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Abstract

We consider a model with two real Maxwell fields (or equivalently, a complex Maxwell
field) minimally coupled to Einstein’s gravity with a negative cosmological constant in four
spacetime dimensions. Assuming a specific harmonic dependence of the vector fields, we
show the existence of asymptotically anti-de Sitter (AdS) self-gravitating boson-star–like
solitonic solutions, which are static and axially symmetric. Analytical solutions are found
in the test-field limit, where the Maxwell equations are solved on a fixed AdS background.
The fully nonlinear solutions are constructed numerically.
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1 Introduction

Spacetimes which asymptotically behave as anti-de Sitter (AdS) have attracted significant
interest since the proposal of the AdS/conformal field theory duality [1], which asserts that
a theory of quantum gravity in D−dimensions has a dual formulation in terms of a non-
gravitational theory in (D − 1)-dimensions. Moreover, and independently of this, being a
maximally symmetric geometry, the AdS geometry provides a useful background to investigate
questions of principle related to the behaviour of classical or quantum fields on a non-trivial
background, as well as, for instance, the status of the black hole no hair conjecture [2] when
relaxing the assumption of asymptotic flatness.

The peculiar AdS asymptotics indeed allow new possibilities. For example, as shown in
Refs. [3–6], electrostatics on D = 4 global AdS has some very different features from standard
electrostatics on Minkowski spacetime. A striking illustration is that all multipole moments
(except for the monopole) possess everywhere regular, finite energy configurations, defined by
their multipole structure at the AdS boundary. Their non-linear backreacting versions yield
Einstein-Maxwell-AdS solitons, which inherit the spatial symmetries of the boundary data.
Moreover, introducing a horizon yields a static black hole [4], which, for appropriate boundary
multipoles, has no continuous spatial symmetries [6].

The study in Refs. [3]- [6] was restricted to the case of a single Maxwell field, with no
time dependence. In this work we enlarge the framework therein by considering a model
with two Maxwell fields, which are endowed with a harmonic time dependence. However, the
time dependence disappears at the level of the total energy momentum tensor, such that the
considered configurations are static. As such, the solutions resemble the well-known (scalar
or vector) boson stars (BSs) [7]. This can be understood by noticing that the two Maxwell
fields can be taken as a (single) complex vector field, the considered model corresponding to
the massless limit of the Einstein-Proca-AdS theory. The spherically symmetric asymptotically
AdS solutions of a model with a complex massive spin-1 field minimally coupled to Einstein’s
gravity with negative cosmological constant were studied in Ref. [8]. These AdS Proca stars
share very similar properties to the spin zero AdS boson stars [9, 10], e.g. the dependence of
their global charges on the field frequency.

In this work we construct and discuss the basic properties of the simplest BS-like solutions
of the D = 4 Einstein-(complex)-Maxwell (EcM) model with a negative cosmological constant.
Our results show that, despite the harmonic time dependence of the vector potential in both
cases, the configurations here exhibit a rather different picture as compared to that found in
Ref. [8] for AdS massive vector fields. For example, no everywhere regular spherically symmetric
solitons exist in the EcM case, while the solutions possess a non-trivial zero-frequency limit.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the EcM model. In Section 3
we discuss the (everywhere regular) solitonic solutions on a fixed AdS background (dubbed
clouds) for a specific ansatz with a magnetic potential possessing a harmonic time dependence.
Then, in Section 4 the backreaction on AdS of a particular class of clouds is considered. We
construct, both perturbatively (analytically) and non-perturbatively (numerically) the corre-
sponding EcM-AdS solitons. In Section 5 we draw our conclusions and further remarks.
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2 The EcM model with negative cosmological constant

We consider the (four dimensional) Einstein gravity with negative cosmological constant Λ =
−3/L2 coupled with two real Maxwell fields

S =
1

4πG

∫

d4x
√−g

[

1

4

(

R +
6

L2

)

− 1

4
F (1)
µν F

(1)µν − 1

4
F (2)
µν F

(2)µν

]

, (1)

where F (a) = dA(a), a = 1, 2.
After defining

F = F (1) + iF (2), (2)

one can write an equivalent form of (1), with a matter content corresponding to a complex
massless vector field F :

S =
1

4πG

∫

d4x
√−g

[

1

4

(

R +
6

L2

)

− 1

4
FµνF̄µν

]

, (3)

with F = dA and A = A(1) + iA(2), while an overbar denotes the complex conjugate.
For this formulation, the Einstein equations are

Rαβ −
1

2
Rgαβ −

3

L2
gαβ = 2 Tαβ , (4)

with the energy-momentum tensor

Tαβ =
1

2
(FασF̄βγ + F̄ασFβγ)g

σγ − 1

4
gαβFστ F̄στ . (5)

Also, the (complex) four-potential A satisfies the equations

∇µFµν = 0. (6)

Let us remark that the action (3) can be taken as the zero field mass limit of the Einstein-
complex-Proca-AdS system. As with that case, the model possess a global U(1) invariance
under the transformation Aµ → eiαAµ (with α a constant), which implies the existence of a
conserved 4-current,

jα =
i

2

[

F̄αβAβ − FαβĀβ

]

, (7)

with ∇αj
α = 0. Consequently, even for a massless field A there exists a Noether charge Q (the

particle number), obtained integrating the temporal component of the 4-current on a space-like
slice Σ:

Q =

∫

Σ

d3x
√−g jt . (8)

However, different from the Proca case, the model (3) is invariant also under the local trans-
formation Aµ → Aµ + ∂µβ(x

γ), with β a complex function of spacetime coordinates.
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As discussed in Ref. [8], the Einstein-Proca model with negative cosmological constant pos-
sesses (spherically symmetric) solitonic solutions. This brings up the question if such solutions
exist as well when taking the limit of a massless complex vector field, keeping the harmonic time
dependence. However, once can prove that this is not the case when considering spherically
symmetric configurations1; in particular, the Proca stars in Ref. [8] trivialize for a massless
vector field. However, this does not exclude the existence of static, everywhere regular non-
symmetric configurations, as proven in the next Sections.

3 The probe limit: a massless complex magnetic vector

field on global AdS4

As a first step towards solving the full set of EcM equations, we shall consider a simplified
version of the model where we ignore the Maxwell field backreaction on the spacetime geometry.
That is, one solves the vector field equations (6) on a fixed global AdS4 background with a line
element

ds2 = −N(r)dt2 +
dr2

N(r)
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2) , and N(r) = 1 +

r2

L2
, (9)

where r and t are the radial and time coordinates, while θ, ϕ are the usual angular variables on
S2). The aim is to look for vector clouds, i.e. configurations which are regular everywhere and
display no time-dependence at the level of the total energy-momentum tensor (5).

Restricting to axial symmetry, the simplest complex vector ansatz has a purely magnetic
potential, with2

A = Aµdx
µ = Φ(r, θ)e−iωtdϕ, (10)

with ω > 0 the frequency and Φ the (real) field amplitude. This results in the following non-
vanishing components of the field strength tensor Frϕ = −Fϕr = Φ,re

−iωt, Fθϕ = −Fϕθ =
Φ,θe

−iωt, and Fϕt = −Ftϕ = iωΦe−iωt.
As with the usual Proca stars, the energy-momentum tensor possesses no time dependence.

The energy and the Noether charge densities of these configurations are

ρ = −T t
t =

1

2r2 sin2 θ

(

NΦ2
,r +

Φ2
,θ

r2
+

ω2Φ2

N

)

, jt =
ωΦ2

r2N sin2 θ
. (11)

From (6), the equation for the magnetic potential amplitude Φ reads:

Φ,rr +
Φ,θθ

r2Ns
+

N ′Φ,r

r2N
− cot θΦ,θ

r2N
+

ω2Φ

N2
= 0 . (12)

1This can be proven by considering the usual ansatz for spherically symmetric configurations [11], with a
vector potential A = [f(r)dt+ ig(r)dr] e−iωt, and a line element ds2 = gtt(r)dt

2+grr(r)dr
2+r2(dθ2+sin2 θdϕ2),

with grr(r), gtt(r); f(r), g(r) real functions of the radial coordinate r and ω the real frequency parameter. As
such, the only non-zero components of the field strength tensor are Frt = −Frt = (f ′(r)−ωg(r))e−iωt . However,
they are identically zero, as implied by the field equation ∇αFαr = 0.

2The same ansatz in terms of the real potentials A(a) reads A(1) = Φ(r, θ) cosωt, A(2) = Φ(r, θ) sinωt, which
corresponds two waves with a π/2 phase difference.
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We assume separation of variables, such that Φ can be written as a sum of modes,

Φ(r, θ) =
∑

k≥1

skRk(r)Uk(θ) , where Uk(θ) = sin θ
dPk(cos θ)

dθ
, (13)

Pk being a Legendre polynomial of degree k. It follows that radial amplitude Rk(r) of a mode
k solves the equation

N(NR′
k)

′ +

(

ω2 − k(k + 1)N

r2

)

Rk = 0 . (14)

The solution of the above equation which is regular everywhere (in particular at r = 0) reads:

Rk(r) = c0

( r

L

)1+k

(1 +
r2

L2
)
Lω
2 2F1

(

1

2
(1 + k + Lω),

1

2
(2 + k + Lω),

3

2
+ k,− r2

L2

)

, (15)

with 2F1 the hypergeometric function, where c0 is an arbitrary (nonzero) constant. Note that
the (magnetic) Maxwell clouds reported in a larger context in Ref. [5] are recovered in the
ω → 0 limit. As with that case, the radial amplitude does not generically vanishes as r → ∞,
approaching a constant value which in our case is a function of ω and L. A natural choice for
c0 is to impose Rk(r) → 1 as r → ∞, which results in

c0 =
Γ(1

2
(2 + k − Lω))Γ(1

2
(2 + k + Lω))√

πΓ(3
2
+ k)

. (16)

For completeness, we display the simplified form of the first two radial amplitudes,

R1(r) =
1

cos(πLω
2
)

(

cos
[

Lω arctan
( r

L

)]

− 1

ωr
sin

[

Lω arctan
( r

L

)]

)

,

R2(r) =
1

(1− L2ω2)2 sin(πLω
2
)

√

(1− L2ω2)2 +
3L2(2 + L2ω2)

r2
+

9L4

r4
(17)

× sin

(

Lω arctan
( r

L

)

+ arctan

[

rω

(L2ω2 − 1) r2

3L2 − 1

])

.

As r → 0, the generic solutions behave as

Rk(r) = u
(k)
0

( r

L

)k+1

+ . . . ,with u
(k)
0 =

2Γ(1
2
(2 + k − Lω))Γ(1

2
(2 + k + Lω))√

πΓ(3
2
+ k)

(18)

while asymptotically

Rk(r) = 1−m
(k)L

r
+ . . . , with m

(k) =
2Γ(1

2
(2 + k − Lω))Γ(1

2
(2 + k + Lω))

Γ(1
2
(1 + k − Lω))Γ(1

2
(1 + k + Lω))

. (19)
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Figure 1: Left: The profile of k = 1 solutions with n = 0, . . . 3 nodes is shown as a function of
compactified radial coordinate. Right: The mass and Noether charge is shown as a function of
frequency for k = 1 solutions.

The energy density ρ of the solutions is finite everywhere and strongly localized in a finite
region of space, with ρ nonzero at θ = 0, π, and decaying as 1/r4 for large r. The total
mass-energy and Noether charge of solutions are

M = −2π

∫ ∞

0

r2dr

∫ π

0

dθ sin θ T t
t , QN = 2π

∫ ∞

0

r2dr

∫ π

0

dθ sin θ jt , (20)

with the following expressions for the first two values of k:

M(1) =
2π2

3L cos2 πLω
2

(

L2ω2 − 1 +
2

πLω
sin πLω

)

,

M(2) =
6π2Lω2

5(1− L2ω2)2 sin2 πLω
2

[

(4− L2ω2)(1− L2ω2)− 6Lω

π
sin πLω

]

, (21)

and

QN(1) =
2π2

3Lω cos2 πLω
2

(

L2ω2 − 1 +
L2ω2 + 1

πLω
sin πLω

)

, (22)

QN(2) =
6π2Lω

5(1− L2ω2)2 sin2 πLω
2

[

(4− L2ω2)(1− L2ω2)− (4 + L2ω2 + L4ω4)

πLω
sin πLω

]

.

One can prove that for a general multipolar distribution, the mass is the sum of a Noether
charge contribution and a term which can be expressed as a sum of multipolar momenta,

M = ωQN +
∑

k≥1

s2k
2k(k + 1)π

(2k + 1)L
m

(k) . (23)

For the rest of this work, we shall restrict our study to the case k = 1, which captures
already most of the generic features, and work in units with L = 1. In Figure 1 we display the
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profile of the radial amplitude R1(r) for several value of ω (left panel), together with the mass
and Noether charge as a function of frequency (right panel). There one notices the existence
of a set of critical frequencies

ω(n)
c =

2n+ 1

L
, (24)

with n a positive integer. The radial amplitude R1(r) possesses n − 1 nodes for ω
(n)
c < ω <

ω
(n+1)
c , e.g. it is nodeless for 0 ≤ ω < 3/L.

Both the mass and the Noether charge diverge as ω → ω
(n)
c - Figure 1 (right panel) This

divergence is a consequence of imposing the radial amplitude to approach a nonvanishing value
at infinity. In fact, the solutions with ω = ω

(n)
c form a separate set with some special properties.

In particular, if the radial amplitude vanishes both at r = 0 and at infinity, the mass and charge
become finite with R

(n)
1 (r) possessing n−1 nodes. From the general expression (15) (with c0 = 1)

one finds

R
(n)
1 (r) =

r2

L2

∑n−1
m=0 s

(n)
m ( r

L
)2m

(1 + r2

L2 )(2n+1)/2
, (25)

where s
(n)
0 = 1, s

(1)
1 = −3/5, s

(1)
2 = −2, s

(2)
2 = 3/7, etc. The mass of these solutions is

M
(n)
(1) = 3π2

2L
(n−1)!
(n+1)!

, while Q
(n)
N(1) =

L
2n+1

M
(n)
(1) .

4 Including the backreaction

Similar to the zero frequency limit, Refs. [3]- [6], the AdS complex vector clouds discussed above
should possess extensions in the full model (3), i.e. when taking into account the backreaction
on the spacetime geometry.

4.1 A perturbative approach

In the perturbative construction of the axially symmetric EcM solutions, it is convenient to
consider a generalization of the pure AdS line element (9) with three unknown functions Ui,

ds2 = −N(r)U1(r, θ)dt
2 +

U2(r, θ)

N(r)
dr2 + U3(r, θ)r

2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2), (26)

while the expression of the vector potential, up to order O(ǫ3), is

A = Aµdx
µ = Φ(r, θ)e−iωtdϕ and Φ(r, θ) = ǫΦ(1)(r, θ) + ǫ3Φ(3)(r, θ) + . . . , (27)

where Φ(1)(r, θ) is a linear vector on AdS studied in the previous Section and ǫ is an infinites-
imally small parameter3. The backreaction of the vector field on the geometry is taken into
account by considering the following ansatz for the metric functions

Ui(r, θ) = 1 + ǫ2qi2(r, θ) + ǫ4qi4(r, θ) + · · · . (28)

3Formally, one can add a ǫ2Φ(2)(r, θ)-term in the expanssipn (27). However, Φ(2) solves the same equation
as Φ(1) and can be set to zero.
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Then the coupled EcM field equations are solved order by order in ǫ, the free constants which
enter the solution being fixed by imposing regularity at r = 0 and standard AdS asymptotics.

To illustrate this procedure, we consider the backreaction on the geometry of a magnetic
dipole cloud, i.e. the solution of eq. (14) with k = 1. To lowest order, the θ-dependence in Ui

is factorized by using the following consistent ansatz

qi2(r, θ) = ai(r) + bi(r)P2(cos θ), (29)

Also, a residual (metric) gauge freedom is used to set a3 = 0. Then the Einstein equations can
be solved to find the expression of the remaining functions ai(r), bi(r).

Unfortunately, their expression for generic ω > 0 is extremely complicated. However, a
simple enough form is found for ω = 0 [4, 5], and for ω = (2n + 1)/L, with n = 1, 2, . . . . For
example, the solution with ω = 3/L (in which case one takes Φ(1)(r, θ) = r2

L2

sin2 θ
N(r)3/2

) reads

a1(r) = −
L

(

3L2r + 5Lr3 + 9(L2 + r2)2 arctan(r/L)

)

12r(L2 + r2)3
, b1(r) =

2r2(L4 + 5L2r2 − 2r4)

3(L2 + r2)4
,

a2(r) =

L

(

Lr3 − 9L3r + 9(L2 + r2)2 arctan(r/L)

)

12r(L2 + r2)3
, (30)

b2(r) =
2r2(7L4 − 31L2r2 + 4r4)

3(L2 + r2)4
, b3(r) =

2r2(7L2 − 2r2)

3(L2 + r2)3
.

To this order, the total mass of solutions, computed by using the same approach as with the
non-perturbative case below, reads

M =
3πǫ2

16GL
. (31)

In computing the ǫ3-correction to the gauge potential induced by the deformation of the AdS
background, one takes the following decomposition

Φ(3)(r, θ) = φ(3,1)(r)U1(θ) + φ(3,2)(r)U3(θ), (32)

with Uk(θ) defined by eq. (13). The radial functions above are found by solving the eq. (6)
with the assumption of regularity, which results in

φ(3,1)(r) =
1

(L2 + r2)3/2

[

arctan
( r

L

)

(

3L6 + 21L4r2 + 63L2r4 + 9r6

4Lr(L2 + r2)
+ 9r2 arctan

( r

L

)

)

− 720L10 − 411L8r2 + 1364L6r4 + 17662L4r6 + 9476L3r8 + 3525r10

960(L2 + r2)4

]

, (33)

φ(3,2)(r) = −r4(105L6 − 61L4r2 + 27L2r4 + r6

160L(L2 + r2)11/2
.

The computation can be extended to higher order in ǫ; however, the corresponding expressions
become very complicated and not enlightening, per se.
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4.2 Nonperturbative solutions

Fully non-linear AdS-solitons are obtained by directly solving numerically the equations (4), (6).
In what follows, we shall employ the Einstein–De Turck (EDT) approach, proposed in [12–14]
in which case, instead of (4), one solves the so called EDT equations

Rµν −∇(µξν) = − 3

L2
gµν + 2

(

Tµν −
1

2
Tgµν

)

. (34)

Here, ξµ is a vector defined as ξµ ≡ gνρ(Γµ
νρ − Γ̄µ

νρ) , where Γµ
νρ is the Levi-Civita connection

associated to the spacetime metric g that one wants to determine, and a reference metric ḡ is
introduced, Γ̄µ

νρ being the corresponding Levi-Civita connection. Solutions to (34) also solve
the Einstein equations iff ξµ ≡ 0 everywhere. To achieve this, we impose boundary conditions
which are compatible with ξµ = 0 on the boundary of the domain of integration. Then, this
should imply ξµ ≡ 0 everywhere, a condition which is verified from the numerical output.

In our approach, we use a metric ansatz with five unknown functions, {F0,F1,F2,F3, S1},

ds2 = −F0(x, θ)
T0(x)

2

T1(x)2
dt2 + F1(x, θ)

dx2

T1(x)2
+ F2(x, θ)

x2

T1(x)2

[

dθ +
S1(x, θ)

x
dx

]2

+ F3(x, θ)
x2 sin2 θ

T1(x)2
dϕ2 , where T0(x) =

1 + x2

2L
, T1(x) =

1− x2

2L
, (35)

with 0 ≤ x ≤ 1. Setting F0 = F1 = F2 = F3 = 1, S1 = 0 results in global AdS metric written
in horospherical coordinates, which can be obtained by taking r = 2L x

1−x2 in the line element
(9), providing the obvious reference metric ḡ.

The matter Ansatz is still given by (10), with a single (magnetic) potential Φ(x, θ). As such,
the EDT equations (34) together with vector field equations (6) result in a set of six elliptic
partial differential equations which are solved numerically as a boundary value problem. The
boundary conditions are found by constructing an approximate form of the solutions on the
boundary of the domain of integration compatible with regularity of the solutions and the
requirement ξµ = 0.

In what follows we shall present results for simplest k = 1, n = 0 case, associated with the
(probe limit) first branch in Figure 1. There the boundary conditions we impose are

Φ|x=0 = 0, ∂θΦ
∣

∣

θ=0,π
= 0 , Φ

∣

∣

x=1
= c0 sin

2 θ, (36)

(with c0 > 0 an input parameter) for the magnetic potential, and

∂xFi

∣

∣

x=0
= ∂xS1

∣

∣

x=0
= 0, ∂θFi

∣

∣

θ=0,π
= S1

∣

∣

θ=0,π
= 0, Fi

∣

∣

x=1
= 1, S1

∣

∣

x=1
= 0,

for the metric functions, with i = 0, 1, 2, 3. Moreover, we shall assume that the solutions are
symmetric w.r.t. a reflection in the equatorial plane, which implies that the functions Fi and
Φ satisfy Neumann boundary conditions at θ = π/2, while S1 vanishes there.

While the Noether charge is still given by (8), the computation of the mass M of the
solutions is more complicated. In what follows, M is computed by employing the boundary
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counterterm approach in [15], being the conserved charges associated with Killing symmetry ∂t
of the induced boundary metric. This results in the following expression of the mass:

M = −3L

8G

∫ π

0

dθ sin θ(f23(θ) + f33(θ)),

where f23(θ), f33(θ) are two functions which enter the asymptotic form of the metric functions,
F2 = 1+ f23(θ)(1− x)3+ . . . , F3 = 1+ f33(θ)(1−x)3 + . . . (also F0 = 1− (f23(θ)+ f33(θ))(1−
x)3 + . . . ), being found from the numerical output.
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Figure 2: The mass and the Noether charge of the gravitating generalization of the scalar
clouds with k = 1, n = 0 are plotted as a function of frequency ω (left panel) and as a function
of the (maximal) magnitude of the magnetic potential at infinity c0 (right panel).

In this approach, the only input parameters are the field frequency ω, the asymptotic
magnitude c0 of the vector potential in the equatorial plane and the cosmological length scale
L, which we take L = 1. The equations are discretized in an equidistant (x, θ)-grid, with
(usually) around 250×50 points. Using the Newton-Raphson approach, the resulting system is
solved iteratively until convergence is achieved 4. Also, the typical numerical error is estimated
to be of the order of 10−5, except for the secondary branches of solutions (see below).

4We have employed a finite difference method, with a sixth order for the difference formulae.
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Fixing the boundary data at x = 1, i.e. the parameter c0 in (36), and increasing the value
of frequency, a branch of solutions smoothly emerges from any static Einstein-Maxwell soliton.
Along this branch, both mass and Noether charge increase with ω, see Figure 2 (left panel).
These solutions stop to exist for some critical frequency, which decreases with increasing c0
(being always smaller than ω

(1)
c as defined by (24). There a new branch of solutions emerges,

extending backwards in ω, the maximal value of mass being approached along this branch. For
any c0, this (secondary) branch stops to exist for another critical value of the frequency. We
mention that the numerical accuracy decreases significantly along this branch; however, as with
the usual boson stars [7], we expect the occurrence of (other) secondary branches of solutions,
with an inspiraling behaviour of the curve M(ω).

Interestingly, the picture obtained for fixed ω and increasing c0 resembles the situation
above. Again, the solutions with ω > 0 stop to exist for a maximal c0, where a secondary
branch of solutions extending backwards in c0 emerges.

5 Further remarks. Conclusions

The main purpose of this work was to show that the D = 4 Einstein gravity with negative
cosmological constant minimally coupled to complex Maxwell field allows for boson-star–like
solitonic solutions, which are static and axially symmetric. This is a consequence of endowing
the vector potentials with a specific harmonic time dependence, which, however, is not present
in the total energy-momentum tensor. The considered model corresponds to the massless limit
of the Einstein-complex-Proca-AdS theory. Given some appropriate boundary data at infinity,
the EcM solitonic solutions depend on a single input parameter, which is the field frequency,
with two global charges, the mass and the total number of particles (the Noether charge). Their
existence can be traced back to the “box”-like behaviour of the AdS spacetime5. No analogue
configurations exist for an asymptotically flat spacetime

The work here has restricted to the simplest ansatz with a single magnetic potential6.
However, we expect the same model to possess a variety of other more complicated solutions. In
particular, following the Refs. [6,16], we predict the existence of boson-star–like configurations
that have no continuous spatial symmetries.

A question which arises naturally is if one can add a small black hole (BH) at the center of
the solitons considered in this work. This is indeed the case for the ω = 0 solutions, where in
addition to the (magnetic) Reissner-Nordström-AdS BHs, one also finds static BHs solutions
with an arbitrary multipole structure, including configurations that have no continuous spatial

5It is interesting to contrast the situation with that found for a model with a massless, non-self-interacting,
complex scalar field (i.e. two real scalars). Again, the scalar clouds on a fixed AdS background can be found
in closed form, for any multipole moment. However, in contrast to the vector case, they possess finite charges
for a discrete set of frequencies ω ∼ 1/L > 0, only, without a static limit. The nonlinear continuation of these
solutions corresponds to AdS (scalar) boson stars (note that only spherically symmetric solutions have been
studied so far [10]).

6We mention that, as with the Maxwell case, one can consider a dual description of the solutions in this work.
The corresponding ansatz is more complicated, with both electric and magnetic potentials, A = (iV (r, θ)dt +
H1(r, θ)dr +H2(r, θ)dθ)e

−iωt, where V,H1 and H2 are real functions determined by Φ.
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symmetries7. Although we do not have a rigorous proof, the situation seems to be different for
configurations with ω 6= 0. Some hints in this direction follow from a study of the eqs. (6) in
a fixed static BH background. There one assumes the existence of a power series expansion
for Φ(r, θ) in the vicinity the event horizon, Φ(r, θ) =

∑

p≥0 φp(θ)(r − rH)
p (with r = rH > 0

the event horizon radius). Then, when replacing in eq. (6), it follows that the coefficients φp

vanish order by order. This is essentially the picture found for configurations with (massive,
complex) scalar [9, 17, 18], or vector [19] fields endowed with a harmonic time dependence and
a static geometry, and a rigorous non-existence proof could be found in those cases. However,
we predict the existence of BHs solutions with ω 6= 0 for a more general framework allowing for
rotation [19], or by generalizing the action (3) for a model with a U(1)-gauged complex vector
field and extending the construction in [20, 21].

Returning to the general EcM case, it would be interesting to find a generalization of the
action (1) within a gauged supergravity model. A truncation of the 11-dimensional supergravity
that leads to the D = 4 Einstein-U(1)2 action with negative cosmological constant is discussed
in Ref. [22]. However, the two Maxwell fields there are subject to a constraint which is not
satisfied by the solutions in this work. A different setting is provided by the N = 4 gauged
SU(2)× SU(2) supergravity [23] which contains two (non-Abelian) gauge fields with the same
coupling with a dilaton and an axion. However, in this case the dilaton field possesses a Liouville
potential which does not allow for an AdS vacuum.
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