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Abstract

Motivated by recent studies of long-range forces beween identical black holes, we
extend these considerations by investigating the forces between two non-identical black
holes. We focus on classes of theories where charged black holes can have extremal limits
that are not BPS. These theories, which live in arbitrary spacetime dimension, comprise
gravity coupled to N 2-form field strengths and (N — 1) scalar fields. In the solutions
we consider, each field strength carries an electric charge. The black hole solutions
are governed by the SL(N + 1, R) Toda equations. In four dimensions the black-hole
solutions in the SL(3, R) example are equivalent to the “Kaluza-Klein dyons.” We
find that any pair of such extremal black holes that are not identical (up to overall
scaling) repel one another. We also show that there can exist pairs of non-extremal,
non-identical black holes which obey a zero-force condition. Finally, we find indications

of similar results in the higher examples, such as SL(4, R).
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1 Introduction

There has been a considerable interest recently in finding detailed ways to quantify the idea
that gravity is the weakest force. Such attempts have led to a number of conjectures, with
the Weak Gravity Conjecture (WGC) [I] thus far on the strongest footing (see [2] for a
comprehensive review). A natural way to examine the strength of gravity in a given theory
is to study the force between well-separated particles and ask whether the gravitational
attraction is indeed overwhelmed by the repulsive interactions in the theory. This idea has
been made more precise by the Repulsive Force Conjecture (RFC), which was originally
stated in [I] and describes the simple notion that long-range repulsive gauge forces (between
identical charged particles) should be at least as strong as all long-range attractive forces.
The RFC was reemphasized more recently in [3] and stronger versions were put forth by
[4]. In its weakest form, the RFC argues that effective field theories (EFTs) consistent
with quantum gravity must have a state which is “self-repulsive,” whether the state is a

fundamental particle or a black hole. When multiple charges are present, this requirement



must then hold along each direction in charge spac. While the WGC and the RFC are
clearly related to each other, they are distinct in the presence of scalars [4]. Moreover,
studies of black holes in theories with higher derivatives make the difference even more
manifest [5], and suggest that the RFC can not be satisfied by the black hole spectrum alone
— unlike the WGC, which can [6]. Taking these considerations into account, it is valuable to
better understand what else we can extract from the behavior of long-range forces, in order
to eventually clarify to what extent the RFC is a useful criterion for constraining EFTs.
Within the context of the RFC, the interest thus far has been focused on long-range
forces between two identical copies of the same object. Two identical black holes at rest
and asymptotically far from each other will generically attract, except at extremality, when
the net force between them will vanish [7]. This is true even in theories with moduli, which
mediate new long-range interactions and affect the balance of forces between the black
holesH. In the simple case of a black hole of mass M and electric charge ) in theories in
four dimensions with a single light scalar, the force between two identical copies i
LM Q¥

F(r) = 42 g2 r2

+o. (1.1)

where ¥ denotes the scalar charge (to be defined precisely later). The contribution of
the scalar field precisely offsets the gravitational and electrostatic forces between the black
holes, ensuring that all interactions cancel.

Such a no-force condition, which here applies to any pair of identical, extremal, black
holes, is also well-known from studies of supersymmetric BPS black holes in supergravity,
where there exist multi-black hole solutions where the individual black holes sit in static
equilibrium with zero force between them. However, in the case of extremal BPS black
holes in supergravity, the no-force condition holds regardless of whether the black holes are
identical or they instead carry different charges. This simple observation motivates us to
examine more generally the behavior of long-range forces between two black holes that
carry different charges and are therefore not identical, working with configurations which
are not BPS solutions. We are particularly interested in identifying any generic features
of such interactions and under which conditions the force can vanish. As we shall see, for

non-identical black holes the behavior of the long range force is quite rich, and can still

The strongest form of the RFC [4] states that in every direction in charge space there should be a
strongly self-repulsive multiparticle state, i.e. a multiparticle state where each constituent state repels every

other state, including itself.
2In theories with higher derivative corrections this is no longer true. The long-range force between

extremal black holes receives corrections and does not generically vanish [5].
3We are neglecting O (%3) terms as well as velocity dependent forces.



lead to zero force conditions, albeit in a different manner from the BPS cases arising in
supergravity.

A well-known example of a configuration with is not BPS is provided by the so-called
“Kaluza-Klein dyon,” which is a solution of four-dimensional ungauged N = 8 supergravity,
in which a single gauge field carries both electric and magnetic charge. The solution can
be described by a consistent truncation of the full A/ = 8 theory that may instead be
obtained as the Kaluza-Klein reduction of pure five-dimensional Einstein gravity; hence
the nomenclature “Kaluza-Klein dyon.” This theory is described by the four-dimensional

Lagrangian
Ly = R—1(0¢)*—1eV3? 2, (1.2)

For our purposes, it will be more convenient to consider a somewhat different theory com-
prising gravity, the dilaton and two distinct gauge fields rather than just a single gauge
field. Among other things, this has the advantage that we can describe charged black holes
with the feature of having an extremal but not BPS limit in any arbitrary dimension d.

The d-dimensional Lagrangian is given by [8]

L=R-10¢)*—Le® FE - Llema0 £} (1.3)
where
B 6(d — 3)

The black hole solutions we shall consider have two independent electric charges, one carried
by each of the two field strengths. In the special case of d = 4, the solutions will be
completely equivalentH to the dyonic solutions of the theory described by (L2]).

For the extremal but non-BPS black holes in the theory described by (L3]), we find that
if the charges (Q1,Q2) and (@1, églj of two such black holes are unequal’, then the force

between the two is always repulsiveld (See [9] for some related discussion of black holes that

1Essentially, the field strength F in the d = 4 specialisation of the theory ([I3) is acting like the

dualisation double of the field strength F;.
5Tt will always be understood that we are restricting attention to cases where the signs of the charges will

be the same for the two black holes. Obviously, there is little of interest to discuss if the charges of the two
black holes are opposite, since then there would be an attractive electrostatic force that would reinforce the
attractive gravitational force, and there could never be any question of achieving a zero-force balance. We
shall always assume, without losing generality for the cases that are interesting to discuss, that the charges

are all positive.

5To be more precise, the force between them is repulsive provided that (@1, @2) is not a multiple of

(Q1,Q2), i.e. that (@1,@2) # (kQ1,k Q2) for any constant k.



repel one another.) Combining this with the fact that the force between identical black
holes is attractive if they are non-extremal (i.e. sub-extremal), we conclude, by continuity,
that that there should exist non-extremal black holes with unequal charges for which the
parameters can be tuned so that a zero-force condition holds. It does not appear to be
possible to obtain explicit analytic formulae for the general parameter choices that achieve
such a zero-force condition. However, we are able to solve numerically to find examples
of non-identical non-extremal black holes which have no long-range force between them.
We also find an explicit analytical formula for the zero force condition for a restricted sub-
family of these black holes. This balancing of forces is interesting and may hint at a deeper
structure, something which we would like to better understand. We shall come back to this
point in the Conclusions.

The equations for black hole solutions in the theory described by the Lagrangian (L3])
can be recast as SL(3, R) Toda equations. In [§], extensions of the theory that give rise
to the SL(n, R) Toda equations were also considered, and the black hole solutions were
constructed. For the SL(n, R) case there are now (n — 1) field strengths, each carrying an
electric charge, and (n — 2) dilatonic scalar fields. In the present work we study the black
holes in the SL(4, R) Toda theory, and show that analogous results to those we found for
the SL(3, R) Toda black holes arise here also.

The paper is organised as follows. In section 2 we discuss the general non-extremal
2-charge black holes of the SL(3, R) Toda theory, and obtain the expression for the force
between two well-separated such black holes. Specialising to the case where the two black
holes are extremal, we show that the force between them is always non-negative; that is,
it is always either repulsive or else it is zero. Specifically, the force vanishes if and only
if the charges (@1, Q2) and (@1,@2) of the black holes are proportional, i.e. if (@1,@2) =
(kQ1,kQ2). The case k = 1 corresponds to identical black holes. We then turn to the
consideration of two non-extremal black holes. If they are identical, we find that the force
is negative (i.e. attractive), in line with standard results in the literature. We then show,
by means of numerical studies, that for two non-identical non-extremal black holes, it is
possible to choose the mass and charge parameters so that there is zero force between them.
We also obtain an explicit analytical formula characterising the zero-force condition for a
special subset of the non-extremal black holes.

In section 3, we extend our discussion to black hole solutions of the SL(4,R) Toda
theory. We demonstrate that the same general features we found for the SL(3, R) Toda

black holes occur in this case also. Namely, the force between two non-identical extremal



black holes is in general repulsive, becoming zero when the black holes are identical and
in certain other special cases. Furthermore, we show with numerical examples that one
can tune the parameters of two non-extremal black holes such that the force between them
vanishes.

In section 4 we present our conclusions and further discussion. Appendix A contains
some details of the calculation of the ADM mass and the scalar and electric charges, and
gives the relation between our normalisations for these quantities and the normalisations
in [7]. In appendix B, we present a calculation of the force between widely separated BPS
black holes in a wide class of theories, to illustrate some salient features of the differences

between the BPS and the non-BPS extremal black holes.

2 SL(3,R) Toda Black Holes

The SL(3, R) Toda Lagrangian (L3]) admits 2-charge static, asymptotically-flat black-hole

solutions, given by [§]

ds® = —(HyHa)"% fdi® + (Hi Hy)%@9 (f—ldr2+r2dsz§_2>,
3(d — 2 H
o = Waraos().  1=1-,
. d—2 1—51]0 d—2 1_52]0
M NS R Va3 VEe
H = y' ' (1=28f+bBf), Hy=7"(1—2B2 f + B1 B2 f7),
Moo= 1-2061+ b1 52, Y2 =1—283+ P12, (2.1)

where m, £ and [, are constants that parameterise the mass and the two electric charges.
Adopting convenient normalisation, which we define in appendix A, the mass M, the scalar

charge 3, and the two physical electric charges ()1 and ()2 of the black hole solutions are

given by
v - 2(1_51)(1_52)(1_5152)771:2<i—|—i)(1_/81/82)m7
Y172 o2
s V3 (81— f2) (1 — 1 B2) m
172 ’
Q= @, Q2=@' .



It will be understood in all that follows that the charges Q1 and Q2 are assumed to be
non-negative, so that the gauge force between two black holes will always be repulsive H
A different parameterisation, which will prove useful for some purposes, is provided by

expressing £ and s in terms of two new parameters p and ¢, with

By = (q—m)p (2.3)

_(p—m)q
= (p+m)q’

(g+m)p’

In terms of p and ¢, the mass, scalar charge and electric charges in (2.2]) become

I =] A o) e

2 (p+4q) (p+4q)
It is useful also to note that the Hawking temperature of the black hole is given by [§]
d—3 _d=2_
) (7172) =, (2.5)
47TT+
where 7 is the radius of the outer horizon, given by rfl[?’ = m. In terms of the parameters

p and ¢ introduced in eqn (2.3]), this becomes

T = (2.6)

(d—3)m 4(p +9)° ]M

A Lpg(p+m)*(q +m)?

As we remarked earlier, in four dimensions the black holes with two electric charges
we are discussing here are equivalent to the KK dyonic black hole solutions of the theory
given in eqn (L2]), with the electric and magnetic charges of the single field strength F'
in (2] corresponding to the two electric charges Q1 and Q2 in eqn (2.4). In fact the
parameterisation using p and ¢ as in eqn (24)) is precisely@ the one used in [5], where the
force between identical Kaluza-Klein dyons was discussed.

The force between two well-separated such black holes is given, up to an overall scale

(d—2)

that we suppress for now, by F' = Fr~ , where

F=QiQ1+Q:Q: -2~ 1M M, (2.7)

where the untilded and tilded quantities refer to the two black holes, with the untilded

quantities being given in terms of parameters (m, 31, 52), and the tilded quantities in terms

" In this section, we always set the asymptotic (i.e. 7 — o00) value of the dilaton to zero in the mass,
electric charges and scalar charge. The reason for this choice is because the Lagrangian in (L3) has a shift
symmetry under ¢ — ¢+ ¢, with F; — e "*/2Fy and F» — ¢**/2F,. Because of this symmetry, we can scale
the physical charges as Q1 — e“‘g/le and Q2 — 67“5’/2@2, and using this scaling, any expression with zero
asymptotic value for the dilaton can be dressed with a non-zero asymptotic value. Moreover, since this is a

symmetry, it will not change any conclusion we draw for the long-range force.
8Note, however, that our extremality parameter m is twice that used in [5].



of parameters (m,Bl,ﬁg). For the explicit relation of our masses and charges to those
defined in [7] we refer the reader to appendix A.
We now examine the nature of the force between the black holes in two cases; firstly,

for extremal black holes, and then for non-extremal black holes.

2.1 Extremal SL(3, R) Black Holes

One way of taking the extremal limit of the SL(3, R) black hole solutions is by setting [§]

_2 _2 2 2 4 _2 _4 9
B = 1—q%q°(qf +qg3)2m+q;°q°m~,
_2 _2 2 2 4 -4 2
Bo = 1-q°q°(¢f +a3)2m+q °q°m”, (2.8)

in terms of two new charge parameters ¢q; and ¢o. The extremal limit is then attained by

sending m — 0. In this limit, the mass, scalar and electric charges defined in (Z.2]) become

2 2.3
Mext = (Qf + QQB ) 2,
V3 2 2 2 2 4
2ext 7((]13 _QS)(Qf +q23)2 )
Q({Xt = Q1 s (2)Xt = q2 . (29)

In this extremal limit, the (double) horizon is at » = 0. Inserting eqns (28] into the
expression (2.5]) for the Hawking temperature gives

(d—3)m

T =
47

2] o), o1
q142

which goes to zero, as one would expect, in the extremal limit m — 0.
It is straightforward to verify that if two such extremal black holes have charges that

are multiples of one another, i.e. if

(@1, @) = (kq1,kq2), (2.11)

then the force between them, given by substituting eqns (29) into eqn (27)), is zero. This
includes the special case k = 1, corresponding to two identical extremal black holes.
Next, we would like to examine the general case of two non-identical extremal black

holes. The solutions may be reparameterised in terms of (¢,0) and (§,6), where

q1 = q> cos> 6, g2 = ¢ sin®0, Gi = q° cos> 0, Go =G> sin® 6. (2.12)
With the understanding that the charges are all non-negative, we see that we must have

0<o<ir, 0<6<ir. (2.13)

D=



Plugging (2.12)) into ([2.9), and then these into the expression (2.71)) for the force coefficient,
we find

F=¢§a, (2.14)
where

G = cos® 6 cos® f + sin® @ sin® 4 — 3 cos 20 cos 20 — L. (2.15)

As we shall now show, G is non-negative when 6 and 6 lie anywhere in the square defined

by 2.13]).
First, we define ¢t = tan %9 and t = tan %HN, so we have

2t 1—t2 < 2t < 12
T cosf = T2 sinf = —— cosf =

sinf = , — .
1+t2 1+¢2

(2.16)

In view eqn (ZI3)) we have 0 <t <1 and 0 < t < 1. Thus we can parameterise ¢t and t as

a - b
t = , t=——, 2.17
14+a 1+ ( )
with
0<a<oo, 0<b< 0. (2.18)

Plugging these substitutions into the definition of G in (2.15]), we find

_ 2(a — b)? P(a,b)
¢ = 020t 228 1+ 20+ 227 (2.19)

where

P(a,b) = 3(a+b)>+6(a+b)(a®+4ab+b*) + 2(a’ + 20a>b + 36a2b* + 20ab® + b*)
+12ab(a + b)(a* + 4ab + b?) + 12a%*(a + b)?. (2.20)

Since all the coefficients in P(a,b) are positive, it follows that P(a,b) > 0 for all ¢ and b in
the range (2.I8]), and thus we see from eqn (2.19) that G > 0.

Thus, we have shown that the force between any two extremal SL(3, R) Toda black
holes is always non-negative, and that it is stricly positive (i.e. repulsive) provided that
the charges of the two black holes are not proportional (i.e. provided that eqn (2.11J) is not
satisfied for any constant k).

It is worth remarking that taking the extremal limit is somewhat more straightforward

in the parameterisation using p and ¢ as in eqn (2.3), since one can now simply set m = 0 in



the expressions (2.4)) for the mass, scalar charge and electric charges, without the need for
taking a delicate limit. Indeed, at extremality the electric charges ¢; and g2 in eqns (2.8)

are given in terms of p and ¢ by

N[0
N[0

p q
Q= ———7> a2 =

S (2.21)
(p+q)2 (p+q)2

as can be seen directly from eqns (2.4]). Note that in this parameterisation one can directly
see that the Hawking temperature of the black hole beccomes zero in the extremal limit,

by setting m = 0 in eqn (2.06]).

2.2 Non-Extremal SL(3, R) Black Holes

Now consider non-extremal black holes, characterised by parameters (m, 81, f2) and (1, 51, Bg)
respectively. The general expression for the force between two distinct non-extremal black

holes is the following,

mm

Fo= ———|2(85)2 (02%2)? +2(5:52)* (1)
Y1Y27172 . . o
=3 (81— B2)(1 = B1B2)(B1 — B2)(1 — B12)
— (1= B = B2)(1 = Buf)(1 = B)(1 = )1 = Buf)| . (222)

Njw

It can be verified easily that if we consider the case where

(Br, B2) = (B1, Ba) (2.23)

which corresponds to the tilded electric charges being an overall multiple of the untilded
electric charges (see the expressions in eqns (2.2]) for @1 and Q2), then the force between

the non-extremal black holes will be attractive, with F given simply by
F=—-mm. (2.24)

The special case of identical non-extremal black holes arises when the further condition

m = m is imposed

°It can also be seen that if the black holes obeying eqn ([Z23) are taken to be extremal, by sending
m and M to zero, then the force (224) between them becomes zero, as already noted for extremal black
holes whose charges are proportional. Note that one must be careful when taking the extremal limit in
this parameterisation, since the (3; parameters must be taken to 1 at the same time, as seen in the limiting
procedure in eqn (Z8). In particular, having imposed the requirement (2:23)) one could not take the m = 0
extremal limit for the untilded black hole without also taking the /i = 0 limit for the tilded black hole, since

otherwise the tilded charges @1 would become infinite.

10



Recall that for the case of two distinct extremal black holes, we have shown that the
long range force is always positive. Thus, since the force must presumably be a continuous
function of the parameters, we conclude that for a general pair of non-extremal black holes,
there must exist some choices of the m and 3; parameters which yield a zero-force condition.
Indeed, here is a numerical example:

We write 81 and (2 as in eqn (Z8]), but we do not send m to zero We do likewise for
51 and Bg (taking, for convenience, m = m). Making a specific choice for the untilded and

tilded g; parameters, namely
QI:17 Q2:2, 61:37 (12:77 (225)

we then look at the numerical value of the force coefficient F, as a function of m. We find

that, approximately,

m > 0.066 implies F <0,
m < 0.066 implies F>0. (2.26)

In other words, for this example of two black holes whose charges are not simply an overall
multiple of one-another, the force between them is repulsive when they are sufficiently close
to being extremal, but it becomes attractive when they are taken to be sufficiently far
from extremality. The zero-force condition arises when the non-extremality parameter m is
roughly equal to 0.066000632.

As another example, if we take
a=1, @=2, qa=1, §@=3, (2.27)

then the crossover between repulsion and attraction occurs when the non-extremality pa-

rameter m is approximately
m = 0.2073984664 . (2.28)

Note that it is necessary to check that the constants §;, f;, v; and 4; are all non-negative,
in order to ensure that the black holes are regular from the horizon to asymptotic infinity.

In the examples above, these conditions are indeed satisfied.

10A¢t this stage, therefore, we just have a reparameterisation of non-extremal black holes in terms of m,
q1 and g2 rather than m, 51 and (2. It is a convenient repararmeterisation to adopt here since it allows us
explore the situation where the black hole is becoming close to extremality, by taking m to be fairly small
(in comparison to g1 and/or g2). Note that ¢1 and g2 are not simply multiples of the physical charges Q1

and @2, except in the actual extremal limit where m — 0.

11



We may also give an explicit construction of a special family of non-identical non-
extremal black holes that obey the zero-force condition. Using the parameterisation in
terms of p and ¢ as in eqns (23], the expression ([2.22]) for the force between two non-
extremal black holes becomes

F = —1|e+ae+n+36-06-0)

+Vﬂﬁ—mwﬁ—mﬂé Pa&—mmf—m%%
(p+9)(P+7q) P+a)B+3q)

As we saw previously, for two identical non-extremal black holes the force becomes F =

(2.29)

—m?2. Note that in order to avoid imaginary charges and negative mass, we should restrict
p and ¢ such that p > m and g > m.

Consider now the following specialisation. Take

m=m, P=4q, q=n, (2.30)
for which the expression (2.29]) becomes
2P/ (p*> — m?)(¢*> — m?)
F = v +350% + ¢ —4pq) . (2.31)
p+gq
For p = q we find F = —m? (as is to be expected for two identical non-extremal black

holes); the second term is negative, and outweighs the first term. If instead p # ¢, then
under certain circumstances the second term in (2.31)) will be positive, and so F will be
positive. Thus within this considerably simplified class of solutions, we can find explicit
expressions for intermediate cases that achieve a zero-force condition:

Writing
p=uxq, (2.32)

we can solve for the ratio ¢2/m? that makes F in eqn (231I)) vanish. This gives

¢ 42z(1+2%) £z (14 2)V1 — 4z + 1022 — 423 + 2] (2.33)
m2 (z —1)2(1 — 4o — 622 — 423 + 2) ’ '

We must choose z so that we have ¢ —m? > 0, and also p?> —m? > 0 (i.e. ¢> 22 —m? > 0).

This implies we should make the upper sign choice in eqn (2.33]), and so, defining

422 (1 + z2 z (1 +2)V1 — 4z + 1022 — 423 + 24
Wi(a) = A2+ (gjjl)ﬁ(g _+4x)_ 6952—4—;3—1—334) sl (2.34)

we shall have

Cowew),  L—2we=w(). (235)



Since sending © — x ! exchanges the roles of p and ¢, which corresponds to the symmetry
of the SL(3, R) theory under the reflection of the the SL(3, R) Dynkin diagram, we can,
without loss of generality, restrict attention to taking x, which must be positive, to lie in
the interval 1 < z < oo.

In the interval 1 < x < oo it is evident from eqns (235]) that the conditions p? > m?
and ¢®> > m? will be satisfied if W (z) > 1, and one can see from eqn (Z34]) that this will
hold if

l<z<ag, where x, ~ 5.27451, (2.36)

with =, being the larger of the two real roots of 1 — 4z — 622 — 423 + 2* = 0. The function
W (x) is strictly greater than 1 for all z in the interval ([2.36)), except when z = 2 + /3 &~
3.73205, for which W becomes equal to 1.

As a concrete example, if we take x = 3 then

15 + 2+/39 15+ 2v/39
q:m“—gig\/_, p:3m\/+273\/_. (2.37)

This satisfies all the necessary constraints, and indeed gives F = 0. For this particular ex-
ample, the temperatures of the two non-extremal black hole solutions are the same (since,
as one can see from eqn (2.0)), if we denote the temperature by T'(p,q,m) then we have
T(p,q,m) = T(q,p,m)). By contrast, in each of the previous numerical examples we pre-
sented, the temperatures were unequal for the two non-extremal black holes for which a
no-force condtion held. While the equality of the temperatures in the example in eqn (2.30)
is due to the symmetrical parameter choices of these particular solutions, it may also hint at
the existence of a new multi-charge black hole. We will return to this point in the Conclu-
sions. Finally, we anticipate that there shouldn’t be any obstruction to finding a vanishing
force for parameter choices corresponding to properly quantized physical charges, once one

is more careful with normalizations and properly reinstates units.

3 SL(4,R) Toda Black Holes

SL(n, R) Toda black holes are discussed in [8], and additional explicit details are given for
the SL(4, R) case. The Lagrangian for the SL(n, R) case is given by

n—1
L = R-100)?—1> "l F?, (3.1)

i=1

13



where the (n — 1) dilaton vectors a; satisfy

d —
a-a; = %(n—2)(n2+2n+3)df;§, (no sum on ),
S d—3
a; - Aj4+1 = —%(n?’—n—|—12)m,
. 2(d — 3 L, .
ai'aj - (d_2)7 Z#]_lv ]7]+1 (32)

There are n — 2 dilatonic scalars, so the dilaton vectors are (n — 2)-component vectors. For
the case of SL(4, R), we can satisfy the conditions (3.2)) by choosing

a = (V8ur,V10v), dy = (—V18,0), ds= (V8v,—V10v), where v= %. (3.3)

The SL(4, R) Toda black hole solutions, involving 3 field strengths, each carrying an

electric charge, and 2 dilatonic scalar fields, were constructed in [§]. They are given by
2 v a2 5T (=1 102 1 2 7102
ds® = —(HiHzH3)75 fdt® + (HiHyH3)5@3 (f7 dr® +r°dS_,),

o 1 .
6 = 1o, DG log i,
1

4 = \/gl—zﬂlfwlﬂzﬂdt’ Ag_\/zl—2ﬂ1f+ﬂ3ﬁ2f2dt7

V12 Hy Vv vV B37y2 Hs
_ 4 1—3B2f+ 382 (B + B3) f2 — P1Ba B3 f?
where
Hy = 77 (1=3B1f+3B1 B2 f> — B B2 B3 f?)
Hy = ;" (1—4By f+3B2 (B + Bs) f* — 4B1 B2 B3 > + B1 B3 B3 f*),
Hy = 73" (1—3B3f+3B283f>—B1B2Bsf?),
o= 1—%, (3.5)
and
M = 1-381+3B1 62— P15203,
Yo = 1—4Bs+ 362 (81 + B3) — 4B1 B2 B3 + B1 53 Bs
v3 = 1-383+3B203— 15203 (3.6)

The ADM mass of the SL(4, R) Toda black hole is given in [§], and can be written (in
our choice of overall normalisation) as

3k 4k 3k
of + =h2 + _3) E (37)

M:< ,
04! Yo Y3/ 5

1 Again we choose to set the asymptotic value of the dilaton to zero for reasons mentioned in footnote [
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where

ki = 1—=B1—pB1B2+B1B203,
ke = 1—2B2+2B1 62083 — 153 PBs,
k3 = 1—pP3—[B2P3+ 5162083 (3.8)

With the overall normalisation we are adopting, the three electric charges are given by [§]

V661 y2m V8827173 m V68372 m
Viy Vv V573

The two scalar charges, read off from the coefficients of the r erms in the asymptotic

Q1 = Q2= Q3 = (3.9)

—d+3 t

expressions for the dilaton fields, are given, in our normalisation, by the 2-vector

- 1
Y= a; ¢, 3.10
5V 2v ( )
and hence
201 — 30y + 20 b =0
Y, = 26 — 36y + 263 Yy = L3 (3.11)

5 9

—d+3

where /; are the coefficients of the r terms in the expressions for H; = 1 + 7;—13 + -

and are given by

no= G0 mB),  t= 2128+ B ),
M1 3
by = 467227” (1—3(B1+ B3) + 351 B3 — B1 B2 33) - (3.12)

The force between two black holes, characterised by untilded and tilded parameters

(m7517ﬁ27 ﬁ3) and (m75~17 52753)7 is given by

3
I T
]-":E:QiQi—Z-Z—ZMM. (3.13)
=1

If the two black holes are identical, this gives
F=-m?. (3.14)

As expected, this vanishes in the extremal case (m = 0) and is negative — implying an
attractive force — in the sub-extremal case.

As we also saw in the case of the SL(3, R) Toda system, studying the force between two
non-identical black holes is a lot more involved. However, the logic here is similar to that

of the previous section. As we shall discuss in more detail below, in the case of unequal
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extremal black holes the force can be positive, and although we don’t have a general proof
in this case, we can expect that it will always be positive, just as we saw for the SL(3, R)
examples.

By continuity, given that the force between identical non-extremal black holes is neg-
ative, we can again expect, just as for SL(3, R) black holes, that there should exist non-
identical pairs of non-extremal SL(4, R) black holes for which a zero-force condition holds.
Here, we present one explicit numerical example. We consider two non-extremal SL(4, R)

black holes with parameters

m=nm, (B1,B2,83) = (+,%,%), (B1,02,83) = (2 +w, L +w,+ +w). (3.15)

2

When w = 0 the force is just given by F = —m?, as mentioned previously. We find that

the force becomes zero if the parameter w is tuned to
w = 0.03742503 . (3.16)

In the case of extremal SL(4, R) Toda black holes, we can follow the procedure described
in [§] for taking the extremal limit, by Writin the 8; in terms of new parameters a, b, ¢,

as follows:
Bi=1—am+a’bm?, B=1 —am—l—%a?’(c—l)m?’, B3 =1—am—a’bm? (3.17)

and then sending m to zero: Before taking this limit, the temperature is given by [§]

(d—3)
drry

d—2
(Y172773) O3 (3.18)

which implies, using the parameterisation in eqn ([3.I7]), that

(d—3)m

T [ (¢ — 907)(3 + 37 20)| D@ T + O(m?) (3.19)

T =

which indeed vanishes when m = 0.

Using (3.I7) and then sending m to zero gives charges and mass as follows:

/63 +30—20) 22V —o? 63+ 302 —2c)
@ = V5a(c—3b) Q2_\/ga(3+3b2—2c)’ s = V5a(c+3b)
5, — 6(96% — 18b* + 6c + 9b? ¢ — Tc? + ¢3)
5a (3 + 3b%2 — 2¢)(c2 — 9b?) ’
6b(3 —c)
Vha (e —9b2)’
4(36b% ¢ + 9c — 54b% — 27b* — 3¢ — 3)

M = . 2
5a (3 + 3b% — 2¢)(c? — 9b?) (3:20)

2o

12A sign error in [§] in the expression for Sz is corrected here.
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The parameters b and ¢ are constrained by the requirements that
0<b<1, 3b<c<2(1+07), (3.21)

where we have, without loss of generality, required b to be non-negative (there is a symme-
try of the solution, corresponding to reflecting the SL(4, R) Dynkin diagram, under sending
b — —b and exchanging the “1” and “3” labels on the electric charges). It will be conve-
nient to parameterise the allowed ranges of values for b and c in terms of two parameters x
and y that can independently range over 0 < x < 0o and 0 < y < oo, by writing

3(1—-0b)2y po %

c=3b+ ) = .
2(1+y) 1+

(3.22)

From looking at numerous numerical examples, it would seem that the force between any
two unequal-charge extremal SL(4, R) Toda black holes is positive (i.e. replulsive). Since
we were able to prove this explicitly for the analogous SL(3, R) case, it would seem likely
that the force will be always repulsive in this case too. Although we have not constructed an
explicit proof in general, we are able to show that when the parameters of the two extremal
black holes are close to one another, the force is always repulsive. Specifically, we may

consider the situation where
i=a, b=b+e, E=c+e, (3.23)

and then look at the expression for the long-range force at leading order in the small
quantities €; and €9 (since the parameters a and a appear only as overall scaling factors in
the expressions for masses and charges, there is no loss of generality, from the point of view
of establishing a positivity result, in simply taking a to be equal to a). The leading order
terms in the expression for the force arise at the quadratic order in the € parameters, so F

takes the form
F = hij € €5 + 0(63) . (3.24)

We find that

64(1 + )10 (1 + y)5 (1 + 4o + 222 + 2y + day + 222 y)
225a* y? (4o + 422 + y + dxy + 4a2y)?

det(h,-j) = ’ (325)

which is non-negative since 0 < z < oo and 0 < y < oo. We also find that ZZ hi; is
manifestly non-negative. Thus, it must be that the two eigenvalues of h;; are non-negative,
and so at least to quadratic order in perturbations around the case of identical extremal

black holes, the force is always repulsive, as anticipated.
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4 Discussion and Conclusions

Motivated quite naturally by studies of the WGC, there has been recent interest in exploring
the relation between black hole extremality bounds and zero-force conditions. In particular,
the RFC encodes the idea that gravity is the weakest force by requring (in its simplest
form) the existence of self-repulsive states. However, while the WGC has been examined
extensively — and partial proofs have appeared in a variety of contexts — the RFC is thus
far less studied and much less understood. While the two conjectures are identical in two-
derivative theories that contain only gravity and electromagnetic forces (where a charged
state with @ > M will clearly repel itself), they are known to be distinct in the presence
of scalar fields, which can mediate new long-range interactions. In this context, the fact
that long-range forces between identical extremal black holes vanish independently of the
complexity of the matter sector (which may include a variety of scalar and gauge fields) is
quite non-trivial.

The situation is more complicated in the presence of higher derivative corrections, where
there are examples of theories in which forces between extremal black holes don’t have
definite signs, and of directions in charge space with no self-repulsive states [5]. Indeed,
the analysis of [5] suggests that at least the simplest versions of the RFC may be violated
by the black hole spectrum — in stark contrast with the WGC, which could in principle be
satisfied entirely by black holes. While this doesn’t rule out the RFC — it simply requires
the existence of self-repulsive fundamental particles — it does highlight the fact that the
conjecture is fundamentally different from the WGC, and raises the question of to what
extent long-range forces can be used to constrain low-energy EFTs and how much non-
trivial information they encode. Higher derivative corrections to long-range forces were also
studied in [10], which computed o’ corrections to families of heterotic multi-center black
hole solutions. Interestingly, in the cases studied in [I0], the zero-force condition between
extremal black holes was preserved even in the presence of higher derivatives, for both
supersymmetric and non-supersymmetric solutions. Once again this raises the question of
how to interpret more generally the implications of the balancing of forces.

Motivated by these issues, in this paper we have extended the studies of long-range
forces to black holes that are not identical. We were primarily interested in whether one
could identify any generic features in the behavior of the corresponding forces, and perhaps
shed light on what properties of black hole solutions can be captured by treating them as
widely separated point particles, working essentially in a non-relativistic, weak field limit.

As we have seen, the behavior of the forces is quite rich and leads to a number of novel
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results. In particular, any pair of (non-BPS) extremal black holes that are not identical (up
to overall scaling) repel one another. We constructed a proof for the case of SL(3, R) Toda
black holes, and similar considerations seemingly apply to the more complicated example
of SL(4, R) Toda black holes. Since we have restricted our attention to somewhat simple
classes of black holes which carry only two (electric) charges (in the SL(3, R) Toda case), a
natural next step is to extend our analysis to the most general class of STU black holes in
four dimensions, to see whether the features we have identified here persist or not for broader
classes of solutions, including magnetic charges. Work in this direction is in progress [11].
We have also identified pairs of non-extremal, non-identical black holes which obey
a zero-force condition. While such balancing of forces is well-known in the context of
supersymmetric BPS black holes in supergravity, where it holds even for black holes that
carry different charges, it is unexpected here. Moreover, for multicenter BPS black holes
the cancellation of the forces holds for arbitrary relative positions of the centers. On the
other hand, in the theories we have examined the zero-force condition applies only to well
separated black holes (i.e. in the long-range limit) and for specific choices of parameters.
Nonetheless, we wonder whether it may indicate the existence of new multi-center black
hole solutions (perhaps at nearby points in phase space), especially for cases where the two
black holes have the same temperature. Indeed, it would be valuable to better understand to
what extent no-force conditions such as the ones we have found in this paper can be used as
a diagnostic tool for identifying and generating new solutions, aided by suitable constraints
on e.g. the temperature, regularity properties and so on. It would also be interesting to
understanding this logic in light of the results of [10], where both supersymmetric and non-
supersymmetric black holes, corrected by higher derivatives, satisfy a no-force condition.
A more challenging question is to understand how to connect our results to expectations
from the RFC. As we have seen, in the theories we have studied distinct extremal black
holes repel. If this observation is a generic feature of top-down theories that support broader
classes of black hole solutions, it may help identify the kinds of repulsive multi-particle states

that the strong version of the RFC would call for. We leave these questions to future work.
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A Mass and Charges for Static Black Holes

A.1 Mass

The static d-dimensional black-hole metrics can be written in the form
ds® = —u fdf® +u~ 75 (F 7 dr? +r2dQ3,), (A1)

where v and f are functions only of 7.

We can expand the metric around Minkowski spacetime by introducing the coordinates
r=t, Ti=7rn;, where nn; =1, (A.2)

and the unit vector n; is parameterised in terms of the (d — 2) angular coordinates on the

unit (d — 2)-sphere. We shall have dn; dn; = ng_z. We can now write the metric (Al as

follows:
ds? = —uf(de®)? +u a3 (f7L 1) dr? +u 7 (dr? + r2dQ3),
= —uf(dz)? + = (f-1) @ do’ da? +u” T da' dx’
r
= N dot dz” + hy,, dot dz¥ (A.3)
with
P P _ T; T
h()Q:l—uf, h,-j:(u d—3 —1)(5,-j+u d—3 (f 1—1) 7’2]7 ho; = 0. (A4)
The metric functions f and w have the form
2 1 A
f=1-—mp, u=1—0p+0(p?), where P= T3 (A.5)

and m and o are constants. If we assume that r is very large, so that the metric is nearly

Minkowski, we can focus just on terms up to linear order in p. We then have

o X; L5
hoo=(m+0o)p+--, hij:méijp—i_mp sz—l—..., (A.6)

which implies

Ojhij = (m — o) 5
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Applying the ADM mass formula we find

1
MADM = 16—7'(' ZdEi(ﬁjhij—aihjj),
1
- = 9 Oy
Oy
= (d—2)(m+ o) =22 (A.8)

167
Applied to the SL(3, R) Toda black holes this gives

(d—2)Qq—2 (1= PB1)(1 = B2)(1 — p132)
167 Y172

Mapy = ; (A.9)

in agreement with the expression given in [§].

In [7], the black hole mass is calculated using the fact that in De Donder gauge, the trace-
reversed lineralised metric perturbation Euv = hu — %hn,w, satisfying the gauge condition
G“BW = 0, obeys DEW = —167T),,. In particular, in [7] the mass My is read off from the
expression (setting k2 = % to accord with our conventions)

Mg 1
(d — 3) Qd_g rd=3

hoo = +- (A.10)

The linearised metric hy, given in eqns (A.4) is in fact not in De Donder gauge: We
have
h=—ho +hi=-—5p+ -, (A.11)
and since the metric is static we need only check
. max;

8]']_12']' = 8jhij — O;h = —Td—l + -, (A.12)

which is non-zero at this leading order. We can easily make a coordinate transformation to

put A, in De Donder gauge at the leading order, by considering
hwj — h,/uu = hwj + a(ufy) , (A13)

Let us try taking &, to be given by

60 = 07 62 = pd—1° (A14)

where « is a constant to be determined. Thus we shall have

2a
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and so

aj}_lij — ajl_z;] = 8j}_lij — = + e (A-16)

implying that }_L;w will be in De Donder gauge at leading order if we choose o = m (d—3)~!.

Finally, note that this gives

Bho = Foo + — pt A7
00 00+d_3p+ ) ( )
and so
o (d—2)o m
hoo = |m+ 13 p+d_3p+
d—2
_ d)E”;”),H---. (A.18)

Thus, we find that the mass My in [7] is given by
MH:(d_z)Qd_Q (m+0):167rMADM. (Alg)
In terms of the rescaled mass M that we defined in eqn (2Z2]), we therefore have

My =1(d—2)Qq_o M. (A.20)

A.2 Scalar Charge

The role of scalar charge in black hole thermodynamics was described in [12]. In eqn (4.16)
of [7], the scalar charge u = M’(¢g) is read off from the leading falloff term in the large-
distance expansion of the scalar field:

Gop M'(¢0) 1

¢:¢0_(d_3)9d—2 i SR

(A.21)
If we write the large-distance forms of the two functions H; and Hy in the solution (1)) as

then we see from the expression for ¢ in eqns ([2.1]) that

3(d—2
6=y 3 (=)t (A.2)
and therefore the scalar charge is
3(d—2)(d—-3
= M'(¢o) = \/% Qgo (by — 1) (A.24)
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Now, for the solution (ZI]) we have

0 = 251(1—52)”1’ ly = 252(1—ﬁ1)m’ (A.25)
! Y2
and so the scalar charge is given by
Y172

In terms of the rescaled scalar charge X that we defined in eqns (Z2]), we therefore have

(d—2)(d—-3)

1= M'(¢o) = 0,3, (A.27)

A.3 Electric Charges

In eqn (4.14) of [7], the electric charge Qg is read off from the asymptotic form of the
electromagnetic potential A = —® dt, with

Qn 1

o=
0T T 3) 0y 73

T (A.28)

(We have set e = 1 to accord with our conventions, and also we have allowed for a possible
constant term ®g in the potential at infinity.) Writing the gauge potentials A; and As in
our eqns (2] as A; = ®; dt, we have

[51m—(1—51)€1] d—2

®; = const. — + .-
! VB d-3"
— 24/
= const. + d fryzm +e (A.29)
d—3 7

with an equivalent expression for ®5 obtained by exchanging the 1 and 2 subscripts. Thus

we have the charges QZH given by

Qff = VT2 30 Y,
QF = W—Qxd—@Qma—é%EE. (A.30)

In terms of the rescaled electric charges 1 and @2 defined in eqns (2.2)), the charges are
therefore given by

Qf = wgd—2Qly
of = 92"V, 0, (A.31)
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A.4 Force Between Widely-Separated Black Holes
From eqn (4.17) in [7], we will have, in our SL(3, R) Toda case, Fii = Fy/r¢=2, with

1 ~ ~ - d—3 ~
JFu = 0, [QfIQfI—FQfo—uu—ﬁMHMH]. (A.32)

Expressed in terms of the rescaled masses and charges of our eqn (2.2]), we therefore have
Fi = %(d —2)(d—3)Qq_o F, (A.33)

with the force coefficient given by

F=Q1Q1+QQy— %S — 1M M, (A.34)

as given earlier in eqn (2.7).

B BPS Black Holes

For comparison with the results for the forces between the non-BPS extremal black holes
that we have been considering in this paper, it is interesting to look at examples of BPS
extremal black holes. A convenient and rather general class of examples can be constructed
as solutions for the following theories, which were discussed in [I3]. The d-dimensional

Lagrangian is

o
<1
&
[ 3]

N
L=R—%(0¢)° -1 e?F2, (B.1)

a=1
where ¢ denotes an (N — 1)-vector of dilatonic scalar fields, and the constant vectors &,
describing the couplings of these scalars to the IV 2-form gauge fields F, obey the relation

2(d — 3)

— (B.2)

Go - Gy = A0qp —

In dimensions d < 10 these Lagrangians arise as consistent truncations of the maximal
supergravities obtained by the toroidal reductions of d = 11 supergravity. One can also
consider theories of the form (Bl more generally, in any arbitrary dimension.

The extremal N-charge black hole solutions of the theory (B.l) are given by [13]

ds? = —(HHQ)_%dtM(HHa)ﬁ(dr%r?in_z),

F, = dtAdH,', ¢=1 ¢, logH,, (B.3)
(07
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where

o
H,=1 . B.4
= (B.4)

Calculating the ADM mass as discussed in appendix A we find

d—3)Qq-
Mapm = (16% > da- (B.5)

The mass My, scalar charges [ and electric charges Qg , calculated as described in appendix

A, are therefore given by
My = (d=3)Q2 ) qa,
o= 3d=3)Q2) Cada,
QA = (-t (B.6)

The force between two distant BPS black holes, defined as in the formula (A.32]), gives
Fr = (d—3)* Qs {Z%(i - lZEa C8qads — d=3 andg} . (B.7)
. 7 ~— 2(d — 2) "

After making use of the relation (B.2]), we see that the force between any pair of BPS
black holes is equal to zero. This should be contrasted with the situation for the SL(3, R)
extremal black holes, which are not BPS, where the force is zero only if the electric charges
of one black hole are an overall multiple of the electric charges of the other black hole.

It can easily be verified that more generally, one can consider configurations of the form

ds? = —(HHQ)_% dt? + (HHa)d_lzdyidyi,
a a
F, = dthdH,', ¢=1 ¢ logH,, (B.8)
o
where 3 are coordinates on the Euclidean (d — 1)-dimensional transverse space, and the
functions H, depend on the 3* coordinates. The equations of motion following from the
Lagrangian (B.I)) are satisfied if the H, are arbitrary harmonic functions on the (d — 1)-

dimensional Euclidean space. Multi-black hole solutions are obtained by taking the H, to

be sums of elementary harmonic functions of the form
q
Ha - Z s _?la a—3 ° (Bg)
a ‘y - yaa’

(Global considerations impose certain constraints on the strengths g, of the elementary

functions located at the mass-centres ,,.) It should be emphasised that the ability to
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construct multi-centre solutions of this form is intimately related to the fact that the force

between any pair of single-centre black holes is zero. This is very different from the situation

for the non-BPS extremal black holes we have been considering in this paper.
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