abstract

Inspired by the so-called Palatini formulation of General Relativity and of its modifi-

cations and extensions, we consider an analogous formulation of the dynamics of a self-

interacting gauge field which is determined by non-linear extension of Maxwell’s theory, usu-

ally known as nonlinear electrodynamics. In this first order formalism the field strength and

the gauge potential are treated, a priori as independent, and, as such, varied independently

in order to produce the field equations. Accordingly we consider within this formalism alter-

native and generalized non-linear Lagrangian densities. Several new spherically-symmetric

objects are constructed analytically and their main properties are studied. The solutions are

obtained in flat spacetime ignoring gravity and for the self-gravitating case with emphasis on

black holes. As a background for comparison between the first and second order formalisms,

some of the solutions are obtained by the conventional second order formalism, while for

others a first order formalism is applied. Among the self-gravitating solutions we find new

black holes and study their main characteristics. Some of the solutions can regularize the

total energy of a point charge although their black hole counterparts are not regular.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Background

The so-called Palatini formulation of General Relativity1 is known for a century as an equivalent

first order formulation of General Relativity (GR) and as a non-equivalent route for first order

formulations of non-linear extensions of GR such as f(R) or scalar-tensor theories. Analogously,

we wish to consider a variational formulation of electrodynamics and its non-linear extensions

where the field strength and the gauge potential are treated, a priori as independent, and,

as such, varied independently. Accordingly we will present and consider alternative action

functionals, with alternative first order Lagrangian densities and study the main consequences.

We will see that the analogous (first order) construction for the electromagnetic field has

similar characteristics as for gravity: it is equivalent to the second order ordinary Maxwell

formalism in the linear theory, becomes inequivalent when non-linearities appear, but unlike the

GR case, there is an intermediate domain in the “space of theories” where both formulations are

equivalent i.e., their field equations are equivalent. This intermediate domain is already well-

known thanks to the influential work of Plebanski [1] and has been used in studying theories

of non-linear electrodynamics (NLED) and their self-gravitating versions with applications like

BH solutions and especially regular BHs.

However, all studies which are known to us were confined to the intermediate domain where

the equivalence between first and second order formulations was exploited in NLED theories

usually defined through second order, to study aspects that are easier to treat in first order.

No existing purely first order construction of an electromagnetic theory without referring to an

equivalent second order one seems to exist in the literature.

In this report, we present such a purely first order formulation of NLED after gaining a

perspective from a survey of the equivalent linear theories in first and second order formulation

and the much less trivial theories that belong to the intermediate domain of the NLED theories.

1.2 Second order formulation of Maxwell electrodynamics

The standard covariant formulation of electrodynamics relies on the Maxwell Lagrangian density

LM = −1
4F

µνFµν − JµAµ when Jµ is the 4-current.

In this formulation, it is assumed from the outset that the fundamental dynamical variable

1The variational principle according to which the metric and the affine connection are varied independently, is

commonly known as the “Palatini formulation”. it is argued that this term is not fully justified from a historical

point of view, but we will stick to common practice and bypass this historical issue.
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is the 4-potential Aµ, which relates to the Maxwell-Faraday 2-form as F = dA or in components

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ . (1.1)

Then, varying the action with respect to the fundamental variable Aµ gives

∇µF
µν = Jν , (1.2)

where ∇µ is the spacetime covariant derivative associated to the Levi-Civita connection of the

metric2 .

Eqs. (1.1) or its equivalent F = dA imply the standard source-free (homogeneous) Maxwell

equations dF = 0 (aka Bianchi identities), or in components ∂[λFµν] = 0. An alternative form

in terms of the dual field-strength ∗Fµν = ǫµνρσFρσ/2
√−g is also in use:

∇µ
∗Fµν = 0 . (1.3)

This is a second order formalism, as the equations of motion are naturally second order differ-

ential equations in terms of the fundamental vector potential Aµ.

1.3 First order formulation of Maxwell electrodynamics

As mentioned above, inspired by the Palatini formulation of GR we wish to consider a for-

mulation of electrodynamics where Fµν and Aµ are treated, a priori as independent, and, as

such, varied independently. Accordingly we consider the alternative action, with an alternative

Maxwell Lagrangian density

L(1)
M =

1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

2
Fµν(∂µAν − ∂νAµ)− JµAµ . (1.4)

The superscript (1) refers to first order formalism, where nothing is assumed about the relation

between Aµ and Fµν , so these two tensors are varied independently in the corresponding action:

• Varying with respect to Aµ yields the source-full Maxwell equations (1.2);

• Varying with respect to Fµν yields the equality Fµν = ∂µAν −∂νAµ which is equivalent to the

source-free Maxwell equations (1.3).

Thus, Eq.(1.4) establishes a first order formulation of a field theory which is equivalent to the

Maxwell theory. See also [2] for an analogous result for Yang-Mills theories. This is reminiscent of

what occurs in GR, for which the standard second order formulation and the Palatini formulation

are equivalent. It is well known that this ceases to be the case in higher order curvature theories -

see e.g. [3]. Thus we are motivated to consider further interaction terms to assess the distinction

of the two formulations in the gauge-theory case. In sec. 6 we will see that the analogous

situation for NLED is indeed realized.
2we use the (+−−−) signature and units where the speed of light = 1. g = det(gµν).
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1.4 Plan of this paper

The main aim of this study is to present a new nonlinear theory of gauge fields in first order

formalism and to study some of its basic results and consequences, like the fields of electric

point charges, their energy density and total energy and then moving to consider self-gravitating

solutions, BHs and their properties.

But before that we give some background in order to be able to get some perspective and

appreciate the context of these results. We will therefore start with a simple NLED model in

second order formulation in flat spacetime and then coupled to gravity. Second, we will study

an analogous system in first order formalism and discuss the relations between them and the

general conditions for equivalence. And last we will present the direction to go further in this

way and construct new theories which are formulated from the outset in first order giving up

any considerations of equivalence with second order NLED. An application of this formalism in

a different context of cosmological inflation with an additional scalar field was reported recently

in Ref. [4].

2 Nonlinear electrodynamics in second order formalism

Nonlinear extensions of Maxwell theory have a long history [5] of at least 90 years since the works

of Born and Infeld [6] and Heisenberg and Euler [7] in the 1930s. Both of these theories may

be viewed as special cases of the general family of Lagrangians of Nonlinear Electrodynamics

(NLED) depending on the two Maxwell invariants such that

L(2)
NLED =

1

4
f(X,Ξ)− JµAµ , X = FµνF

µν , Ξ = Fµν
∗Fµν . (2.1)

The current density Jµ is kept just to keep track of the modifications of the field equations. In

most concrete calculations in this paper it will be omitted. The field equations of this theory are

as usual, split to the source free equations (1.3) which are unaffected by the nonlinear extension,

and the source-full equations which generalize to

−∇µ (fXFµν + fΞ
∗Fµν) = Jν (2.2)

where fX and fΞ are the partial derivatives of f(X,Ξ). The Maxwell limit is obtained if fX → −1

and fΞ → 0 for weak fields, together of course with f(X,Ξ) → 0.

Since we will be interested in self-gravitating objects in this kind of theories we complete this

short general presentation by writing down the energy-momentum tensor of the self-interacting

gauge field (discarding the current term):

Tµν = f
X
F α
µ Fνα +

1

4
(ΞfΞ − f(X,Ξ)) gµν . (2.3)
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Specifically, the BI and HE Lagrangians are given by

fBI(X,Ξ) = 4b2

(

1−
√

1 +
1

2b2
X − 1

16b4
Ξ2

)

, fHE(X,Ξ) = −X + a1X
2 + a2Ξ

2, (2.4)

where b, a1 and a2 are positive parameters. Actually, a1 and a2 have definite values calculated

by Heisenberg and Euler [7] from the QED Lagrangian.

These nonlinear Lagrangians originated from a variety of directions and motivations like

mitigating the singular fields and diverging field energies of point charges in the Maxwell theory

[1, 5, 6, 8, 9] or obtaining quantum-mechanical corrections to the interaction of photons with

matter [5,7,10–12], studying the effects of vector field nonlinearities on the well-known Maxwell-

Einstein black holes [8,13–19] and using them in order to construct regular black holes [20–28].

Bardeen [29] was the first to propose a regular black hole (BH) metric with horizons and

no singularity by introducing a central matter core and replacing the Schwarzschild mass with

a radius-dependent function, thereby eliminating singularities [29]. The resulting spherically

symmetric metric, known as the Bardeen regular black hole, violates the strong energy condi-

tion. Additionally, other similar spherically symmetric regular black hole models have also been

proposed [30–32]. Later, Ayon-Beato and Garcia [20,33] demonstrated that such solutions could

also be constructed within GR in the presence of a nonlinear electrodynamic field and identified

a magnetic monopole of a specific NLED model [34] as a possible source of the Bardeen BH.

The source of the Hayward BH was similarly identified [35] as a magnetic monopole of another

NLED model.

NLED Lagrangians of the BI family were also found in the framework of string theory as

effective low energy descriptions of open strings [36,37] and studies of the point charge fields were

done also from this point of view [38,39]. NLED cosmological models were also suggested [40–47].

3 Generalized Heisenberg-Euler Theory

We begin with a simple generalization of the Heisenberg-Euler (GHE) Lagrangian to higher

(integer) powers of X and Ξ which we write in a slightly more convenient parametrization:

fGHE(X,Ξ) = −X +
2γ

n
Xn +

2β

n
Ξn, (3.1)

where γ and β are real parameters. We will concentrate on spherically-symmetric electric fields

first in flat spacetime and then study the self-gravitating case.

We thus start with writing explicitly the field equations of the GHE Lagrangian. The homo-

geneous field equations keep their linear Maxwellian form, but the source-full ones are modified:

∇µ

[(

1− 2γXn−1
)

Fµν − 2βΞn−1 ∗Fµν
]

= Jν . (3.2)
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The energy-momentum tensor of this GHE vector field gets the following form (see (2.3)):

Tµν = −
(

1− 2γXn−1
)

FµαF
α

ν +
1

4

(

X − 2γ

n
Xn +

2(n − 1)β

n
Ξn

)

gµν . (3.3)

3.1 Flat Space GHE Spherically-Symmetric Electrostatic Solutions

The first situation to consider is the electric field of a point charge. Assuming spherical symme-

try, we will have a single component of the gauge potential, At(r) and accordingly a single field

component Ftr(r). The single field equation which remains of Eqs (3.2) is easily integrated for

general n and Ftr(r) is trivially found to satisfy the following equation:

Ftr + (−2)nγF 2n−1
tr =

Q

r2
. (3.4)

It is obvious that a well-behaved electric field (for example defined for any r > 0) requires that

the sign of γ will be correlated with the power n such that (−1)nγ will be always positive, so we

will impose this condition always for this system. In this case the left-hand-side of Eq. (3.4) is

monotonic in Ftr and can be always assumed to be non-negative (together with Q > 0), so it is

easy to infer the r-dependence of Ftr both asymptotically and near the origin. Near the origin

the second term is dominant, so we obtain the behavior Ftr(r) ≃ 1/r2/(2n−1). The asymptotic

behavior is seen easily to be Coulombic. Fig.1(Left) depicts (directly from Eq. (3.4)) the electric

field profiles for several values of the parameter n.

0 1 2 3 4
r

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

ε
n=1,2,3,4,8

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
r

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

r
2ρ

n=1,2,3,4,8

Figure 1: Plots of the dimensionless electric field E(r) and the energy density as r2ρ(r) of a point

charge in 2nd order formalism NLED for several values of the power n: n = 1(linear theory with γ = 0),

2, 3, 4, 8. A “spectroscopic” color code is used such that color frequency increases with n.
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Next we write the components of the energy-momentum tensor for a point charge, or rather

for the more general case of a spherically-symmetric electric field in vacuum:

T t
t = T r

r =
1

2
F 2
tr +

(2n− 1)(−2)nγ

2n
F 2n
tr

T θ
θ = T φ

φ = −1

2
F 2
tr −

(−2)nγ

2n
F 2n
tr (3.5)

Fig.1(Right) depicts the energy density of the field. The total energy is obtained by integrating

the energy density ρ = T t
t with the additional condition (−1)nγ > 0. Both Ftr(r) and r2ρ(r)

decrease monotonically with r, but as mentioned above, the rate of decay depends on n, with

higher values of n leading to more pronounced nonlinearity near r = 0. We will see that in this

system, although the electric field diverges at the origin, the total field energy converges.

Since the explicit expression for Ftr(r) is unavailable, the integration will be performed on

Ftr. It turns out that the expressions will be more compact and easier to manipulate if the self-

interaction parameter γ is traded for an electric field parameter E defined by (−2)nγ = 1/E2(n−1),

such that a dimensionless electric field will be defined as E = Ftr/E. We get therefore:

E = 4π

∫ ∞

0
r2ρdr = −4πE2

∫ ∞

0
r2(E)

[

1

2
E2 +

(2n− 1)

2n
E2n

]

dr

dE dE , (3.6)

where the inverse function r(E) and dr/dE are obtained directly from (3.4), assuming Q > 0

without loss of generality. Thanks to the electric field behavior at both integration limits, the

energy is always finite (see also [9]) for all powers larger or equal 2 in which we are interested in

this work. This result demonstrates that a field energy of a NLED point charge may be finite

even if the field itself diverges. It may even be regarded as an advantage over the BI theory, and

it is remarkable that it was not reported (to the best of our knowledge) before 2015 [9].

Fortunately, the integration can be performed explicitly, but even without that, we can

identify separately the dependence on Q and E (or |γ|) by elementary scaling inspection of Eqs

(3.6) and the rescaled form of (3.4): E + E2n−1 = Q/Er2. The Q-dependence of the energy

is E ∼ Q3/2, while the energy increases with E as E ∼ E
1/2. Thus we can conclude that the

function E(E, n,Q) has the following behavior:

E(E, n,Q) = Q3/2
E
1/2v(n) , (3.7)

where v(n) is a function of n only. Explicit integration (after two integrations by parts and

other manipulations) yields the following result (contained already for n = 2 in different forms

and contexts in [14,15]):

E(E, n,Q) =
8
√
πQ3/2

E
1/2

3
·
Γ
(

1
4(n−1)

)

Γ
(

6n−7
4(n−1)

)

n− 3
2

. (3.8)
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It is now easy to see that the field energy E(E, n,Q) decreases with n approaching the asymptotic

value of 16πQ3/2
E
1/2/3.

3.2 Self-Gravitating GHE Spherically-Symmetric Electrostatic Solutions

It is both interesting and important to look for black hole (BH) solutions of NLED theories.

First we present and study the solutions of the GEH theory in the 2nd order formalism, i.e. the

one which is defined by Eq. (3.1) above. This has some overlap with previous works [14–16,19],

but goes beyond them in other respects. In particular, all previous analytic solutions were found

for low values of the power n, usually, n = 2. We present here (and in fact throughout the whole

paper) analytic solutions for all n and the resulting expressions for physical characteristics like

mass and temperature.

Minimally coupled gravity to this GEH Lagrangian density is done by adding the Einstein-

Hilbert Lagrangian (omitting the current term)

L =
1

2κ
R− 1

4
FµνF

µν +
γ

2n
(FµνF

µν)n +
β

2n
(Fµν

∗Fµν)n , (3.9)

which produces Einstein’s equations Gµν = −κTµν with the energy-momentum tensor given in

Eq. (3.3). We use the notation: Rκ
λµν = ∂νΓ

κ
µλ − ∂µΓ

κ
νλ + · · · .

Looking for static and spherically symmetric solutions, we assume a radial electric field Ftr(r)

and a static spherically-symmetric spacetime:

ds2 = u(r)dt2 − dr2/f(r)− r2dΩ2 . (3.10)

In the simple case of a static radial electric field, it is obvious that T t
t = T r

r which yields the

simplifying relation u(r) = f(r). There are thus only two independent components of T ν
µ , since

spherical symmetry results also T θ
θ = T φ

φ . These components are still given by the expressions

in Eq. (3.5). Thus, there are only two algebraically independent Einstein equations, but they

are related through the Bianchi identities, so only one of them is needed to obtain the metric

function f(r). We naturally choose the first order (tt) equation

1

r2
d

dr
r(1− f) = κ

(

1

2
F 2
tr +

(2n − 1)2n|γ|
2n

F 2n
tr

)

⇒ dM

dr
=

κE2r2

2

(

1

2
E2 +

(2n − 1)

2n
E2n

)

, (3.11)

where we defined the mass function as usual by f(r) = 1− 2M(r)/r and used the dimensionless

field variable E = Ftr/E (still keeping the additional condition (−1)nγ > 0).

The field Ftr is also still given by the same expression of flat space - Eq. (3.4), which we

prefer to rewrite here in a dimensionless form making use of the length scale ℓ = 1/
√
κE2:

E + E2n−1 = q/̺2 (3.12)
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where ̺ = r/ℓ and q = κEQ. We will also need the dimensionless mass function m = M/ℓ in

order to convert also (3.11) into a dimensionless form.

As in flat space, we do not have at our disposal a simple expression for E(̺), but only for

the inverse function ̺(E). Therefore, we will need to solve for f(E) or for m(E) in order to get

the radial dependence in a parametric form (f(E), ̺(E)) or (m(E), ̺(E)). The easiest is to solve

for m(E) the converted M -equation of (3.11):

dm

dE =
̺2(E)
2

(

1

2
E2 +

(2n− 1)

2n
E2n

)

d̺

dE . (3.13)

Integrating this equation we find the following expression in terms of Gauss hypergeometric

functions [48] F (a, b, c, z):

m(E) = q3/2

(

5n+ (6n− 1)E2(n−1)

12n
(

1 + E2(n−1)
)3/2

E1/2

+
2

3(2n − 3) En− 3
2

F

(

1

2
,
2n− 3

4(n− 1)
,
6n− 7

4(n− 1)
,− 1

E2(n−1)

)

)

+m0 (3.14)

where m0 is an integration constant which plays the role of a point mass that may reside at the

origin (r = 0). The total mass of the BH is the sum of this mass together with the field energy

which is the same as the one which was calculated in flat space3:

M
BH

= ℓ m
BH

= ℓ lim
E→0

m(E) = M0 +
2κQ3/2

E
1/2

3
√
π

·
Γ
(

1
4(n−1)

)

Γ
(

6n−7
4(n−1)

)

2n− 3
(3.15)

The metric function f(r) is given in parametric form as



















f(E) = 1− 2
q1/2

(

E + E2n−1
)1/2

m(E)

r(E) = ℓ · ̺(E) = ℓq1/2
(

E + E2n−1
)1/2 ,

(3.16)

where m(E) is given by the explicit form of (3.14). Fig. 2 shows typical f(r) profiles4 of

electric BHs with fixed mass and several charges and the complementary ones with fixed charge

and varying mass. Since the higher n BHs are not significantly different from the n = 2 ones, it

will suffice to use the n = 2 results to demonstrate all their general characteristics.

3Notice the factor κ/(8π) which multiplies here the field energy of (3.8), since the mass function contains a

factor of the Newton constant G. Recall also the relation q = κEQ. And finally, in order to avoid confusion, the

BH masses are designated here with the subscript BH . We will not do it in what follows, where there is no risk.
4Notice that we use the same letter (f) for the different functions f(r) and f(E) which represent the same

physical quantity, i.e. the metric component. We will keep using this convention throughout this paper.
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Figure 2: Plots of the BH metric function f(̺) of GHE model with fixed mass and several charges and

the other way around. Left: m = 3 and charges: q = 0, 0.25, 1.80602, 2.6, 3.0, 3.5, 3.9, 4.285(EBH).

The 2 lowest curves with the smallest q values cannot be resolved in this scale and look both red. Right:

q = 1.5 and masses: m = 0.999(EBH), 1.22, 1.4, 1.55, 1.65 , 2.25, 3.0.

It is obvious that there are two distinct types of solutions characterized by the ratio Q/M .

For a given M , small charge BHs have a Schwarzschild-like (“S-like”) behavior with a single

horizon. For higher charges, above a certain critical charge, a second horizon appears and

the behavior becomes Reissner-Nordström-like (“RN-like”) with an inner (Cauchy) and outer

(event) horizons. The RN-like behavior extends up to a maximal value of charge, above which

the solutions exhibit naked singularities.

Notice especially the soliton-like BH which is “made of” a non-trivial configuration of the

self-interacting vector field without a point mass in the origin (i.e. m0 = 0). Still, this solution

is singular at the origin as is seen from the electric field and the metric component f(r) or the

energy density.

More quantitatively, it is easy to see that this m0 = 0 differentiates between the two kinds

of solutions: The monotonically increasing S-like solutions appear if m0 ≥ 0, while the RN-like

ones appear for m0 < 0. The transition point is defined by the pair (q,m) which satisfies the

dimensionless version of (3.15) with m0 = M0 = 0:

m
BH

= mfield =
2q3/2

3
√
π

·
Γ
(

1
4(n−1)

)

Γ
(

6n−7
4(n−1)

)

2n− 3
. (3.17)

For a fixed charge, this mass is the minimal mass of the S-like solutions. Below this mass RN-

like solutions exist down to the minimal mass of the extremal BH (EBH) to be discussed below.

Taking a fixed mass, Eq.(3.17) determines the maximal charge of the S-like solutions. Larger
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charges correspond to the RN-like BHs up to the maximal charge of the extremal solution. For

example, for the profiles with m = 3 shown in Fig.2 left, the transition from S-like behavior to

RN occurs at q = 1.80602 for which mfield = 3.

A second important point in parameter space is the location of the EBHs. But the charge

- mass relation of the EBHs can be obtained only in a parametric form involving the horizon

radius ̺h or the corresponding (dimensionless) electric field variable Eh = E(̺h).
So we turn to present the relation between the BH mass, charge and horizon radius. This

relation may be obtained from the condition f(̺h) = 0 but since we have f(̺) only in a para-

metric form, it will be more practical to get it from the upper equation of (3.16) and obtain the

BH mass as a function of the horizon field variable, Eh:

m
BH

=
q1/2

2
(

Eh + E2n−1
h

)1/2
+

2q3/2

3
√
π

·
Γ
(

1
4(n−1)

)

Γ
(

6n−7
4(n−1)

)

2n− 3

−q3/2







5n+ (6n− 1)E2(n−1)
h

12n
(

1 + E2(n−1)
h

)3/2
E1/2
h +

2

3(2n − 3) En− 3
2

h

F

(

1

2
,
2n − 3

4(n − 1)
,
6n− 7

4(n− 1)
,− 1

E2(n−1)
h

)






.(3.18)

Combining this expression with ̺(Eh) from (3.16), we obtain a parametric representation of the

rh dependence of the BH mass. Actually, the result of (3.18) may be written in the following

compact form

m
BH

= mfield +
1

2
̺(Eh)−mfield(Eh), (3.19)

where mfield is the total field energy given in (3.17), ̺(Eh) is the general relation from (3.16)

between ̺ and E calculated for E = Eh and mfield(Eh) is the horizon value of the field mass

function – the first term of the RHS of (3.14) which represents the accumulating field energy.

The behavior of m(̺h) shares with the well-known RN case its main feature of having a

minimum at the extremal BH solution. However, since the RN-like branch of solutions terminates

at a finite value of (q,m) related by Eq.(3.17), the curve of m(̺h) meets the ̺h = 0 line

at a finite value of mass unlike its RN analogue. At the other end of ̺h values, the curve

increases monotonically and approaches a linear asymptotic behavior as for RN. These features

are obvious from the left panel of Fig. 3, which indicates that the GHE model regularizes the

central singularity of the field energy density thus preventing the divergence of the mass function

at small radii. The complementary right panel visualizes the charge dependence of these BHs.

It may be useful to stress that the physical regions of the 2 plots of of Fig. 3 are limited to

the right of the points of minimal mass in the left panel and of the maximal charge in the right

panel. the region to the left corresponds to the inner (Cauchy) horizons when they exist.

Now we can return to the extremal BHs for which the second (extremality) condition f ′(̺h) =

0 should be satisfied in addition to f(̺h) = 0) which is solved by Eq. (3.18). Writing f(̺) as

12
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Figure 3: Plots of the BH mass (left panel) and charge (right panel) vs the horizon radius ̺h. The mass

curves correspond to the following values of charge: q = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5. The charge curves correspond to

the following values of mass: m = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5. The dashed line is the RN curve (γ = 0) with q = 5.

Notice the finite mass and charge at ̺h = 0 unlike for RN.

f(̺) = 1 − 2m(̺)/̺ we find that f ′(̺h) = (1 − 2m′(̺h))/̺h, so the extremality condition is

2m′(̺h) = 1. We can rewrite this condition in terms of ̺h and Eh using Einstein equation (3.11)

as:

̺2h

(

1

2
E2
h +

(2n − 1)

2n
E2n
h

)

= 1 (3.20)

and after using the explicit expression for ̺h(Eh) from (3.16) we obtain the extremality condition

as the following expression for the electric charge in terms of the horizon field:

q
EBH

=
2n

nEh + (2n− 1)E2n−1
h

. (3.21)

The associated mass, m
EBH

is obtained in a straightforward way by substituting Eq.(3.21) into

(3.18). The explicit expression is quite long and cumbersome and we do not write it down.

3.3 Thermodynamical Properties of GHE Electrostatic Black Holes

The Hawking temperature of a black hole with the static spherically symmetric metric (3.10)

with u(r) = f(r) is expressed by (kB is the Boltzmann constant)

TH =
~

4πkB
f ′(r)|r=rh . (3.22)

Using Eq.(3.11) for expressing f ′(rh) in terms of the horizon radius and electric field we get

the simple result in dimensionless form:

ℓkB
~

TH = τH =
1

4π

[

1

̺h
−
(

1

2
E2
h +

2n− 1

2n
E2n
h

)

̺h

]

. (3.23)
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Figure 4: The behavior of the rescaled Hawking temperature τH (times 4π) for n = 2 and γ > 0. Left:

as a function of the BH mass for several values of the charge parameter: q = 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2, 2.5, 3. Right:

as a function of the charge parameter q for several values of the BH mass m = 1, 2, 3, 4.

where the temperature is rescaled by ~/kBℓ to yield the dimensionless temperature variable of

this system τH .

The dependence on rh (or ̺h) of the temperature of a BH with a given charge can be obtained

in a parametric form, using the above equation (3.23) combined with the expression for ̺(E)
from Eq. (3.16). The mass dependence can be obtained similarly using the BH mass from Eq.

(3.18) instead of Eq. (3.16). We also notice that the extremality condition (3.20) causes the

corresponding BH temperature to vanish in accordance with (3.22). Fig. 4 shows in more detail

the dependence of the BH temperature on the BH mass and charge. Notice the different (but

consistent of course) realizations of the EBH points and the maximal temperatures. We leave

out the rh-dependence, since it does not add much to the other plots.

The Hawking-Bekenstein entropy of a spherically symmetric black hole or its dimensionless

counterpart (s) are given by the area law

SBH =
kB
4l2P

Ah ⇒ s =
SBH

kB

(

lP
ℓ

)2

= π̺2h (3.24)

where Ah = 4πr2h is the area of the black hole horizon and lP =
√
GN~ is the Planck length.

Since it is more practical in this case to use the field variable E instead of ̺, the way to study the

interrelations between the entropy, mass, charge and temperature is to keep using the parametric

representations. The appropriate expression for the entropy is evidently

s =
πq

Eh + E2n−1
h

, (3.25)
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Figure 5: Curves of the GHE BH rescaled entropy as a function of charge for various values of mass (full

lines) and temperature (dashed lines except T = 0) in the typical case of n = 2, γ > 0. The parameters

are m
BH

= 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2, 2.5, and 4πτH = 0, 0.16, 0.2, 0.22, 0.25, 0.33, 0.5, 1.00. Several numerical values

are added in order to indicate the way m
BH

and τH increase.

which is to be used together with Eqs. (3.18) and (3.23) in order to clarify the thermodynamic

aspects of these BHs. Fig.5 shows a typical representation of the entropy dependence on the

BH mass and charge and also the isotherms in the (s, q) plane.

The thermodynamic stability of black holes is investigated by the behaviour of their heat

capacity C, defined as GNC = ∂M/∂T (recall that M contains a multiplicative factor of GN ).

The positive (negative) heat signifies the local thermodynamic stability (instability) of the black

holes. The dimensionless version of the heat capacity is given by

l2P
kBℓ2

C = c =
∂m

∂τH
=

∂m/∂Eh
∂τH/∂Eh

, (3.26)

where the last term should be used for concrete calculations, since all functions are expressed

in terms of the field parameter E . This representation indicates that the heat capacity exhibits

a singularity when the Hawking temperature reaches an extreme value. Using the compact

equation (3.19) for the BH mass and the field equation (3.13) one finds the following expression

for the rescaled heat capacity of the black hole

c

4π
= −

q
(

2n − nqEh + 2nE2(n−1)
h − (2n − 1)qE2n−1

h

)

2
(

Eh + E2n−1
h

)

(

2n− 3nqEh + 2nE2(n−1)
h − (2n + 1)qE2n−1

h

) . (3.27)
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Figure 6: The rescaled BH heat capacity as a function of its mass (left) and temperature (right) for

n = 2 and γ > 0. Both for charge values: q = 1, 1.5, 2, 2.5, 3.

Figure 6 demonstrates the general behavior of the heat capacity as a function of the BH

mass, temperature and charge. The most prominent feature is that the heat capacity gets

positive as well as negative values separated by discontinuities at points where the Hawking

temperature attains a maximum, signaling the occurrence of phase transitions. Negative heat

capacity corresponds to the black hole’s unstable state and the early phase of the thermodynamic

process, while positive heat capacity corresponds to the stable state of the black hole and the

later phase of the thermodynamic process.

4 Equivalent first order formulation of NLED

It is known [1, 13, 21, 49] that NLED has an equivalent first order formulation where the gauge

potential is supplemented by a momentum-like tensor quantity used to perform a Legendre

transformation as follows: Start with the 2nd order NLED Lagrangian L(2)(Aµ, Fµν) given in

Eq. (2.1), define covariant “conjugate momenta” by Π µν = ∂L/∂Fµν and perform a Legendre

transformation which results a “Hamiltonian” (or rather a “Legendrian”) H = Π µνFµν − L(2)

where the “velocities” Fµν are expressed everywhere in terms of the “momenta” Π µν . The field

equations now turn into the first order Hamilton-like equations:

Fµν =
∂H
∂Π µν

, 2∇µΠ
µν = − ∂H

∂Aµ
= −J ν (4.1)

where the second version at the RHS results from the fact that the only Aµ-dependence is con-

tained in the standard electromagnetic coupling JµAµ . These field equations may be obtained

also by the standard variational procedure [50] from a first order Lagrangian (density) which
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depends on the gauge potential, its derivatives (or “velocities”) and its “conjugate momenta”

(but not on their derivatives):

L(1)(Aλ, Fµν ,Π
ρσ) = Π µνFµν −H(Aλ,Π

µν). (4.2)

We notice that if we define Pµν = −2Π µν we have at hand a second field tensor (which we

name “P -field”) in terms of which the source-full field equation will have the same structure

as the original source-full Maxwell equation of the linear theory, or even more similarly, to the

structure of Maxwell equations in non-linear matter.

Therefore, we may approach NLED theories by starting from a given Legendrian H(Aλ, P
µν)

and analyzing its Hamilton equations:

Fµν = −2
∂H
∂Pµν

, ∇µP
µν = Jν . (4.3)

From this point of view the Legendrian H will be a function of the only two gauge-invariant

Lorentz scalars at our disposal, namely the two invariants Z = PµνP
µν and Ω = Pµν

∗Pµν in a

clear analogy to X and Ξ defined in the previous section. Thus, from this vantage point, the

general NLED theory may be formulated in terms of the general Legendrian (compare (2.1))

H =
1

4
h(Z,Ω) + JµAµ , (4.4)

which yields the following field equations (h
Z
and h

Ω
are the partial derivatives of h(Z,Ω)):

Fµν = −h
Z
Pµν − hΩ

∗Pµν , ∇µP
µν = Jν . (4.5)

The Maxwell limit is obtained for weak fields if the partial derivatives behave like hZ → −1 and

hΩ → 0 . Since F is still a closed 2-form, the first equation of (4.5) may be rewritten in a more

“Maxwellian” form which together with the source-full field equation will form the following set:

∇µ[hZ

∗Pµν − hΩP
µν ] = 0 , ∇µP

µν = Jν . (4.6)

As is obvious from Eq.(4.2), these field equations can be also obtained from the variational

principle based on the following Lagrangian (defining also for short Y = PµνFµν):

L(1)
NLED = −1

4
h(Z,Ω) − 1

2
Y − JµAµ . (4.7)

This Lagrangian may be also regarded as a generalization to the non-linear regime, of the Palatini

formulation of the Maxwell theory discussed in Sec. 1.3 . The action in this formulation depends

on the gauge potential Aµ and a field-strength tensor Pµν with no prior assumption about the

relation between them. The necessary relation is contained in the source-free field equations
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which in the non-linear case appear at the left-hand-side (LHS) of Eqs.(4.5) and (4.6), or more

explicitly, in (4.9) below.

So, generally speaking, it is a matter of convenience whether to take the 2nd order approach

(also known as “F -framework”), or the 1st order (also known as “P -framework”).

Since these two formulations are considered equivalent, one should study their interrelations

and the way to move between them. More technically, starting from a 2nd order formulation

defined by a given f(X,Ξ), one has to find the way to construct the 1st order defining function

h(Z,Ω) together with the invertible transformation (X,Ξ) → (Z,Ω). The first of the two is easy

by comparing the first expression of the “Legendrian” H which leads to Hamilton-like equations

(4.1) with the second, (4.4). This gives

h = 2(XfX + ΞfΞ)− f(X,Ξ). (4.8)

However, the function h is expressed here in terms of X and Ξ, so we still need to transform

them to the other pair Z and Ω. The obvious way to proceed is to compare the field equations

of both formulations, (2.2) and (4.5). The comparison yields the two “dual” relations:

Fµν = −h
Z
Pµν − h

Ω

∗Pµν , Pµν = −fXFµν − fΞ
∗Fµν . (4.9)

This means of course that F may be obtained directly from the first equation when the P -field

is known and vice-versa. It is possible to advance further and obtain the transformation rules

between (X,Ξ) and (Z,Ω), by taking various traces in Eq. (4.9) to give after some elementary

manipulations:

X = Z
(

h2
Z
− h2

Ω

)

+ 2Ωh
Ω
h

Z
, Ξ = Ω

(

h2
Z
− h2

Ω

)

− 2Zh
Ω
h

Z
, (4.10)

and its inverse

Z = X
(

f2
X − f2

Ξ

)

+ 2ΞfΞfX , Ω = Ξ
(

f2
X − f2

Ξ

)

− 2XfΞfX . (4.11)

Both these equations give the transformations between (X,Ξ) and (Z,Ω), but in order to get

h(Z,Ω) from a given f(X,Ξ), the second must be used, serving this way as an implicit relation

which should be inverted to give explicitly X(Z,Ω) and Ξ(Z,Ω). Assuming we are able to do

this inversion and obtain a well-behaved transformation for a domain which contains the origin,

we may directly obtain the sought for explicit expression

h(Z,Ω) = 2[X(Z,Ω)f̃X (Z,Ω) + Ξ(Z,Ω)f̃Ξ(Z,Ω)] − f̃(Z,Ω), (4.12)

where the tildes on f̃ , f̃X and f̃Ξ stress that the change of variables was performed.
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We will continue here a little further to present few more useful results which renders this

study a more symmetric appearance.

Next we invert the first equation of (4.9) in order to get an independent expression for Pµν

in terms of Fµν . The result is

Pµν =
h

Ω
∗Fµν − h

Z
Fµν

h2
Z
+ h2

Ω

, (4.13)

and by comparison with the second equation of (4.9), one finds

f
X
=

h
Z

h2
Z
+ h2

Ω

, fΞ = − h
Ω

h2
Z
+ h2

Ω

. (4.14)

Using now Eqs.(4.10) and (4.14) in the Legendre transform (4.8) we get its inverse which

yields f(X,Ξ) from a given h(Z,Ω) in the analogous expression:

f = 2(ZhZ +ΩhΩ)− h(Z,Ω), (4.15)

which should be supplemented of course by the transformation (Z,Ω) → (X,Ξ) obtained by

inverting Eq (4.10).

Last, we obtain the following consequence from (4.14):

(h2
Z
+ h2

Ω
)(f2

X
+ f2

Ξ
) = 1 . (4.16)

which gives easily its inverse:

h
Z
=

f
X

f2
X
+ f2

Ξ

, h
Ω
= − f

Ξ

f2
X
+ f2

Ξ

, (4.17)

supplemented by the transformation (X,Ξ) → (Z,Ω).

We should comment that all the above results are valid only for invertible transformations

between the first and second order formalisms. The question of invertibility depends on the

nature of the defining functions, either f(X,Ξ) or h(Z,Ω), and we will return to this point in

the next sections.

Finally, as for the 2nd order formulation, we write down the energy-momentum tensor in

terms of the relevant quantities for the 1st order formulation defined by Eq. (4.7):

Tµν = −h
Z
PµαP

α
ν − P α

µ Fνα − P α
ν Fµα − 1

4
(Ωh

Ω
− h(Z,Ω) − 2Y ) gµν . (4.18)

Using the first equation of (4.9), we may express the energy-momentum tensor in terms of the

P -frame only:

Tµν = h
Z
PµαP

α
ν + hΩ

(

P α
µ

∗Pνα + P α
ν

∗Pµα

)

− 1

4
(3ΩhΩ + 2Zh

Z
− h(Z,Ω)) gµν . (4.19)
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5 Polynomial Electrodynamics in First Order Formalism

A natural Lagrangian in the 1st order formalism which is simple enough to study is the Polyno-

mial Electrodynamics in First Order Formalism (PEDFOF) defined by the following h-function

h
PEDFOF

(Z,Ω) = −Z +
2γ

n
Zn − αΩ +

2β

n
Ωn, (5.1)

and the corresponding 1st order Lagrangian:

L
PEDFOF

=
1

4
Z − γ

2n
Zn +

α

4
Ω− β

2n
Ωn − 1

2
Y − JµAµ . (5.2)

Notice that the term linear in Ω induces a non-trivial dynamical contribution, since unlike Ξ, it

is not a total divergence. Taking all the free coefficients (α, β, γ) to zero gives back the Maxwell

theory in 1st order formalism.

The explicit form of the field equations of this Lagrangian will be

∇µP
µν = Jν (5.3)

Fµν = (1− 2γZn−1)Pµν + (α− 2βΩn−1)∗Pµν ⇒

∇µ[(1− 2γZn−1) ∗Pµν + (α− 2βΩn−1)Pµν ] = 0 . (5.4)

The energy-momentum tensor of the vector field of this theory will be expressed in terms of the

P -field only (see (4.19)):

Tµν = −
(

1− 2γZn−1
)

P α
µ Pνα −

(

α− 2βΩn−1
) (

P α
µ

∗Pνα + P α
ν

∗Pµα

)

+

1

4

(

Z − 2(2n − 1)γ

n
Zn + 2αΩ − 2(3n − 1)β

n
Ωn

)

gµν . (5.5)

5.1 Flat Space PEDFOF Spherically-Symmetric Electrostatic Solutions

In order to study purely electrostatic fields of this model, it is enough to focus our attention to

the simple PEDFOF Lagrangian where the nonlinearity originates from the Zn term only while

α and β vanish. More explicitly, we write the Lagrangian of the PEDFOF “Zn model” as

L(1)
Zn =

1

4
PµνP

µν − 1

2
PµνF

µν − γ

2n
(PµνP

µν)n − JµAµ . (5.6)

Variation with respect to Aµ gives again the source-full linear Maxwell equations (1.2) - now

written for Pµν . Variation with respect to Pµν will produce a modified relation between Pµν and

Fµν :
(

1− 2γZn−1
)

Pµν = Fµν . (5.7)
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Thus P is not a closed 2-form any more, but Fµν is. So we may write all the nonlinear Maxwell

equations in terms of Pµν only, as

∇µP
µν = Jν , ∇µ[

(

1− 2γZn−1
)

∗Pµν ] = 0 . (5.8)

The energy-momentum tensor of the vector field of model (5.6) is

Tµν = (1− 2γZn−1)PµαP
α

ν − PµαF
α

ν − PναF
α

µ − gµνL(1)
Zn . (5.9)

Using (5.7) this can be written solely in terms of Pµν :

Tµν = −
(

1− 2γZn−1
)

PµαP
α

ν +
gµν
4

(

Z − 2(2n − 1)γ

n
Zn

)

. (5.10)

In this model the field around a point charge is very easy to obtain since the field strength

Pµν satisfies the ordinary Maxwell equations – see (5.8). However, now one has to be careful

to distinguish between the field strength and the tensor Fµν which is related to Pµν by Eq.

(5.7). Assuming that the only non-vanishing components of Pµν are Prt(r) = −Ptr(r), we find

immediately that

Ptr =
Q

r2
, Ftr =

Q

r2
+ (−2)nγ

(

Q

r2

)2n−1

(5.11)

Conventionally, point particles couple to Aµ and they “feel” the force as Fµν and not as Pµν . So

we interpret Fµν as the physical field that determines the motion of a test particle in this family

of theories.

If we now inspect the energy density of a point charge using (5.10), we come immediately to

the conclusion that the field behavior near the origin causes a strongly diverging energy density

with no finite total field energy for all values of n.
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Figure 7: Plots of Ftr(r) and r2ρ(r) for n = 2 and γ < 0 point charge for several values of Q =

1 , 2, 3, 4, 5 in arbitrary units. The colors correspond to the charge in a “spectroscopic order”.
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Figure 8: Plots of Ftr(r) and r2ρ(r) for n = 2 and γ > 0 point charge for several values of Q =

1 , 2, 3, 4, 5 in arbitrary units.

Still, it is of interest to write explicitly the components of the energy-momentum tensor for

a point charge, or rather for the more general case of a spherically-symmetric electric field:

T t
t = T r

r =
1

2
P 2
tr +

(−2)nγ

2n
P 2n
tr

T θ
θ = T φ

φ = −1

2
P 2
tr −

(2n− 1)(−2)nγ

2n
P 2n
tr (5.12)

From this result we see that the energy density ρ = T t
t of a point charge is positive definite only

if we impose ǫ = (−1)nsign(γ) = +1. In the other case (ǫ = −1), the second term of the energy

density in (5.12) will dominate near the origin and will turn the sum to be negative. The same

conditions also differentiate between monotonic and non-monotonic behavior of the field Ftr of

a point charge. Figs 7 and 8 present the energy density and the field Ftr in both cases.

We can simplify the notation considerably and make the physics more transparent if we notice

that we can express the parameter γ in terms of an electric field parameter E by |γ| = 1/2nE2(n−1)

keeping in mind that ǫ = ±1 according to the correlation between the parity of n and the

sign of γ: if (−1)n has the same sign of γ, ǫ = +1 while otherwise ǫ = −1. Additionally,

ǫ = 0 corresponds to the linear theory. Using this choice we can easily give the field equation a

dimensionless form absorbing also γ into the electric fields by an appropriate rescaling. Moreover,

we can also define a length parameter by ℓ = 1/
√
κE2 where κ = 8πG is the rescaled Newton’s

constant, such rendering Einstein equations dimensionless as well. From now on, we will discard

the ǫ = −1 solutions due to their non-physical characteristics. We will still keep ǫ in the

equations in order to get control on the limiting behavior to the linear Maxwell theory.
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5.2 Self-Gravitating PEDFOF Spherically-Symmetric Electrostatic Solutions

Minimal coupling of the Zn model to gravity is done by adding the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian

to the Lagrangian of Eq. (5.6) (omitting the current term):

L =
1

2κ
R+

1

4
PµνP

µν − 1

2
PµνF

µν − γ

2n
(PµνP

µν)n , (5.13)

which produces Einstein’s equations Gµν = −κTµν with the energy-momentum tensor given in

Eq.(5.10). Since gravity is minimally coupled, it may be treated equivalently by Palatini or

metric formalism.

Looking for static and spherically symmetric solutions, we assume a radial electric field Ftr(r)

and a static spherically-symmetric spacetime:

ds2 = u(r)dt2 − dr2/f(r)− r2dΩ2 . (5.14)

In the simple case of a radial electric field, it is obvious that T 0
0 = T 1

1 which yields the

simplifying relation u(r) = f(r). There are thus only two independent components of T ν
µ , since

spherical symmetry results also T 2
2 = T 3

3 . These components are still given by the expressions

in Eq. (5.12).

The field tensor P01 is still given by the same expression of flat space - Eq. (5.11), so the

single Einstein equation which is required to obtain the metric function f(r) is

1

r2
d

dr
r(1− f) = κ

(

Q2

2r4
+

(−2)nγ

2n

Q2n

r4n

)

⇒ dm

d̺
=

1

2

(

q2

2̺2
+

ǫ

2n

q2n

̺2(2n−1)

)

, (5.15)

where we use the dimensionless radial variable ̺ = r/ℓ =
√
κE2r, the dimensionless charge

parameter q = κEQ and defined the mass function as usual by f(r) = 1−2M(r)/r = 1−2m(̺)/̺.

The total mass is given as usual by M = M(∞) and correspondingly m = m(∞). Either way

the Einstein equation is easily integrated to give the metric component and mass function as:

f(̺) = 1− 2m

̺
+

q2

2̺2
+

ǫ

2n(4n − 3)

q2n

̺2(2n−1)
; m(̺) = m− q2

4̺
− ǫ

4n(4n− 3)

q2n

̺4n−3
. (5.16)

Figure 9 shows typical behavior of the metric component f(r) for the two different cases

ǫ = (−1)nsign(γ) = −1 and ǫ = +1 by plots for n = 2 with both signs of γ. Note that the plots

of the corresponding electric field Ftr(r) and the energy density ρ(r) are still given by those of

Figs. 7 and 8.

We notice that the general behavior of f(r) is significantly different in both cases for all

values of n: for ǫ > 0 (see left plot of Figure 9) it is always Reissner-Nordstrom-like with two

horizons that are getting closer to each other as Q increases and merge at its critical value at

the EBH. Unlike the GHE BHs studied at sec 3, the ǫ > 0 family does not contain single-horizon

S-like BHs.
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Figure 9: Plots of the BH metric function f(̺) of the PEDFOF Z2 model with both signs of γ with

fixed mass and several values of charge. Left: γ > 0 , m = 4; q = 0, 2.5, 3.25, 4.0, 4.75, 5.624(EBH);

Right: γ < 0, m = 4 ; q = 0, 3.5, 4.75, 5.5, 6.5, 7.5. Notice the 3-horizon profile for γ < 0

For ǫ < 0 (right plot of Figure 9), the behavior starts for small charges as Schwarzschild-like

f(r) monotonically increasing to the asymptotic value of 1 and having a single horizon. However,

beyond an intermediate region (see below), above a certain critical charge, f(r) develops one

maximum and one minimum before increasing asymptotically to f(r) → ∞, still having a single

horizon. For intermediate values of charge, it may occur that the local maximum and minimum

of f(r) have opposite signs, thus inducing a pair of additional horizons. This intermediate

region of solutions is therefore characterized by the existence of 3-horizons. So, we get to the

somewhat surprising conclusion that all these ǫ < 0 BH solutions which have negative energy

density around the origin, still have attractive gravitational field for large r. This result may

be in favor of keeping this kind of solutions in the present work, yet we prefer to postpone

that to a future study, and to take here the more conservative approach of concentrating in

self-gravitating objects with positive definite energy density. So, in the rest of this section we

will limit ourselves to ǫ ≥ 0 only, ǫ = 0 allowing to include the linear Maxwell theory in the

analysis for comparison.

Next we turn to the relation between the horizon radius and the physical parameters which

characterize the black holes, i.e the mass and charge as well as the parameter n while assuming

as just mentioned ǫ ≥ 0.

The relation between all these quantities can be obtained by substituting f(̺h) = 0 in (5.16)

from which we can obtain an expression for m
BH

(n, ǫ, q, ̺h):

m
BH

(n, ǫ, q, ̺h) =
̺h
2

+
q2

4̺h
+

ǫ

4n(4n − 3)

q2n

̺4n−3
h

. (5.17)

As a trivial check we notice that for ǫ = 0 we get the RN result, while if we assume q = 0, the
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Schwarzschild relation is obtained.

It is easy to see that the mass function has a single minimum while m(n, ǫ, q, ̺h) increases

indefinitely in both directions. A plot of the mass function as a function of ̺h for fixed n and q

is shown in Fig.10 (left). Its right panel shows the ̺h-dependence of the charge for a fixed mass

(and n). Varying n does not change much the general behavior of the solutions.

Notice the usual RN feature that for fixed charge the mass is bounded from below, while

for fixed mass the charge is bounded from above. These features result from the existence of

the EBH solutions. Unlike the GHE solutions, in this case it is possible to obtain an explicit

relation between the horizon size and EBH charge which is written simply as:

q2

2̺2h
+

ǫq2n

2n̺
2(2n−1)
h

= 1. (5.18)

Taking ǫ = 0 gives the RN result ̺h = q/
√
2. Note also that (5.18) is consistent with the

extremality condition 2m′(̺h) = 1 discussed above Eq. (3.20). See also (5.15).

It is straightforward to get also an analytic implicit relation between ̺h and the EBH mass,

but it is quite cumbersome and we give up its presentation.
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Figure 10: Plots of the BH mass vs. the dimensionless horizon size ̺h for several values of charge

q = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 (left) and charge vs. ̺h for several values of mass m
BH

= 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 (right). The dashed

black lines correspond to the RN solution (upper curves on both), and to Schwarzschild solutions (lower

left). On the right, Schwarzschild solutions lie along the horizontal axis.
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5.3 Thermodynamical properties

In this subsection, we study thermodynamic properties of the black holes presented above, like

temperature and heat capacity.

The Hawking temperature of a black hole with the static spherically symmetric metric (5.14)

with u(r) = f(r) is expressed by Eq.(3.22) which gives the following expression for the Hawking

temperature using the metric (5.16):

kBℓ

~
TH = τH =

1

4π

(

1

̺h
− q2

2̺3h
− ǫq2n

2n̺4n−1
h

)

. (5.19)

It is trivial to verify that the limit q → 0 yields the temperature of the Schwarzschild black

holes: τH = 1/4π̺h and by taking ǫ → 0 one obtains the RN result. The EBH condition (5.18)

guarantees also τH = 0 as should be.

Fig.11 depicts the way the PEDFOF BH temperature depends on the BH mass and charge

of the n = 2 family of solutions which is typical and represent the behavior for all n > 2. The

behavior is quite similar to that of the 2nd order GHE BHs of sec. 3 and even more similar

to the RN behavior of the linear Maxwell-Einstein system. Looking at Eq.(5.19) it is easy to

see that the NLED last term modifies the temperature behavior, which for ǫ > 0 and n ≥ 2

cannot “spoil” neither the general characteristics of this relation, nor the behavior at the two

ends: near the EBH point and at large ̺h (or m).

The Hawking-Bekenstein entropy of a spherically symmetric black hole is given by the area

law given already by Eq. (3.24): s = π̺2h. Since in this case we use ̺ directly as the radial

variable, it is easier to get the relations between S, T , M and Q than in the previous GHE case.
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Figure 11: The behavior of the rescaled Hawking temperature for (n = 2, γ > 0) PEDFOF BHs. Left: as

a function of the BH mass for q = 1, 1.5, 2, 2.5, 3. The Schwarzschild BH corresponds to the black dashed

line of q = 0. Right: as a function of the charge parameter q for several values of the mass m = 1, 2, 3, 4.
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Figure 12: Curves of the BH rescaled entropy as a function of charge for various values of mass (full lines)

and temperature (dashed lines except T = 0) in the typical case of n = 2, γ > 0. The parameters are

m
BH

= 0.25, 0.50, 0.75, 1.00, 1.25, 1.50, 1.75, 2.00, and 4πτH = 0, 0.25, 0.286, 0.333, 0.40, 0.50, 0.67, 1.00.

Several numerical values are added in order to indicate the way m
BH

and τH increase.

The main features are seen in Fig.12 which presents the lines of constant mass and constant

temperature (isotherms) in the q-s plane.

Moreover, to check the thermodynamic stability of black holes, the behaviour of specific

heat capacity of the black holes is calculated. The positive (negative) specific heat signifies the

local thermodynamic stability (instability) of the black holes. In the present PEDFOF case we

have at our disposal the BH mass as a function of the horizon radius, but not explicitly of the

temperature. Therefore, the heat capacity is calculated by an expression analogous to (3.26):

l2P
kBℓ2

C = c =
∂m

∂τH
=

∂m/∂̺h
∂τH/∂̺h

, (5.20)

which indicates that here too the heat capacity exhibits a singularity when the Hawking tem-

perature reaches an extreme value. Using in (5.20) the results (5.17) and (5.19) for the mass

and temperature, one finds the following expression for the heat capacity of the PEDFOF black

holes as a function of ̺h.

c

4π
=

−ǫq2n̺6h + n̺4n+2
h (2̺2h − q2)

2ǫ(4n − 1)q2n̺4h + 2n̺4nh (3q2 − 2̺2h)
. (5.21)

Figure 13 illustrates the general behavior of the heat capacity as a function of the BH mass,

temperature and charge. In particular, it shows that the heat capacity diverges at points where
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Figure 13: The rescaled BH heat capacity as a function of its mass (left) and temperature (right) for

n = 2 and γ > 0. Both for charge values: q = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5.

the Hawking temperature reaches its peak, signaling phase transitions. The region includes

both positive and negative heat capacities, separated by discontinuities. Negative heat capacity

corresponds to the black hole’s unstable state and the early phase of the thermodynamic process,

while positive heat capacity corresponds to the stable state of the black hole and the later phase

of the thermodynamic process.

5.4 PEDFOF Counterpart in Second Order Formulation

Since we discuss in this paper NLED in 1st and 2nd order formalism, a natural question that

arises, is what is the 2nd order counterpart of the PEDFOF model presented above (see (5.2)).

In concrete terms, we look for the 2nd order defining function f(X,Ξ) which corresponds to the

1st order defining function h(Z,Ω) of (5.1) and gives the same field equations.

It is known [16, 19] that for weak fields, the functions f(X,Ξ) and h(Z,Ω) have similar

behavior, but this is not sufficient when we deal with solutions featuring strong fields. So we

make use of the method for transforming one to the other which is presented in Sec. 4. All we

have to do is to use the inverse Legendre transform of Eq (4.15) together with the transformation

(Z,Ω) → (X,Ξ) which is contained in Eq (4.10). For clarity of the demonstration, we will

simplify further to the “Zn model” defined by Eq.(5.6) which we used to obtain pure electrostatic

solutions (although it allows magnetic solutions as well). For this model we obtain the simple

expressions

f = 2Zh
Z
− h(Z) , X = Z h2

Z
. (5.22)
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or more explicitly

f(n, γ, Z) = −Z + 2

(

2− 1

n

)

γZn , X(n, γ, Z) = Z(1− 2γZn−1)2. (5.23)

A simple inspection reveals that the transformation X(n, γ, Z) is not always invertible on the

whole real axis, and at any rate, this cannot be done in a closed analytic form for all n, since the

procedure requires solving algebraic equations of order 3 and higher. The technical difficulty can

be overcome by reverting to parametric representation of f(X) as was done previously in other

contexts in this paper, but the limitations on invertibility require more attention as already

noticed by (e.g.) Plebanski [1] and Bronnikov [21,51].

Since the cases (−1)nγ < 0 produce unphysical electric solutions, there are two distinct kinds

of behaviors of X(n, γ, Z) for physical solutions: (−1)n and γ both negative, or both positive.

If (−1)n and γ are both negative, X(n, γ, Z) is a monotonically increasing function and thus

inverting for Z(n, γ,X) is clearly possible. If (−1)n and γ are both positive, then X(n, γ, Z) is

monotonic through X = Z = 0 only up to its first (and single) maximum at a certain Z-value,

say Zmax. So the inversion which produces Z(n, γ,X), can be defined only up to this Zmax. Both

physical subclasses are covered by substituting γ = |γ|(−1)n into the expressions for X(n, γ, Z)

and its derivative, X
Z
:

X(n, |γ|, Z) = Z(1 + 2|γ|(−Z)n−1)2 , X
Z
=
(

1 + 2|γ|(−Z)n−1
) (

1 + 2(2n − 1)|γ|(−Z)n−1
)

.

(5.24)

So, it is obvious that for odd n, X(n, |γ|, Z) is monotonically increasing and the defining function

f(n, |γ|,X) of the 2nd order formalism will be defined for all X. On the other hand, if n is even,

X(n, |γ|, Z) has two extremal points for positive Z values: a maximum at Zmax = 1/(2(2n −
1)|γ|)1/(n−1) and a minimum at Zmin = 1/(2|γ|)1/(n−1) . Thus, for even n, the inverse Legendre

transform and therefore the defining function f(n, |γ|,X) are limited to −∞ < X < Xmax where

Xmax =
4(n − 1)2

(2n − 1)2
1

(2(2n − 1)|γ|)1/(n−1)
. (5.25)

Since the transformation X(n, |γ|, Z) cannot be inverted analytically to give explicit expres-

sion for Z(n, |γ|,X), we are limited to the parametric representation for the defining function

f
Zn (n, |γ|,X):















f
Zn (n, |γ|, Z) = −Z + 2

(

2− 1
n

)

|γ|(−Z)n

X(n, |γ|, Z) = Z(1 + 2|γ|(−Z)n−1)2 ,

(5.26)

where for even n, the variables X and Z are bounded from above by Xmax and Zmax which are

defined above.
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Since an explicit expression for f
Zn (n, |γ|,X) is not available, we will give here its behavior

near the origin and at large X. The behavior near the origin is trivially seen to be linear

which corresponds to the primary request of Maxwellian behavior at weak fields. That is:

f
Zn (n, |γ|,X) ≃ −X. For strong fields we take first the limit X → −∞ where we find for either

even or odd n:

f
Zn (n, |γ|,X) ≃

(

2− 1

n

)(

(−X)n

2|γ|

)1/(2n−1)

(5.27)

A similar expression is easily found for the X → ∞ behavior for odd n only:

f
Zn (n, |γ|,X) ≃ −

(

2− 1

n

)(

Xn

2|γ|

)1/(2n−1)

(5.28)

There is one additional point of interest which is the terminal point of f
Zn (n, |γ|,X) for even n

at X = Xmax given by Eq.(5.25). Actually, this point turns out as a cusp point as can be found

if we imagine to cross the point Z = Zmax and move further. The reason is that the function

f
Zn (n, |γ|, Z) has a local minimum at the same point Z = Zmax where X(n, |γ|, Z) has a local

maximum. This is not specific to the Zn Lagrangian that is studied here, but a general feature

of systems where h(Z) is not monotonic such that h
Z
vanishes for some finite Z. This can be

seen easily from Eq.(5.22) which gives X
Z
= h

Z
f
Z
for all Z. Therefore, the extremal points of

X(Z) and f(Z) coincide, provided h
Z

does not vanish too, which is true at least for the Zn

Lagrangian. Actually, it is easy to calculate the slope of the X-dependent defining function

f
Zn (n, |γ|,X) simply by fX = fZ/XZ at all points, and especially at the terminal point which

turns out to be (for n even):

d

dX
f
Zn (n, |γ|,Xmax) = − 2n− 1

2(n− 1)
(5.29)

h(Z)X(Z)f(Z)
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Figure 14: The four functions that are involved in the Legendre transformation from the 1st order

defining function h(Z) of the Zn model (with n = 2) to its 2nd order counterpart, f(X). The black

dashed line at the right is the branch of f(X) beyond the domain in which it is single valued.
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Fig.14 demonstrates a graphic representation of the 4 functions that are involved in the (inverse)

Legendre transform from the 1st order Zn model to the 2nd order Zn model: h
Zn (Z), X(Z),

f
Zn (Z) and f

Zn (X), for n = 2. This represent the behavior for all even values of n. The situation

for odd n is simple and direct as we explained above and we skip the corresponding plots.

The main conclusion from this discussion about the equivalence between 1st and 2nd order

formulations of NLED, is that the equivalence is not guaranteed to be 1 to 1 for all X and Z.

For (−1)n and γ which are both positive, all the purely electric solutions that were found by

the 1st order treatment go over to the equivalent 2nd order formalism without any problem.

However magnetic solutions (which we do not study in this work) are expected to encounter

difficulties due to the partial equivalence in the X > 0 (magnetic) domain. So, strictly speaking,

insisting on full equivalence with second order NLED, this family of “even” PEDFOF models is

ruled out as an acceptable NLED family. On the other hand, for the “odd” branch, X(n, |γ|, Z)

is monotonic and therefore invertible and is therefore viable. For example, all solutions - electric

and magnetic are expected to be consistent with both formulations of the theory.

6 Palatini Nonlinear Electrodynamics

So far, the 1st order NLED theories that we have considered were equivalent (at least partially)

to 2nd order ones. However, we may give up this limitation and consider more general 1st order

NLED Lagrangians which we name Palatini NLED (PNLED for short). These Lagrangians are

determined by an arbitrary defining function of all 4 Lorentz scalars which may be constructed

as bilinear products of Fµν and Pµν : Y , Z and Ω which were defined already, supplemented by

Υ = Fµν
∗Pµν . We write therefore:

L
PNLED

= K(Z,Ω, Y,Υ) − JµAµ , (6.1)

which gives rise to the following field equations:

−2∇µ (KY P
µν +KΥ

∗Pµν) = Jν , 2 (KZP
µν +KΩ

∗Pµν) +KY F
µν +KΥ

∗Fµν = 0 . (6.2)

It is easy to get convinced that the PNLED field equations cannot be mapped generically

to the 2nd order ones. There are however some special cases (outside the minimal theory (4.7))

where it can be done. For example, if we choose K(Z,Ω, Y,Υ) = κ1(Z)/4− κ2(Y )/2, we obtain

the following field equations:

∇µ

(

κ′2(Y )Pµν
)

= Jν , κ′1(Z)Pµν − κ′2(Y )Fµν = 0 . (6.3)

The homogeneous field equation determines the relation between Pµν and Fµν and can be

solved in principle for Pµν as a function of Fµν (eliminating Y even for nonlinear κ2(Y )) to be
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substituted in the source-full equation which will result a non-linear Maxwell equation of the

form (2.2) with fΞ = 0. Still even this simple family of theories seems unstudied in the literature,

probably because there is no Legendre transformation connecting this family of theories to 2nd

order NLED.

This is reminiscent of what occurs in GR, for which the standard second order formulation

and the Palatini formulation are equivalent, while this ceases to be the case in higher order

curvature theories. In the electromagnetic case the equivalence extends also to the non-linear

regime, but it is limited to a certain family of theories as discussed in the previous sections.

6.1 The PNLED-Y n model

It is well known that some NLED theories are able to mitigate the singularity of the electric

field and its diverging total energy. The most popular is the Born-Infeld (BI) theory whose

Lagrangian is given in Eq. (2.4). The BI electric field EBI in flat spacetime around a point

charge turns out indeed to be finite everywhere, but it is still discontinuous at the location of

the charge, say r = 0. On the other hand it is possible to construct PNLED models where the

electric field around a point charge is continuous everywhere, in particular E(0) = 0.

In order to demonstrate that, we study a simple PNLED Lagrangian where the nonlinearity

originates from the Y n term of the defining function K(Z,Ω, Y,Υ) = Z/4 − Y/2 + γY n/(2n) .

More explicitly, we write the Lagrangian of the “Y n model” as

L(1)
Y n =

1

4
PµνPµν −

1

2
PµνFµν +

γ

2n
(PµνFµν)

n − JµAµ , (6.4)

where γ is a real parameter. It is clear that for γ = 0, this reduces to the 1st order version of

Maxwell’s theory (compare (1.4)) and Pµν = Fµν .

Now, variations with respect to Aµ and Pµν give the modified source-full Maxwell equations

and the modified P -F relations:

∇µ

[(

1− γY n−1
)

Pµν
]

= Jν , Pµν =
(

1− γY n−1
)

Fµν . (6.5)

In order to proceed, we need to rewrite Eqs.(6.5) in terms of Fµν only or Pµν only. Contracting

the second of (6.5) with Fµν or Pµν gives the following useful relations between X, Z and Y :

γXY n−1 + Y −X = 0 , γY n + Z − Y = 0 , (6.6)

Which result also the additional relations:

W ≡ 1− γY n−1 = Z/Y = Y/X , Y 2 = XZ . (6.7)

So in principle the P -field and the F -field can be decoupled from each other. For a particular

physical setup one can solve the first of (6.5) for Pµν and then determine Fµν from the second
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(assuring dF = 0), or vice-versa. However, since algebraic equations of an arbitrary degree are

involved, in practice solving the equations for Y (X) or Y (Z) is expected to make the process

cumbersome, unless a shortcut is found. Still the case n = 2 is simple enough to allow a

direct approach as is obvious from the trivial result of Eq. (6.6): Y = X/(1 + γX) which gives

immediately the simple form of (6.5):

∇µ

[

Fµν

(1 + γX)2

]

= Jν , Pµν =
Fµν

1 + γX
, n = 2 , (6.8)

which contains the modified source-full Maxwell equations written only in terms of Fµν . This

simplification implies that this system is equivalent to a 2nd order NLED theory defined by Eq.

(2.1) with f(X) = X/(1 + γX). Flat space solutions of this n = 2 system from a second order

point of view were studied already by Kruglov [8], as well as the corresponding BH metric [17].

The case n = 3 is more complicated, but still manageable since Eq. (6.6) become of second

or third order in Y . But we will study it together with the general analysis of all n ≥ 3.

But before that, we present the energy-momentum tensor of this kind of theories which we

will need in flat space mainly for calculating the total energy and in the presence of gravity for

Einstein equations. Its general expression is given by:

Tµν = PµαP
α

ν −
(

PµαF
α

ν + PναF
α

µ

) (

1− γY n−1
)

− gµνL(1)
Y n (6.9)

which simplifies (using also (6.6)-(6.7)) to

Tµν = −W 2FµαF
α

ν −gµν
2

[

n− 2

2n
W − n− 1

n

]

Y = −PµαP
α

ν −n− 2

4n
Z gµν+

n− 1

2n
Y gµν . (6.10)

For n = 2 we get

T (n=2)
µν = − FµαF

α
ν

(1 + γX)2
+

gµν
4

X

(1 + γX)
, (6.11)

using (6.8) to express it solely in terms of Fµν .

6.2 Spherically-symmetric solutions of the Y
n model in flat space

n=2

We start with the simplest nonlinear case, n = 2. In order to obtain the point charge fields of

this model (in Minkowski spacetime) we use the same ansatz At = At(r) as the only non-trivial

component of the 4-potential Aµ. Then Frt(r) = ∂rAt(r) is the only non-trivial component of

Fµν and X = −2Ftr(r)
2. Therefore the inhomogeneous field equation of (6.8) gives (see also [8])

Ftr(r)

[1− 2γFtr(r)2]
2 =

Q

r2
, (6.12)
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where Q is an integration constant. This is an algebraic quartic equation for Ftr(r). Although

a closed form solution exists, it is long and unenlightening. On the other hand, it is much easier

to inspect the LHS of (6.12) in order to get an idea about the behavior of Ftr(r). For that end

we define f2(Ftr) = Ftr/(1 − 2γF 2
tr)

2. First of all we notice that for γ > 0 f2(Ftr) diverges at

Ftr = 1/
√
2γ which corresponds to r = 0. This means that there are two branches of solutions:

the first starts from the finite value of Ftr(0) = 1/
√
2γ at the origin and decreases monotonically

to zero as r → ∞ in a Coulomb-like way. As for the behavior near the origin, a little additional

inspection shows that as

r → 0 ⇒ Ftr(r) ≃ (2γ)−1/2

(

1− r

2(2γ)1/4|Q|1/2
)

(6.13)

The second branch starts at the same central field value of Ftr(0) = 1/
√
2γ, but is monotonically

increasing with r with asymptotic behavior of Ftr(r) ≃ (r2/Qγ2)1/3. Notice also that in the

branch of the increasing larger field, the two field functions, Ftr(r) and Ptr(r) have opposite

signs which means opposite directions in space.

If we now turn to the second possibility of γ < 0, we notice that f2(Ftr) does not diverge in

this case, but it has a maximum at a certain value of Ftr. This maximum indicates a minimal

possible value of r, say rmin away from the origin, which means that the function Ftr(r) is not

defined in a ball of radius rmin around the origin, but only for r > rmin. We will therefore

consider this kind of solutions unphysical, or at least unfit for our purposes in this work. The

increasing field solutions with γ > 0 will also be ignored in what follows, although they may

have a physical role in some circumstances.

One can now determine the corresponding Pµν from the P -F relation of (6.8) which we will

do for the lower branch of the γ > 0 solutions. The only non-trivial component is

Ptr =
Ftr

1− 2γFtr(r)2
r→0≃ (2γ)−1/4 |Q|1/2

r
, (6.14)

where (6.13) was used. So Ptr diverges at the origin, but more softly than in Maxwell’s theory,

where it diverges as 1/r2. As a consequence, the total energy of the point particle in this model

is actually finite as we now discuss.

First we consider the energy density. Since only Ftr and Ptr are non-vanishing, we have for

the energy density

ρ = T 0
0 =

F 2
tr(1/2 + γF 2

tr)

(1− 2γF 2
tr)

2
. (6.15)

For γ > 0 the energy density is positive. Moreover, a necessary condition for a finite total

energy is a decreasing field, so we concentrate in the lower branch where Ftr(r) decreases to zero

asymptotically. For this branch we have

ρ = T 0
0

r→0≃ Q2

√
2γ r2

, (6.16)
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confirming that the total energy E = 4π
∫

r2ρdr is finite, despite the diverging energy density

at the origin.

Actually, in this model the total energy can be represented by an analytical expression as a

function of γ and Q. Since the explicit expression for Ftr(r) is cumbersome, the integration will

be performed on Ftr which for short we name ξ:

E = −4π

∫ ∞

0
r2(ξ) ρ(ξ)

dr

dξ
dξ =

32 · 23/4π
15

Q3/2

γ1/4
. (6.17)

Since conventionally point particles couple to Aµ they “feel” the force as Fµν and not as

Pµν . This model is therefore advantageous with respect to the quartic GHE theory in 2nd order

formalism, which has a finite field energy of a point charge, but a diverging force at the origin

although weaker than the Coulomb one. We will now see that for n ≥ 3 the electric field at the

origin will be continuous.

n ≥ 3

Analyzing the field around a point electric charge for all n ≥ 3 cannot be done by repeating the

n = 2 procedure since solving analytically the algebraic relations (6.6)-(6.7) becomes impossible.

Moreover, as we will see, for n ≥ 3 the field strength Ftr is not a monotonic function of r: rather

it starts with Ftr(0) = 0, achieves a maximum and decreases thereon. It is easy to see that it

is the quantity Y which may play the analogous role of Ftr as an independent variable for our

parametric solutions, and this will be done from now on. The inhomogeneous field equation

of (6.5) is readily integrated to W (Y )Ptr = Q/r2 with W = 1 − γY n−1 from (6.7). Assuming

(without loss of generality), positive Q and Ptr we obtain the following parametric representation

of the field Ptr(r):














Ptr =
√

−W (Y )Y/2

r =

(

2Q2

−YW 3(Y )

)1/4 (6.18)

Similarly, the field strength Ftr will be obtained using Ftr =
√

−Y/2W (Y ). Notice that for

electric fields Y ≤ 0. This imposes the correlation condition ǫ = (−1)nsign(γ) = +1 between n

and γ, which assures that the electric field of a point charge will be defined for all space and will

decay asymptotically. We will see shortly that this same condition assures a positive definite

energy density.

The asymptotic behavior of Ftr and Ptr is easily found to be Coulombic. However, the

behavior near the point charge (i.e. r → 0) departs significantly from that:

Ftr(r)
r→0≃ 1

(2n−1|γ|)
2

3n−2

(

r2

Q

)
n−2
3n−2



1− 1

(24n−3|γ|)
1

3n−2

(

r2

Q

)

2(n−1)
3n−2



 (6.19)
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Figure 15: Plots of the electric field Ftr(r) (left) and r2ρ(r) (right) for a Q = 1 point charge for various

values of n: n = 2, 3, 4, 6, 9, 81. All curves start with zero at r = 0 except for n = 2 which decreases

for all r.

Notice that Ftr(r) does not diverge at the origin. For n = 2 Ftr(0) is finite while for all n ≥ 3

it is zero. Fig. 15-left depicts some typical profiles of Ftr(r), which shows a distinct peak near

the origin for all n > 2, followed by a gradual decay to zero at large r. As n increases, the peak

of Ftr(r) becomes more pronounced, indicating a stronger nonlinearity and further deviations

from the Maxwellian field at large n. For n = 2, the electric field decreases monotonically with

r, highlighting the unique behavior of this specific value of n in this Y n model.

The corresponding Ptr(r) behaves near the origin differently than Ftr(r), namely diverging

at the origin like:

Ptr(r)
r→0≃ 1

(2n−1|γ|)
1

3n−2

(

Q

r2

)
n

3n−2

. (6.20)

As we will see now, this divergence is weak enough to render finite total energy for these solutions.

The energy-momentum components of spherically-symmetric electric field can be obtained from

(6.10) using (6.6)-(6.7). For the energy density we get

ρ = T 0
0 = −3n− 2

4n
Z +

n− 1

2n
Y = −1

4
Y +

3n− 2

4n
γY n, (6.21)

which is positive definite as long as ǫ = (−1)nsign(γ) = +1. The pressure components are:

T r
r = T 0

0 , T θ
θ = Tϕ

ϕ =
1

4
Y +

n− 2

4n
γY n. (6.22)
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These are expressions in terms of Y , but together with r(Y ) of (6.18) their radial behavior

may be obtained easily. Fig.15-right presents the energy density of these solutions, which are in

accord with the behavior of the electric field.

The total field energy is obviously finite and is obtained by integration over Y , but before

doing that, we pause to note that as in the previous sections, it is helpful to trade the self-

interaction parameter γ with an electric field parameter E defined here such that |γ| = 1/E2(n−1)

(no powers of 2 needed here). In addition, since we focus our attention on the physical branch

of electric solutions where Y < 0 we define a corresponding dimensionless variable which will

absorb the minus sign as: y = −Y/E2 = −|γ|1/(n−1)Y . Thus we replace the Y -integration by

y-integration:

E = 4π

∫ ∞

0
r2ρdr = −4πE2

∫ ∞

0
dy

dr

dy
r2(y)

[

1

4
y +

3n− 2

4n
yn
]

(6.23)

which, using the dimensionless form of r(y) from Eq.(6.18) is found to be:

E(E, n,Q) =
8 · 23/4πQ3/2

E
1/2

3
·
Γ
(

4n−3
4(n−1)

)

Γ
(

5n−6
4(n−1)

)

Γ
(

9
4

) . (6.24)

6.3 Spherically-symmetric static black hole solutions of the Y
n model

It is interesting and important to look for black hole (BH) solutions of this new PNLED theory.

Minimally coupling of the Y n model to gravity is done by adding the Einstein-Hilbert term to

the Lagrangian of Eq. (6.4) (omitting the current term):

L =
1

2κ
R+

1

4
PµνPµν −

1

2
PµνFµν +

γ

2n
(PµνFµν)

n . (6.25)

Since gravity is minimally coupled, it may be treated equivalently by first or second order

formalism, both produce Einstein’s equations Gµν = κTµν with the energy-momentum tensor

given in Eq.(6.9) or (6.10).

Looking for static and spherically symmetric electric solutions, we assume as in the previous

subsection a radial electric tensors Ftr(r) and Ptr(r) and the static spherically-symmetric metric

ds2 = u(r)dt2 − dr2/f(r)− r2dΩ2 . (6.26)

In the simple case of a radial electric field, it is obvious that T 0
0 = T 1

1 which yields the

simplifying relation u(r) = f(r). There are thus only two independent components of T ν
µ , since

spherical symmetry results also T 2
2 = T 3

3 as is obvious from Eq. (6.22). Therefore, we are left

with only one field equation for the single metric function f(r). The second Einstein equation will
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be used as a check on the solutions. We will not treat here the case n = 2 separately (see [8,17] for

partial results), but write the field equations for all n ≥ 2 still imposing ǫ = (−1)nsign(γ) = +1:

1

r2
d

dr
r(1− f) = κ

(

−1

4
Y +

3n− 2

4n
γY n

)

⇒ dm

d̺
=

̺2

2

(

1

4
y +

3n− 2

4n
yn
)

(6.27)

where a dimensionless radial variable and mass function were defined by rescaling with the length

parameter ℓ = 1/
√
κE2. Change of variables from ̺ to y gives the following equation for m(y):

dm

dy
=

̺2(y)

2

(

1

4
y +

3n− 2

4n
yn
)

d̺

dy
(6.28)

where ̺(y) is given by the dimensionless form of the flat space expression from (6.18):

̺ =

(

2q2

y(1 + yn−1)3

)1/4

, (6.29)

with q = κEQ. Integration gives the following (dimensionless) mass function:

m(y) =
q3/2

21/4 · 15(n − 1)

[

n(17n − 49) + (10 + n(27n− 101))yn−1 − 32ny2(n−1)

4n (1 + yn−1)9/4
y1/4+

8

y(n−2)/4
F

(

1

4
,

n− 2

4(n− 1)
,
5n− 6

4(n − 1)
,− 1

yn−1

)]

+m0 = mfield(y) +m0, (6.30)

where m0 is an integration constant which plays a role of a point mass at the origin, since

limy→∞m(y) = m0. We introduced here for further use the function mfield(y) which represents

the accumulated field energy from the origin up to the sphere of a certain value of y. The total

BH mass is obtained by taking the limit at the other end:

m
BH

= lim
y→0

m(y) = m0 +
23/4q3/2

3
·
Γ
(

4n−3
4(n−1)

)

Γ
(

5n−6
4(n−1)

)

Γ
(

9
4

) = m0 +mfield, (6.31)

This is of course just the sum of m0 and the field energy obtained already in (6.24).

The metric function f(̺) will be given in parametric form by the condensed expression:



















f(y) = 1− 2m(y)
̺(y)

= 1− 2(mfield(y) +m
BH

−mfield)
̺(y)

̺(y) =

(

2q2

y(1 + yn−1)3

)1/4

.

(6.32)

Fig. 16 presents typical profiles of the metric function f(r) for several mass values for a fixed

charge for n = 2 (left) and n = 3 (right). The features of the n = 3 BHs are also typical to all

higher n-values. The n = 2 BHs are rather exceptional as is already evident from their electric

field depicted in Fig.15.

38



5 10 15 20
]

- 2.0

-

1.5

-

1.0

-

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

f(])
n=2 , ^>0

Figure 16: Plots of the metric function f(ρ) of Y n BHs. Left: n = 2, γ > 0 , m = 3,

q = 1, 3, 3.550205, 3.6, 3.75, 4.0, 4.40353; Right: n = 3, γ < 0, m = 2 ; q =

1.5, 2.3, 2.6, 2.7, 2.737, 2.745, 2.74893, 2.82, 2.899366. The charge increases upwards. Note espe-

cially: (i) the intermediate solutions with a finite f(0) in both cases and their different behaviour; (ii)

the 3-horizon solutions for n = 3 - see insert.

It is obvious that for all n ≥ 2 there are two distinct types of solutions characterized by the

relation between charge and mass, or more concretely by the ratio mfield/mBH
. For a given

M , small charge BHs have a S-like behavior with a single horizon. For higher charges, above

a certain critical charge (for which mfield = m
BH

), a second horizon appears and the behavior

becomes RN-like. The RN-like behavior extends up to a maximal value of charge, above which

the solutions exhibit naked singularities.

Between these two families, there exists (unlike the case of the analogous solutions in the

2nd order formalism), intermediate solutions which have for all n ≥ 2 a non-divergent f(0).

Although Ftr is also finite (or even zero) at the origin for the n ≥ 2 solutions, the energy density

diverges there, so these solutions are not regular BHs. Since they correspond to the conditions

mfield = m
BH

, or m0 = 0, they may be thought as solitonic BHs which are “made of” a

non-trivial finite energy regular field configuration of the self-interacting vector field. Notice

however the difference between the near origin behavior of the intermediate n = 2 and the n ≥ 3

solutions: First of all, the n = 2 ones are S-like while the others are RN-like. In addition, the

n = 2 solution approaches a negative charge-dependent f(0) with a positive finite slope. On the

other hand, all n ≥ 3 intermediate BH solutions tend to f(0) = 1 with a diverging slope. All

this is a realization of the following result for the small ρ behavior of f(ρ) with m0 = 0:

f(ρ) ≃ 1− (3n− 2)

2
5n−4
3n−2n

[

(3n − 2)q
2n

3n−2

5n− 6
ρ

2(n−2)
3n−2 − 5(7n − 6)q

2
3n−2

2
7n−5
3n−2 (9n− 10)

ρ
2(3n−4)
3n−2

]

. (6.33)
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For n ≥ 3 a new kind of solutions emerges in the vicinity of the intermediate solutions

(slightly smaller charge) whose main feature is a third horizon such that f(ρ) → −∞. Still it

may not be classified as S-like, but deserve a third class of its own. So, by increasing the charge

of a n ≥ 3 BH, the single horizon S-like solutions turn smoothly to 3-horizon BHs and only after

further charge increase the 2-horizon RN-like solutions appear.

Since the solutions of this Y n model have different characteristics for n = 2 and n ≥ 3, we

will keep presenting all the plots throughout this section for both of them. Usually we will use

n = 3 to represent the whole n ≥ 3 family. We will keep imposing always ǫ = +1.

Finally for this subsection, we will get the relation between the BH mass, charge and horizon

parameter, also in parametric form, by solving for m
BH

the equation f(y
h
) = 0, using (6.30),

(6.31) and (6.32). Since the relevant expressions are quite cumbersome, we will not give them

in full-length, but write the expression for BH mass in the following form (cf (3.19)):

m
BH

= mfield +
1

2
̺(y

h
)−mfield(yh

) (6.34)

where mfield is the total field energy given in the second term of Eq.(6.31), ̺(y
h
) is the horizon

radius and mfield(yh
) is the horizon value of the field mass function of Eq.(6.30). Fig. 17 depicts

the dependence of the BH mass on the horizon radius with several values of charge, for the two

lowest values of n.The n > 3 curves are generally similar to the n = 3 ones. These plots can be

used easily (more easily that the fixed mass plots of Fig.16) to infer the characteristics of fixed

charge BHs. So they summarize more fully the main features of the BH type studied here. Like

the GHE BHs of sec. 3, a BH with a given large enough charge, may be a 2-horizon RN-like
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Figure 17: Plots of the BH mass vs the horizon radius ̺h for n = 2 (left) and n = 3 (right). The mass

curves correspond several values of the dimensionless charge parameter: q = 1, 2, 2.5, 3, 3.5, 4.
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BH, but if its mass increases (say, by accreting neutral particles), it turns into a single-horizon

S-like BH. This is described by the upper curves which exhibit a minimal BH mass for both

n = 2 and n = 3 panels of Fig. 17. However, unlike the GHE diagram of Fig. 3 (left), in this

case there exist (for low q) curves with monotonically increasing BH mass which represent a

family of purely S-like solutions. The fact that these S-like solutions do not contain extremal

BHs, has a crucial effect on their thermodynamic aspect as we will see in the next subsection.

In addition to the above, one may notice in the n = 3 panel of Fig. 17 (but seen for all n ≥ 3)

a small region of intermediate charge values containing curves with both a local maximum and

minimum, represents a BH family which contain 3-horizon BHs too. These BHs have also some

peculiar thermodynamic features.

6.4 Thermodynamical properties

The Hawking temperature for this kind of BHs can be calculated as in Sec.3.3 using the 00

Einstein equation (6.27) for an easy explicit expression for f ′(rh):

ℓkB
~

TH = τH =
1

4π

[

1

̺h
− ̺h

(

1

4
y
h
+

3n− 2

4n
yn
h

)]

. (6.35)

This should be supplemented by the expression for ̺h = ̺(yh) from Eq.(6.29) to get a

parametric description of TH(Q, rh).
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Figure 18: The Hawking temperatures of the Y n mo BHs as a function of the mass for several values of

charge. Left: n = 2 and q = 1, 1.4, 1.5, 2, 3, 4, 5; Right: n = 3 and q = 0.25, 1, 1.8, 2.1, 3, 4, 5. Notice the

deep temperature minima for n = 3 which correspond to S-like BH solutions with charges just below the

.
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Figure 19: The Hawking temperatures of the Y n model BHs as a function of the charge for several

values of mass. Left: n = 2 and m = 1, 2, 3, 4; Right: n = 3 and m = 3, 4, 5, 6.

The dependence on rh (or ̺h) of the temperature of a BH with a given charge can be obtained

in a parametric form, using the above equation (6.29). We leave out this plot and show only

the mass dependence of the temperature in Fig. 18 and its charge dependence in Fig. 19. In

the left panel of Fig. 18 for (n = 2, γ > 0), the temperature curves exhibit a typical behavior

for charged black holes for large enough charge values. For each fixed charge, the temperature

increases rapidly from T = 0 at the EBH point, reaches a peak, and then decreases monotonically

as the mass increases, approaching zero in the limit of large mass. Higher charge values shift

the temperature peak to larger masses but lower temperature, indicating the stabilizing effect of

charge. All this is quite common, but the low charge behavior is significantly different due to the

existence of the S-like solutions. The two upper curves of the left panel correspond to S-like BHs

which have no maximal temperature, but keep increasing as the mass decreases. The right panel

exhibit similar structure, but presents a new feature for n ≥ 3 which is the appearance of minima

at the temperature curves of the S-like BHs. These minima result from the fact that just before

the f(̺h) curves acquire the 3-horizon behavior, the second derivative ∂2f(̺h)∂̺
2
h becomes

negative at a certain interval causing a change in the slope of the temperature curves. This will

also be reflected in additional structure in the heat capacity of these families of solutions.

The Hawking-Bekenstein entropy of the BHs of this model is written in the dimensionless

version as the y
h
-dependent function

s = π

(

2q2

y
h
(1 + yn−1

h
)3

)1/2

, (6.36)

and its main properties are shown in Fig. 20 using ̺(y) from Eq.(6.32) for a parametric rep-

resentation together with change of variables for plotting in the q-s plane the lines of constant

mass and of constant temperature. We chose to present the constant temperature and constant
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Figure 20: Curves of the Y n-BH entropy as a function of charge for various values of mass and

temperature in the cases n = 2 and n = 3. Left: Lines of constant τH and constant mBH in the q-s plane,

for n = 2, with masses: m
BH

= 1.0, 1.9, 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, 4.0. Several numerical values are added in order to

indicate the way m
BH

and τH increase. Right: Lines of constant τH for both n-values. The temperatures

are the same for both n’s: 4πτH = 0, 0.10, 0.12, 0.14, 0.16, 0.19, 0.25, 0.37, 0.50, 0.75, 0.67, 1.00.

mass lines for n = 2 only (left panel - cf Fig. 12). In the right panel we show for both n = 2 and

n = 3, only the constant temperature lines in the q-s plane for the sake of a direct impression of

the general similarity for the large entropy region, as well as the differences for lower s values.

The heat capacity is also calculated in a dimensionless form by a parametric representation,

namely:

c =
∂m

∂τH
=

∂m/∂yh
∂τH/∂yh

. (6.37)

Using the compact equation (6.34) for the BH mass and the field equation (6.28) one finds the

following expression for the rescaled heat capacity of the Y n black holes

c

4π
=

q2y
3/2
h

(

n+ (3n − 2)yn−1
h

)

√
2
(

1 + yn−1
h

)

3/2
(

3nqy2h + (n+ 2)qyn+1
h − 2

√
2n
(

yh + ynh
)

3/2
) . (6.38)

Figure 21 present the main features of the heat capacity of this kind of BHs as the dependence

of c on the mass and charge. The pattern contains some conspicuous differences with respect to

the 2 previous types discussed in the previous sections. The first is the fact that the Heat capacity

curves split into 2 types: (i) high charge RN-like with the singularities between the positive and

negative regions, (ii) S-like curves at small charges which are always negative and decrease with
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Figure 21: The heat capacity as a function of mass of BHs of the Y n model with n = 2 and n = 3.

Left: n = 2, γ > 0. Heat capacity for q = 0.25, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5; Right: n = 3, γ < 0. Heat capacity for

q = 0.25, 1.55, 1.59, 1.8, 3, 4, 5.. Notice the Schwarzschild-like curves for low charges in both n-values.

Notice also the new structure for n = 3.

m indefinitely. Moreover, unlike the previous model, now there are major differences between

the n = 2 and n ≥ 3 classes. For instance, discontinuities of the heat capacity appear as expected

already due to the existence of points of local maxima and minima of the temperature. There

appear also new branches of continuous and negative heat capacity, corresponding to the domain

of parameter space where the temperature has no local maxima.

7 Conclusions and Summary

In this paper we have demonstrated that NLED theories may be generalized beyond the “con-

servative” existing type of theories, if the condition of equivalence to 2nd order formulation is

relaxed. The new 1st order formalism presented here, may be used also to discover new “conser-

vative” NLED models which are equivalent to 2nd order NLED ones, but do not have a simple

explicit 2nd order representation, while they can be represented simply within 1st order.

The main results of this work are the new Palatini Nonlinear Electrodynamics in the last

section and some new BH solutions which this theory produces. We concentrated in the “Y n

models” which produces a rich family of charged solutions. One of the most innovative aspect of

these new family is the fact that the same model allows for several kinds of solutions that may

transform to each other in processes which e.g. conserve electric charge but allow mass changes.

These transformations may change the causal structure of the BHs by changing the number of

horizons - a process that deserve further study in order to gain further understanding of the
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nature of these BHs.

It is worth noting that all 3 models studied in this paper may be solved analytically. One

directly in terms of r-dependent functions, and the 2 others using the same mathematical ap-

proach of parametric representation of the solutions, thus allowing relatively simple expressions

for (and among) the main physical parameters of the models, like mass, charge, horizon radius,

temperature, entropy etc.

The solutions presented here were limited to be purely electric, but it is obvious (and some

work has been done by us) that magnetic solutions exist as well and it is quite natural to expect

interesting results from this direction too. Dyonic solutions is a natural extension, which will

“thaw” the “F -F -dual” terms in the field equations.
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