arXiv:2504.03453v1 [gr-qc] 4 Apr 2025

Reconciling the Weak Gravity and Weak Cosmic Censorship Conjectures in Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS Black Holes

Mohammad Reza Alipour,^{1, 2, ∗} Saeed Noori Gashti,^{2, †} Behnam Pourhassan,^{2, 3, 4, ‡} and İzzet Sakallı^{5, §} 1Department of Physics, Faculty of Basic Sciences, University of Mazandaran P. O. Box 47416-95447, Babolsar, Iran 2School of Physics, Damghan University, Damghan 3671645667, Iran 3Center for Theoretical Physics, Khazar University, 41 Mehseti Street, Baku, AZ1096, Azerbaijan 4Centre of Research Impact and Outcome, Chitkara University, Rajpura-140401, Punjab, India. 5Physics Department, Eastern Mediterranean University, Famagusta, 99628 North Cyprus, via Mersin 10, Turkiye (Dated: April 7, 2025)

The potential conflict between the Weak Gravity Conjecture (WGC) and the Weak Cosmic Censorship Conjecture (WCCC) poses a significant challenge in general relativity. The WCCC serves as a fundamental assumption ensuring the coherence of gravitational theory. This study investigates the reconciliation of the WGC and the WCCC by examining Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black holes in four-dimensional spacetime. By imposing specific constraints on the metric parameters, we demonstrate that the WGC and the WCCC can coexist harmoniously. Detailed analyses of Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black holes for Q > M validate the simultaneous fulfillment of the two conjectures, particularly in scenarios where q^2/m^2 ≥ ( Q^2/M^2 ) e. The electromagnetic self-interaction parameter μ plays a crucial role in achieving this compatibility. Our findings establish that Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black holes provide a robust framework for harmonizing the WGC and the WCCC. In particular, for exceedingly small values of (μ)—or, equivalently, when the condition (μ ≪ ℓ) is satisfied—the structure of our black hole transitions in a way that distinctly reveals its compatibility with the WGC. This study also explores the compatibility of the WGC and the WCCC with photon spheres. It examines parameter spaces that satisfy both conjectures, ensuring event horizons and photon spheres while maintaining black hole properties. Key results demonstrate that small μ values preserve WCCC adherence and validate WGC through photon sphere characteristics.

Keywords: Weak Gravity Conjecture; Weak Cosmic Censorship Conjecture; Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black holes

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum gravity stands as one of the most intriguing and formidable challenges in modern theoretical physics, captivating researchers with its vast implications for understanding the universe at its most fundamental level. The swampland program has emerged as a prominent research endeavor within this domain, aiming to establish universal principles that any consistent theory of quantum gravity must satisfy [1–6]. Rooted in the premise that not all low-energy effective field theories are compatible with quantum gravity frameworks, such as string theory, the program seeks to distinguish viable theories within the string landscape from those relegated to the swampland. Drawing inspiration from areas like black hole physics, the AdS/CFT correspondence, and string theory constructions, the swampland program aspires to illuminate the profound nature of quantum gravity and its far-reaching impacts on cosmology and particle physics [1–10].

The AdS/CFT correspondence, a foundational duality connecting gravitational theories in anti-de Sitter (AdS) space with conformal field theories (CFT) on their boundaries, has proven to be a powerful instrument for probing the holographic nature of quantum gravity. This duality has provided a fertile testing ground for numerous swampland conjectures, including the WGC, the Distance Conjecture, and limits on the number of massless modes [11, 12]. Among the guiding principles of the swampland program is the absence of global symmetries in quantum gravity, with gauge symmetries as the sole exceptions. This requirement underpins the WGC, which posits the existence of particles with charge-to-mass ratios greater than one (q/m > 1) in any quantum gravitational framework [1–8]. This conjecture asserts that gravity is the weakest of all forces and serves as a cornerstone in identifying field theories consistent with quantum gravity. Researchers have explored the WGC’s implications across diverse cosmological contexts, including black hole thermodynamics, black branes, and inflationary models [13–68]. Equally significant is the WCCC, proposed by Penrose to preserve the causal structure and predictability

∗ mr.alipour@stu.umz.ac.ir † saeed.noorigashti@stu.umz.ac.ir ‡ b.pourhassan@du.ac.ir § izzet.sakallı@emu.edu.tr

of general relativity. The WCCC asserts that singularities arising from gravitational collapse are always concealed behind event horizons. However, achieving simultaneous compatibility between the WGC and WCCC has posed a longstanding challenge. For black holes, the WCCC is violated when Q > M, exposing a naked singularity. Conversely, in the extremal case (Q = M), the WGC is satisfied due to decay products with q/m > 1, but the WCCC is violated as these products cannot form black holes [69–71]. Recent investigations suggest that factors such as dark matter and a cosmological constant can act as stabilizing influences, preventing black holes from overcharging—a phenomenon unattainable in a vacuum. A critical threshold exists where the cosmological constant’s effects become dominant, ensuring adherence to the WCCC in both linear and non-linear accretion scenarios. These findings underscore the pivotal role of cosmic factors in preserving the WCCC [70–72]. Extending these insights, studies on a range of black holes, including extremal magnetized Kerr-Newman, dyonic Kerr-Newman, Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton-Axion, Einstein-Born-Infeld, and rotating quantum BTZ black holes, have provided intriguing results. Nonetheless, the simultaneous compatibility of the WGC and WCCC remains elusive in many models, with conflicting compatibility ranges [73–80]. It is also essential to note that while normal and subextremal black holes exhibit clear characteristics, the core framework and analysis of the WGC are founded on the assumptions involving extremal and superextremal states. This observation leads to the significant conclusion that the simultaneous validity of both the WGC and cosmic censorship hypothesis in most black hole models is challenging to achieve. This, in turn, necessitates a specialized classification of black holes to address these complexities.

We propose classifying black holes from the perspective of the WGC while earlier ensuring adherence to the laws of thermodynamics, addressing contradictions, and thoroughly comparing available observable data. Black holes embedded within the framework of string theory—such as Gauss-Bonnet black holes, Brane black holes, and charged black holes with additional structures like quintessence, string clouds, or perfect fluids—can be systematically categorized in this way. Also, extending this classification to other models, such as PFDM black holes and similar structures, offers an intriguing avenue for analysis. This novel classification creates opportunities to investigate further evidence and strengthen the validation of the WGC. Indeed, charged black holes (e.g., those with quintessence, perfect fluid, or string cloud structures) in extremal or superextremal states can emit superextremal particles, such as electrons with charge-to-mass ratios exceeding one. This emission mechanism aligns with the WGC by ensuring that gravity remains the weakest force in these systems. By facilitating this decay process, the WGC effectively safeguards the stability and fundamental consistency of black holes [76]. In other related studies, we have addressed this contradiction by examining black hole thermodynamics under different conditions, including extended phase space, restricted phase space, and conformal field theory (CFT) frameworks. These efforts have provided valuable insights and have been documented in recent publications [60]. Nonetheless, the tension between the WGC and cosmic censorship remains a critical challenge within the Swampland Program. Resolving this issue requires identifying and categorizing black hole models that demonstrate the highest degree of compatibility with both conjectures. This article aims to contribute to this endeavor by offering a systematic approach to black hole classification, informed by the interplay of the WGC, observable phenomena, and theoretical principles.

The main goal is to select black holes that satisfy many conditions and can be classified into our new classification from the perspective of the swampland program. This involves maintaining various conditions, solving a series of contradictions, and creating a new avenue for communication between the universe and quantum mechanics. This work can be expanded, and the model mentioned has the basic conditions in the initial investigations for other studies, such as the investigation of photon spheres and other cosmic concepts, while maintaining the WGC. This will help find more evidence for the swamp program and provide a new path for study, raising many questions that can be leveraged to advance the science of physics.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce the Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black hole model and derive its fundamental properties. Section III explores the connection between the Weak Gravity Conjecture and the Weak Cosmic Censorship Conjecture, establishing the conditions under which they can simultaneously hold. In Sec. IV, we investigate the compatibility of the WGC with photon spheres, analyzing their topological properties and stability in relation to the black hole parameters. Finally, Sec. V presents our conclusions and discusses implications for future research in quantum gravity.

II. THE MODEL

Within the framework of Euler-Heisenberg theory, the Lagrangian was constructed using Lorentz and gauge invariants, as follows [81–85],

L_{EH} = − 1 4 F_{μν} F^{μν} + μ 4 [ (F_{μν} F^{μν} )^2 + 7 4 (−^∗F^{μν} F_{μν} )^2 ] , (1) where μ is the parameter representing electromagnetic self-interactions, given by, μ = 2α^2 45m^4_e

, (2)

with α being the fine structure constant and m_e the electron mass. Here,^∗F^{μν} =^1_2^√_{−g} ϵ_{μνρσ} F^{ρσ} denotes the dual of the electromagnetic field tensor F_{μν} [81–85]. The μ-term in the Lagrangian introduces a nonlinear contribution to the gauge field equations via the squared electromagnetic field tensor [81–85]. The four-dimensional action of general relativity, coupled to nonlinear electrodynamics, is expressed as [81–84],

S_{EH} = 1 4π ∫ M^4

d^4x √ −g ( R 4 + Λ + L_{EH} ) , (3)

where g represents the determinant of the metric tensor, R is the Ricci scalar, and Λ is the cosmological constant. This action gives rise to the Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg field equations. The solution to these field equations, in the case of a static spherically symmetric metric for an Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black hole in a strong electromagnetic field, is given by [84–87],

ds^2 = f(r)dt^2 − dr^2 f(r) − r^2dθ^2 − r^2 sin^2 θdϕ^2, (4)

with the metric function,

f(r) = 1 − 2M r + Q^2 r^2 − μQ^4 20r^6 + r^2 ℓ^2

. (5)

Here, M is the black hole’s mass, Q its electric charge, and l is the AdS radius related to the cosmological constant by Λ = −^3_{l2} . The parameter μ is the Euler-Heisenberg self-interaction constant [84, 86, 87]. When μ = 0, the solution reduces to the familiar Reissner-Nordström metric [84, 86, 87].

The nonlinear effects, primarily due to the μ-term in the metric, arise from the fourth power of the electric charge and the inverse sixth power of the radial coordinate. These effects, originating from vacuum polarization, make the compact object more gravitationally attractive compared to the Reissner-Nordström-AdS black hole [84, 86, 87]. Figures illustrating the behavior of the metric functions of Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black holes in comparison with Reissner-Nordström black holes provide further insight into these dynamics.

Based on the findings in [88], the curves beyond the outer horizons of two types of black holes—those with and without electromagnetic self-interaction corrections—exhibit remarkable similarity. As a result, the motion of test particles or light around these gravitational sources may not clearly distinguish the subtle differences introduced by the electromagnetic self-interactions. This observation motivates a deeper comparison of the thermodynamic properties of Einstein-Euler- Heisenberg-AdS black holes with those of their counterparts that lack nonlinear effects.

An intriguing question arises: Could the unique internal structures of black holes modified by nonlinear effects influence their evolutionary behavior? Addressing this requires advancing research into the thermodynamics of black holes within the framework of nonlinear electrodynamics.

The horizon radii of such black holes can be determined as the real roots of the equation f(r) = 0. For the outer horizon, r_+, this condition can be explicitly expressed as [88], f(r_+) = 0. By combining this condition with Eq. (5), the mass of the black hole is given as [88, 89] M = r_+ 2 ( 1 + Q^2 r^2_+ − μQ^4 20r^6_+ + r^2_+ ℓ^2 ) , (6)

where Q represents the black hole’s electric charge, μ is the Euler-Heisenberg parameter capturing nonlinear effects, and l is the AdS radius associated with the cosmological constant (Λ = −^3_{l2} ). The Hawking temperature for this class of black holes can be derived as [89] T = f^′(r) 4π | | |_{r=r+} = 1 4πr_+ ( 1 − Q^2 r^2_+ + μQ^4 4r^6_+ + 3r^2_+ ℓ^2 ) . (7)

The entropy of the black hole is defined as [90]

S = πr^2_+, (8)

which can also be expressed in terms of the horizon’s area A = 4πr^2_+ using the standard relation S =^A_4 [90–92]. These findings underscore the importance of further investigating the thermodynamic implications of nonlinear effects in black holes, as well as exploring how these effects influence their evolutionary dynamics and unique internal structures [81].

III. WGC-WCCC CONNECTION

The WGC is an integral aspect of the ”Swampland Program,” a framework that distinguishes effective field theories (EFTs) compatible with quantum gravity from those that are not. This program categorizes EFTs into the ”landscape,” representing consistent theories, and the ”swampland,” which includes inconsistent ones. Within this context, the WGC acts as a guiding principle, ensuring that gravity remains the weakest force in U(1) gauge theories by necessitating the existence of particles with a charge-to-mass ratio greater than one (q/m > 1). The implications of the WGC are particularly significant in the context of black holes. Charged black holes are classified into subextremal (Q < M), extremal (Q = M), and superextremal (Q > M) categories. The WGC suggests that extremal black holes decay into superextremal particles, preventing the formation of naked singularities and maintaining consistency with the cosmic censorship hypothesis. Conversely, if the WGC is violated, black holes could transition into superextremal states, forming naked singularities that defy established physical principles. The existence of superextremal particles is crucial for the stability and evaporation of black holes, highlighting their role in upholding the delicate balance of forces dictated by the WGC. Thermodynamic laws provide a valuable framework for analyzing black hole behavior, offering insights into their stability, decay processes, and overall compatibility with the conjecture. To test the WGC, researchers investigate cosmic phenomena, contradictions, and black hole classifications, seeking observable evidence that aligns with theoretical predictions. This approach not only strengthens the foundation of the WGC but also bridges the gap between quantum mechanics and cosmology. Through this comprehensive investigation, the WGC emerges as a pivotal tool for understanding the universe’s fundamental principles, deepening our grasp of the interplay between gravity, quantum theories, and cosmic behavior. We study the metric of a Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black holes to investigate its horizon structure and physical properties. The event horizon radius is found by solving the equation f(r) = 0, where M denotes the black hole’s mass and Q its charge. For Q > M, the black hole has no event horizon, leaving its singularity exposed to external observers. This situation, known as a naked singularity, contradicts the WCCC, which asserts that singularities must always be hidden by event horizons. By zeroing the metric equation alongside the extremality condition, which is determined by zeroing its derivative or the zeroing temperature, we derive the conditions under which the two conjectures, namely the Weak Gravity Conjecture (WGC) and the Weak Cosmic Censorship Conjecture (WCCC), are satisfied. To account for the effects of the parameter μ, and above explanation, we can determine r_e using the following equations,

r^2_e ℓ^2 − 2M_e r_e + Q^2_e r^2_e

+ 1 =

Q^4μ 20r^6_e

, (9)

and, 3r_e ℓ^2 − Q^2_e r^3_e + 1 r_e = − Q^4_eμ 4r^7_e

. (10)

Since the WCCC and the WGC are not universally valid for all black holes, we focus on a specific case where these conjectures cannot simultaneously hold without the parameter μ. By isolating the μ-dependent terms in the metric, we aim to identify points where the WCCC can still be satisfied with WGC, at least at one extremal configuration. Using a well-established relationship for the WGC, we calculate the extremal limit and determine the WGC range. We then employ numerical analysis to explore the compatibility range of the two conjectures. If a region exists where both conjectures are satisfied at critical or extremal points, this range may be extended to other regions of the black hole’s parameter space. By examining different types of black holes and categorizing them, we can identify candidates suitable for investigating quantum gravity concepts. These classified black holes provide a foundation for extensive research while preserving essential principles of physics, allowing a comprehensive examination of the swampland program. We calculate r_e (as shown in Appendix A) using the derived equations, put it into the mass equation to determine the extremality limit, and establish the inequality q^2/m^2 > (Q^2/M^2)_e. Due to the high-order terms involved in these equations, an analytical solution is impractical; hence, numerical methods are employed to identify compatibility points between the WCCC and WGC. The results, summarized in Tables (I) and (II), demonstrate that for very small values of μ (μ ≪ ℓ), the two conjectures align. However, when μ approaches zero or the upper limit, this compatibility is lost. Fig. (1) illustrates the metric functions for various free parameters and different values of mass and charge. This serves as a foundation for examining the compatibility of the two conjectures in subsequent calculations. As depicted in (2), the variations in (Q_e − M_e) are effectively visualized through the plotted diagrams. These illustrations aim to identify the compatibility range where the WGC holds true. As the parameter (μ) approaches (ℓ) and even exceeds it, the inconsistency between the two conjectures becomes more pronounced. Specifically, while the Weak Cosmic Censorship Conjecture (WCCC) remains valid in this scenario, the Weak Gravity Conjecture (WGC) exhibits noticeable inconsistency. This deviation can be attributed to the high values of μ or cases where μ is close to (ℓ). Consequently, under such conditions, the two conjectures are not simultaneously satisfied, highlighting the sensitive dependence of their interplay on μ’s magnitude. However, as will be demonstrated in subsequent sections, this apparent inconsistency can be resolved by considering scenarios in which μ assumes smaller values. By analyzing such cases, we

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. The metric function. (a) With the ℓ = 7, M = 0.55 and μ = 0.15. (b) With the ℓ = 1, M = 0.55 and Q = 0.56.

can establish conditions under which both WGC and WCCC are reconciled, thus restoring the consistency between these fundamental conjectures. This refined analysis underscores the critical influence of μ and offers deeper insights into the intricate dynamics governing their relationship. Specifically, for significantly small values of (μ)—or equivalently, under the condition (μ ≪ ℓ)—our black hole structure evolves in a manner that prominently exhibits compatibility with the WGC, as demonstrated in Fig. (3). Notably, Fig. (3(b)) provides a magnified view of the circular region highlighted in (3(a)), allowing for a clearer observation of this compatibility. As previously discussed, several compatible points can be determined via numerical analysis, and these findings are presented comprehensively in the two tables (I and II).

FIG. 2. The (Qe − Me) plan for different values of μ and ℓ = 1.

IV. WGC WITH PHOTON SPHERE MONITORING

The deflection of light in an intense gravitational field exhibits two primary behaviors. When disturbances cause photons to either escape or be drawn into a black hole, the photon sphere is deemed unstable. Conversely, in cases where light remains confined and cannot escape, the photon sphere is categorized as stable, often leading to a destabilization of spacetime itself. The unstable photon sphere is essential for analyzing black hole shadows, whereas the stable photon sphere highlights regions prone to instability. Conventional studies on photon spheres typically involve deriving the Lagrangian from the action and constructing the Hamiltonian. This process then facilitates the formulation of an effective potential, which depends on both the energy and angular momentum of the particles. The photon sphere is analyzed based on these parameters. In contrast, this study employs a different approach, using an alternative effective potential for ultra-compact objects with spherical

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. The (Qe − Me) plan. fig (a) With the ℓ = 7, and μ = 0.15. (b): The circular part enlarged in fig (a)

ℓ μ Qe re Me (Q/M)e > 1 W GC − W CCC 1 0.003 0.08 0.071908 0.07904 1.0121 ✓ 1 0.003 0.09 0.08325 0.08933 1.00748 ✓ 1 0.003 0.1 0.093803 0.099584 1.00417054 ✓ 1 0.003 0.15 0.14262 0.150997 0.99339 × 1 0.003 0.2 0.18788 0.2031943 0.9842 × 1 0.003 0.5 0.407201 0.54391 0.919261 ×

TABLE I. The condition for consistency WGC-WCCC for μ = 0.003

ℓ μ Q re Me (Q/M)e > 1 W GC − W CCC 1 0.1 0.61 0.400392 0.66332 0.919614 × 1 0.1 0.7 0.4697355 0.782015 0.89512275 × 1 0.1 1 0.62103289 1.208324 0.827591 × 1 0.1 2 0.965552 2.95655 0.676463 × 1 0.1 5 1.60842 10.51116 0.475685 × 1 0.1 10 2.3133552 28.58306 0.34985 ×

TABLE II. The condition for consistency WGC-WCCC for μ = 0.1 symmetry [93, 94]. This methodology was later applied in investigations of photon spheres associated with four-dimensional black holes in various spacetimes, including AdS and dS settings [95]. A key advantage of this refined potential lies in its dependence solely on the spacetime geometry, bypassing the reliance on particle-specific parameters like energy and angular momentum. Additionally, employing a mapping technique using the equatorial plane for the vector field ϕ reduces dimensional complexity, allowing for a nuanced classification of spacetime regions around compact objects [93–97]. The formulation begins by expressing the vector field ϕ in terms of two distinct components, ϕ^r and ϕ^θ, ϕ = (ϕ^r , ϕ^θ). (11) It is further expressed as ϕ = ||ϕ||e^{iΘ}, where ||ϕ|| is the magnitude of the vector. The normalized vector, denoted as n^a, is defined as, n^a = ϕ^a ||ϕ|| , (12) where a = 1, 2. Utilizing Noether’s theorem, the conservation law for charge is given by,

∂_ν j^ν = 0, (13)

and the total charge is expressed as, Q = ∫ Ω j^0 d^2x, (14)

where j^0 signifies the charge density. Through further derivation, the current assumes the form,

j^μ = J^μ(X)δ^2(ϕ), (15)

with δ representing the Dirac delta function. Consequently, the topological charge becomes, Q = ∫ Ω J^0(X)δ^2(ϕ) d^2x. (16)

Considering spherical symmetry, and the metric function in four dimensions and also based on this geometry [93–97], the effective potential eith respect to Eq. (4) takes the form, H(r, θ) = √ −g_{tt} g_{φφ} = 1 sin θ √ f(r). (17)

The vector field components are then determined as,

ϕ^r = √ f(r)∂_rH(r, θ), ϕ^θ = 1 r ∂_θH(r, θ) (18) Photon spheres are located at the critical points of the effective potential, where the vector field vanishes. At these locations, a corresponding topological charge Q can be defined. Is demonstrated that the system’s behavior can be classified by analyzing winding numbers and computing the total topological charge (TTC). A TTC value of −1 characterizes black holes, while a value of 0 signifies the presence of a naked singularity [95]. Further studies have shown that systems with asymptotically AdS or flat spacetime geometries often correspond to TTC values of −1, indicating the presence of black holes. Such systems exhibit a pronounced maximum of the effective potential beyond the event horizon, associated with instability at the photon sphere. Conversely, configurations with TTC values of 0 or 1 lack an event horizon and display naked singularities, marked by both a minimum and maximum in the effective potential, suggesting a stable photon sphere. The situation in dS spacetimes is somewhat distinct due to the presence of a cosmological horizon. This horizon typically limits the analysis to the region between the Cauchy horizon and the cosmological horizon. Observations indicate that black hole behavior is more prevalent in dS models, whereas naked singularities are less commonly observed within this framework. Based on the theoretical concepts discussed earlier and incorporating Eqs. (5), (17), and (18), we have obtained the subsequent results,

ϕ^r = csc(θ) ( 5r^5(3M − r) + Q^4μ − 10Q^2r^4 ) 5r^8

(19)

and,

ϕ^θ = − cot(θ) csc(θ) √_{r2} ℓ^2 − 2M r −^{Q4μ}_{20r6} +^{Q2}_{r2} + 1

r^2

. (20)

We propose several steps to examine the compatibility of the WGC and the WCCC in the context of the specified black hole. First, it is necessary to determine the conditions under which the black hole forms event horizons. For Einstein- Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black holes, the existence of event horizons is governed by the following conditions: the black hole possesses two event horizons if Q^2/M^2 ≤ 1; however, when Q^2/M^2 > 1, we proceed by analyzing the parameter space where both the WGC and WCCC are satisfied. This involves identifying constraints on the parameters Q, M, μ, and others to ensure the existence of event horizons and adherence to WCCC, while simultaneously ensuring that the chargeto-mass ratio complies with the WGC criteria. Such scenarios can be effectively determined by examining the black hole’s metric. Building on these considerations, our goal is to explore the compatibility of the WGC with the photon spheres of Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black holes while addressing the interplay with the WCCC across various free parameter

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 4. The normal vector in the (r, θ) plane associated with the photon spheres.(a) Qe = 0.08, and Me = 0.07904. (b) Qe = 0.09, and Me = 0.08933.(c) Qe = 0.1, and Me = 0.09958 with respect to ℓ = 1, and μ = 0.003

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 5. The normal vector in the (r, θ) plane associated with the photon spheres. (a) Qe = 0.55, and Me = 0.54272. (b) Qe = 0.58, and Me = 0.57371. (c) Qe = 0.6, and Me = 0.59431 with respect to ℓ = 7, and μ = 0.15 .

values. Alongside detailed analyses, we will present the results concisely in Table (III). It is well-known that under standard conditions where M > Q, the black hole model typically exhibits the expected properties, such as a total charge of P S = −1. Expanding on these findings, we will evaluate the behavior of the structure in scenarios where Q_e > M_e, ensuring that the Q > M configuration satisfies both the WCCC and photon sphere conditions. In such cases, the black hole retains its defining characteristics, namely the presence of an event horizon and a photon sphere with a total negative charge of −1. To further validate this, we will analyze various structures and their behavior based on the values of free parameters, as illustrated in the figures and table. As shown in Fig. (4) and Fig. (5), when μ approaches small values, the total charge of the photon sphere equals −1. This indicates that, even in the extremal state of the black hole, and when q/m > (Q/M)_e, the structure adheres to the WCCC and qualifies as a black hole with a photon sphere (P S = −1). In this scenario, the photon sphere of the black hole provides evidence supporting the validity of the WGC within the specified context.

ℓ μ P S q/m > (Q/M)e P S − W GC 1 0.003 -1 1.0121 ✓

1 0.003 -1 1.00748 ✓

1 0.003 -1 1.00417054 ✓

7 0.15 -1 1.0134 ✓

7 0.15 -1 1.0109 ✓

7 0.15 -1 1.00957 ✓

TABLE III. The condition for consistency PS-WGC

V. CONCLUSION

In this study, we successfully addressed the fundamental challenge of reconciling the WGC and WCCC within the framework of Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black holes in four-dimensional spacetime. By carefully analyzing the parameter space where both conjectures could coexist, we established specific conditions under which these seemingly contradictory principles can be harmonized.

Our investigation revealed that the electromagnetic self-interaction parameter μ plays a decisive role in achieving compatibility between the WGC and WCCC. We demonstrated through detailed numerical analysis that for sufficiently small values of μ relative to the AdS radius ℓ (specifically when μ ≪ ℓ), both conjectures can be simultaneously satisfied. The metric function f(r) given in Eq. (5) was thoroughly examined for various parameter configurations, allowing us to identify the critical behaviors that determine horizon formation and stability. As illustrated in Fig. (1), the metric function exhibits distinct characteristics depending on the values of M, Q, μ, and ℓ. We systematically explored these dependencies to establish the boundary conditions where the WGC and WCCC remain consistent with each other.

Our analysis of the (Q_e − M_e) plane, depicted in Figs. (2) and (3), clearly demonstrated how the relationship between these parameters evolves with varying μ values. Notably, Fig. (3(b)) provided a magnified view of the critical region where compatibility between the two conjectures emerges. The numerical results, comprehensively presented in Tables (I) and (II), confirmed that for small values of μ (e.g., μ = 0.003), the condition Q_e > M_e can be satisfied while maintaining the structural integrity of the black hole, thereby validating both the WGC and WCCC simultaneously. e extended our investigation to examine the interplay between photon spheres and the WGC, developing a novel approach to classify these interactions. The vector field components ϕ^r and ϕ^θ, derived in Eqs. (19) and (20), enabled us to characterize the topological properties of photon spheres in Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black holes. The visualization of these properties in Figs. (4) and (5) revealed that when μ approaches small values, the photon sphere maintains a total charge of P S = −1, confirming that even in extremal states where q/m > (Q/M)_e, the black hole structure preserves its essential characteristics while supporting both conjectures. Table (III) consolidated our findings regarding the compatibility of photon spheres with the WGC, showing that for appropriate parameter selections, both the WGC and WCCC can be satisfied while maintaining a well-defined photon sphere structure with P S = −1. This result is particularly significant as it provides a concrete physical interpretation of how the abstract principles of the WGC manifest in observable astrophysical phenomena. The mathematical formalism we developed, particularly the derivation of r_e in Eq. (21) and M_e in Eq. (22), established a rigorous foundation for determining the extremality conditions where both conjectures can coexist. These equations, though complex, allowed us to precisely identify the parameter regions where the simultaneous validity of the WGC and WCCC occurs.

Our most significant finding was that the Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black hole model offers a natural framework for resolving the tension between the WGC and WCCC. Unlike many other black hole models where these conjectures remain fundamentally incompatible, the nonlinear electrodynamic effects captured by the Euler-Heisenberg term provide the necessary physical mechanism to reconcile these principles. The critical condition q^2/m^2 ≥ (Q^2/M^2)_e emerged as the key criterion determining compatibility. The validation of both conjectures within this model has profound implications for quantum gravity theories, suggesting that nonlinear electromagnetic effects may play a crucial role in the transition between classical and quantum gravitational regimes. Our study demonstrated that the Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black hole represents a promising candidate for further exploring the connections between these regimes, potentially offering insights into how quantum gravity principles manifest in macroscopic systems. Furthermore, we established that the photon sphere characteristics of these black holes provide an additional observational window into the validity of the WGC. The consistent behavior of photon spheres across parameter spaces where both conjectures hold suggests that astrophysical observations of black hole shadows and related phenomena may eventually offer empirical tests of these theoretical principles.

Looking forward, this study opens several promising avenues for future research. A natural extension would be to investigate whether similar compatibility patterns emerge in other modified gravity theories or alternative nonlinear electrodynamic models. The methodology we developed for analyzing the interplay between the WGC, WCCC, and photon spheres could be applied to a broader class of black hole solutions, potentially establishing a comprehensive classification system based on their compatibility with swampland conjectures. Future work could also explore the thermodynamic implications of the parameter regions where both conjectures hold. Understanding how Hawking radiation, black hole evaporation, and information paradox considerations interact with the WGC-WCCC compatibility could yield deeper insights into quantum information aspects of black hole physics. Additionally, extending our analysis to rotating black holes and more complex spacetime geometries would provide a more complete picture of how these conjectures operate in realistic astrophysical scenarios. Finally, our findings suggest that observational astronomy could potentially contribute to testing these theoretical principles. Developing specific observational signatures that could distinguish between black hole models where the WGC and WCCC are compatible versus those where they remain in tension would represent a significant advancement in connecting abstract theoretical physics with empirical science. The explicit connection we established between photon sphere properties and the validity of these conjectures represents a first step in this direction, potentially leading to observational tests of quantum gravity principles through precision black hole imaging techniques.

VI. APPENDIX

Using equations (1), (2), and (3), we calculate the value of r_e in the following form

r_e = { − l^2 12 + 1 2 [ l^4 36 + 2l^2Q^2 9 + ( − 128l^6Q^6 + 432l^6Q^4μ + 3456l^4Q^6μ + ( ( −128l^6Q^6 + 432l^6Q^4μ + 3456l^4Q^6μ

)_2 − 4 ( 16l^4Q^4 + 144l^2Q^4μ

)_3 ) 1_2

) 1_3

36^3 √ 2 + 4^3 √ 2 ( l^4Q^4 + 9l^2Q^4μ )

9 ( − 128l^6Q^6 + 432l^6Q^4μ + 3456l^4Q^6μ + ( (−128l^6Q^6 + 432l^6Q^4μ + 3456l^4Q^6μ)^2 − 4 (16l^4Q^4 + 144l^2Q^4μ)^3

) 1_2

) 1_3

] 1_2 +

1 2 { l^4 18 + 4l^2Q^2 9 − ( − 128l^6Q^6 + 432l^6Q^4μ + 3456l^4Q^6μ + ( ( −128l^6Q^6 + 432l^6Q^4μ + 3456l^4Q^6μ

)_2 − 4 ( 16l^4Q^4 + 144l^2Q^4μ

)_3 ) 1_2

) 1_3

36^3 √ 2 − 4^3 √ 2 ( l^4Q^4 + 9l^2Q^4μ )

9 ( − 128l^6Q^6 + 432l^6Q^4μ + 3456l^4Q^6μ + ( (−128l^6Q^6 + 432l^6Q^4μ + 3456l^4Q^6μ)^2 − 4 (16l^4Q^4 + 144l^2Q^4μ)^3

) 1_2 )^{13} +

l^6 27 − 4l^4Q^2 9 /[ 4 ( l^4 36 + 2l^2Q^2 9 + ( − 128l^6Q^6 + 432l^6Q^4μ + 3456l^4Q^6μ + ( ( −128l^6Q^6 + 432l^6Q^4μ + 3456l^4Q^6μ

)_2 − 4 ( 16l^4Q^4 + 144l^2Q^4μ

)_3 ) 1_2

) 1_3

36^3 √ 2 + 4^3 √ 2 ( l^4Q^4 + 9l^2Q^4μ )

9 ( − 128l^6Q^6 + 432l^6Q^4μ + 3456l^4Q^6μ + ( (−128l^6Q^6 + 432l^6Q^4μ + 3456l^4Q^6μ)^2 − 4 (16l^4Q^4 + 144l^2Q^4μ)^3

) 1_2

) 1_3

) 1_2 ]} 1_2 } 1_2

(21)

Also, we can calculate the M_e as follows,

M_e = r_e ( r^2_e + l^2 ) 2l^2 − μQ^4_e 40r^5_e + Q^2_e 2r_e (22)

[1] Vafa, Cumrun. ”The String landscape and the swampland.” arXiv preprint hep-th/0509212 (2005). [2] Arkani-Hamed, Nima, et al. ”The string landscape, black holes and gravity as the weakest force.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2007.06 (2007): 060.

[3] Ooguri, Hirosi, and Cumrun Vafa. ”On the Geometry of the String Landscape and the Swampland.” Nuclear physics B 766.1-3 (2007): 21-33.

[4] Palti, Eran. ”The swampland: introduction and review.” Fortschritte der Physik 67.6 (2019): 1900037. [5] van Beest, Marieke, et al. ”Lectures on the swampland program in string compactifications.” Physics Reports 989 (2022): 1-50. [6] Harlow, Daniel, et al. ”Weak gravity conjecture.” Reviews of Modern Physics 95.3 (2023): 035003. [7] Hamada, Yuta, Toshifumi Noumi, and Gary Shiu. ”Weak gravity conjecture from unitarity and causality.” Physical Review Letters 123.5 (2019): 051601.

[8] Heidenreich, Ben, Matthew Reece, and Tom Rudelius. ”Evidence for a sublattice weak gravity conjecture.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2017.8 (2017): 1-40.

[9] Palti, Eran. ”The Swampland: Introduction and Review.” Fortschritte der Physik 67.6 (2019): 1900037. [10] Andriot, David, et al. ”New Horizons for Fundamental Physics with LISA.” Living Reviews in Relativity 25.1 (2022): 6.

[11] Cribiori, Niccolò, Dieter Lüst, and Marco Scalisi. ”The gravitational wave spectrum from cosmological phase transitions in string theory.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2023.8 (2023): 030.

[12] Arkani-Hamed, Nima, et al. ”The String landscape, black holes and gravity as the weakest force.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2007.6 (2007): 060.

[13] Heidenreich, Ben, Matthew Reece, and Tom Rudelius. ”Evidence for a sublattice weak gravity conjecture.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2017.8 (2017): 1-40.

[14] Lee, Seung-Joo, Wolfgang Lerche, and Timo Weigand. ”A Stringy Test of the Scalar Weak Gravity Conjecture.” Nuclear Physics B 938 (2019): 321-350.

[15] Grimm, Thomas W., Eran Palti, and Irene Valenzuela. ”Infinite Distances in Field Space and Massless Towers of States.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2018.8 (2018): 143.

[16] Heidenreich, Ben, Matthew Reece, and Tom Rudelius. ”Sharpening the weak gravity conjecture with dimensional reduction.”

Journal of High Energy Physics 2016.2 (2016): 1-41.

[17] Sadeghi, Jafar, et al. ”RPS thermodynamics of Taub–NUT AdS black holes in the presence of central charge and the weak gravity conjecture.” General Relativity and Gravitation 54.10 (2022): 129.

[18] Liu, Yang. ”Higgs inflation and scalar weak gravity conjecture.” The European Physical Journal C 82.11 (2022): 1052. [19] Liu, Yang. ”Higgs inflation and its extensions and the further refining dS swampland conjecture.” The European Physical Journal C 81.12 (2021): 1122.

[20] Arkani-Hamed, Nima, et al. ”Causality, unitarity, and the weak gravity conjecture.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2022.3 (2022): 1-36.

[21] Heidenreich, Ben, Matthew Reece, and Tom Rudelius. ”The weak gravity conjecture and emergence from an ultraviolet cutoff.”

The European Physical Journal C 78 (2018): 1-33.

[22] Alipour, Mohammad Reza, Jafar Sadeghi, and Mehdi Shokri. ”WGC and WCC for charged black holes with quintessence and cloud of strings.” The European Physical Journal C 83.7 (2023): 1-7.

[23] Alipour, Mohammad Reza, Jafar Sadeghi, and Mehdi Shokri. ”WGC and WCCC of black holes with quintessence and cloud strings in RPS space.” Nuclear Physics B 990 (2023): 116184.

[24] Schöneberg, Nils, et al. ”News from the Swampland—constraining string theory with astrophysics and cosmology.” Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics 2023.10 (2023): 039.

[25] Pal, Shesansu Sekhar. ”Weak Gravity Conjecture, Central Charges and η/s.” arXiv preprint arXiv:1003.0745 (2010). [26] Sadeghi, Jafar, Mohammad Reza Alipour, and Saeed Noori Gashti. ”Emerging WGC from the Dirac particle around black holes.”

Modern Physics Letters A 38.26n27 (2023): 2350122.

[27] Kaya, Sami, and Tom Rudelius. ”Higher-group symmetries and weak gravity conjecture mixing.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2022.7 (2022): 1-33.

[28] Sadeghi, J., et al. ”de Sitter Swampland Conjecture in String Field Inflation.” The European Physical Journal C 83 (2023) :

(635).

[29] Craig, Nathaniel, Isabel Garcia Garcia, and Seth Koren. ”Discrete gauge symmetries and the weak gravity conjecture.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2019.5 (2019): 1-19.

[30] Junghans, Daniel. ”Large-field inflation with multiple axions and the weak gravity conjecture.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2016.2 (2016): 1-36.

[31] Agarwal, Prarit, and Jaewon Song. ”Large N gauge theories with a dense spectrum and the weak gravity conjecture.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2021.5 (2021): 1-11.

[32] Brahma, Suddhasattwa, and Md Wali Hossain. ”Relating the scalar weak gravity conjecture and the swampland distance conjecture for an accelerating universe.” Physical Review D 100.8 (2019): 086017.

[33] Yuennan, Jureeporn, and Phongpichit Channuie. ”Further Refining Swampland Conjecture on Inflation in General Scalar-Tensor Theories of Gravity.” Fortschritte der Physik 70.6 (2022): 2200024.

[34] Furuuchi, Kazuyuki. ”Weak gravity conjecture from low energy observers’ perspective.” Fortschritte der Physik 66.10 (2018):

1800016.

[35] Sadeghi, Jafar, et al. ”Can black holes cause cosmic expansion?.” arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.12545 (2023). [36] Lüst, Dieter, and Eran Palti. ”Scalar fields, hierarchical UV/IR mixing and the weak gravity conjecture.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2018.2 (2018).

[37] Sadeghi, Jafar, Mohammad Reza Alipour, and Saeed Noori Gashti. ”Scalar Weak Gravity Conjecture in Super Yang-Mills Inflationary Model.” Universe 8.12 (2022): 621.

[38] Sadeghi, Jafar, et al. ”Weak gravity conjecture from conformal field theory: a challenge from hyperscaling violating and Kerr- Newman-AdS black holes.” Chinese Physics C 47.1 (2023): 015103.

[39] Solomon, Rance, and Dejan Stojkovic. ”Generalizing weak gravity conjecture.” Physical Review D 102.4 (2020): 046016. [40] Montero, Miguel. ”A holographic derivation of the weak gravity conjecture.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2019.3 (2019):

1-44.

[41] Nakayama, Kazunori, Fuminobu Takahashi, and Tsutomu T. Yanagida. ”Revisiting the number-theory dark matter scenario and the weak gravity conjecture.” Physics Letters B 790 (2019): 218-224.

[42] Kinney, William H., Sunny Vagnozzi, and Luca Visinelli. ”The zoo plot meets the swampland: mutual (in) consistency of single-field inflation, string conjectures, and cosmological data.” Classical and quantum gravity 36.11 (2019): 117001.

[43] Sadeghi, J., S. Noori Gashti, and E. Naghd Mezerji. ”The investigation of universal relation between corrections to entropy and extremality bounds with verification WGC.” Physics of the Dark Universe 30 (2020): 100626.

[44] Agrawal, Prateek, et al. ”On the cosmological implications of the string swampland.” Physics Letters B 784 (2018): 271-276.

[45] Odintsov, Sergei D., and Vasilis K. Oikonomou. ”Swampland implications of GW170817-compatible Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity.” Physics Letters B 805 (2020): 135437.

[46] Sadeghi, Jafar, Mohammad Reza Alipour, and Saeed Noori Gashti. ”Strong cosmic censorship in light of weak gravity conjecture for charged black holes.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2023.2 (2023): 1-14.

[47] Yuennan, Jureeporn, and Phongpichit Channuie. ”Composite Inflation and further refining dS swampland conjecture.” Nuclear Physics B 986 (2023): 116033.

[48] Sadeghi, J., et al. ”Weak gravity conjecture, black branes and violations of universal thermodynamics relation.” Annals of Physics 447 (2022): 169168.

[49] Yuennan, Jureeporn, and Phongpichit Channuie. ”Further Refining Swampland Conjecture on Inflation in General Scalar-Tensor Theories of Gravity.” Fortschritte der Physik 70.6 (2022): 2200024.

[50] J. Sadeghi, B. Pourhassan, S. Noori Gashti, and S. Upadhyay, ”Swampland Conjecture and Inflation Model from Brane Perspective”, Physica Scripta 96 (2021) 125317 [51] S. Noori Gashti, J. Sadeghi, B. Pourhassan, ”Pleasant behavior of swampland conjectures in the face of specific inflationary models”, Astroparticle Physics 139 (2022) 102703 [52] J. Sadeghi, B. Pourhassan, S. Noori Gashti, E. Naghd Mezerji, A. Pasqua, ”Cosmic evolution of the logarithmic f(R) model and the dS swampland conjecture”, Universe 8(12) (2022) 623 [53] J. Sadeghi, B. Pourhassan, S. Noori Gashti, I. Sakalli, M. R. Alipour, ”de Sitter Swampland Conjecture in String Field Inflation”, Eur. Phys. J. C (2023) 83:635 [54] Saeed Noori Gashti. ”Two-field inflationary model and swampland de Sitter conjecture”. Journal of Holography Applications in Physics, 2, 1, 2022, 13-24. doi: 10.22128/jhap.2021.452.1002 [55] Alipour, M. R., Sadeghi, J., Gashti, S. N., & Afshar, M. A. S. (2025). The interplay of WGC and WCCC via charged scalar field fluxes in the RPST framework. Journal of High Energy Astrophysics, 45, 160-167.

[56] Anand, Ankit, et al. ”Analyzing WGC and WCCC through charged scalar fields fluxes with charged AdS black holes surrounded by perfect fluid dark matter in the CFT thermodynamics.” Nuclear Physics B (2025): 116857.

[57] Gashti, Saeed Noori, et al. ”Noncommutativity and its role in constant-roll inflation models with non-minimal coupling constrained by swampland conjectures.” Chinese Physics C 49.2 (2025): 025108-025108.

[58] Alipour, Mohammad Reza, et al. ”Weak gravity conjecture validation with photon spheres of quantum corrected Reissner–Nordstrom–AdS black holes in Kiselev spacetime.” The European Physical Journal C 85.2 (2025): 138.

[59] Sadeghi, Jafar, et al. ”Swampland Conjectures and Noncommutative Phase Space in the Constant-roll Inflation with Brans-Dicke Cosmology.” International Journal of Theoretical Physics 63.12 (2024): 1-20.

[60] Sadeghi, Jafar, et al. ”Weak cosmic censorship and weak gravity conjectures in CFT thermodynamics.” Journal of High Energy Astrophysics 44 (2024): 482-493.

[61] Anand, Ankit, and Saeed Noori Gashti. ”Universal relations with the non-extensive entropy perspective.” arXiv preprint arXiv:2411.02875 (2024).

[62] Noori Gashti, Saeed, İzzet Sakallı, and Behnam Pourhassan. ”Thermodynamic Topology, Photon Spheres, and Evidence for Weak Gravity Conjecture in Charged Black Holes with Perfect Fluid within Rastall Theory.” arXiv e-prints (2024): arXiv-2410.

[63] Gashti, Saeed Noori, Mohammad Reza Alipour, and Mohammad Ali S. Afshar. ”Exploring the parameter space of inflation model on the brane and its compatibility with the swampland conjectures.” arXiv preprint arXiv:2409.06488 (2024).

[64] Sadeghi, Jafar, and Saeed Noori Gashti. ”Influences of perfect fluid dark matter on coinciding validity of the weak gravity and weak cosmic censorship conjectures for Kerr-Newman black hole.” Nuclear Physics B 1006 (2024): 116657.

[65] Afshar, Mohammad Ali S., and Jafar Sadeghi. ”Mutual influence of photon sphere and non-commutative parameter in various non-commutative black holes: Towards evidence for WGC.” Physics of the Dark Universe 47 (2025): 101814.

[66] Afshar, Mohammad Ali S., and Jafar Sadeghi. ”Black Hole Orbit Classification: The Synergistic Effects of Cloud Strings, Gauss- Bonnet Terms, and Non-Commutative Parameters in Identifying WGC candidate Models: WGC as WCCC protector.” arXiv preprint arXiv:2412.00079 (2024).

[67] Anand, Ankit. ”Thermodynamic extremality in Power-law AdS black holes: a universal perspective.” The European Physical Journal C 85.3 (2025): 1-13.

[68] Anand, Ankit, Anshul Mishra, and Phongpichit Channuie. ”Stability of Extremal Black Holes and Weak Cosmic Censorship Conjecture in Kiselev Spacetime.” arXiv preprint arXiv:2411.02427 (2024).

[69] Hod, Shahar. ”Weak Cosmic Censorship: As Strong as Ever.” Physical Review Letters 100 (2008): 121101. [70] Penrose, Roger. ”Gravitational collapse and space-time singularities.” Physical Review Letters 14.3 (1965): 57. [71] van Beest, Marieke, et al. ”Lectures on the swampland program in string compactifications.” Physics Reports 989 (2022): 1-50. [72] Bousso, Raphael, and Joseph Polchinski. ”Quantization of four form fluxes and dynamical neutralization of the cosmological constant.” Journal of High Energy Physics 2000.6 (2000): 006.

[73] Shaymatov, Sanjar, Bobomurat Ahmedov, and Mubasher Jamil. ”Testing the weak cosmic censorship conjecture for a Reissner–Nordström–de Sitter black hole surrounded by perfect fluid dark matter.” The European Physical Journal C 81 (2021): 1-11.

[74] Hawking, Stephen W., Malcolm J. Perry, and Andrew Strominger. ”Soft Hair on Black Holes.” Physical Review Letters 116.23 (2016): 231301.

[75] Gao, Yunjiao, and Sijie Gao. ”Testing the weak cosmic censorship conjecture for extremal magnetized Kerr–Newman black holes.”

The European Physical Journal C 82.8 (2022): 763.

[76] Horowitz, Gary T., and Andrew Strominger. ”Black strings and P-branes.” Nuclear Physics B 360 (1991): 197-209.

[77] Tóth, Gábor Zsolt. ”Weak cosmic censorship, dyonic Kerr–Newman black holes and Dirac fields.” Classical and Quantum Gravity 33.11 (2016): 115012.

[78] Ding, Hai-Feng, and Xiang-Hua Zhai. ”Examining the weak cosmic censorship conjecture by gedanken experiments for an Einstein–Maxwell–Dilaton–Axion black hole.” Modern Physics Letters A 35.40 (2020): 2050335.

[79] He, Yan-Li, and Jie Jiang. ”Weak cosmic censorship conjecture in Einstein-Born-Infeld black holes.” Physical Review D 100.12 (2019): 124060.

[80] Frassino, Antonia M., Jorge V. Rocha, and Andrea P. Sanna. ”Weak cosmic censorship and the rotating quantum BTZ black hole.” arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.04597 (2024).

[81] Zhao, Yinan, and Hongbo Cheng. ”The thermodynamic stability and phase structure of the Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg-AdS black holes.” Chinese Physics C 48.12 (2024): 125106.

[82] Euler, Hans, and Bernhard Kockel. ”Über die streuung von licht an licht nach der diracschen theorie.” Naturwissenschaften 23.15 (1935): 246-247.

[83] Heisenberg, Werner, and Heinrich Euler. ”Folgerungen aus der diracschen theorie des positrons.” Zeitschrift für Physik 98.11 (1936): 714-732.

[84] Trautman, Andrzej. ”My Recollections of Jerzy Plebanski.” Topics in Mathematical Physics, General Relativity, and Cosmology in Honor of Jerzy Pleba? ski: Proceedings of 2002 International Conference, Cinvestav, Mexico City, 17-20 September 2002. World Scientific, 2006.

[85] De Lorenci, V. A., et al. ”Light propagation in non-linear electrodynamics.” Physics Letters B 482.1-3 (2000): 134-140. [86] Ruffini, Remo, Yuan-Bin Wu, and She-Sheng Xue. ”Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg theory and charged black holes.” Physical Review D—Particles, Fields, Gravitation, and Cosmology 88.8 (2013): 085004.

[87] Amaro, Daniel, and Alfredo Macías. ”Geodesic structure of the Euler-Heisenberg static black hole.” Physical Review D 102.10 (2020): 104054.

[88] Breton, Nora, and L. A. López. ”Birefringence and quasinormal modes of the Einstein-Euler-Heisenberg black hole.” Physical Review D 104.2 (2021): 024064.

[89] Hawking, Stephen W., and Don N. Page. ”Thermodynamics of black holes in anti-de Sitter space.” Communications in Mathematical Physics 87 (1983): 577-588.

[90] Bekenstein, Jacob D. ”Black holes and entropy.” Physical Review D 7.8 (1973): 2333.

[91] W. Cong, D. Kubizňák, R. B. Mann, and M. R. Visser, Holographic CFT phase transitions and criticality for charged AdS black holes, J. High Energ. Phys. 2022, 174 (2022).

[92] TF. Gong, J. Jiang, and M. Zhang, Holographic thermodynamics of rotating black holes. J. High Energ. Phys. 2023, 105 (2023). [93] Cunha, Pedro VP, Emanuele Berti, and Carlos AR Herdeiro. ”Light-ring stability for ultracompact objects.” Physical review letters 119.25 (2017): 251102.

[94] Cunha, Pedro VP, and Carlos AR Herdeiro. ”Stationary black holes and light rings.” Physical Review Letters 124.18 (2020):

181101.

[95] Wei, Shao-Wen. ”Topological charge and black hole photon spheres.” Physical Review D 102.6 (2020): 064039. [96] Sadeghi, Jafar, et al. ”Thermodynamic topology and photon spheres in the hyperscaling violating black holes.” Astroparticle Physics 156 (2024): 102920.

[97] Sekhmani, Y., et al. ”Thermodynamic topology of black holes in F(R)-Euler-Heisenberg gravity’s rainbow.” arXiv preprint arXiv:2409.04997.