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Abstract

Exact multicentered solutions to the governing equations of the Born—Infeld nonlinear theory
of electrodynamics describing distributions of electric, magnetic, and dyonic point charge sources
are constructed explicitly for the first time. The method of construction may effectively be
adapted to obtain such solutions in generalized theories as well. As a consequence, the solutions
unveil that, in order to achieve a balance between such multicentered electric or magnetic
point charge distribution in equilibrium, a static magnetic or electric current must be present,
resulting in non-conservativeness of the induced electric or magnetic intensity field, respectively
and universally. Moreover, it is also shown that the methods of construction and conclusions
drawn in the multicentered situation may be extended to obtain exact solutions and similar
conclusions, explicitly, in the situation of continuously distributed charge source problems.
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1 Introduction

In a series of works [IH3] initiated in 1960’s, Schwinger advanced a fundamental subject aimed at
formulating an elementary particle model built over the concept of electrically and magnetically
charged particles called dyons. Schwinger’s main idea was to exploit the electric and magnetic
symmetry, uniquely exhibited in four spacetime dimensions through the Hodge duality, realizing
electromagnetic duality, in the Maxwell equations. Use E and B to denote the electric and magnetic
fields. Subject to some hypothetically distributed electric and magnetic charge densities p. and p;,
and electric and magnetic current densities j. and j,,, respectively, Schwinger’s covariant Maxwell
equations are

0B OE
E‘FVXE:—jm, V'B:pm, E_VXB:—je, V'E:pe. (1.1)
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See also [4HI0]. In the classical Maxwell equations, magnetic current and charge densities are both
absent so that the first equation in (LI]) with j,, = 0 is Faraday’s law and the second equation
in (LI) with p,, = 0 the Gauss law, which are constraint equations resulting from the Bianchi
identity. Such a system has a natural variational formalism based on the gauge-field-theoretical
action density

1
L= _ZF’WFW — Ayt Fu=0uA, — 0, AL, 3" = (pe,ie), (1.2)

where the electric source terms, p. and j., are directly coupled with the electromagnetic gauge
potential field A, but there is no room for their magnetic counterparts, p,, and j,,. In Schwinger’s
extended system, however, these magnetic source terms are switched on or imposed to restore
electromagnetic symmetry or duality [IH3] so that the Bianchi identity is violated, inevitably, and
the system does not enjoy a similar variational or gauge-field-theoretical formalism. In fact, it is
well known that the gauge potential field origin of the electric and magnetic fields in the classical
Maxwell theory follows from the homogeneity condition comprised of p,, = 0 and j,, = 0. In [IL2],
Schwinger considered the quantum mechanical motion of a dyonic point charge carrying electric
charge ¢; and magnetic charge gy in a static electromagnetic field generated by another dyonic
point charge at rest at the origin of R? carrying electric charge ¢» and magnetic charge g such that
the electric and magnetic fields, E and B, it generates, are given by

q2X 92X 3
E=", = = € R?, 1.3
EE e )
and thereby derived the charge quantization condition
nh
092 — 291 = - (1.4)

where n is an integer, which generalizes Dirac’s charge quantization formula [IT] based on describing
the quantum mechanical motion of an electric point charge in a monopole field. As a consequence
of the point charge solution (L3]), it follows from (LIl that both electric and magnetic currents
must vanish

Je=0, jm =0, (1’5)

to ensure consistency with V x E = 0 and V x B = 0, since E and B given in (L3]) are both
conservative. Due to the linearity of the generalized Maxwell equations ([.I]), the same conclusion,
([CEH), holds for multicentered source situations. In other words, in this context, multicentered
charges are accommodated, which necessarily switch off the currents, as in the singly-centered
situation.

In the early 1930’s, Born and Infeld [I2HI5] formulated a nonlinear theory of electromagnetism
aimed at overcoming the infinity problem associated with an electric point charge. In contemporary
theoretical physics, the Born—Infeld theory and its generalized forms are seen to arise in the studies
on superstrings [LI6HI8] and branes [I9H21], charged black holes [22H28], and cosmology [26]28-31].
See [32] for a review. Due to the difficulties associated with the nonlinearity of the Born—Infeld type
theories, the charged source distributions in these and other studies have exclusively been based on
singly-centered point charges. The main contribution of the present work is to obtain, for the first
time, multicentered static point charge distributions as exact and explicit solutions of the Born—
Infeld equations, and their extensions. Besides being successful in producing finite-energy electric
point charge as achieved in the original Born-Infeld work [I2HI5], numerous important insights



offered by this type of nonlinear theories of electrodynamics have been garnered in development.
These include a construction of charged black holes with removed or relegated singularities [2223]
[26H28/32], a mechanism for the exclusion of monopoles [2633], and a formalism for a theoretical
interpretation of the equation of state of a prescribed k-essence cosmic fluid [26,28,33]. As a
by-product, the current study offers yet another interesting insight injected by the subject: Due
to the nonlinear nature of the theory, the electric or magnetic intensity field generated from a
multicentered electric or magnetic point charge source must be non-conservative, characterized by
a violation of j,, = 0 or jo = 0, in a sharp contrast against (3], valid for Schwinger’s generalized
Maxwell equations, (II)). In other words, we observe that the Born—Infeld type nonlinear theories
of electrodynamics possess a tight internal coupling between electricity and magnetism in that the
presence of a multicentered electric point charge source leads to the onset of a static magnetic
current, and that of magnetic point charge source the onset of a static electric current, although
such a phenomenon does not appear in the singly-centered point charge situations of the theories.

The rest of the presentation of this work is organized as follows. In Section 2] we briefly review
the Born—Infeld theory and state our main results. In Section Bl we construct the exact and
explicit solutions to the Born—Infeld equations representing multicentered electric and magnetic
point charge sources and demonstrate the non-conservativeness of the electric and magnetic fields
generated. In Section [l we extend our consideration to multicentered dyonically charged solutions.
In Sections BHG, we show that our methods can be adapted to construct multicentered solutions in
generalized Born—Infeld theories and that we can draw the same conclusions. In particular, we see
that in either the multicentered electric or magnetic point charge source situation, electric charge
and magnetic current, or magnetic charge and electric current, must coexist in a nonlinear theory
of electrodynamics of the Born—Infeld type. In Section 7, we extend our work to the situation of
continuously distributed charge source problems and obtain exact solutions and a series of similar
conclusions on such problems. In Section 8, we summarize the results.

2 Born—Infeld theory of nonlinear electrodynamics and presence
of electric and magnetic currents

We consider the Born—Infeld theory of nonlinear electrodynamics based on the free Lagrangian

action density [1527]28][34]

ﬁz%(l—\/l—Zﬁs), (2.1)
1 , K2
S:——FHVFM +3—2

; <FWFW)2 : (2.2)

where the electromagnetic tensor field F#* and its Hodge dual F* = %e’“’ O‘BFQB are associated
with the underlying electric field E = (E?) and magnetic field B = (B?) through the expressions

0 —-r' —E?2 _E3 0 —-BY —-B2 _pB3
1 3 2 1 3 2

() — E 0 -—-B® B () — B 0 E3 -—F (2.3)
E? B3 0 -—-BY |’ B2 —E3 0 E! ’

E3 —-B? B! 0 B3 E? —E!' 0

the parameter 5 > 0 relates to the usual Born parameter, and x > 0 is an electromagnetic coupling
parameter that directly mixes the interaction of the fields E and B. In the presence of a source



current j* as given in ([L2)), the action density (2.]) is modified into

L= % (1 - m> — gt (2.4)

so that varying the gauge field A, leads to its Euler-Lagrange equation

0P = j", (2.5)
where
pw— 1w “—Z(FQBFQB)FW (2.6)
VI —20Bs 4

gives rise to the associated electric displacement field D and magnetic intensity field H expressed
in the matrix

D! 0 ~H? H?

Py — 2.7
(P) D?* H3 0 —H! 2.7)
D3 —H? H! 0
With (2.3]), we see that (2.2)) becomes
Lo 2y, K 2
s:g(E —B)+7(E'B), (2.8)
and that (2.0) leads to the associated nonlinear constitutive equations of the theory:
1
D=—_(E++*[E-B|B 2.9
=55 (B+ w’[B-BIB), (29)
H- - (B-E-BE). (2.10)

V1 —20s

Note that these constitutive equations are the fundamental consequences of the variational princi-
ples or structure of the theory [12HI5] and independent of the source terms.
At this juncture, it will be relevant to recall the different roles played by the pairs E, B and
D, H, with respect to the source terms. In fact, in terms of (21 and (Z7]), we have
oD

~S-+VxH=j., V-D=p. (2.11)

which are the Amperé law and Coulomb law, respectively, in the Born—Infeld setting. From the
gauge field representation of F,, given in (.2)), we see that there holds the identity

OTFM 4 QMFYT 4+ QVFM =0, or 9,F" =0, (2.12)

known as the Bianchi identity. Using (2.3]), we see that (Z12]) gives rise to the equations

B
88—t+V><E:0, V.-B=0, (2.13)

which are the Faraday law and Gauss law, respectively, also in the Born—Infeld setting. The
equations (ZII) and (2I3) are formally identical to the full classical Maxwell equations, with a
hidden nonlinear structure contained in (2.9]) and ([2.I0). In particular, as in the classical Maxwell
electromagnetism, we have observed that a gauge-field-theoretical formalism of the the Born—Infeld
theory again prohibits the presence of magnetic source terms.



As in Dirac [II] and Schwinger [TH3], we may now subject the Born—Infeld equations involving
E,B and D, H to applied electric and magnetic charge densities p. and p,, and current densities
je and j.,,, respectively, in order to achieve electromagnetic duality, which necessarily turns off
the gauge field formalism when p,, or j,, is nonvanishing, in view of (ZI2) or 2I3)), as in (LI,
reviewed earlier. In such a context, the full equations of motion, which are the Born—Infeld theory
version of the covariant Maxwell equation (I.I]), are given by

0B .
oD .
E —VxH= —Je, (215)
V-D = p., (2.16)
VB = pn. (2.17)

In fact, these equations are formally exactly the same generalized Maxwell equations [I1[5]8HI0]
when E, B and D, H are related through the usual linear constitutive equations

D =¢E, B=_uH, (2.18)

where the constants € and p are dielectrics and permeability coefficients, such that ¢ = \/% gives
rise to the speed of light in the medium. In free space, this quantity is normalized to unity, ¢ = 1.
In particular, when ¢ and p are both further normalized to unity, (2.I4)—(2I7) return to (LI). We
are interested in static solutions of (ZI4)—(Z2I7) when p. and p,, there are given as sums of the
Dirac distributions realizing point charge sources. Note that (Z9) and (2I0) may be interpreted
as giving rise to a nonlinear medium with field-dependent dielectrics and permeability coefficients
following the relation

( D > — ¥(E,B) ( B ) , Y(E,B) = ( H\/KlEE;E) «*(E - B) ) . (2.19)
B H k*(E-B) 1—28s

As a consequence, the condition ¢ = 1 is reflected by the property det(X(E,B)) = 1.
Below is our main theorem regarding the equations (2.14)—(211T).

Theorem 2.1 Consider the static solutions of the classical Born—Infeld equations ([214)—(2I7)
where the electric and magnetic fields E and B are related to the electric displacement and magnetic
intensity fields D and H through the constitutive equations [29)—~ZI0Q) of the theory.

(i) When the electric charge density p. describes a multicentered electric point charge source,
the electrostatic solution of the equations can be constructed explicitly and exactly which is
of finite energy, its free electric charge agrees with the total prescribed one, it is magnetically
trivial characterized by B =0 and H = 0, hence py, = 0 and jo = 0, but its induced magnetic
current density is turned on, j.,, # 0, which makes the electric field E non-conservative,
VxE=—j,#0.

(ii) Likewise, when the magnetic charge density py, describes a multicentered magnetic point
charge source, similar conclusions concerning various fields about the magnetostatic solu-
tion hold. In particular, the induced electric current density is now turned on, j. # 0, which
renders the magnetic intensity field H non-conservative, V. x H = j, # 0.



(iii) In the full dyonic situation where p. and py, are both present to describe a multicentered
dyonic point charge source, the solution of the equations can also be constructed explicitly
and exactly and is of a finite energy if and only if the electromagnetic coupling parameter
K 1s monzero. In this situation, the free electric and magnetic charges are the same as the
prescribed ones, E and H are both non-conservative, and je and j., are both turned on.

We emphasize that, unlike that in the covariant Maxwell equations (LI]) of Schwinger [IH3],
the magnetic current j,,, for example, is physically self-induced by a multicentered electric charge
source distribution, in order to maintain a balanced equilibrium state, in nonlinear electrodynamics,
rather than being manually imposed in linear electrodynamics.

Detailed properties of the solutions, including various field representations and charge and
energy descriptions, will be made clear in the subsequent development of the subject.

3 Electric and magnetic point charges

First consider the electrostatic case where
n n
pE(X) = ZQZ5(X - XZ) = Zqzé(r1)7 X,X; € Rga ri=X-—X;,q; € R \ {0}7 i = 17 LD (31)
i=1 i=1

It is consistent to set p,, = 0 and B = 0 in (2I7). Thus we have H = 0 by (2.I0) and j. = 0 in
2I5). Inserting (B.J) into (Z.I6]), we obtain
n

;T qi
= —-VU, U = 3.2
i=1 A|r;[? ” 0 i=1 Arr;|’ (3.2)

D=

where the factor 4w is inserted throughout to normalize the subsequent charge calculations, in
contrast to (I3). On the other hand, squaring ([2Z.9]), we have the solution

D2

E’= — .
1+ D2

(3.3)

Thus, inserting B3] back into (ZJ) with s = 1E2, we obtain the following explicit expression of
the electric field E:

D
E = —
V1+ D2
> diti - (3.4)
a1+ (S 150
Hence, we have
E(x) = gl -l i=1.m Ex) = 473’:’:’3, x| > 1. (3.5)
Arfei |/ ||t + B (£) i=1 :
The free electric charge density induced from the electric field is given by
pre =V E, (3.6)



which is analogous to (ZI6]). From (B.6) along with the divergence theorem and
find the total free electric charge Q.. to be

ercc - / pferee dX
R3

n

o . q;X; - dS
= g2 /.. —
= 47‘("1‘1"3 1+ B (Z] 1 47rTrJ|3)

= ;%’:/Rspedsz-

BAD-Ba), we

(3.7)

That is, the induced total free electric charge agrees with the total electric charge given as a collection

of prescribed multicentered electric point charges. Moreover, the electrostatic Hamiltonian energy

density of the model consisting of ([2]) and (28] reads
E2
1= BE? (1 V1o 5E2)
D2
V1+pBD2+1

In view of (B:2) and (B8], we have the asymptotic expressions

()

H =

H(x) , ml<l, i=1,...,n,
S\ 2
P ( et 5 () + Il
r;
H(X) — - quj 1 ’X’ >> 17

(47)2|r; |3 |3’

(3.10)

which extend the results of Born and Infeld [I5] in the radially symmetric situation with a singly-

centered point electric charge. Consequently, we see that the finiteness of the total
as well,

E = Hdx < oo.
R3

Furthermore, the expression ([B.4]) gives us the result

1 T, 1
VXxE = —— ati v
47 — |r;|3 ar; 12
1+5 [ZJ 1 dr|r; |3}
= —Jmn= _Jyln _j72na
where .
1 B qiq;qx (vi X [rj + 1g])
Jm - 3

e r) 2,07 PP

204yt (146 STy 2
by applying the Jacobian identity

X(b+c)+bx(c+a)+cx(at+b)=0,

energy follows

(3.11)

(3.12)

=0, (3.13)

(3.14)



for any three vectors in R? in ([3.12)), and thus,

. .9 35 "\ qiqiqr (vj - E) r; ry
= 32 = _ D90 T T b (4 ZE) L (3.15)
2\ 2, = [ralPlrg]P eyl
a(amp 1+ [ S 1t5] ") 9

From this expression, it is clear that j,, = 0 in the single-point charge situation (n = 1) and j,, # 0

in the multi-point charge situation (n > 2). In other words, in the Born-Infeld theory, the presence
of multicentered electric point charges in equilibrium requires the presence of a static magnetic
current to balance the electric field generated.

As an illustration, we consider the case n = 2. In this situation, we see that the magnetic
current density (BI5]) becomes

3Bq1q2 ((fl'rz) <£_£>+ e @
(47)3(1 + BD?)2 [ra[|raf8 \ 11 [[r2f” raf e

1| [re
Analogously but more easily, we can construct multicentered magnetostatic point charge sources

jm = > (1‘1 X 1‘2). (316)

because in this situation the magnetic field B given in (2I7) with

ZZgzﬁ(ri), g eR\{0}, i=1,...,n, (3.17)

has the explicit form

gi¥i
B = =—-VUp, 3.18
Z 47|r;[3 Z 47T|r2| (3.18)

Thus, by (2.10]), the magnetic intensity field is given by

H= B (3.19)

1+ B2’

which is parallel to the E and D relation stated in (8.4]). So H enjoys the same expressions as those
for E with the replacement ¢; by g; (i = 1,...,n). As a result, the free magnetic charge density

free

= V - H leads to the total free magnetic charge

Gfree - / pf;fc dX - Zg’l = G7 (320)
R? i=1

as that of the prescribed one. The magnetostatic Hamiltonian energy density is
B2
1+ AB2 1]
which is analogous to (3.8]). Hence, in view of (BI8]) and ([B:21]), we see that the total energy of the

magnetostatic multicentered point charge sources under consideration is finite as well. Moreover,
from [B.I8) and [B.I9), we see that the electric current density given in (2.I5]) assumes the form

jo = VxH
n
o 36 i 9i930k (X5 Tk) <—r’2 —rk2>, (3.22)
. o 12\ 2 e [ e 51 |
2(47)3 (143 [Zzzl 473‘2;‘3] v

similar to the expression (B.I5]), which is again nonvanishing except in the single-point charge

(3.21)

situation. Thus we arrive at the same conclusion as before that, in the Born—Infeld theory, in order
to balance a multicentered point magnetic charge distribution, an electric current density is needed.



4 Dyonic point charges

We now consider dyonic point charge sources such that both electricity and magnetism are present
and concurrently distributed following (B.1]) and [BI7)). First, using (2.8]), multiplying both sides
of (Z3) by B, squaring it, and then squaring both sides of ([29]), we have

(B-D)%*(1 - B[E? — B®> + x*(E - B)?]) = (E - B)*(1 + #*B?)?, (4.1)
D?(1 — B[E* - B? + x*(E-B)?]) = E* + k*(2 + x’B%)(E - B)%.

Solving for E? and (E - B)? in this system, we get

(1 + BB%)(D? + x22 + x’B?|[B x D]?)
(14 x2B2)(1 + D2 + k2B? + 8k2[B x DJ?)’
(B-D)*(1+ B?)

2 _
®-B) = 2B+ 5D+ B2 + B2[B x DI’ (44)

E2

(4.3)

where we have used the vector identity
(B x D)2 =B?D? - (B-D)>. (4.5)
Applying (@3] and (Z4]) to [29]), we arrive at
E = /1-23sD-x*E-B)B
k*(B-D)
= 1-2 D-———Z'B
Ps < 1+ Kk2B? )

V1+ BB? ([1 + x?B?D — x*[B - D|B)
V1+ k?B2/1+ D% + r?B2 + Bx2(B x D)2

(4.6)

For n dyonic point charge sources located at xi,...,x, with electric charges ¢,...,¢, and
magnetic charges gi,...,gn, the electric displacement field D and magnetic field B are given by
B2) and BI8), respectively. Hence the electric field E in (4.6]) has the properties

E(x) = Lr— <1, i=1,....n; (4.7)
ky/ BG? + K2g? ]
n q.r.
= ks 1 48
i=1 dmr;|*’ x> (48)

Therefore, as in the electrostatic situation, we see that the induced total free electric charge is the
same as the prescribed one, Qne. = > iy ¢i = Q. Besides, from (2ZI0) and (L), we obtain the
magnetic intensity field

H — %(1+6D2+n2(232+25[3><D]2+ﬁ[B'D]2)+H4([B'D]2+[1+5D2]B4)B

K2

51+ BB?)(1 + x*B?*)(B - D)D, (4.9)

expressed in terms of the prescribable fields B and D as before, where the quantity D in the
denominator is given by

D =/1+ BB2(1 + r*B2)2,/1 + BD? + B2 + Br2(B x D)Z. (4.10)



The expression (49) appears complicated. Nevertheless, we can insert (3.2)) and ([BI8]) to obtain
the asymptotic expressions

Kgi r;

H(x) = —n w1 i=1mn (4.11)
VBy/Ba? + r2g? i
n g.r.
1+
- x> 1, 412

which are similar to (Z7)) and ([£38]). In particular, the total free magnetic charge is given by Gy, =
> % ,gi = G. To compute the energy of such dyonic matter, we note that the full Hamiltonian
energy density is given by

_ E’+/¥E-B)? 1
T —B<1—\/1—2ﬁs)

B s%E-B? B
VI=2Bs(1++/1—-28s) 1++/1—-28s’
where the quantity s is defined by (2.8]). Thus, inserting (£3) and (@4]) into ([2.8]), we have

D? - B2 + x?([B x D)2 — B)

(4.13)

= . 4.14
® T 3(1+ D2 1 x?B2 + fx2[B x DJ?) (4.14)
As a consequence of ([@3]), (£4]), and ([@.I4]), we see that (£I3]) becomes
B? 1+ 5B?)(D? + k*[B x D]?
n = BRaRa+ (1+SBY)(D® +#°[B x DY) (4.15)
R1(R1 + Ra)
Ri = V(1+8B?)(1+£’B?), Ry=+/1+pBD2+x’B?+Bs2(B x D)2 (4.16)

In view of (3.2)), (3.18), .I5]), and (I, we get
\/Ba? + k2g? 18 (o) a0 + a0
H = <l H=g 3 (ri - v5)(9:45 + 9i95) x| > 1, (4.17)

 4my/Br|r)? (47)2[ri3[eg)3

in leading orders. Thus the finiteness of the total energy of the static dyonic point charge source

i,j=1

system follows.
Note that the discussion above relies on the assumption £ > 0 and thus the limiting situation
k = 0 needs to be treated separately which we now pursue. In fact, setting x = 0 in ([6l), we have

1+ B2
E = i D. (4.18)

Thus, by virtue of [3.2) and (BI8]), we have

’gi‘sgn(%’) r;

= — 1. 4.20
Z 4rr|r; 3 x| > (4.20)
i=1
As a result, the total induced electric free charge is
n n n
Qtree = V-Edx= lim / V-Edx=)» ¢ — lgilsen(q;). (4.21)
f R3 r—)O,R—)ooZz:; r<|ri| <R ; ? ; 7 i

10



In particular, in the interesting situation where ¢; and g; are of the same sign, i = 1,...,n, then

[#21)) reads
eree - Z qi — Z 9 = Q - G7 (422)
=1 i=1

as defined in ([B7), although the free charge is seen to mix the prescribed ones. Analogous to ([£IS]),

setting x = 0 in (Z9), we have
v1 D2
o YLD g (4.23)
Vv 1+ B2
Hence, by the same computation, similar results hold for H. For example, we see that the total
free magnetic charge is given by the formula

Ghee = V-Hdx= lim / V- -Hdx = gi — qilsegn(g;), 4.24
! R3 r—0, R—)ooz <|ri|<R ZZ:: ;‘ ‘ ( ) ( )

so that when all the electric and magnetic charges in pairs are of the same sign then Gy, = G — Q.
In this case, we have Qgee = —Giee, in particular. The associated Hamiltonian energy density from

[(#T5) with (£I0) assumes the form
2 — B%y/1+ D? + D?\/1 + B2 (4.25)

V/1+ BB2 +4/1+ BD?2
Inserting (3:2)) and (B18) into ([@25]), we obtain the asymptotic formulas

() rt 8 () + (@) 5 (8

H = , r=|rl<l, i=1,...,n; (4.26)
7‘4<\/r4+5 —1—\/7"44—5 )>
rz I‘] QZQJ +gzg])
= - 1. 4.27
ZJZI ‘r ’3‘1_ ‘3 ) ’X’ > ( )

From (4.26]), we see that the energy diverges whenever there is a pair ¢;, g; satisfying g;g; # 0 for
some t=1,...,n.

Although the dyonic matter at k = 0 is of infinite energy, the simplicity of its exact solution
consisting of (£I8]) and (£23]) enables us to gain insight into its electric and magnetic current
densities j. and j,, in view of the non-conservativeness of H and E measured in terms of V x H
and V x E given through ([2.14]) and (2.I5]), respectively. In fact, inserting ([3.2)) and BI8]), we get
from ([@I8) the result

D D
—jm=VxE = \/1+ﬁB2Vx<m)—me\/l+ﬁB2

where j2, is given in ([BI5) and

.3 D
3 = V1 + B2
! \/1+5D2 . p

3 - 4i9;9x ( rj | Tp
— rj+r;—3(rj-ry) | —5 + .
2(47) \/1 5D2\/1 + BB2 Z%:l |r; ‘3’1']’3‘1- ’3 J J ‘rj‘z e

11



Consequently, j,, # 0 in the multicentered situation again. Similarly we also have V.x H=j. # 0
for the electric current density.

5 Generalized formalism and the logarithmic model as an example

We may extend our construction to the nonlinear electrodynamics model governed by the general-
ized Lagrangian action density

L= f(s), (5.1)
where f(s) is a differentiable function satisfying f(0) = 0 and f’(s) = 1. The equations (2.I4])—
[2TI1) are still valid with (29) and (2I0) being replaced by

D = f'(s)(E+x*E-B)B), (5.2)
H = f/(s)(B-+*E -B)E), (5.3)
so that the nonlinear dielectrics and permeability coefficient matrix in (ZI9) is updated into the
form

f'(s)(1 +£(E-B)?) *(E-B)

Y(E,B) = < 9 1 . (5.4)
As a first concrete example of (5.1), consider the logarithmic model [35H39]
1

f(s) = —=1In(1 — ps). (5.5)

g

In the electrostatic situation, we obtain from (B.2]) the simple relation

D (1 — §E2> = E. (5.6)

Squaring (5.0)), we have the solutions

s 2 1 1 1
E _E<1+Wi\/m[2+ﬁ}). (5.7)

In order to ensure that the vector fields D and E are in the same direction, we need to choose the

minus sign in (5.7]), which ensures the bound

2
2
Ef < —. (5.8)

Thus, inserting this result, namely (5.7) with the minus sign, into (5.0)), we get
2D

E = .
1+ /1+ 28D2

As a consequence, the multicentered point charge source ([B.2]) gives us the explicit expression

(5.9)

E= f: qiti . (5.10)

=1 oy 3 (1 + \/1 +23 (Z;‘L:I 47?\:;|3) )
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Hence we have

\/isgn(%) r;

E(x) = NG ma

n
| <1, BE(x) = i x> 1, (5.11)
i

— 4r|r; |3’
which is similar to ([B35]). Therefore the total free electric charge is still given by ([B.7). Moreover,

the electric field (B.10) is also non-conservative. Besides, with (5.1]), we can compute its associated
Hamiltonian energy density to find

E? 1 B
- 4+ Iln(1-ZE?). 12
" 1—§E2+/3n< 2 > (5.12)

From (5.10), (5I0), and (5.I12), we see that the finiteness of the total energy of the multicentered
point charge source considered follows.
In the magnetostatic situation, the relation (G3) and the multicentered point charge source

BI3) give us

n

B giTri

H = 71 ﬁBQ = 2 b (513)
+ £ : s
B e (14 4 [ ) )
which is direct and much simpler than but different from (5I0]) locally, such that
8w gi¥s;
H = i\ i 1; 1. 5.14
(X) ﬁgi|r2|rza |r2| < L Z 47T| Z|37 |X| > ( )

Hence the total magnetic free charge is still determined by ([B.:20]) as before. Besides, the associated
Hamiltonian energy density of the model (5.5]) reads

_1 Bao
M= g <1+§B > (5.15)

In view of [BI8) and (515, it is clear that the total energy of the multicentered point magnetic
charge source is also finite. In addition, the expression (5.I3]) indicates that H is a non-conservative
field as expected.

We then consider a multicentered dyonic point charge source. For this purpose, with (51]), we

see that (5.2) and (&3] become

(1-3s)D = E++x*E-B)B, (5.16)
(1-ps)H = B-—x*(E-B)E. (5.17)

Multiplying (5.16) by B, squaring the result, and then squaring (G.10) itself, and setting

a=E? b= (E-B)? (5.18)
to simplify notation, we obtain
3 2
(B -D)>? <1 -l B? + ;-@Qb)) = (1+x*B??p, (5.19)
3 2
D? < §(a - B%+ /{2b)> = a+ K2+ K°B?)b. (5.20)



Combining (5.19) and (5.20), we have

(B-D)?
b= = . 5.21
T D22 1 k2B2)(B x D)2 (5:21)
Thus, inserting (5.2I)) into (5.20), we arrive at the quadratic equation
5 2 B o 1+ #2[2 + #*B7n B o ?
1 1 1+-B 1+-B = .22
— (L wPm)a® = B [L+ %] (14 5B + D at+(1+3 0, (5.22)

in the quantity a. This equation has two positive solutions. However, only the smaller solution
gives rise to the correct direction match for the fields, which is

B — g — 1 <2 L 5B 4 2(1 + x%[2 + k*B?n)

B(1 + k?n) BD2(1 + k%)

(1 + k22 + K2B2]n) (1+ 22+ K2By)
_2\/ BD2(1 + K2n) [2 + B2 + BD2(1 + n2r) ]) . (5.23)

Therefore we have succeeded in expressing E? in terms of B and D which are to be prescribed.

Besides, by (B.I8) and (5:21]), we have

2s = a(1 + x*n) — B, (5.24)
which depends on B and D only by (.23). Multiplying (5.16) by B, we get
(B-D)(1 - Bs)

B-B= o (5.25)
Substituting (525 into (5.16]) and using the result and (5.25) in (5I7), we arrive at the solution
k*(B - D)
E = (1- D-————B 2
( 5s>( B (5.26)
_ (B-D) 1 (B-D) *
H = —«%(1 Bs) 2B2D + T 7s + k(1 — Bs) [+ 28 B, (5.27)
. 1 1—|—/~£2(2—|—/{2B2)77
B D1+ k%)
1 /(14 k%24 K2B2n) [ (1+ k224 ﬁsz]n)]
- 2+ B2 + 5.28
ﬁ\/ BD2(1+ K2n) ’ BD2(1 + K2n) (5:28)
D)2
n = (B-D) (5.29)

D2 + k2(2 + k2B?)(B x D)?’

in a summarized form expressed in terms of the fields D and B, given by ([3.2]) and (BI8]), explicitly.
It is clear that the electrostatic solution (B.9]) is a special case of (B.20)—(0.29) with setting B = 0.
Note that our method here relies on the assumption that D # 0.
Although (B.26)-(529]) appear complicated, the special situation x = 0 is simple and deserves
some consideration. In fact, in this situation, the relation (5.2]) leads to
2

(E2)2 — 3 <2 + BB? + 51?)2> E? + 512 (2 + BB?)% =0, (5.30)
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which gives rise to the relevant result

2_ 1 2, 2 o L | L
B = <2+/33 + 57 2%3])2 [5D2+2+5B2D. (5.31)

Inserting this into (5.I6]) (with x = 0), namely,

(1 — g[E2 — B2]> D =E, (5.32)
we have
B (2+ sB*)D
1++/1+ D22+ 5B?)’
which is relatively simpler. Hence, inserting (8.2)) and (BI8]), we obtain the explicit expression for

(5.33)

the electric field of the dyonic system:

2
n gir;
E = 248 |55 wien) o ar (5.34)
- n q;r; 2 n r 2 =1 47T|ri|3. '
e[+ [T ati] (248 [T i)
Besides, with x = 0 in ([.3]) and comparing with (5.33]), we have the immediate result:
N (2+5B?) ' '
Thus, inserting ([3.2]) and (B.I8]), we obtain the magnetic intensity field
n q;T; 2 n 9kTk 2
L+ /1+5 [Zj:l —47r|rj|3} 2+0 [Zk:l 47r\rk\3] n g,
1+
H = ) R E Bymrait (5.36)
+5 [ijl W] =1
explicitly as well. Consequently, we get the asymptotic expressions
n
9i| il qil;
E(x) = | % , 1: E(x)= e 1 5.37
(X) g 471"1‘2"37 ‘ri‘ < ’ (X) — 47_(_‘1_2"37 ’X’ > ’ ( )
qdi| Gili 9iTi
H(x) = |= ; 1; H(x) = 1. 5.38
)= |5 e <L HE =D B s (5.38)

Thus, as before, if ¢; and g; are of the same sign pairwise, then the total free electric and magnetic
charges are simply given by Q.. = @ — G and Gg.. = G — @Q, respectively, which indicates that
such a dyonic matter distribution is of infinite energy, as we now examine. In fact, in this situation,
the Hamiltonian energy density reads

H =

E? 1
5 + 3 In(1 — Bs), (5.39)
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where the quantity s given in (5.28) with x = 0 gives us

2
| s— 2+0B ' (5.40)
1+ /14 D22 + 5B?)
Using (5.37) and (5.40) in (5.39), we have
|9igil '
et <L =l (541)

within leading orders, which renders divergence of energy at the sites of the dyonic point charges.
We now consider the situation where x > 0.

Inserting (B.2) and (BI]) into (5.26)—(5.29), we obtain

sgn(gi) _ Am ;| ' |4 '
B) < Rl By ri +O(ri|Y), ri| <1, (5.42)
87|r;
H(x) = ;’; | ri +O(r;|Y), |ri| < 1, (5.43)

for i =1,...,n, and the behavior of E and H for |x| > 1 is still as described in (537) and (5.38]),
respectively. As a consequence, we conclude that the total free electric and magnetic charges of
the dyonic point charge source coincide with the prescribed ones, Q.. = @ and Gg.. = G. Hence
the total energy should be finite which we now confirm. Indeed, in this situation, the Hamiltonian
energy density of the system becomes

_ 1 2 2E . BI2) 4 (] —
— 5 (B + 2B B) £ 3 In(1 - Bs), (5.44)

where the quantity s is given in (5.28]). Inserting ([3.2]) and (BI8]) into (5.44]), we get the asymptotic
expressions

H

il . gy L Z": (r; ;) (qiq; + 9:95)

T R T T

x| > 1. (5.45)

Therefore the total energy is finite as expected.

It is clear that the fields E given in (5.26]) and (534]) and H given in (527)), (5.36), corresponding
to the cases k > 0 and k = 0, respectively, are both non-conservative. Consequently, both magnetic
and electric currents are present.

6 Other extended models

We first consider the exponential model [40,[41] defined by

1
&) =3" =1, B>, (6.1)
which is the large-p limit of the fractional-powered model [26}27],42]
1 p
=5 ([1+2] =1). ez 550 (6.2)
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Of course, fi(s) returns to the Maxwell theory. When p > 2 is an integer, (6.2]) is a polynomial
model which allows a finite-energy electric point charge but rejects a magnetic one, indicating the
onset of an electromagnetic asymmetry [26]. The quadratic model fa(s) is of particular significance
and interest in that it gives rise to a correct k-essence cosmological evolution linking a radiation-
dominated early-universe era to a dust-dominated final late-universe state [27]. Besides, it is shown
in [26L28] that the model (G.]]) restores the electromagnetic symmetry that finite-energy electric,
magnetic, and dyonic point charges are allowed and that these finite-energy point charge sources
may be used to construct charged black holes with relegated singularities. Thus, in this regard,
it will be of interest to obtain multicentered point charge solutions for the model (G.I]) as well. A
challenge presented by (6.1]) is that the associated equations in some due steps cannot be solved
explicitly so that an analytic approach has to be resorted to in order to acquire full information
of the solutions. In this sense, the discussion here supplements what carried out in the previous
sections, methodologically.

To proceed, we insert (1) into (52]) and (B3] to get

D = ¢*(E++*E-B)B), (6.3)
H = ¢*(B-+*(E-B)E).

Substituting ([2.8) into (6.3]), we have

D2eBB2 _ eﬁ(EZ*‘ﬁz[E'B]z)(Ez —|—/12[2+/€2B2][E . B]2), (6.5)
. 2.6B?

Now multiplying (65) by 8 and subtracting by the Bx2-multiple of (6.6]), we have

2 . 2
B’ <D2 T (f,.@—z];)z > = JHIEBR (B2 4 ?[E - B]). (6.7)

This equation is of the form
MW =, (6.8)

where the quantities W and ¢ are given by

W = B(E?+K*E-BJ?), (6.9)
) 2 B-D 2 5 D2 2 B D 2

which can be solved in terms of the Lambert W function [43[44], where W (z) is defined by the
relation z = We", so that W (x) is analytic in the interval x > —% and enjoys the asymptotic
expansions
ppaty %mk, x is around 0,
W(z) = (6.11)
lnlnx_i_‘” , x> 3.

Inz

Inz —Inlnx +

Hence we obtain

(6.12)

B(E? + 52[E - BJ) = W (665132 (D? + k2[B x D]2)> |

1+ k2B?2
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Thus, we can express s in terms of B and D only:

B2 1 »(D? + x2[B x D]?)
== 4w (BB . 1
T T s (56 1+ n2B? ) (6.13)
On the other hand, multiplying (6.3)) by B, we find
(B-D)e 9
E-B=—""/2" | .14
Thus we can resolve ([6.3) and (6.4)) to arrive at
k*(B-D)
E = ¢ fD-— e PsB 1
e T , (6.15)
k*(B-D) k*(B-D)?
H = -2 /o hsp fs . 2= ) _oFs | B 6.16
1+ r2B2° - <e i (1 —H£2B2)2e > ' (6.16)

where s is given by (6I3]). With D and B given by (8.2 and (BI8]), respectively, the expressions
(6I5) and (6I6]) give us the exact multicentered dyonic point charge solution for the exponential
model ([G.]). Since the associated Hamiltonian energy density now assumes the form

H o= eBS(EZ—l—HZ[E-B]Q)—%(eﬁs—l)

- % (1 — Pl - W]) : (6.17)

where W and s are defined by (612) and (GI3]), respectively, as functions of D and B. Therefore,
we can evaluate the total energy of a multicentered dyonic point charge system as before, which
we omit. However, the conclusions we draw are the same: (i) For either the electric or magnetic
point charge system, the total energy is finite and the total free electric or magnetic charge is
identical to the prescribed one. (ii) For a dyonic point charge system, the total energy is finite if
and only if k > 0. In the finite-energy situation, the total free electric and magnetic charges of
the dyonic system coincide with the prescribed charges of the point charge source. (iii) In all these

multicentered cases, the electric field E and magnetic intensity field H are non-conservative.
We next consider the quadratic model [4549] defined by

f(s) = s+ as? (6.18)
where a > 0 is a parameter. Then (5.2)) reads
D= (1+a[E*-B’+x*E-B)’]) (E++*(E-B)B). (6.19)
From (6I9]), we have

(B-D)> = (1+a[E*-B2+r%E-B)?Y)’ (1++*B*)*(E By, (6.20)
D? = (1+a[E*-B2+:%E-B)?)? (B> + 22+ x°B}[E-B?).  (6.21)

Eliminating the common factor in ([620) and ([62I]) and using the notation (L.I8]), we arrive at
(B2T)) as before. Hence, in view of (5.21), we see that (G.21]) renders us the cubic equation

(1 —aB? + afl + #%n)a)?(1 + £*[2 + x*B?n)a = D2 (6.22)
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For convenience, we normalize ([6.22) to get

1 —aB? D’
2 2 2
. 1-aB® _ 6.23
Grafe=os = v 7 Gl + 2P0 + PR T B 029
so that 3
3 110802 & 12+/19302 & 8104)5 — 9~)2
E2=¢= (872 + 1080~ + v’0? + 8lo%)s 7) . (6.24)

6(8+3 + 10802 + 121/12v302 + 810%)3

As a consequence, we have
E? 4+ x3(E-B)% = (1 + x?n)a, (6.25)

such that multiplying (G.I9]) by B leads us to the result

B.D
E-B= . 2
(I +2BY)(1 —aB’ + a[l + 2a) (6:26)

Substituting ([6.20) into (6.19]), we obtain

1 x*(B-D)
E= D-——B). 6.27
1 —aB? + a(l + k%n)a < 1+ x’B? > (6:27)

Besides, ([£.3) gives us

H = (1+a[E*-B?+«*E B)?]) (B-+*(E-B)E)
x*(B-D) b
(1+ x2B?)(1 — aB? + a[l + K?n]a)

k(B -D)?
(1+k2B2)2(1 — aB2 + afl + /€27]]a)> B. (

+ <1 —aB? + a[l + &%nla + 6.28)

The expressions ([6.27) and (6.28) give us the explicit solution to the multicentered dyonic point
charge source problem for the quadratic model (GI8]) with the associated Hamiltonian energy

density
H = (1+2as)(E*+K*E-B?) — (s +as?)
= B2+ (1+2aB?)s + 3as?, (6.29)
1 ) B2
s = 5(1—#5 n)a—T. (6.30)

It can be examined that the same conclusions regarding the total energies, free electric and magnetic
charges, and non-conservativeness of the electric and magnetic intensity fields of multicentered
electric, magnetic, and dyonic point charge sources hold true in the current situation.

Finally, we sketch how to use the method here to obtain multicentered point charge systems in a
generalized electrodynamics theory of the generic form (&1I). For this purpose, we first manipulate

B2 to get

(B-D)* = (f'(5))*(1 +#°B**E-B)? (6.31)
D? = (f'(s)*(E? + k*[2+ x*B?|[E - B]?). (6.32)
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Eliminating the common factor (f/(s))? in (6.31) and (6.32) and using the notation (5.I8), we get
(21). Moreover, from (6.31]) and (6.32]), we have

/{2 X 2
D2 D ()@ R BP)
2 2
= (7 (Gu+wa-5)) e (6.33)

Solving this equation, we get a = E? in terms of D and B. Hence we find b = (E-B)? also in terms
of D and B. Therefore we obtain s in the same sense. Now multiplying (5.2]) by B, we have

B-D
BB = 5T o) (6.34)

Thus, inserting (634]) into (5.2]), we arrive at

1 k*(B-D)
E= D - B). 6.35
7 (P~ Tt ®) (039
Furthermore, using (6.34) and (639) in (53]), we obtain

g___ (B-D) w'(B- D)’ > B. (6.36)

D /

e P (10 i e

The expressions ([6.35]) and (6.36]), along with the quantities a, s, and 1 determined by (6.33]),
(630), and ([B21]), and the fields D and B prescribed by ([B.2) and (BI8]), respectively, give the
multicentered dyonic point charge system for the generalized nonlinear electrodynamics theory
(1)), with the associated Hamiltonian energy density [28]:

H o= fl(s)(E*+ K [E-BJ) - f(s)
1 k*(B-D)?
=T <D2 B m) AL
D? + x2(B x D)>
- f’(i_)(l (+ /;BZ; —fls), (6.37)

by subsequently applying ([@34), (635]), and (@3] directly. In view of (6.37), we may readily
evaluate the total energy of a multiply distributed dyonic point charge system in terms of the

prescribed electric and magnetic data given for D and B and the coupling parameters § and x as
demonstrated in the examples shown earlier.

In the general setting, the computation may expectedly become rather cumbersome. Here we
work out the simplest situation of a multicentered electric point charge source, which is of obvious
basic interest. Thus, with D given by ([8.2) and B = 0, we obtain from (5.2]) the results

f (E;) E=D. (6.38)

This gives us the implicit equation
2
(f’ <g>> a=D2 (6.39)
relating a = E? to D?. Resolving this equation, we have

a = h(D?). (6.40)
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Inserting (6.40) into (G.38) and using (B3.2)), we arrive at
b
7o)

_ 2t Tl . (6.41)

(0[S ] )

In this context, since V x D = 0, we have

E =

n T, 1
VxE = — Gti g

- 47‘(’1‘2'3 n —
S (4 ([ ] )

3f" (An(D?) W(D?) & 9459 (¥j Tr) (rj L

2(4m)3 (f (An(D2)))* , 5, il el [exf? Irj[* [kl

> . (6.42)

where we have used the identity (B.I4]) again to do reduction. In particular, we see that E is
non-conservative for any nonlinear electrodynamics, characterized by the condition f”(s) # 0, in
the presence of a multicentered electric point charge source, as anticipated. Thus, the induced
magnetic current j,, = —V x E is nontrivial.

The analogous conclusion holds for the magnetic situation as well, more straightforwardly,
because (53) gives us H = f/(s)B (s = —3B?), resulting in

je=VxH= %f” <—%B2> B x V(B?) £ 0, (6.43)

in the multicentered point charge situation whenever f”(s) # 0 as before.
Summarizing our study in Sections BHElL we state

Theorem 6.1 Consider the static solutions of the generalized Born-Infeld equations (214217
defined by the Lagrangian action density (5.1) in which the electric and magnetic fields E and B are
related to the electric displacement and magnetic intensity fields D and H through the constitutive

equations (5.2)-(B3).

(i) In either the electric or magnetic situation subject to a multicentered point charge source,
the solution of the equations can be constructed explicitly and exactly and its induced electric
or magnetic intensity field is non-conservative, rendering the onset of a magnetic or electric
current density, respectively, universally in all nonlinear models, characterized by f" # 0.

(ii) In electric, magnetic, or dyonic situation, a precise construction of the solution of the equa-
tions describing a multicentered point charge source depends on the specific structure of the
model under consideration. For the logarithmic, exponential, and quadratic models, finite-
energy and infinite-energy solutions can all be constructed explicitly and exactly with a com-
plete determination of the associated free charges and other local and global properties. These
solutions all demonstrate the same non-conservativeness properties of the induced electric and
magnetic intensity fields, leading to the corresponding non-vanishing current densities, as in
the classical case.

21



Although in (i) of Theorem [6.] the statement regarding the non-conservativeness of the fields
is made for the electric and magnetic charge situations, a similar conclusion may be stated for the
dyonic charge situation. To see this, we first resolve (6.31)) and (6.32) to represent E2, (E - B)?,
and thus s in terms of the quantities D?, B?, and (B - D)2. Then we obtain the expressions (6.35])
and (6.30) for E and H, respectively. Using the property that V. x D = 0 and V x B = 0 for D
and B given in ([3.2]) and (BI8), respectively, we see that the condition f”(s) # 0 again plays an
essential role in making E and H non-conservative.

7 Continuous source situations

We now consider the continuous source situation. Assuming electrostatic limit with B=0,H =10
and using the compressed notation p = p, and j = j,,, the covariant Maxwell equations (214 (2.17])
and the constitutive equations ([Z9)—(ZI0) become

VX E=—j, (7.1)
V-D =p, (7.2)
D- 2 (7.3)

/1 — BE?’
respectively. Suggested by (8.2]), we may represent the electric displacement field D as a conserva-

tive field,
D = Vu, (7.4)

where u is a scalar field over R®. In fact, by the Helmholtz decomposition [50], we can represent
D as D = Vu+ V x A for some scalar field v and vector field A. However, since A makes no
presence in ([2)), we may set A = 0, which returns to (Z4]) again. Then (2] becomes a Poisson
equation, Au = p, such that we can formally express u in the form of a Newton potential,

1

dmlx|

w0 = e =- [ Y ay, 1o (75)

o T —y] Y
as a convolution, when combining (7.2]) and (74) (cf. [5IL52]). It is a standard fact that u(x) enjoys
the asymptotic estimate

u(x) = O(|x|™%), |x|>1, 6&=min{l,y— 2}, (7.6)

provided that p(x) = O(|x|™7) for |x| > 1 for some constant v > 2 and

/ lp(x)] dx < 0. (7.7)
R3

See [53] for a discussion, for example. To ensure (7.7)), it is sufficient to assume v > 3. With this
assumption, (7.6]) reduces into
u(x) = O(jx|™Y), |x|>1, (7.8)

which agrees with that stated in ([3:2)). With (Z4) and (Z.8)), we have D = O(|x|72) for |x| > 1,
which agrees with Coulomb’s law.
With (74) and (Z.H), we resolve (73] following the steps as in (3] and (3.4) to obtain

__Vu __ V{Ixp)
b= V1+ BIVul? B VIFBIVIT*p)? (7.9)
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This explicitly solves ([T2)—(Z3)), or, jointly, the equation

v. (Jiiﬂ ., (7.10)

As before, it remains to examine (ZI). In fact, from (3, we have, with x = (z,y, z), the
expression

B(Vu x V|Vul?)
2(1 + B|Vul?)?

= %Vu X (Vu - Vug, Vu - Vuy, Vu - Vu,), (7.11)
(14 B|Vul?)2

V xE

which is nontrivial in general. Interestingly, in the radially symmetric situation, v = u(r), r = |x|,

we have
/
Vu = & ir)x, (7.12)
/ "
(Vu - Vug, Vu - Vuy, Vu - Vu,) = Mx. (7.13)

Hence in this situation the right-hand side of (ZII)) vanishes. In other words, in the radially
symmetric situation, the magnetic current density j = j,, in () is absent, although in a general
situation, it is present.

The magnetostatic situation is similar but simpler, and thus omitted. The conclusion is that an
electric current density j. is generally needed to main a nonradially symmetric continuous magnetic
charge distribution p,,, and, j. vanishes when p,, is radially symmetric.

In the dyonic source situation, the equations (2.16) and (ZI7) lead to

D=V({Tx*p.), B=V({xpp), (7.14)

such that the unknown fields are E and H. In fact, the equations (23], (2I0), (214), and (2I7)
jointly and straightforwardly give us the equations

(E+RE-V(Cxppn)) V(T xpp) ) _
\V4 < 1——,80' >_p67

v <\/1—ﬂaH+52(E-V(F*pm))E) = o, (7.16)

governing E and H, where

(7.15)

0=25s=FE2— V(T *pp) > + 52(E - V(I * pn))>. (7.17)

Inserting (T14]) into (6] and (£9]), we obtain the solutions to ([CI5)-(TI7). Hence we have solved
the full Born—Infeld dyonic equations comprised of (2.9)—(2.I7), exactly and explicitly.

Although (ZIB)-(7IT) look complicated, the situation x = 0 greatly simplifies the system and
is worth noting. In this situation, we may manipulate ([Z9) and (2I0) to get

_ _J/1-p8? /1 pE?
D_Eim, B_Him. (7.18)
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Thus, applying (2.I6]) and (2I7), we obtain the following general dyonic matter source equations

' V1-pH?2) ' V1-BE?\
\Y (Ei\/W) =pe, V <H7m> = Pm.- (7.19)

In particular, when E and H are both conservative such that V x E = 0 and V x H = 0, then
they are generated by some real scalar potential fields ¢ and ¢ with E = V¢ and H = V. In this
situation, the system (Z.I9]) becomes a familiar one [2§],

(e VEZ BV _ (o VLBV _
v (w =) = V- ve — ) (7.20)

However, we now know that, in a nonradially symmetric situation such that E and H fail to be
conservative, the scalar-field reduction of the problem from (Z.I9]) into (Z20)) may not go through
as described.

We now consider the situation x > 0 of the system of equations [Z9)—-(ZI7). First, from (ZI0]),
we have

H?(1 - B[E* - B>+ x*(E-B)?]) = B? - x*(E-B)?(2 - x’E?), (7.21)
(E-H)?’(1 - B[E* -B* +x*(E-B)?)) = (E-B)*(1-x*E»)% (7.22)

Resolving these equations for B2 and (E - B)?, we get

_ (1 — BE?)(H? — k%[E x H]?[2 — k*E?))
B2 = 1- KQEQ)(l — BH2 — K2E2 + 5162[]3 » H]Q)? (7.23)
(1-BE?)(E-H)’

(1 — k2E2)(1 — BH? — k2E? + Br2[E x H]?)’

(E - B)? (7.24)

which results in the expression

~ E?-H?+s%([E x H? - E?)
* T 9(1— AH? — k22 + Br2[E x H?)’ (7.25)

On the other hand, we may rewrite (2.9]) and (ZI0) as

(1+ x*E-B]*)E

D 2(E-B)H 7.26
B = /1-26sH+x*E-B)E. (7.27)

Inserting (7.24]) and (7.28)) into (7.26]) and (.27), we see that ([ZI6) and ([2.I7) become
vo(—L i—l—/£4(E-H)2’R E+x*E-HRH)=p (7.28)

1—-K2E2 \ R < '
V- (K*(E-HRE+ (1 - s*E)RH) = py, (7.29)
where
_ 2

R V1 pE (7.30)

V(1 = k2E2)(1 — fH2 + k2(B[E x H2 — E2))

In the limiting situation when x = 0, these equations return to (Z.I19]), of course.
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An advantage of the system of equations, (Z.28) and (Z.29]), with (Z30)), over (ZI5]) and (ZI6),

with (CI7), is that the electric and magnetic charge densities, pe and p,,, both appear as nonho-
mogeneous terms on the right-hand sides of the equations, but make no presence on the left-hand
sides, where only the unknowns E and H are present.

For the generalized Born—Infeld model (&.1I), we see that the electrostatic situation and the
constitutive equation (G.38)) give us the equation

v <f’ <E;> E> = Pe, (7.31)

whose solution following from D given in (7.I4)) and the first line in (641]) reads
_ V(I * pe)
Fr(GR(V T % pe)l?))

(7.32)

Hence, with u = (I" * p.), we have

_ " (5h(Vu) (| Vul?)
(P GRIvuP))?

as that in (ZII)). So, again, V x E vanishes when either u is radially symmetric, or f”(s) =0, as

V xE

Vu x (Vu - Vug, Vu - Vuy,, Vu - Vu,), (7.33)

in linear electrodynamics.
In the fully dyonic situation, from (B.3]), we have
H> = (f'(s)*B*+r*(E-B)*(x’E* - 2)), (7.34)
B H? = ((s)XE-B)(1 - B2, (7.35)
With s = 2(E? - B2+ «%[E-B]?) in (Z34) and (Z35), we can solve for B2 and (E-B)? to get these
quantities in terms of E?, H?, and (E - H)?. Consequently, we obtain from (735]) the expression
(E-H)
E-B) = . 7.36
N O g )
Inserting this result back into (5.2)) and (5.3]), we arrive at

Do <f )+ f'<:>4<(1E - /132)152}2)2> f/(:;((lE = EIQ)EQ) , (7.37)

v f’(:)Z((lE - 1:2)132) B+ fi)- (7.38)
Thus, with (Z37) and (Z38), we sce that the equations @I6) and (ZIT) become

v <<f,(8) " f’(:;((lE—' 1/32);2)2> B+ f’(:)2((1E_. ,132)]32) H) = pe, (7.39)

v (f'<:>2<(1E§ g)Ez) B f’I({8)> — (7.40)

This system is the generalized form of the system of equations (T.28]) and (7.29]).
To solve these coupled equations, rewrite (ZI4]) as D = Vu and B = Vv and insert these into
(635) and (6.36]) to get the exact and explicit solution

- _EA(Vu Vo) o

B = o <Vu ewor Y ) (7.41)
_ K*(Vu - Vo) u (s k4 (Vu - Vov)? ;

H = f,(s)(HHg‘WP)V + (f( )+ f’(S)(l—i-/fZ\VvP)?)v , (7.42)

25



to the system of equations (.39)) and (Z.40).
Note that, from ([6.31) and (632), we can solve for E? and (E - B)? in terms of D2, B2, and

(B-D)?2. Hence the quantity s may be regarded as expressed in terms of D? = |Vu|?, B? = |Vuv/|?,
and (B -D)? = (Vu - Vv)? already, say,

s=s(D*B? (B-D)?); s—0asD,B—0, (7.43)

which renders (C.41]) and (7.42]) explicit. Hence, as before, in the radially symmetric situation where
u and v are functions of r = |x| only, we have V x E = 0 and V x H = 0, in view of (.41]) and
(T42). Otherwise, this conservativeness condition on E and H is violated in general.

We may summarize the study of this section as follows.

Theorem 7.1 The methods presented in this work for an explicit construction of the exact solutions
to the classical and generalized Born—Infeld equations with multicentered point charge sources may
be carried over to obtain solutions with arbitrarily distributed continuous charge sources.

(i) In the classical model situation, electrostatic, magnetostatic, and dyonic static solutions are
obtained with the properties that the associated electric, magnetic, and electric and magnetic
fields are conservative in the radially symmetric situation but not so in general in a nonradially
symmetric situation, leading to the appearance of magnetic, electric, and electric and magnetic
currents, respectively.

(ii) In the generalized model situation, the same conclusions as those in the classical model are
also valid.

(iii) In all situations, the induced electric field E and magnetic intensity field H enjoy the same
asymptotic estimates as those of the electric displacement field D and magnetic field B which
are determined by the prescribed electric charge density p. and magnetic charge density pm,

through (216)) and ZIT), or (CI4), provided that p. and py, satisfy the condition
pe(x) = O(IX|7"),  pm(x) = O(x]77),  [x[>1, ~+>3. (7.44)
More precisely, under the condition (.44]), we have
E,.D=0(x"%), HB=0(x?), [x/>1, (7.45)

which are consistent with Coulomb’s law. Consequently, all such solutions are of finite total
energies and total charges.

Here we only need to establish (iii) since (i) and (ii) are already shown in detail earlier. In fact,
from (CI4) and (Z44]), we know that u =T * p, and v = I * p,,, satisfy the estimates [53]

u(x),v(x) = O(]x|™Y), |x|>1. (7.46)

Thus (7.45)) follows from using (7.46) in D = Vu,B = Vv, and (Z41)-(7.43).

Note that, since the solutions are all explicitly obtained, their regularity or smoothness is well
exhibited by that of the source terms, p. and p,,, through Au = p. and Av = p,,,, in view of the
standard linear elliptic regularity theory [51L[52].
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8 Conclusions

In this work, we have explicitly constructed exact solutions to the static Born—Infeld equations
of nonlinear electrodynamics and its various extensions realizing multicentered electric, magnetic,
and dyonic point charge source distributions and have described their characteristic properties
including their free electric and magnetic charges arising as global quantities given by the induced
electric and magnetic intensity fields determined by prescribed point charges given locally. The
electric and magnetic solutions all carry finite energies but the dyonic solutions carry either a
finite or infinite energy, depending on whether an underlying electromagnetic coupling constant
in the theory is non-vanishing or vanishing. Moreover, a universal feature present in all these
multicentered solutions is that the induced electric and magnetic intensity fields for the electric,
magnetic, and dyonic point charge situations are non-conservative in general, leading to the onsets
of magnetic and electric currents, respectively, as a consequence of the nonlinearity imposed that
couples electricity and magnetism together by the nonlinear constitutive equations formulated in
the theory. Furthermore, we have shown that the multicentered constructions and conclusions can
be carried over to the situation of continuously distributed charge source problems.

The author thanks an anonymous referee whose questions and suggestions led to an improvement
of the presentation of the results of this work. The author also thanks Shouxin Chen for stimulating
discussions regarding Section [71

Data availability statement: The data that supports the findings of this study are available
within the article.
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