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Abstract: We propose a version of the Weak Gravity Conjecture that applies to AdS spacetime.

We find that the condition on the charge-to-mass ratio of a charged particle in AdSD spacetime is

corrected compared to the one in Minkowski spacetime by contributions that depends on the AdS

scale and the horizon radius of the extremal Reissner–Nordström black hole charged under the same

gauge theory. It is maximized when we consider the largest possible extremal black hole in AdS. We

motivate our proposal from the viewpoint of extremal black hole decay and show that the bound

on the particle spectrum is given by the critical charge-to-mass ratio beyond which the Schwinger

effect can take place. This quantum effect shares the same condition as requiring a particle to satisfy

a repulsive force condition at the black hole horizon, so that the extremal black hole can decay

without reabsorbing the particle. We discuss the relation of our proposed weak gravity bound with

the near-horizon Breitenlohner–Freedman bound. We also comment on the generalization in the case

of multiple U(1) gauge theories, providing evidence for a convex hull condition in AdS background.
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1 Introduction

The Swampland program [1] (see also [2–7] for reviews) seeks the universal features of Effective Field

Theories (EFTs) coupled to gravity that have a UV completion — those that are consistent are said

to be in the Landscape and otherwise in the Swampland. One of the most important conjectures in

the Swampland program is the Weak Gravity Conjecture (WGC) [8] (reviewed in [9–11]), which puts

a constraint on the spectrum of massive particles charged under an Abelian gauge symmetry. The

main motivation for the WGC is to allow extremal Reissner–Nordström (RN) black holes to decay,

postulating the existence of a charged massive particle with a charge-to-mass ratio larger than that

of an extremal black hole (BH). Many versions of the WGC have since been proposed, scrutinized

and refined. To date, the WGC in Minkowski space has passed all tests in the string theory setup.

It is therefore a likely criterion to discriminate between theories belonging to the Landscape and the

Swampland.

Despite progress [12–14], a strict proof of the WGC is lacking. There is still room for further

refinement of the WGC, as well as extension to other gravitational backgrounds. In this paper, we

extend the formulation of the WGC to anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetimes. Although there have been

discussions of the WGC in AdS space [15–24], these generalizations lack a physical reasoning for

why the proposed form should hold in AdS. In this paper, we motivate our proposal of the WGC

conjecture in AdS with the idea of extremal black hole decay and support the conjecture with

analysis of the charged decay process. Further evidence is provided by the consistency between the

Schwinger effect of extremal Reissner–Nordström AdS (RN-AdS) black holes, the quantum effect,

and the classical requirement that the produced charged particles be repelled by the black hole. The
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latter is reminiscent of the Repulsive Force Conjecture (RFC) [25], stemming from the idea that the

gravitational force should be weaker than the gauge force. The RFC proposes that in any EFT with

gravity coupled to a U(1) gauge theory, there must exist a charged particle that is self-repulsive.

In the absence of massless scalar fields, the two conjectures have been shown to be equivalent,

since in flat space, self-repulsiveness and superextremality become equivalent.1

Summary of the Results

In this work, we investigated the conditions under which an extremal RN-AdS black hole can decay.

This study is based on the extension of the results in [37], where the authors found the bound on

the charge-to-mass ratio of a particle produced by Schwinger effect on the horizon of the RN-AdS

black hole. We show that the same bound can be obtained by considering the Schwinger effect as an

instability at the near-horizon AdS2 × SD−2 geometry of the RN-AdS black hole, leading to charged

particles that have an effective mass below the BF bound of the AdS2 space. We interpret this bound

as the AdS version of the WGC in its original formulation, which states the requirement for an

extremal charged black hole to decay. To confirm this statement, we interpret the WGC in its RFC

formulation to find the conditions under which a particle experiences repulsion by the black hole so

that it can stay separated from the black hole and not be reabsorbed. Unlike the flat space situation,

however, the negative cosmological constant will always make the force between a particle and a

black hole attractive when they are sufficiently far away from each other. However, by requiring the

particle to feel repelled at the horizon of the black hole, the bound on the charge-to-mass ratio is the

same as the one obtained via the two previous computations. This confirmed our interpretation that

this condition represents the extension of the WGC in AdS.

We, then, summarize our result in the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1 (AdS Weak Gravity Conjecture). Given any U(1) gauge field coupled to Einstein–

Maxwell gravity, there must exist a particle with charge q and mass m such that

gU(1),Dq

m
≥ √

γ
1

M
D−2
2

Pl, D

√√√√1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2
, with η =

rh
ℓAdS,D

, (1.1)

where rh is the horizon of an extremal RN-AdS black hole and ℓAdS,D is the AdSD scale length.

The value γ is the extremality factor for a RN black hole in flat space, i.e. γ = D−3
D−2 . For particles

with a mass comparable to the AdS scale, we refer to Remark 1. Considering the largest possible

RN-AdS black hole, i.e. rh ≫ ℓAdS,D, we require that there exists a particle of charge q and mass

m such that
gU(1),Dq

m
≥ 1

M
D−2
2

Pl, D

. (1.2)

In flat space, if the gauge coupling depends on the moduli, the extremality factor will be modified.

In our work, for concreteness, we restrict the scope of the discussion to an AdSD Einstein–Maxwell

theory, without referencing the quantum gravity uplift from which it could have been derived. We

expect the conjectured bound to receive modifications in the presence of additional fields, which we

leave for future investigation.

1However, even in the presence of scalar fields, the towers of states satisfying the Sub-Lattice Weak Gravity Con-

jecture [16, 26] and the Tower Weak Gravity Conjecture [27] are also those satisfying the RFC [25, 28–36].
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Our Conjecture 1 is the first formulation of the WGC in AdS space by a concrete exploration of

the possibility for an extremal RN-AdS black hole to decay — a key motivation when the WGC was

originally formulated in flat space [8]. Our conjecture agrees, as it should, with the formulation of

the WGC in flat space, leading to the familiar WGC when taking the limit η → 0,

gU(1),Dq

m
≥ √

γ
1

M
D−2
2

Pl, D

, (1.3)

The modification to the WGC bound that we obtain depends on the ratio of the horizon radius

of the RN-AdS black hole and the AdS length. The bound is monotonic with respect to η and is

maximized for the largest possible RN-AdS black holes with rh ≫ ℓAdS,D. In this limit, Conjecture

1 requires (1.2), whose inequality is stronger than (1.3) by a factor of the extremality factor. As a

sharp reader might have noticed, the above bound seems to strictly exclude BPS states, and thus a

supersymmetric setup. We will address this puzzle in Sections 4 and 5.

Structure of the Paper

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we review the WGC in flat space and its formulation

with multiple U(1) charges, i.e., the convex hull condition (CHC) [38]. We discuss the connection

between the WGC and the RFC in Section 2.1, obtaining the usual formulation of the WGC as a

repulsive force condition on the particle at the horizon of a RN black hole in Section 2.2. Following

the review, we discuss the WGC in AdS space. Starting from a brief recap of existing AdS proposals

in Section 3.1, we then introduce the geometry of an extremal RN-AdS black hole in Section 3.2.

We derive our AdS WGC bound in Section 3.3 by extending the results in [37] to D-dimensional

RN-AdS black hole spacetime. The bound is determined as the condition on the charge-to-mass ratio

of the charged particle for the Schwinger effect to take place. In Section 3.4, we demonstrate the

connection of the Schwinger effect to the Breitenlohner–Freedman (BF) instability condition [39–42]

for the charged particle in the vicinity of the extremal black hole horizon, which exhibits a local

geometry of AdS2 × SD−1. Next, in Sections 3.5 and 3.6, we confirm (1.1) in light of the repulsive

force condition in AdS, by requiring the charged particle to feel a repulsive force at the horizon of

an extremal RN-AdS black hole. Agreement between the bounds based on the three arguments is

shown, and we conclude with our proposal of the AdS WGC Conjecture.

The generalization of Conjecture 1 in the case of RN-AdS black holes and particles charged under

multiple U(1) gauge fields is discussed in Section 3.7, leading to the convex hull version as given

by Conjecture 2. In Section 4, we comment on the application of our proposal of WGC in AdS to

theories with extended supersymmetry. We conclude in Section 5 and discuss possible uplifts and

potential tests of our conjecture in string theory.

2 Weak Gravity Conjecture in Minkowski

In this section, we review the original formulation of the WGC [8], as well as its extension in the

presence of multiple abelian gauge symmetries. For a more detailed overview of the literature, we

also refer to the original works on tower WGC [16, 26, 27] and the reviews [2–7, 9–11, 43].

Weak Gravity Conjecture for Charged Particles

Let us consider the following Einstein–Maxwell action in Einstein frame:

S ⊃
MD−2

Pl,D

2

∫
MD

R ⋆ 1− 1

2g2U(1),D

∫
MD

F2 ∧ ⋆F2 , (2.1)
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where MPl,D is the D-dimensional Planck mass, and gU(1),D is the U(1) gauge coupling.2

We can consider a particle of mass m charged under the U(1) gauge symmetry with charge

q =
1

g2U(1),D

∫
MD−2

⋆F2 . (2.2)

The WGC [8] postulates that for any U(1) gauge field theory coupled to gravity, there must exist an

object whose charge-to-mass ratio is larger than the charge-to-mass ratio of an extremal black hole

charged under the same gauge fields, i.e.

q2

m2
≥ Q2

M2

∣∣∣∣
ext.

. (2.3)

One can write the charge-to-mass ratio of an extremal black hole in terms of the Planck mass of the

D-dimensional theory, obtaining

g2U(1),DQ2

M2

∣∣∣∣∣
ext.

≡ γ
1

MD−2
Pl,D

, (2.4)

where γ is the extremality factor. If the gauge coupling does not depend on the moduli, the extremality

factor is the same as the charge-to-mass ratio of a D-dimensional Reissner–Nordström black hole

[10, 44], i.e.

γ =
D − 3

D − 2
. (2.5)

Using (2.4), the WGC becomes
g2U(1),Dq

2

m2
≥ γ

1

MD−2
Pl,D

. (2.6)

The WGC is often introduced together with its magnetic version, which sets the scale at which

the EFT is expected to be valid in the weak-coupling limit of the gauge theory. This scale is set by

the mass of the magnetic monopoles in Maxwell theory, which is proportional to the inverse of the

gauge coupling. The magnetic WGC then imposes that

Λ2
WGC,D ≲ g2U(1),DM

D−2
Pl,D . (2.7)

The Convex Hull Weak Gravity Conjecture

In the presence of multiple U(1) gauge theories, there exists a generalization of the WGC that goes

by the name of Convex Hull Condition (CHC) [38]. For every massive particle in the spectrum with

mass mi charged under multiple U(1)i, with charge qi, we introduce the vector of charge-to-mass

ratios as

z⃗i =
M

D−2
2

Pl, D

mi
γ−1/2 (gU(1),D, 1q1, . . . , gU(1),D, nqn) . (2.8)

The CHC implies that the convex hull formed by the z⃗i vectors of all the multiparticle states must

include the unit ball. Via dimensional reduction or duality, one obtains the CHC for axions [45–47]

which has been used to constrain multi-axion inflation models.

2In our convention, Fp+2 ∧ ⋆Fp+2 = 1
(p+2)!

Fµ1...µp+2F
µ1...µp+2 , moreover recall that in a D-dimensional theory,

the gauge coupling has mass dimensions 4−D
2

. If such an action is obtained from some compactification of a higher-

dimensional theory, then it will be a function of the moduli defining the volumes of the compactification space; however,

for the purpose of our paper, we assume that it does not depend on the moduli.
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2.1 Weak Gravity Conjecture as Repulsive Force Conjecture

The WGC is motivated by the requirement that gravity is weaker than other forces. However, the

formulation above does not involve a comparison between the gravitational force and the others.

Rather, it imposes a condition on the particle spectrum such that they are required to be superex-

tremal. If the only forces involved in the theory are the gravitational and electromagnetic ones, it is

possible to connect the two ideas. As has been studied in [25], superextremal particles will feel the

repulsion of the electromagnetic interaction as stronger than the gravitational attraction. This led

to the formulation of the Repulsive Force Conjecture (RFC), which states that in any effective field

theory coupled to gravity with a U(1) gauge field, there exists a self-repulsive charged particle [25].

The relationship between the WGC and the RFC is properly true only in the absence of massless

scalar fields. However, there have been examples in which even in the presence of moduli, the objects

with vanishing long-range self-force are also those satisfying some version of the WGC (see e.g.

[25, 28–36]).

The purpose of this paper is to use the relationship between the RFC and the WGC in the absence

of a massless scalar, to extend the WGC in an Einstein–Maxwell theory in AdS background. We will

then find the place where all the forces acting on a charged particle are zero, and it will provide the

lower bound for a repulsive force formulation in AdS background. Assuming that RFC and WGC are

related in the absence of massless scalars for any background, the results will provide the version of

the WGC for background that are not asymptotically flat.

In the following, we will first recover the relationship between the WGC and the RFC in flat space,

and we will repeat the computation with a non-zero cosmological constant in Section 3.

2.2 Repulsive Force Condition in Minkowski

In [25], the repulsive (attractive) force is seen when calculating the energy between the interacting

particles. We will instead analyze the force through geodesics, computing the force between holes and

particles, and showing that the repulsive force condition so derived is consistent with the dynamics

of fields that allow for the decay of extremal black holes.

In theories with diffeomorphism invariance, the notion of force and acceleration can be subtle.

This can be overcome by working in static coordinates so that a zero force or acceleration indicates

a fixed proper separation. The force will be determined from the coordinate acceleration of a probe

particle in spacetime containing either another particle or a black hole.

We start with the Einstein–Maxwell action in D = d+ 1 dimensions

I =
MD−2

Pl,D

2

∫
MD

R ⋆ 1− 1

2g2U(1),D

∫
MD

F2 ∧ ⋆F2 , (2.9)

where F2 = dA1 is the 2-form field strength associated with the U(1) gauge symmetry and gU(1),D is

the coupling strength. The quantized charge enclosed in a codimension-2 surface is defined as

Q =
1

g2U(1),D

∫
MD−2

⋆F2 . (2.10)

We introduce the gauge field corresponding to a charged black hole or particle as

A1 =

(
−

g2U(1),DQ
(D − 3)ωD−2rD−3

+ C

)
dt , (2.11)
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where C is a constant that we will fix later when we zoom in to the near-horizon region [48]. The

physics is not affected by the constant since it depends only on the field strength, i.e., the derivative

of the gauge field. While the metric can be computed from the Einstein equations as

ds2 = −fMink,D(r)dt
2 +

dr2

fMink,D

+ r2dΩ2
D−2 , (2.12)

where

fMink,D(r) = 1− 2M

rD−3
+

Q2

r2(D−3)
. (2.13)

While it is convenient to work with the scaled parameters M and Q, they are related to the ADM

mass and quantized charge by [49, 50]

M =
γ

(D − 3)ωD−2

M
MD−2

Pl,D

, Q =

√
γ

(D − 3)ωD−2

gU(1),DQ

M
D−2
2

Pl, D

, (2.14)

where γ is the extremality factor introduced in (2.5).

This metric describes a black hole when there exists an event horizon defined by fMink,D(rh) = 0

and when the black hole size is larger than the Planck length ℓPl,D ≡ M−1
Pl,D. When the mass of the

black hole is sufficiently lower than the Planck mass, the metric can be used to describe the spacetime

containing a point particle at a large distance compared to the Schwarzschild radius.

Generally, (2.13) admits two horizons r±, but we are interested in the extremal case where r+ =

r− = rh. At this horizon,

Q = M = rD−3
h , (2.15)

that in terms of (2.14) reduces to (2.4). Given this condition, we fix C in (2.11) as

C =
g2U(1),DQ

(D − 3)ωD−2r
D−3
h

, (2.16)

so that the gauge field is zero at the horizon. This gauge choice admits a smooth and finite gauge

potential when moving close to the black hole horizon. Now let us consider the motion of a charged

particle with mass m and electric charge q in the background of an extremal RN black hole. The

particle will have an action

Sm,q =

∫
dτ

[
m

√
gµν(ξ)ξ̇µξ̇ν + qAµ(ξ)ξ̇µ

]
, (2.17)

where ξµ is the worldline of the point particle and ξ̇µ ≡ dξµ

dτ . The equations of motion of the particle

in the presence of an RN black hole read

d2ξµ

dτ2
+ Γµ

ρσ

dξρ

dτ

dξσ

dτ
=

q

m
gµρFρν

dξν

dτ
. (2.18)

The idea is to find the condition under which the particle is repelled by the black hole at the horizon,

so that it is not reabsorbed by the black hole.3 In order to do so, we consider the force on the particle

3While this seems to be a classical argument for the decay of extremal black holes, one can check that the effective

potential is monotonically growing if the repulsive force condition is not met, shutting off even the possibility of quantum

tunneling.
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when it is at rest, i.e. dxν

dτ =

(
f
− 1

2
Mink,D, 0, · · · , 0

)
. This leads to the radial equation of motion, defining

the force density

F (r) ≡ r̈ = −Γ1
00f

−1
Mink,D +

q

m
f

1
2
Mink,DA

′
t

= −1

2
f ′
Mink,D +

q

m

√
fMink,DA

′
t .

(2.19)

We therefore require that F (r) ≥ 0 at r ∈ [rh, rh + δ] for some positive δ. Notice that fMink,D(rh) =

f ′
Mink,D(rh) = 0, since the extremal horizon is defined as the Killing horizon with zero surface gravity,

so, by (2.19), we also have F (rh) = 0. We only need to require that the derivative of the force is

positive, namely F ′(rh) ≥ 0, i.e.

F ′(r)
∣∣
r→rh

=

(
−1

2
f ′′
Mink,D +

q

m

f ′
Mink,D

2
√
fMink,D

A′
t +

q

m

√
fMink,DA

′′
t

)∣∣∣∣∣
r→rh

≥ 0 . (2.20)

Notice that the expression above must be interpreted as a limit for r → rh because the ratio
f ′
Mink,D√
fMink,D

is apparently infinite. However, we can expand fMink,D(r) and its derivatives in a neighborhood of rh
to obtain 

fMink,D(r) = (D − 3)2 (r−rh)
2

r2h
+O((r − rh)

3)

f ′
Mink,D(r) = 2(D − 3)2 r−rh

r2h
+O((r − rh)

2)

f ′′
Mink,D(r) = 2(D − 3)2 1

r2h
+O(r − rh)

(2.21)

noticing that away from the horizon, the ratio
f ′
Mink,D√
fMink,D

is finite. This means that we can satisfy

(2.20) by requiring

q

m
≥
√

fMink,Df
′′
Mink,D

A′
tf

′
Mink,D

∣∣∣∣∣
r→rh

. (2.22)

The derivative of the gauge potential in (2.11) at the horizon is

A′
t(rh) =

g2U(1),DQ
ωD−2r

D−2
h

, (2.23)

so that, plugging Eqs. (2.21) and (2.23) into (2.22), we obtain

q

m
≥ (D − 3)ωD−2

g2U(1),DQ
rD−3
h =

√
γ

gU(1),DM
D−2
2

Pl, D

, (2.24)

where in the last step we have expressed rh in terms of the charge Q in (2.14). We have then recovered

the WGC bound in (2.6) as

gU(1),Dq

m
≥ √

γ
1

M
D−2
2

Pl, D

≡ gU(1),DQ
M

∣∣∣∣
ext.

, (2.25)

as expected. More importantly, this result is also obtained from the RFC in the absence of scalars.

For convenience later, we express this bound in terms of the charge-to-mass ratio z, defined as in

(2.8), i.e.,

z ≡
gU(1),DqM

D−2
2

Pl, D√
γm

, (2.26)

so that (2.25) is equivalent to

z2 =
γ−1g2U(1),Dq

2MD−2
Pl,D

m2
≥ 1 . (2.27)
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3 Weak Gravity Conjecture in Anti-de Sitter

In flat space, the WGC bound can be seen from the black hole extremality condition, black hole

decay condition, and particle self-repulsiveness, which all lead to the same bound [25, 51]. Particle

bounds obtained from the different arguments undergo non-trivial modifications in the presence of

a cosmological constant and should be carefully revisited. In this section, we argue that extremal

black hole decay due to dynamics of charged fields remains the core of formulating the WGC in

AdS.4 It is consistent with the appropriate generalization of the RFC between extremal black holes

and particles in AdS space. In fact, in AdS space, a repulsive force gives rise to the possibility of a

particle created by the black hole not being reabsorbed, thus leading to its decay. The agreement

between the conditions due to the quantum effect of particle creation by extremal black holes and

the classical picture of the particle being repelled by the black hole indicates the appropriateness of

using them as the basis of our generalization of the WGC in AdS space.

In the following, we first review the existing speculations on the WGC in AdS and derive the

extremality condition for RN-AdS black holes. We will then motivate our proposal for the AdS WGC

by analyzing the Schwinger effect of RN-AdS black holes, the near-horizon BF instability condition,

and the requirement for a particle to be repelled by the black hole.

3.1 Previous Proposals for WGC in AdS

In [15], it was proposed that in AdSD with length scale ℓAdS,D, a more natural quantity to compare

the charge of a particle with is not the mass of the particle, but its energy at rest, i.e. ∆ ℓ−1
AdS,D.

The relation between m and ∆ depends on the dimension of the space and the spin of the particle,

however, for scalar fields, it is

∆ =
D − 1

2
+

√
(D − 1)2

4
+ ℓ2AdS,Dm2 . (3.1)

One of the requirements to formulate the WGC considered in [15] was that it reduces to its usual

formulation in the flat space limit, i.e. (2.6) for ℓAdS,D → ∞. This leads to the proposal that in AdSD
there must exist a particle such that

g2U(1),Dq
2 ≥ γ

1

MD−2
Pl,D

∆2ℓ−2
AdS,D . (3.2)

However, there is no particular reason why (3.2) is more justified than other expressions that have

the same flat space limit. In the following, we first consider the regime where ℓ2AdS,Dm
2 ≫ 1, so that

(3.2) reduces to the usual WGC expressed in terms of m. However, in Section 4, we return to this

proposal of WGC in the context of EFTs with extended supersymmetry.

3.2 Reissner–Nordström AdS Black Holes

To study the WGC in AdS space, we include the cosmological constant term in (2.9). The action

then reads

I =
MD−2

Pl,D

2

∫ [
R− (D − 1)(D − 2)

ℓ2AdS,D

]
⋆ 1− 1

2g2U(1),D

∫
F2 ∧ ⋆F2 , (3.3)

4It was observed in [52] that perturbations can be singular at the horizon of an extremal AdS black hole. This is

in line with the possibility explored in our work. Extremal RN-AdS black holes should decay, for instance through

Schwinger effect, so that the black hole relaxes to a non-extremal one free of divergence.
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where ℓAdS,D is the AdS length scale. The cosmological constant is identified as ΛAdS,D = − (D−1)(D−2)
ℓ2AdS,D

.

In AdS space, the gauge field remains (2.11) and the RN-AdS metric follows from the Einstein

equations

ds2 = −fAdS,D(r)dt
2 +

dr2

fAdS,D

+ r2dΩ2
D−2 , (3.4)

with

fAdS,D(r) = 1− 2M

rD−3
+

Q2

r2(D−3)
+

r2

ℓ2AdS,D

. (3.5)

The parameters are related to the physical quantities as in (2.14).

Similarly to the RN metric in flat space, fAdS,D(r) admits two roots, r±. When the two roots are

real, i.e.,
D − 1

D − 3
r
2(D−2)
+ + ℓ2AdS,Dr

2(D−3)
+ ≥ Q2ℓ2AdS,D . (3.6)

the spacetime is free of naked singularity5 and the larger positive root r+ of fAdS,D(r) represents the

location of the black hole event horizon. In addition, if (3.6) is saturated, the black hole is extremal.

The valid parameter range of the RN-AdS black hole can therefore be written asM ≥ Mext.(Q, ℓAdS,D).

By saturating (3.6), we can express the mass and the charge of a black hole in terms of the horizon

radius rh, leading to M = rD−3
h

(
1 + D−2

D−3η
2
)
,

Q2 = r
2(D−3)
h

(
1 + D−1

D−3η
2
)
,

(3.8)

where we have introduced

η =
rh

ℓAdS,D

. (3.9)

This is the main difference compared to the Minkowski case in (2.15). In the Minkowski case, the

extremality bound was imposing that charge and mass of the black hole are equal, i.e. M = Q,

resembling some sort of BPS condition in supersymmetric set-ups. However, this is no longer true in

a curved background, where extremality is simply the condition in which the inner and outer horizons

of the RN-AdS black hole agree. This has interesting consequences when we try to apply (2.6) and

compute the charge-to-mass ratio for an extremal RN-AdS black hole, obtaining

g2U(1),DQ2

M2

∣∣∣∣∣
ext.

= γ
1

MD−2
Pl,D

1 + D−1
D−3η

2(
1 + D−2

D−3η
2
)2 = γ

1

MD−2
Pl,D

(
1− η2 +O

(
η4
))

. (3.10)

Substituting this constraint into (2.6), it is tempting to use the AdS BH extremal bound as the

AdS version of WGC. This AdS bound as defined would be weaker than the WGC bound in flat

space, since the RHS of (3.10) is generally smaller than 1, and approaches zero for large black holes.

Moreover, it reduces to the WGC in flat space when we take the limit η → ∞. However, we will

show in Section 3.3, that if one bounds the particle spectrum by the AdS BH extremality, it is not

guaranteed that an extremal RN-AdS black hole can decay. A stronger bound, based on the black

hole decay argument, is needed. We will derive this new bound in the following sections.

5It is interesting to notice that if the black hole admits a supersymmetric embedding, a BPS black hole, i.e. satisfying

M = Q, can never be extremal (see e.g. [53–57]). However, for supersymmetric black holes, the metric has

fSUSY(r) =

(
1− Q

rD−3

)2

+
r2

ℓ2AdS,D

, (3.7)

which is strictly positive everywhere, leading to a naked singularity for r = 0. This means that purely electric extremal

RN-AdS black holes cannot be BPS.
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3.3 The Weak Gravity Conjecture from Schwinger Effect

The original motivation for the WGC was to ensure the decay of extremal black holes. In the case

of cold black holes, i.e. TH ≪ m, with m being the mass of the emitted particle, the specific channel

responsible for the decay process is by Schwinger effect [58]. A full analysis of the spatial profile and

threshold behavior of the production rate was conducted in [37], confirming that in flat space, the

dynamics of matter fields around the black hole are consistent with the Cosmic Censorship Conjecture

(CCC) and WGC,6 namely only particles with charge-to-mass ratio higher than the charge-to-mass

ratio of the corresponding extremal black hole can lead to charged emission without leaving behind

a naked singularity. The result is also in agreement with the study of the Schwinger effect in AdS2
space [59], which can be understood as a local analysis in the AdS2 × S2 horizon geometry. While

it happens that in flat space black hole extremality and black hole decay indicate the same bound

on the charged particle spectrum, this no longer holds in the presence of a negative cosmological

constant.

In this section, we are going to review some relevant results obtained in [37]. We will generalize

the computation to D-dimensional AdS space and focus on the critical charge-to-mass ratio of the

particle, below which the Schwinger effect is switched off.

We recall that the Schwinger rate is related to the vacuum-vacuum amplitude in the presence

of the background gauge field. The amplitude is calculated by integrating out the charged field,

resulting in an effective action. The effective action is then evaluated using the worldline instanton

method, where the instanton action provides the exponential suppression factor and the second-

order fluctuation provides the prefactor. The term worldline reflects the nature of the instantons

being charged particle worldlines in the curved Euclidean spacetime. Further, the worldlines have to

satisfy the periodic boundary condition, i.e., starting and ending at the same point.

The threshold value for the charge-to-mass ratio lies in the prefactor of the effective action and

is inversely proportional to the square root of the determinant of the path fluctuations and the

traverse speed along the Euclidean path. The general analysis in the full black hole spacetime requires

numerical computations, but the threshold value can be found analytically near the black hole horizon

where the electric field is strongest. The proper distance of the worldline, fixing the total proper time,

grows when the charge-to-mass ratio of the particle is lowered towards the critical value, effectively

sending the prefactor of the Schwinger production rate to zero. When the critical value is reached, the

worldline instanton degenerates and ceases to exist below the critical charge-to-mass ratio. Therefore,

we can identify the threshold value as the point where periodic worldline instantons cannot be found.

Having established the connection between the threshold charge-to-mass ratio value and the van-

ishing of periodic worldline instantons, we move on to obtain the precise threshold value in D-

dimensional AdS space. The worldline instanton solutions satisfy a set of equations similar to the

geodesic equation of a charged particle coupled to a Maxwell field in curved space, except for having

a Euclidean signature. In [37], it was found that the radial equation is

ṙ = ±a

√
fAdS,D(r)−

q2

m2
[At(r)− ω]2 , (3.11)

where a is a normalization factor that sets the scale of the derivative of r and ω determines the radial

range of the worldline. The worldline must be periodic, meaning that it must have turn-around points

6See also [17] where it was shown numerically in an axial-symmetric set-up that particles satisfying the WGC can

save the CCC through condensation.
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where ṙ = 0. This requires that

h(r) = fAdS,D(r)−
q2

m2
[At(r)− ω]2 , (3.12)

has a zero at some r∗ > rh outside the horizon for some ω and that h(r) ≥ 0 for r ∈ [r∗, r∗ + δ] for

some δ > 0. In this case, the worldline instanton will be a loop in the Euclidean space where h(r) is

positive and with r = r∗ as one of the turn-around points. The bound on the charge-to-mass ratio

is determined by the instantons near the horizon region of the black hole, motivating the change of

coordinates7 r = rh + ερ and ω → εω, so that h(ρ) is cast into a quadratic form

h(ρ) =
f ′′
AdS,D(rh)

2
ε2ρ2 − q2

m2
ε2A′

t
2
(rh)(ρ− ω)2 . (3.13)

The requirement on h(r) passes to the requirement on h(ρ) having roots at ρ > 0 for some choice of

ω. Observe that h(ω) > 0 and h(0) ≤ 0, therefore we only need to set the coefficient of the quadratic

term to be negative for any positive ω to ensure two non-negative roots of h(ρ), i.e.,

q2

m2
≥

f ′′
AdS,D

2A′
t
2

∣∣∣∣∣
r→rh

. (3.14)

In order to compute the RHS of (3.14), we proceed in the same way as in Section 2.2. We notice

that at the horizon, fAdS,D(rh) = f ′
AdS,D(rh) = 0, but f ′′

AdS,D(rh) is constant. We can expand around

the horizon fAdS,D(r) even though, for the moment, we are only interested in its second derivative:
fAdS,D(r) =

[
(D − 3)2 + (D − 1)(D − 2)η2

] (r−rh)
2

r2h
+O((r − rh)

3)

f ′
AdS,D(r) = 2

[
(D − 3)2 + (D − 1)(D − 2)η2

]
r−rh
r2h

+O((r − rh)
2)

f ′′
AdS,D(r) = 2

[
(D − 3)2 + (D − 1)(D − 2)η2

]
1
r2h

+O(r − rh)

(3.15)

where we have introduced again η as in (3.9). On the other hand, the derivative of the gauge field is

still (2.23) because the AdS background has not affected the definition of the gauge field. The RHS

of (3.14) is thus evaluated to be

f ′′
AdS,D

2A′
t
2

∣∣∣∣∣
r→rh

=
ω2
D−2

[
(D − 3)2 + (D − 1)(D − 2)η2

]
g2U(1),DQ2

r
2(D−3)
h . (3.16)

On the other hand, we know from Eqs. (2.14) and (3.8) that

rD−3
h =

Q√
1 + D−1

D−3η
2
=

1√
1 + D−1

D−3η
2

√
γ

(D − 3)ωD−2

gU(1),DQ

M
D−2
2

Pl, D

. (3.17)

Plugging back the result into (3.14) we obtain

q2

m2
≥ γ

g2U(1),DM
D−2
Pl,D

1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2

 . (3.18)

7It is important that the constant term in the gauge field is properly chosen so that the gauge field vanishes at the

horizon for this limit to be smooth and finite when taking ε → 0, which requires the choice of the constant in (2.11) to

be (2.16).
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We can, once again, introduce the charge-to-mass ratio z as in (2.26), obtaining the bound

z2 ≥
1 + (D−1)(D−2)

(D−3)2
η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2
≡ R(η)2 . (3.19)

We notice that the bound is drastically different from (3.10). It reduces to

z2 ≥ 1 , (3.20)

in the flat space limit, but generally 1 ≤ R(η) <
√

D−2
D−3 . The bound is maximized when the RN-AdS

black hole is much larger than the AdS length, i.e. rh ≫ ℓAdS,D or equivalently η → ∞, where

z2 ≥ D − 2

D − 3
= γ−1 , (3.21)

strictly larger than 1 for D > 3. This is the first time we explicitly encounter the bound that leads

to our Conjecture 1. This is the condition on the emitted particle that would allow the decay of an

extremal RN-AdS black hole, so that, in principle, could be sufficient to conclude the necessity of

Conjecture 1, based on the original motivation of the WGC. However, this will not be the only time

we obtain this bound, and, in fact, we are going to derive it multiple times from different perspectives.

3.4 Relation to BF Bound Instability

The Schwinger effect of an extremal black hole can also be understood as a consequence of instability

in the near-horizon AdS2 geometry of the black hole, i.e., the charged particle has an effective mass

below the BF bound. This is the same instability that triggers the scalar condensation around AdS

black holes, sometimes referred to as the charged superradiance instability [41, 42, 48, 55, 60].

The BF bound dictates the stability of a neutral scalar field in AdS space. The focus of this

paper is the decay of RN-AdS black holes and not the D-dimensional AdS space, so the particles we

consider will not violate the BF bound in AdSD. However, the extremal black hole has a near-horizon

geometry of AdS2×SD−2 and a scalar field becomes unstable at the horizon when the 2-dimensional

BF bound is violated

m2
eff. ≤ − 1

4ℓ2AdS2

, (3.22)

where for a charged scalar field, the effective mass is shifted from the bare mass in the near-horizon

region [40] to

m2
eff. =

(
m2 − q2f−1

AdS,DA
2
t

)∣∣
r→rh

. (3.23)

Let us notice again that the expression above must be interpreted as a limit for r → rh, since both

At and fAdS,D(r) are zero for r = rh. However, we have seen in (3.15) that around the horizon for an

extremal RN-AdS, fAdS,D(r) can be approximated with

fAdS,D(r)|r→rh
=

1

L2
(r − rh)

2 , (3.24)

where we can identify L−2 =
f ′′
AdS,D(rh)

2 . On the other hand, by expanding (2.11) around rh, we can

rewrite it as

At = −
g2U(1),DQ
ωD−2r

D−2
h

(r − rh) +O((r − rh)
2) , (3.25)

– 12 –



where we have used the fact that the constant C is fixed to be (2.16), so that the gauge potential

is zero at the horizon.8 This means that in the ratio in (3.23), when expanding in power series of

r around rh there will be a single non-zero contribution that remains constant, while all the other

contributions go to zero for r → rh. The effective mass as of (3.23) is then

m2
eff. = m2 −

g4U(1),Dq
2Q2L2

ω2
D−2r

2(D−2)
h

. (3.26)

Now, we need to understand the meaning of the length L in terms of the AdS2 geometry of the black

hole. In order to do so, we make a change of coordinates{
r = rh +

ε
y

t = L2

ε dτ ,
(3.27)

so that the near-horizon limit corresponds to ε → 0. With these coordinates, the RN-AdS metric

transforms to

ds2 = L2

(
−dτ2 + dy2

y2

)
+ r2hdΩ

2
D−2 , (3.28)

which has the geometry of AdS2 × SD−2. We find that the AdS2 length scale is precisely L,

ℓAdS2 = L =
f ′′
AdS,D

2
=

rh√
(D − 3)2 + (D − 1)(D − 2)η2

. (3.29)

Now we return to the instability condition in (3.26). When the state with mass m is well described

by a point particle, i.e., when the particle’s Compton wavelength is much smaller than the black hole

size m−1 ≪ rh ∼ ℓAdS, 2, the RHS of (3.26) is subleading compared to the mass shift due to the gauge

field. Plugging (3.29) into (3.26), and replacing rh with (3.17), the effective mass becomes

m2
eff. = m2 −

g2U(1),Dq
2MD−2

Pl,D

γ

1 + D−1
D−3η

2

1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2
. (3.30)

This mass must satisfy (3.22), i.e.,

m2 −
g2U(1),Dq

2MD−2
Pl,D

γ

1 + D−1
D−3η

2

1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2
≤ − 1

4ℓ2AdS, 2

, (3.31)

or analogously

Remark 1.

g2U(1),Dq
2MD−2

Pl,D

γm2
≥

1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2

(
1 +

1

4m2ℓ2AdS, 2

)
. (3.32)

8One should think of this as a gauge fixing condition that is finite in the near-horizon coordinates. Physics does

not depend on the gauge since the dynamics is concerned with derivatives of the potential, nor does thermodynamics

because the chemical potential of the horizon is given by µ ≡ At(rh)− At(∞). A different choice of gauge will lead to

a divergent effective mass at the black hole horizon, which requires additional care when analyzing the instability.

– 13 –



The result in (3.32) is the bound proposed in Conjecture 1 that also applies to states with masses

mℓAdS, 2 ≪ 1. Since, for the moment, we are considering mℓAdS, 2 ≫ 1,9 the above bound reduces to

g2U(1),Dq
2MD−2

Pl,D

γm2
≡ z2 ≥

1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2
+O

(
1

m2r2h

)
. (3.33)

The first term gives exactly the RHS of (3.19). The additional correction term is understood as the

correction from the wavelike nature of the charge particle. It is only relevant when the Compton

wavelength of the particle is comparable to the black hole size, i.e., when mrh ∼ 1.

The BF instability condition agrees with the analysis of the Schwinger effect of the extremal RN-

AdS black hole as expected, and it represents the second time Conjecture 1 appears. In the next

section, we will consider a third and last scenario, in which we will find the conditions for which a

charged particle in a RN-AdS black hole background feels a repulsive force at the horizon. This last

computation will provide the last compelling evidence for Conjecture 1.

3.5 Repulsive Force Condition in AdS Space

In flat space, two extremal charged objects interacting only through gravity and a U(1) gauge field

experience cancellation of the two forces. In [61], the RFC is proposed as an alternative formulation of

the WGC. Subsequent papers examined the forces, including scalar-mediated force, between identical

charged particles at long range [51]. These studies showed a connection between repulsive force and

the black hole extremality condition in flat space. As we have shown, extremality in AdS space differs

from the black hole decay requirement already. A natural question that arises is whether the repulsive

force condition agrees with either of the two bounds.

In fact, before addressing this question, one has to specify what it means to say that particles are

repulsive. First, there is no longer a good notion of “long range” in AdS space where there exists

a confining potential due to the negative cosmological constant. The force between two massive

particles will always be attractive at a sufficiently large separation. The repulsive force condition can

be argued by considering the binding energy between charged states, as in [62]. However, the crucial

point is to understand what kind of charged objects to consider when discussing the WGC bound.

We adhere to the idea that WGC allows for extremal black holes to decay; therefore, we will consider

the interaction between an extremal RN-AdS black hole and a charged particle. We hereby formulate

the notion of repulsiveness between the black hole and the particle as the following:

A charged black hole and a particle are said to be repulsive if there exists a range where the

force between them is non-attractive.

The force is determined by evaluating the geodesic motion of the charged particle. When the radial

acceleration of the particle is non-negative, the force is non-attractive. In the following, we will

compute the force for the case of an extremal RN-AdS black hole.

3.6 Repulsive Force between an RN-AdS Black Hole and a Particle

The computation of the force of an extremal black hole on a particle has been previously described

in Section 2.2. Here we will follow the steps we described in Section 2.2 and generalize them to AdS

9We will consider situations when the second term cannot be neglected in Section 4, where we will discuss states

whose Compton wavelength is comparable with the AdS length.
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space. We should stress that, for an extremal black hole, imposing the repulsive force condition on

the black hole horizon is equivalent to our formulation in the previous section.

Formally, the radial equation of motion for the particle is still those obtained from (2.18), but with

fMink,D(r) in (2.13) replaced by fAdS,D(r) in (3.5). This gives the force density

F (r) = −1

2
f ′
AdS,D +

q

m
f

1
2
AdS,DA

′
t , (3.34)

with the gauge field defined as in (2.11). The repulsive force condition requires that F ′(rh) ≥ 0,

namely

F ′(r)
∣∣
r→rh

=

(
−1

2
f ′′
AdS,D +

q

m

f ′
AdS,D

2
√

fAdS,D

A′
t +

q

m

√
fAdS,DA

′′
t

)∣∣∣∣∣
r→rh

≥ 0 , (3.35)

which is, once again, satisfied at the horizon when

q

m
≥
√
fAdS,Df

′′
AdS,D

A′
tf

′
AdS,D

∣∣∣∣∣
r→rh

. (3.36)

However, here is where the difference between the flat space and the AdS space becomes important.

The extremal solution does not correspond anymore to the case where M = Q, but instead, the

mass and charge of the RN-AdS black hole are related to the horizon radius by (3.8). This is also

reflected when we expand (3.5) around the horizon radius rh, as in (3.15). We can compute the RHS

of (3.36) as we explained in Section 2.2 and similarly to the computation in Section 3.4. In fact,

nothing conceptually changes and the RHS of (3.36) is

√
fAdS,Df

′′
AdS,D

A′
tf

′
AdS,D

∣∣∣∣∣
r→rh

=
ωD−2(D − 3)

√
1 + (D−1)(D−2)

(D−3)2
η2

g2U(1),DQ
rD−3
h . (3.37)

By expressing rh in terms of the charges as in (3.17), we obtain

gU(1),Dq

m
≥ √

γ
1

M
D−2
2

Pl, D

√√√√1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2
, (3.38)

or analogously

z ≥

√√√√1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2
≡ R(η) . (3.39)

We immediately notice that this bound matches with the one obtained in Sections 3.3 and 3.4, and

when saturated it corresponds to the minimal charge-to-mass ratio that a particle must have in order

for the extremal RN-AdS black hole to decay. It also reduces to (2.6) in the flat space limit η → 0

since

R(η) = 1 +
D − 1

2(D − 3)2
η2 +O(η3) . (3.40)

However, as we anticipated, this is not the bound we would have obtained if we generalized the WGC

using (3.10). This computation provides further evidence that this is the correct generalization of the

WGC in curved background and to the formulation of Conjecture 1. The function R(η) in the RHS

of (3.39) is a monotonic function of η, ranging between 1 ≤ R(η) < γ−1/2, which then leads to a

bound that depends on the size of the RN-AdS black hole. However, the strongest bound is obtained
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by considering the largest possible RN-AdS black hole, with rh ≫ ℓAdS,D (or analogously η → ∞).

If we require then a stronger version of Conjecture 1, in which the charge-to-mass ratio of a particle

must allow the largest RN-AdS black hole to decay, then

z ≥ γ−1/2 . (3.41)

3.7 A Convex Hull Weak Gravity Conjecture in AdS

Having established the WGC in AdS as in Conjecture 1, the first natural extension is to consider the

decay condition for a RN-AdS black hole charged under multiple U(1)s. The way in which we are

going to extend the conjecture is by requiring that a probe particle is repelled by the RN-AdS black

hole at the horizon, as we did in the previous section for a single U(1). The action, in the case of n

U(1), is given by

I =
MD−2

Pl,D

2

∫ [
R− (D − 1)(D − 2)

ℓ2AdS,D

]
⋆ 1− 1

2

n∑
i=1

1

g2U(1),D, i

∫
F

(i)
2 ∧ ⋆F

(i)
2 , (3.42)

and we choose the gauge field to be

At = − 1

(D − 3)ωD−2

n∑
i=1

g2U(1),D, iQi

rD−3
+ C , (3.43)

which is a direct generalization of (2.11). The solution to the RN-AdS metric remains given by (3.4),

but this time (3.5) is

fAdS,D(r) = 1− 2M

rD−3
+

Q2
T

r2(D−3)
+

r2

ℓ2AdS,D

, (3.44)

where we have introduced

Q2
T =

∑
i

Q2
i , (3.45)

where Qi are related to the quantized charge Qi by (2.14) for each U(1). When we consider an

extremal RN-AdS black hole, the values of the parameters M and QT are still related to the horizon

radius by (3.8), where we replace Q by QT . We can consider now the motion of a particle of mass

m charged under the n U(1)s with charges qi in this background and find the condition for which

such a particle is repelled by the black hole at the horizon. The force density is the generalization of

(3.34), but is still given by

F (r) = −1

2
f ′
AdS,D(r) + f

1
2
AdS,D(r)

n∑
i=1

qi
m

d

dr
A

(i)
t . (3.46)

Once again we require that at the horizon the force is repulsive, i.e. F ′(rh) ≥ 0, which means, since

fAdS,D(r)|r→rh → 0, that we must require

−1

2
f ′′
AdS,D(r) +

f ′
AdS,D(r)

2
√

fAdS,D(r)

n∑
i=1

qi
m

d

dr
A

(i)
t

∣∣∣∣∣
r→rh

≥ 0 , (3.47)

or equivalently, since f ′′
AdS,D(rh) ̸= 0,

f ′
AdS,D(r)

f ′′
AdS,D(r)

√
fAdS,D(r)

n∑
i=1

qi
m

d

dr
A

(i)
t

∣∣∣∣∣
r→rh

≥ 1 . (3.48)
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The computation, then, proceeds as in the previous section, with the right modification, eventually,

one obtains √√√√ 1 + D−1
D−3η

2

1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

M
D−2
2

Pl, D γ−1/2

m

∑n
i=1 g

2
U(1),D, iqiQi√∑n

j=1 g
2
U(1),D, jQ2

j

≥ 1 . (3.49)

We can introduce the charge-to-mass ratio vector for the particle as in (2.26) so that the bound

becomes ∑n
i=1 gU(1),D, izjQj√∑n

j=1 g
2
U(1),D, jQ2

j

≥

√√√√1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2
. (3.50)

Finally, if we introduce the charge vector for the black hole

Q⃗ = (gU(1),D, 1Q1, . . . , gU(1),D, nQn) , (3.51)

then we obtain

z⃗ · Q⃗
|Q⃗|

≥

√√√√1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2
. (3.52)

In order to understand (3.52), let us consider the flat space limit, i.e. η → 0. In this case, (3.52)

reduces to
z⃗ · Q⃗
|Q⃗|

= z⃗ · Z⃗ ≥ 1 , (3.53)

where we have introduced the charge-to-mass ratio of an extremal RN black hole being

Z⃗ =
γ−1/2Q⃗M

D−2
2

Pl, D

M
, (3.54)

that has unit norm in flat space. The norm of Z⃗ is the same for any choice of charges Q⃗ and mass

M provided that

M2 = γ−1MD−2
Pl,D |Q⃗|2 , (3.55)

which is the extremality condition in flat space.

We provide an equivalent interpretation of the convex hull condition in [38] using the picture of

black hole decay. We first emphasize that different extremal black holes specified by the vector Z⃗
should all be allowed to decay through the set of charged particles in the theory. If there is only a

single charged particle, it cannot satisfy (3.53) for all Z⃗, and therefore it will not be sufficient to decay

all black holes in the theory. The resolution is to ensure that there is a set of charged particles {⃗zi}
such that for any Z⃗, (3.53) is satisfied by at least one particle. Under this condition, all extremal black

holes can emit the particles satisfying (3.53) and become non-extremal, where Hawking radiation can

lead to its further decay.

If we now consider a non-trivial cosmological constant, the bound becomes (3.52), where we can

still express it in terms of Z⃗ whenever the horizon of the extremal, now, RN-AdS black hole is finite,

i.e.

z⃗ · Z⃗
|Z⃗|

≥

√√√√1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2
. (3.56)
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z1

z2

1 R(η)

(a) Plot of Rext.(η) and R(η) as a function of η. The

unit circle is obtained for Rext.(0) = R(0), while, for

η → ∞, Rext.(η) → 0 and R(η) → γ−1/2.

z1

z2

1 R(η)

z⃗

Q⃗

z⃗ ·
ˆ⃗Q

−⃗z−Q⃗

z⃗ ·
ˆ⃗Q

z⃗ ′

Q⃗′

z⃗ ′· ˆ⃗Q ′

−⃗z ′

−Q⃗′

z⃗ ′· ˆ⃗Q ′

(b) Note that the charge vector Q⃗ increases with η →
∞, but (3.52) requires that the projection of z⃗ on Q⃗
is at least equal to R(η). Q⃗ and Q⃗′ are two possible

charges of RN-AdS such that |Q⃗| = |Q⃗′|. In order to

satisfy (3.52) for any choice of Q⃗, at least two states z⃗

and z⃗ ′ (and their anti-particles) are necessary.

Figure 1: Schematic representation of the CHC in AdS. In Figure 1a, we show how the charge-to-

mass ratio of an extremal RN-AdS black hole and the decay bound we propose in (3.52) differs from

the unity when rh ≫ ℓAdS,D. In Figure 1b, we give an example of how to satisfy the CHC in AdS

provided the existence of at least two particles (and anti-particles) satisfying (3.52).

However, increasing the horizon of the black hole, will reduce the norm of Z⃗, while the RHS of (3.52)

increases. In the limit of η → ∞,

|Z⃗| = Rext.(η) =

√√√√√ 1 + D−1
D−3η

2(
1 + D−2

D−3η
2
)2 η→∞−→ 0 , (3.57)

while

R(η) =

√√√√1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2

η→∞−→
√

D − 2

D − 3
= γ−1/2 . (3.58)

We show, schematically, this effect in Figure 1a. This is the essential difference between a RN-AdS

black hole and a RN black hole in flat space. However, the logic that leads to the CHC in flat space,

can still be pursued by using (3.52). By introducing

ˆ⃗Q =
Q⃗
|Q⃗|

, (3.59)

(3.52) means that for any choice of charges Q⃗, there must exist a particle whose charge-to-mass ratio

lies at or above the tangent plane to a ball of radius R(η). The scalar product in (3.52) is well-defined
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even in the limit of η → ∞, solving the ambiguity with the CHC in AdS due to the shrinking of

the ball with radius Rext.(η). The conclusion is that in AdS, there must exist as many particles with

charge-to-mass ratios z⃗i such that their convex hull contains the ball of radius R(η). The result is

illustrated in Figure 1b. Given this interpretation, we are led to propose the following conjecture:

Conjecture 2 (AdS Convex Hull Weak Gravity Conjecture). Given n U(1) gauge fields coupled

to Einstein–Maxwell gravity, then, for every direction of the charge vector

Q⃗ = (gU(1),D, 1Q1, . . . , gU(1),D, nQn) , (3.60)

of a multi-charged RN-AdS black hole, there must exist a set of massive particles with charge-

to-mass ratios

z⃗ =
M

D−2
2

Pl, D

mi
γ−1/2 (gU(1),D, 1q1, . . . , gU(1),D, nqn) . (3.61)

such that

z⃗i · Q⃗
|Q⃗|

≥

√√√√1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2
, with η =

rh
ℓAdS,D

, (3.62)

where rh is the horizon of an extremal RN-AdS black hole and ℓAdS,D is the AdSD scale length.

The value γ is the extremality factor for a RN black hole in flat space, i.e. γ = D−3
D−2 .

Analogously, the convex hull formed by {⃗zi} must contain a ball of radius

R(η) =

√√√√1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2
. (3.63)

Considering the largest possible RN-AdS black hole, i.e. rh ≫ ℓAdS,D, the radius of the ball

becomes

R∞ = γ−1/2 . (3.64)

Our argument for the AdS Convex Hull is different from that given in [38], where the black hole is

assumed to decay completely into a set of particles and one considers the convex hull generated by all

the decay products. Here, we only require the extremal black hole to decay into a non-extremal one;

therefore, the particles responsible for the convex hull are the minimal but necessary set of particles

that would lead to the decay of an extremal RN-AdS black hole.

4 Comments on the AdS WGC in Theories with Extended Supersymmetry

In Minkowski space, the strong version of WGC proposes that the WGC bound is saturated only in

supersymmetric theory by BPS states (see e.g. [8, 10]). The reason is that in theories with extended

supersymmetry, the BPS bounds forbid strictly superextremal particles, so the only states that satisfy

the WGC were precisely those saturating it, i.e., the BPS states. This suggests that extremal black

holes are marginally stable only if they are BPS. Moreover, it has been shown that when the BPS

bound and the extremality bound coincide, the tower WGC necessitates an infinite tower of BPS

particles. [34, 35, 44, 63, 64].

In Conjecture 1, we found that the charge-to-mass ratio that a particle must satisfy in order to

allow a RN-AdS black hole to decay is greater than the bound satisfied by the WGC in flat space. This
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would raise the question of how the AdS WGC we are proposing behaves in theories with extended

supersymmetry, where all the states must satisfy a certain BPS bound.

In flat space, the only states that can satisfy the WGC and the BPS bound are those saturating

both. This is different in AdS space, where we have shown that the black hole extremality condition

no longer agrees with the black hole decay condition for charged particles. In fact, the requirement

on the charge-to-mass ratio of the particle is stronger, which can be understood as a consequence

of extremal AdS black holes having lower charge-to-mass ratios than in flat space, which makes the

production of charged particles through the gauge field more difficult. The stronger WGC bound

on particles in AdS raises the question of whether it is consistent with the BPS bound. In fact,

it has been shown (e.g. in [53, 55, 56]) that supersymmetric N = 2 supergravity solutions satisfy

the same BPS condition as in flat space given by Z = 1, which means that these BPS solutions are

superextremal – they do not have any horizons and contain naked singularities. One would expect the

naked singularity to be resolved when the full string theory solution with α′ corrections is considered.

However, the symmetry-protected relation between the charge and mass of the BPS solutions will

not be corrected, which makes it seemingly impossible for a supersymmetric theory to satisfy the

AdS WGC bound.

We will try to solve this puzzle, showing that the AdS WGC in Conjecture 1 allows BPS particles

to be responsible for the decay of an extremal (non-BPS) RN-AdS black hole.10 The subtlety lies in

the notion of mass in AdS space. For large classical objects such as the SUGRA solutions, the mass

can be identified with the ADM mass, leading to the BPS condition of Z = 1. For light states that

have a Compton wavelength comparable to the AdS length, the energy should be associated with the

conformal dimension ∆ (i.e., the rest energy of a particle in AdS) rather than the mass parameter

[66]. This leads to a BPS bound that is given in terms of ∆ instead of m, that in appropriate units

reads (see e.g. [22, 42, 67–70])

∆ ≳ q , (4.1)

where q is, usually, the R-charge. We expect the BPS bound to take the same form for a general

U(1), which can satisfy the AdS WGC bound. Recall the WGC bound

g2U(1),Dq
2MD−2

Pl,D

γm2
≥

1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2
≡ R(η)2 (4.2)

while, restoring the units in (4.1), the AdS BPS bound reads11 [15, 42, 69]

g2U(1),Dq
2MD−2

Pl,D

γℓ−2
AdS,D∆2

≤ 1 . (4.3)

In this way, we can check under which conditions, states satisfying (4.3), can also satisfy Conjecture

1. Recall that, as we wrote above, in flat space, the only states that satisfy both the WGC bound

and the BPS bound are those that saturate the two. In AdS, the mass of a particle can be expressed

in terms of ∆ by using (3.1), obtaining

m2ℓ2AdS,D = ∆2
(
1− (D − 1)∆−1

)
, (4.4)

giving the possibility of some ∆ that would satisfy (or at least saturate) both the BPS bound and

the WGC bound. In particular, for our purposes, it is sufficient to focus on BPS states, and check

10As pointed out in [65], scale-separated supersymmetric AdS vacua might not exist. This possibility will be discussed

at the end of this section.
11Note that this is precisely opposite to the earlier AdS WGC bound we reviewed in Section 3.1.
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under what conditions on ∆ they satisfy (or saturate) Conjecture 1. Let us, then, write the WGC

bound in (4.2) as

g2U(1),Dq
2MD−2

Pl,D

γℓ−2
AdS,D∆2

ℓ−2
AdS,D∆

2

m2
≥

1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2
≡ R(η)2 , (4.5)

and focus on states that saturate (4.3), i.e. BPS states. In this case, we must require

ℓ−2
AdS,D∆

2

m2
=

1

1 + (1−D)∆−1
≥ R(η)2 , (4.6)

where we have used the relation (4.4). For a generic value of the horizon radius, the BPS states that

satisfy the WGC are those whose ∆ is

D − 1 < ∆ ≤ R(η)2(D − 1)

R(η)2 − 1
= (D − 2)(D − 1) +

(D − 3)2

η2
. (4.7)

In particular, the WGC is saturated when

∆ = (D − 2)(D − 1) +
(D − 3)2

η2
. (4.8)

So, a BPS state with conformal dimension ∆ given by the expression above, will also saturate

the WGC in AdS predicted in Conjecture 1. Smaller conformal dimensions will be associated (if

they exist) to particles that will satisfy the WGC. As ∆ approaches the lower bound D − 1, the

corresponding mass m approaches zero (in AdS units).12 In fact, in terms of m, the states that BPS

states that satisfy Conjecture 1 have

0 < m2ℓ2AdS,D ≤ R(η)2(D − 1)2

(R(η)2 − 1)2
= (D − 1)2(D − 2)(D − 3) +

(D − 1)(2D − 5)(D − 3)2

η2
+

(D − 3)4

η4
. (4.9)

The strictest condition to satisfy is given in the limit η → ∞. In that case, we have that

D − 1 < ∆ ≤ lim
η→∞

R(η)2(D − 1)

R(η)2 − 1
= (D − 2)(D − 1) , (4.10)

or analogously, the mass of the particle cannot be larger than

m2ℓ2AdS,D = (D − 1)2(D − 2)(D − 3) . (4.11)

We have therefore found possible BPS states that satisfy the WGC we propose in Conjecture 1. The

heaviest possible BPS states (in AdS units) that satisfy the WGC and the BPS bounds are the ones

that saturate both bounds, generalizing the result in flat space. Smaller conformal dimensions will be

associated with states that have a smaller and smaller mass, asymptotically becoming massless when

∆ → D − 1. Thus, the BPS states satisfying the WGC are light and have a Compton wavelength

comparable to the AdS scale. Therefore, the omitted piece in (3.32) should be restored, leading to

the requirement that

g2U(1),Dq
2MD−2

Pl,D

γℓ−2
AdS,D∆2

ℓ−2
AdS,D∆

2

m2
≥ R(η)2

(
1 +

1

4ℓ2AdS, 2m2

)
, (4.12)

12Charged massless states trivially satisfy the WGC. In flat space, charged particles can become massless in special

loci, e.g., at the intersection of Coulomb and Higgs branches in N = 2 theories.
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where the AdS2 and the AdSD length scales are related by (3.29), reading

ℓAdS, 2 = ℓAdS,D

η√
(D − 3)2 + (D − 2)(D − 1)η2

≡ ℓAdS,D

D(η)
, (4.13)

where we have introduced D(η) for later convenience. We can repeat the computation we did before

taking into account the correction coming from the BF bound, and asking ourselves what are the

BPS states that also satisfy the WGC, namely

1

1 + (1−D)∆−1
≥ R(η)2

(
1 +

D(η)2

4∆2 (1 + (1−D)∆−1)

)
. (4.14)

The result is a smaller window of allowed conformal dimensions ∆, given by

D − 1 < ∆ ≤
R(η)2(D − 1) +

√
(R(η)4(D − 1)2 −R(η)2D(η)2(R(η)2 − 1)

2(R(η)2 − 1)
. (4.15)

Clearly this condition reduces to (4.7) if one does not consider the correction coming from the BF

bound. In the large black hole limit, η → ∞, the bound becomes

D − 1 < ∆ ≤ (D − 2)(D − 1)

2
+

(D − 2)

2

√
(D − 2)(D − 1) , (4.16)

that shows a narrower window of allowed ∆, compared to that obtained in (4.10). The WGC we

propose is satisfied by BPS states whose conformal dimensions are in the range given by (4.16), with

decreasing mass of the states when ∆ → D − 1.

However, we leave open whether there exist supersymmetric theories that admit BPS states whose

conformal dimensions are in this range of values. The result is based on our starting assumption

that we are working with an EFT in AdS without any reference to the UV completion, meaning

that it has been possible to integrate out all the massive modes of the internal space. In the case

of supersymmetric EFTs in AdS, the AdS Distance Conjecture (ADC) [65] states that there are no

supersymmetric AdS vacua with separation of scales between the AdS length and the KK scale of

the internal space.13 This implies that our set-up of a single probe particle in a RN-AdS black hole

background may be drastically modified by the presence of infinite towers of KK modes that are

of the same scale of the AdS scale length. The expectation is that Conjecture 1 applies to EFTs

with negative cosmological constant whenever possible to integrate out the KK towers of the internal

space.

5 Discussion and Conclusions

The main result of this paper is a version of the WGC for particles in AdS space. The result is

summarized in Conjecture 1 and we now re-state it here:

Conjecture (AdS Weak Gravity Conjecture). Given any U(1) gauge field coupled to Einstein–

Maxwell gravity, there must exist a particle of charge q and mass m such that

gU(1),Dq

m
≥ √

γ
1

M
D−2
2

Pl, D

√√√√1 + (D−1)(D−2)
(D−3)2

η2

1 + D−1
D−3η

2
, with η =

rh
ℓAdS,D

, (5.1)

13This is in line with the recent findings for N = 1 supersymmetric AdS vacua [71–73].
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where rh is the horizon of an extremal RN-AdS black hole and ℓAdS,D is the AdSD scale length.

The value γ is the extremality factor for a RN black hole in flat space, i.e. γ = D−3
D−2 . For particles

with a mass comparable to the AdS scale, we refer to Remark 1. Considering the largest possible

RN-AdS black hole, i.e. rh ≫ ℓAdS,D, we require that there exists a particle of charge q and mass

m such that
gU(1),Dq

m
≥ 1

M
D−2
2

Pl, D

. (5.2)

As we mentioned in the introduction, in flat space, if the gauge coupling depends on the moduli, the

extremality factor changes. However, in this work, we focused on AdSD Einstein–Maxwell theory,

without any reference to the quantum gravity uplift from which it could have originated, and thus

choosing to be agnostic on how the corrections to the extremality bound will enter in our expression

for the AdS WGC.

The way in which we argued for this conjecture is threefold: (1) First, we extended the computation

carried out in [37] to obtain the conditions for Schwinger pair production in an RN-AdS black hole

background. This gave, for the first time, the condition on the charge-to-mass ratio that precisely

enters into Conjecture 1. (2) Then, we argued that the Schwinger effect is related to the instability of

charged scalar fields that have an effective mass below the BF bound in the near-horizon AdS2×SD−2

geometry of the RN-AdS. Requiring the particles to violate the BF bound led to the same constraint

on their charge-to-mass ratio. (3) Finally, we considered the conditions under which a probe particle

experiences repulsion at the horizon of an extremal RN-AdS black hole, again confirming the WGC

bound we obtained.

Furthermore, we discussed the extension of the conjecture in the case of multiple U(1), which led

to the formulation of an AdS Convex Hull WGC as in Conjecture 2. We also showed in Section 4 that

BPS states in AdS are compatible with Conjecture 1, and, as in flat space, they can also saturate the

bound. However, our results are based on EFTs in which it has been possible to integrate out all the

massive modes of the internal space, leading to an EFT in AdS. If one assumes the AdS Distance

Conjecture (ADC) [65], our set-up of a single probe particle in a RN-AdS black hole background

must be revisited because of the presence of the infinite towers of KK modes at the same scale of the

AdS scale length. Our expectation is that Conjecture 1 applies to EFTs with negative cosmological

constant whenever possible to integrate out the KK towers of the internal space.

Future Directions

In this paper, we take the WGC as the requirement for extremal black holes to decay by emitting

charged particles. Instead of light particles, the state satisfying the WGC can potentially be black

holes because the extremality bound receives higher derivative corrections. This possibility has been

extensively studied for extremal black holes in asymptotically flat spacetime [13, 74–78]. However,

as we have shown in this work, kinematic considerations alone do not determine whether black hole

decay in AdS spacetime is possible. To derive the conditions for extremal black holes to decay into

smaller black holes in AdS spacetime, one would have to identify the borderline case where two

or more black holes experience no force. Such multi-centered black hole solutions in AdS spacetime

(analog of the Majumdar–Papapetrou solution for Einstein–Maxwell theory in flat spacetime [79, 80])

have not been found, though an interesting attempt has been made [81].

There exist many versions of the WGC in flat space. In this work, we showed that the extremal

black hole decay formulation of WGC in AdS is equivalent to a RFC between an RN-AdS black hole
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and a particle. Our proposal of the AdS WGC aligns closely with the ideas in the original proposal of

the WGC in flat space and its extension in the case of multiple U(1)s. It is known that in the presence

of massless scalar fields, the WGC and RFC differ, but including the contributions coming from the

scalars, the towers of states satisfying the tower WGC in flat space are also those satisfying the RFC

in flat space. It would be interesting to check how our conjecture is modified when there are scalar

fields. In particular, when the scalar fields originate from dimensional reduction, this would require

re-evaluating both the black hole background solution and the particle decay condition. In theory,

one could follow the logic explained in [44], repeat the computations in our paper, and compactify

the theory on a circle to check if Conjecture 2 is violated. However, there are further subtleties

when considering our bound in the context of circle compactification. For instance, the geometries of

AdSD and AdSD−1 × S1 are not equivalent and one can make different choices of whether the circle

dimension is warped or not. It will be interesting to understand how the geometry and black holes

therein affect our proposal of the AdS WGC bound.

Regarding a tower of infinite particle states, one interesting consequence of Conjecture 2 is that if

the only particles in the spectrum are those saturating our proposed WGC bound for the decay of

an extremal RN-AdS, then, in order for Conjecture 2 to be satisfied, we would need infinitely many

particles, so that all possible RN-AdS can decay. This statement is reminiscent of a tower version

of the WGC in the presence of only BPS states. However, Conjecture 2 is based on considering the

decay of an extremal RN-AdS black hole by a particle, while the CHC in flat space [38] considered

the complete decay of black holes into a set of particles. This difference makes the motivation for

the existence of an infinite tower of states satisfying the WGC different from the original motivation

that led to the tower WGC in flat space.

We reserve these interesting questions for future investigations.
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[72] I. Bena, Y. Li, and S. Lüst, “KKLT Ex Nihilo,” arXiv:2410.22400 [hep-th].

[73] M. Montero and I. Valenzuela, “Quantum corrections to DGKT and the Weak Gravity Conjecture,”

arXiv:2412.00189 [hep-th].

– 27 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)029
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.09378
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2023)162
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.02473
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(92)90684-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9203018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00846-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00846-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9808097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.064018
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9902170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2011)014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2011)014
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.2688
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.201200033
http://arxiv.org/abs/1201.6592
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.82.664
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2005/03/043
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0501169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2010)045
http://arxiv.org/abs/1003.3232
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2017)034
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.04328
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.04328
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2023)078
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.04477
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202100125
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prop.202100125
http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.08309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2023)134
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.10573
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134867
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.05225
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n2.a2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9802150
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(99)00083-6
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9905111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2002/06/047
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0202150
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/26/22/224002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/26/22/224002
http://arxiv.org/abs/0903.3246
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2022)188
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.07171
http://arxiv.org/abs/2410.22400
http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.00189


[74] Y. Kats, L. Motl, and M. Padi, “Higher-order corrections to mass-charge relation of extremal black

holes,” JHEP 12 (2007) 068, arXiv:hep-th/0606100.

[75] G. J. Loges, T. Noumi, and G. Shiu, “Duality and Supersymmetry Constraints on the Weak Gravity

Conjecture,” JHEP 11 (2020) 008, arXiv:2006.06696 [hep-th].

[76] L. Aalsma, A. Cole, G. J. Loges, and G. Shiu, “A New Spin on the Weak Gravity Conjecture,” JHEP

03 (2021) 085, arXiv:2011.05337 [hep-th].

[77] S. Cremonini, C. R. T. Jones, J. T. Liu, B. McPeak, and Y. Tang, “NUT charge weak gravity conjecture

from dimensional reduction,” Phys. Rev. D 103 no. 10, (2021) 106011, arXiv:2011.06083 [hep-th].

[78] L. Aalsma and G. Shiu, “From rotating to charged black holes and back again,” JHEP 11 (2022) 161,

arXiv:2205.06273 [hep-th].

[79] S. D. Majumdar, “A class of exact solutions of Einstein’s field equations,” Phys. Rev. 72 (1947) 390–398.

[80] A. Papaetrou, “A Static solution of the equations of the gravitational field for an arbitrary charge

distribution,” Proc. Roy. Irish Acad. A 51 (1947) 191–204.

[81] Y. Cai and J. T. Liu, “Towards the construction of multi-centered black holes in AdS,” JHEP 10 (2022)

059, arXiv:2205.14008 [hep-th].

– 28 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/12/068
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0606100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)008
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.06696
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2021)085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2021)085
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.05337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.106011
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.06083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2022)161
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.06273
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.72.390
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2022)059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2022)059
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.14008

	Introduction
	Weak Gravity Conjecture in Minkowski
	Weak Gravity Conjecture as Repulsive Force Conjecture
	Repulsive Force Condition in Minkowski

	Weak Gravity Conjecture in Anti-de Sitter
	Previous Proposals for WGC in AdS
	Reissner–Nordström AdS Black Holes
	The Weak Gravity Conjecture from Schwinger Effect
	Relation to BF Bound Instability
	Repulsive Force Condition in AdS Space
	Repulsive Force between an RN-AdS Black Hole and a Particle
	A Convex Hull Weak Gravity Conjecture in AdS

	Comments on the AdS WGC in Theories with Extended Supersymmetry
	Discussion and Conclusions

