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In higher-dimensional Einstein–anti–de Sitter (AdS) gravity, it is well known that planar and static
anti–de Sitter black holes can be endowed with multiple rotation parameters via a large-gauge
transformation. However, a similar prescription fails when multiple Newman–Unti–Tamburino (NUT)
parameters are added, thereby obstructing the study of holographic properties with more than one NUT
charge. To pave the way toward this direction, we construct explicit planar AdS spacetimes having multiple
NUT parameters in two simple ways that allow one to circumvent the strong restrictions imposed by the
vacuum field equations. First, motivated by momentum relaxation holographic models, we construct multi-
NUT spaces in AdS with flat horizons by adding free scalar fields possessing an axionic profile. In our
second approach, we build similar configurations in Einstein gravity with quadratic-curvature corrections.
We end by presenting planar versions of the Kaluza-Klein monopole in AdS with different magnetic
charges. As a byproduct, our strategy yields a simple way to generalize the Gross-Perry-Sorkin monopole
to include the cosmological constant.

DOI: 10.1103/9hzw-yngp

I. INTRODUCTION

The AdS=CFT correspondence [1–4] is a powerful tool
for studying strongly coupled systems in condensed matter
physics [5]. In particular, dyonic anti–de Sitter (AdS) black
holes with planar horizons have been used to describe
holographic superconductors, in which DC conductivities
can be obtained from linear perturbations of bulk gauge
fields [6–9]. In the fluid/gravity correspondence [10], on
the other hand, vorticity alone leads to very rich structures
in nondissipative holographic fluids [11–15]. However, for
a holographic fluid to exhibit swirling motion, the dual bulk
geometry must have a rotation or NUT parameter turned
on. Since vorticity plays a key role in superconductivity and
superfluidity, turning on angular momentum on planar
black holes could lead to interesting holographic models.

Despite many advances in describing the twisting motion
of holographic fluids, their gravitational duals become
much more involved in higher dimensions. This is mainly
because increasing the spatial dimensions introduces addi-
tional independent rotation planes, leading to multiple
angular-momentum charges. The renowned Myers-Perry
black holes [16] could be used in these explorations or
configurations with multiple NUT parameters [17,18].
Alternatively, for plane-symmetric black holes, one could
rely on the solutions of Ref. [19], which possess multiple
rotation parameters and, quite remarkably, are amenable to
electromagnetic charging. However, for planar black holes,
no extensions with multiple NUT parameters (henceforth
multi-NUT) exist in Einstein-AdS gravity due to obstruc-
tions posed by the vacuum equations [20,21]. For a general
multi-NUT metric ansatz, the Einstein field equations are
solved as long as simple constraints are satisfied by the
NUT parameters, the curvature of their corresponding
transverse spaces, and the cosmological constant. When
the spacetime has plane symmetry, all the curvatures of the
transverse sections vanish, collapsing the constraints into
one of two options: either the NUT parameters are all equal,
or the cosmological constant must disappear.
A similar difficulty is faced when extending the Kaluza-

Klein monopole found by Gross, Perry, and Sorkin (GPS)
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to AdS space within the four-dimensional Einstein-
Maxwell-dilaton theory [22,23]. For instance, Onemli
and Tekin showed that there is no five-dimensional static
Kaluza-Klein monopole in AdS that reduces to its flat
counterpart in the vanishing cosmological constant limit
[24]. Later, Mann and Stelea found that, indeed, the
solution can be extended to include the cosmological
constant if it satisfies a relation with the NUT charge
[25]. However, one cannot turn off the former without
setting the latter to zero, obstructing its flat limit. Even
more, since in higher dimensions multiple NUT parameters
can be considered to construct Kaluza-Klein multimono-
poles, the field equations imply that either the cosmological
constant must vanish or the NUT charges must be equal [25].
Thus, no planar Kaluza-Klein multimonopoles are known to
exist in the presence of the cosmological constant.
Another question worth considering is whether general-

izing the vacuum equations relaxes the constraints on the
system. It is well known that higher-curvature corrections
are inevitable in general relativity if it is treated as an
effective field theory. The low-energy limit of string theory
yields ghost-free, nontrivial gravitational self-interactions
via the Gauss-Bonnet term in dimensions higher than four
[26,27]. On the other hand, generic quadratic-curvature
corrections in four dimensions are known to improve the
ultraviolet behavior of the graviton’s propagator, rendering
the theory renormalizable at the one-loop level around the
Minkowski background, at the price of introducing ghosts
[28]. In lower dimensions, the presence of higher-curvature
corrections to general relativity endows the particle spec-
trum with local degrees of freedom [29,30], generating
interesting black hole solutions, which are not necessarily
of constant curvature [31–33], some of them being relevant
for describing holographic nonrelativistic strongly coupled
systems [34].
In this paper, we study two frameworks that circumvent

the aforementioned obstructions. The first one is motivated
by a holographic model for momentum relaxation that can
be investigated using spatially dependent scalar fields with
shift symmetry [35]. In that case, the bulk gravitational
theory is described by the Einstein-Maxwell action sup-
plemented by free scalar fields with axionic profiles. Since
stationarity is induced by multiple NUT parameters, the
problem becomes difficult to address in the presence of
electromagnetic fields. Thus, for simplicity, we consider
only the contributions of the axionic fields, leaving the
problem of charging multi-NUT spacetimes open.
However, by introducing free scalar fields into the fold,
our constructions constitute the first asymptotically locally
AdS multi-NUT solutions with a planar horizon reported in
the literature. They generalize the static solutions of
Ref. [36] and represent the initial steps toward new
momentum relaxation models.
Our second construction is motivated by higher-curva-

ture corrections that allow one to introduce an asymptotic

anisotropic scaling symmetry [37–39]. Particular attention
is paid to the curve in parametric space where the higher-
dimensional Lifshitz black hole was found [40]. Here,
however, we restrict ourselves to isotropic scaling sym-
metry and, as such, our multi-NUT solutions are gener-
alizations only of the AdS black holes of Ref. [40]. The
multi-NUT spacetimes in this theory are the first vacuum
solutions to possess both plane symmetry and locally AdS
asymptotics. Since the equations of motion are now
considerably less restrictive, we are also able to build
other multi-NUT spacetimes with a number of different
horizon geometries beyond those permitted by standard
gravity.
The solutions we report here represent the starting point

to obtain planar Kaluza-Klein (multi-)monopoles with a
nonvanishing cosmological constant. To go further in this
direction, first we use the mechanism proposed in Ref. [41]
to endow the GPS monopole with a cosmological constant
with a well-defined Λ → 0 limit. Then, we construct a
multi-NUT-AdS string in odd dimensions by adding a
single flat direction to its lower-dimensional counterpart.
Following the GPS prescription [22,23], we perform a
dimensional reduction along the periodic direction that
generates the Uð1Þ fibration over the planar Einstein-
Kähler manifold in the seed metric. This procedure yields
a planar Kaluza-Klein multimonopole solution to Einstein-
Maxwell-dilaton gravity with a Liouville potential and free
axionic fields, including a cosmological constant.
The manuscript is organized as follows: in Sec. II, we

present the problem setup and explicitly review the
obstruction that arises when constructing planar AdS
multi-NUT spacetimes in vacuum general relativity. In
Sec. III, we study a simple framework in which the
obstruction can be circumvented by introducing free com-
plex scalar fields with an axionic profile, thereby obtaining
the first planar AdS multi-NUT configuration. In addition,
the solution’s physical properties are discussed. In Sec. IV,
we show that quadratic-curvature corrections to Einstein-
AdS gravity allow one to construct multi-NUT as well,
without introducing free complex scalar fields. Then,
Sec. V is devoted to presenting the planar Kaluza-Klein
(multi-)monopoles with a nonvanishing cosmological con-
stant. Finally, in Sec. VI, we present our conclusions.

II. A NO-GO RESULT IN VACUUM
EINSTEIN-ADS GRAVITY

To show that general relativity does not support planar
AdS spacetimes with multiple NUT parameters in arbitrary
D dimensions, we start from the Einstein field equations in
vacuum, that is,

Gμν þ Λgμν ¼ 0; ð1Þ

where Gμν ¼ Rμν − 1
2
gμνR is the Einstein tensor. The

plane-symmetric analog of the Schwarzschild-Tangherlini
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solution can be constructed out of the ansatz for the line
element [42]

ds2 ¼ −fðrÞdt2 þ 1

fðrÞ dr
2 þ r2dΣ2; ð2aÞ

with dΣ2 denoting a flat codimension-2 space, which is
locally RD−2. The metric function that solves the field
equations in (1) is

fðrÞ ¼ −
2Λr2

ðD − 1ÞðD − 2Þ −
m

rD−3 ; ð2bÞ

where m is an integration constant associated with the
mass. Notice that this one-parameter family of solutions
represents a black hole only for a negative cosmological
constant, which is related to the AdS radius via

Λ ¼ −
ðD − 1ÞðD − 2Þ

2l2
: ð3Þ

Planar black holes can be simultaneously charged and set
into general rotation [19], including, of course, the sol-
utions in D ¼ 3, 4 [43–46]. The latter renders these
solutions special when compared to their spherical counter-
parts. Currently, it remains an open problem to extend the
vacuum rotating Myers-Perry black holes [16] to Einstein-
Maxwell theory while retaining full general rotation,
although some advances have been made in the presence
of scalar fields [47]. A key advantage that occurs for planar
horizons is that the static and rotating solutions are related
by large coordinate transformations that, although they
keep local properties invariant, change the global structure
in a nontrivial way—see, for instance, Ref. [48].
In an attempt to add multiple NUT parameters to these

black holes, one considers the following ansatz for the line
element [20,21]:

ds2 ¼ −fðrÞ
�
dtþ 2

Xk
i¼1

nðiÞBðiÞ

�
2

þ dr2

fðrÞ

þ
Xk
i¼1

ðr2 þ n2ðiÞÞdΣ2
ðiÞ; ð4aÞ

where k ¼ ðD − 2Þ=2 and D is henceforth taken to be
even.1 This extension of the black hole metric in Eq. II uses
the direct product structure of the flat space for the base
manifold, i.e., R2k ¼ R2 × R2 ×… ×R2. Consequently,
the isometry group of the horizon geometry breaks into the
corresponding product of subgroups. However, the ansatz
in Eq. (5) is still highly symmetric, as it draws from the

Kähler geometry of the planes for its construction. The flat
plane metrics, dΣ2

ðiÞ, are Einstein-Kähler manifolds with

associated symplectic forms ΩðiÞ ¼ dBðiÞ. Taking further
advantage of their Kähler structure, we write them in terms
of holomorphic and antiholomorphic coordinates, i.e.,
zðiÞ ¼ xðiÞ þ iyðiÞ and z̄ðiÞ ¼ xðiÞ − iyðiÞ, respectively, as
follows:

dΣ2
ðiÞ ¼

1

2
ðdz̄ðiÞdzðiÞ þ dzðiÞdz̄ðiÞÞ; ð4bÞ

BðiÞ ¼
1

4i
ðz̄ðiÞdzðiÞ − zðiÞdz̄ðiÞÞ; ð4cÞ

where the sum over (i) is not assumed unless otherwise
stated. From this construction, one can obtain the non-
vanishing components of the Ricci tensor. They are

Rt
t ¼ Rr

r ¼ −
1

2
f00 −

Xk
i¼1

rf0

r2 þ n2ðiÞ
−
Xk
i¼1

2n2ðiÞf

ðr2 þ n2ðiÞÞ2
;

ð5aÞ

R
xðiÞ
xðiÞ ¼ R

yðiÞ
yðiÞ ¼ −

rf0

r2 þ n2ðiÞ
−

ðr2 − n2ðiÞÞ
ðr2 þ n2ðiÞÞ2

f −
2r2f

r2 þ n2ðiÞ

×
X
j≠i

1

r2 þ n2ðjÞ
; ð5bÞ

where prime denotes differentiation with respect to the
radial coordinate r. Then, the Ricci scalar can be computed
directly from the diagonal components of the Ricci tensor,
giving

R ¼ −f00 − 4
Xk
i¼1

rf0

r2 þ n2ðiÞ
− 2f

Xk
i¼1

1

r2 þ n2ðiÞ

− 8r2f
Xk
i¼1

Xk
j>i

1

ðr2 þ n2ðiÞÞðr2 þ n2ðjÞÞ
: ð6Þ

The remaining nontrivial off-diagonal component can be
read off from the contracted Bianchi identity ∇μG

μ
ν ¼ 0,

giving Rt
yðiÞ ¼ 2nðiÞxðiÞ½Rt

t − R
xðiÞ
xðiÞ �, since it is not indepen-

dent of Eqs. (5) and (6) because of diffeomorphism
invariance.
Let us now provide a streamlined proof of the no-go

result of Refs. [20,21]. To do so, we start by considering the
two independent components of the Einstein equations, say,
the tt and xðiÞxðiÞ components, which yield,

1An odd-dimensional multi-NUT ansatz requires only adding
the term r2dy2 to Eq. (5) with y being the additional coordinate in
the (Dþ 1)-dimensional space [20,21].
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0 ¼
Xk
i¼1

rf0

r2 þ n2ðiÞ
þ f

Xk
i¼1

r2 − n2ðiÞ
ðr2 þ n2ðiÞÞ2

þ 4r2f
Xk
i¼1

Xk
j>i

1

ðr2 þ n2ðiÞÞðr2 þ n2ðjÞÞ
þ Λ; ð7aÞ

0 ¼ 1

2
f00 −

rf0

r2 þ n2ðiÞ
−

ðr2 − n2ðiÞÞ
ðr2 þ n2ðiÞÞ2

f

þ
Xk
j¼1

2rf0 þ f
r2 þ n2ðjÞ

−
2r2f

r2 þ n2ðiÞ

Xk
j≠i

1

r2 þ n2ðjÞ

þ 4r2f
Xk
i¼1

Xk
j>i

1

ðr2 þ n2ðiÞÞðr2 þ n2ðjÞÞ
þ Λ: ð7bÞ

In order to integrate Eq. (7a), we introduce the function

PðkÞðrÞ ≔
Yk
i¼1

ðr2 þ n2ðiÞÞ; satisfying

d
dr

lnPðkÞðrÞ ≔ ðlnPðkÞÞ0 ¼ 2r
Xk
i¼1

1

r2 þ n2ðiÞ
: ð8Þ

Using the identity

�Xk
i¼1

1

r2þn2ðiÞ

�2

¼
Xk
i¼1

1

ðr2þn2ðiÞÞ2

þ 2
Xk
i¼1

Xk
j>i

1

ðr2þn2ðiÞÞðr2þn2ðjÞÞ
; ð9Þ

and the definition of PðkÞðrÞ in Eq. (8), the tt components
of the Einstein equations, after some algebra, can be
rewritten as

1

2

�
f0 þ f

�
ln
PðkÞ
r

�0�
ðlnPðkÞÞ0 þ Λ ¼ 0: ð10Þ

Multiplying this equation on both sides by PðkÞ=r, the left-
hand side can be written as a total derivative, whose first
integral yields

fðrÞ ¼ −
r

PðkÞðrÞ
�
mþ 2Λ

Z
r P2

ðkÞðρÞdρ
ρP0

ðkÞðρÞ
�
; ð11Þ

where m is an integration constant. Inserting this solution
into transverse components of the field equations, one finds
that the following constraint must be satisfied:

Λðn2ðiÞ − n2ðjÞÞ ¼ 0; ∀ i; j: ð12Þ

Since the spacetime is stationary and there are no
curvature singularities, see the discussion below, the range

of the coordinates covering it is −∞ < t < ∞,
−∞ < r < ∞, −∞ < ℜðzðiÞÞ < ∞, and −∞ < ℑðzðiÞÞ <
∞ for all i. Most holographic models would consider
noncompact transverse spaces, as above. However, cylin-
drical or toroidal symmetry may be considered at any point.
For instance, if rotation parameters are enabled (via a large-
gauge transformation [19]), an identification must be
performed in each rotation plane. Furthermore, one could
consider a periodic time coordinate in the Euclidean section
or in compactifications of Kaluza-Klein theory, for in-
stance. In particular, in Sec. V, we consider a periodic
Euclidean time coordinate.
In other words, Eq. (12) implies that either the cosmo-

logical constant must be set to zero or all NUT parameters
must be equal to each other [21]. The former case is
undesirable, as it avoids asymptotically AdS spaces with
multi-NUT parameters, while the latter recovers the
higher-dimensional version of the planar Taub-NUT
spacetime—such spaces are well known in the literature
[49–52]. Our main purpose is to circumvent this restriction
imposed by the Einstein vacuum equations when
considering planar transverse sections. In what follows,
we analyze two separate scenarios and build explicit
examples of plane-symmetric asymptotically AdS multi-
NUT spacetimes.

III. SHAPING MULTI-NUT SPACETIMES WITH
FREE FIELDS

The first scenario is motivated by the simplest holo-
graphic model of momentum relaxation [35]. In that setup,
momentum relaxation is realized by allowing spatial
dependence of the holographic sources to the dual oper-
ators of massless scalar fields. Crucially, this dependence
can be chosen so that the bulk geometry and the energy-
momentum tensor of massless scalars are invariant under
the same isometry group, although the massless scalar
fields are not. A similar strategy has been used to construct
planar black holes, homogeneous black strings, and black
branes in Einstein-AdS gravity [36,41].
The setup in Ref. [35] is Einstein-Maxwell-AdS with

D − 2 free real scalar fields. Since charging multi-NUT
spacetimes poses a significant challenge, we focus on the
electrically neutral version of that model. However, for
convenience, we formulate the matter sector as composed
of k ¼ ðD − 2Þ=2 free massless complex scalar fields φðiÞ
instead, whereas φ̄ðiÞ denotes their complex conjugate.2

Concretely, we consider the action principle

Ibulk ¼
Z
M

dDx
ffiffiffiffiffi
jgj

p �
R − 2Λ
16π

−
1

2

Xk
i¼1

j∇φðiÞj2
�
; ð13Þ

2We use the normalization φðiÞ ¼ ΦðiÞ þ iΨðiÞ, where ΦðiÞ and
ΨðiÞ are real scalar fields.
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where we are using units such that the Newton constant is
GN ¼ 1. Arbitrary variations with respect to the metric and
the scalar fields lead to

Rμν −
1

2
gμνRþ Λgμν ¼ 8πTðφÞ

μν ; ð14aÞ

□φðiÞ ¼ 0; ð14bÞ

respectively, where the energy-momentum tensor of the
complex scalar fields is given by

TðφÞ
μν ¼ 1

2

Xk
i¼1

ð∇μφ̄ðiÞ∇νφðiÞ þ∇μφðiÞ∇νφ̄ðiÞ

− gμν∇αφ̄ðiÞ∇αφðiÞÞ: ð14cÞ

To solve the field equations in (14), the metric ansatz (4)
is assumed. If one relaxes the condition that the scalar field
must remain invariant under the action of the isometry
group of the metric, while keeping the stress-energy tensor
invariant, one finds that the Klein-Gordon equation is
solved by [35,36]

φðiÞ ¼ λðiÞzðiÞ; ð15Þ

which is also known to be compatible with Taub-NUT
spacetimes in four dimensions [53]. Notice that, by using
complex fields, the global Uð1Þ symmetry of our field
content is evident. At the same time, the fields are fully
adapted to our metric ansatz (4), as they are linear in the
coordinates that span the codimension-2 hypersurface of
constant t and r. Direct calculation of the independent
components of the stress tensor (14c) yields

Tt
t ¼ Tr

r ¼ −
Xk
i¼1

λ2ðiÞ
r2 þ n2ðiÞ

; ð16aÞ

T
xðiÞ
xðiÞ ¼ T

yðiÞ
yðiÞ ¼

λ2ðiÞ
r2 þ n2ðiÞ

−
Xk
j¼1

λ2ðjÞ
r2 þ n2ðjÞ

: ð16bÞ

As in the vacuum case, the nonvanishing off-diagonal
components are not independent of these ones, as a
consequence of diffeomorphism invariance. Then, the
independent components of the field equations are

0 ¼
Xk
i¼1

rf0

r2 þ n2ðiÞ
þ f

Xk
i¼1

r2 − n2ðiÞ
ðr2 þ n2ðiÞÞ2

þ 4r2f
Xk
i¼1

Xk
j>i

1

ðr2 þ n2ðiÞÞðr2 þ n2ðjÞÞ
þ Λþ

Xk
i¼1

8πλ2ðiÞ
r2 þ n2ðiÞ

; ð17aÞ

0 ¼ 1

2
f00 −

rf0

r2 þ n2ðiÞ
−

ðr2 − n2ðiÞÞ
ðr2 þ n2ðiÞÞ2

f þ
Xk
j¼1

2rf0 þ f
r2 þ n2ðjÞ

−
2r2f

r2 þ n2ðiÞ

Xk
j≠i

1

r2 þ n2ðjÞ

þ 4r2f
Xk
i¼1

Xk
j>i

1

ðr2 þ n2ðiÞÞðr2 þ n2ðjÞÞ
þ Λ −

8πλ2ðiÞ
r2 þ n2ðiÞ

þ
Xk
j¼1

8πλ2ðjÞ
r2 þ n2ðjÞ

: ð17bÞ

Using the same identities as in the vacuum case, Eq. (17a) can be written as

1

2

�
f0 þ f

�
ln
PðkÞ
r

�0�
ðlnPðkÞÞ0 þ Λþ

Xk
i¼1

8πλ2ðiÞ
r2 þ n2ðiÞ

¼ 0; ð18Þ

which can be integrated, giving

fðrÞ ¼ −
r

PðkÞðrÞ

 
mþ 2

Z
r
dρ

"
Λþ

Xk
i¼1

8πλ2ðiÞ
ρ2 þ n2ðiÞ

#
P2
ðkÞðρÞ

ρP0
ðkÞðρÞ

!
: ð19aÞ

Inserting this solution into the transverse components, one finds that the vacuum constraint (12) is modified according to

λ2ðiÞ ¼ λ2ðkÞ þ
Λ
8πk

ðn2ðkÞ − n2ðiÞÞ; ∀ i with k fixed: ð19bÞ

In other words, by fixing all but one of the field’s integration constants, we have constructed multi-NUT spacetimes with the
highest number of NUT parameters allowed by the dimension. Notice that the metric function in Eq. (25) is similar to that in
Ref. [21] [cf. Eq. (8)], but it includes the backreaction of the axionic fields that gravitate as an effective negative curvature
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[54]. Additionally, due to the presence of λðiÞ, the constraint
in Eq. (19b) allows one to relax the strong conditions
placed on either the cosmological constant or the different
NUT charges found in [21]. Furthermore, notice that this
solution has a smooth static limit when nðiÞ → 0, recovering
the well-known solutions of Ref. [36] with a nonvanishing
cosmological constant. Even more, the solutions in
Ref. [21] are recovered in the vacuum limit, i.e., when
λðiÞ → 0, ∀ i. Lastly, reality conditions on the scalar fields
demand that the right-hand side of Eq. (19b) be positive
definite. Then, λðkÞ must satisfy the bound

λ2ðkÞ > −
Λ
8πk

ðn2ðkÞ − n2ðiÞÞ: ð19cÞ

Without loss of generality, we assume that nðkÞ > nðiÞ.
Hence, the parameter ranges are restricted whenever the
cosmological constant is negative, which is the case we
focus on from here on. On the other hand, for a positive
cosmological constant, any λðkÞ ∈R satisfies the bound, and
there is no restriction whatsoever on its value.
The solution is free of curvature singularities, as it can be

checked by analyzing the behavior of its invariants
∀ r∈R directly. Additionally, although the complex
scalar fields are linear in the coordinates that parametrize
the flat transverse sections, one can check that all invariants
constructed out of their stress tensor are also regular. Even
more, the solution is devoid of Misner strings, similar to the
planar Taub-NUT-AdS solution in four-dimensional gen-
eral relativity [55–57]. To see this, let us recall Misner’s
original analysis [55]. Upon calculating ð∇tÞ2 for the
spherical Taub-NUT solution, he found that it diverges
along an infinite line, say, at the south pole. A group-
theoretic analysis then shows that this is only a coordinate
singularity, provided the time coordinate is periodic. It
follows that, for the spherical Taub-NUT geometry, one can
either choose spacetime topologies that carry a line defect,
such as a cosmic string, or those with closed timelike
curves. For the planar Taub-NUT spacetime ð∇tÞ2 does not
become infinite anywhere, signaling the absence of line
defects such as those found in Refs. [56,57]. Yet, for
reasons unrelated to Misner strings, these solutions possess
closed timelike curves [57].
For our multi-NUT spacetimes, it can be verified that

ð∇tÞ2 ¼ −
1

fðrÞ þ
Xk
i¼1

n2ðiÞjzðiÞj2
r2 þ n2ðiÞ

ð20Þ

does not become infinite for any value of the transverse
coordinates zðiÞ, independently of any identification taken
in the base space. Consequently, t has no required perio-
dicity. If, however, a periodicity is imposed on t then the
spacetime presents quasiregular singularities [58]. These
mild singularities are the end points of incomplete and

inextensible geodesics that spiral infinitely around a topo-
logically closed spatial dimension. For any observer
approaching the singularity, their world line ends in a
finite proper time, without encountering infinite tidal
forces. Naturally, forcing the t coordinate to be periodic
means that there are closed timelike curves in the regions of
spacetime where it is timelike. Nevertheless, for any
spacetime topology admitted by planar multi-NUT systems
there are always closed timelike curves that extend to
infinity on the transverse space, just as in the single NUT
parameter case [57].
For a negative cosmological constant given by Eq. (3),

the planar multi-NUT solution presented here is asymp-
totically locally AdS, as can be checked by inspecting the
behavior of the Riemann curvature near the conformal
boundary. Indeed, asymptotically, the metric function
behaves as

fðrÞ ¼ r2

l2
−

1

2k − 1

 
8πλ2ðkÞ þ

ð2kþ 3Þn2ðkÞ
l2

þ 2

l2

Xk−1
i¼1

n2ðiÞ

!

þOðr−2Þ; ð21Þ

as r → ∞. Thus, it is clear that axions and the multi-NUT
parameters gravitate as an effective transverse-curvature
section, although the latter is flat.
To obtain the renormalized Euclidean on-shell action, the

bulk functional in Eq. (13) must be supplemented by the
Gibbons-Hawking-York term and intrinsic boundary coun-
terterms that render the variational principle for Dirichlet
boundary conditions of the holographic sources well posed
[59–63]. In the case of Einstein-dilaton-AdS gravity
coupled with axions, this was studied in four dimensions
in Ref. [64] (see also Ref. [65]). Concretely, in D ¼ dþ 1
dimensions, the full action is I ¼ Ibulk þ IGHY þ Ict, where

IGHY ¼ 1

8π

Z
∂M

ddx
ffiffiffiffiffiffi
jhj

p
K ð22Þ

is the Gibbons-Hawking-York term, with h ¼ det hij being
the induced metric on ∂M and K ¼ hijKij the trace of the
extrinsic curvature. Additionally, the intrinsic boundary
counterterms are given by [59–63]

Ict ¼
1

8π

Z
∂M

ddx
ffiffiffiffiffiffi
jhj

p "
d − 1

l
þ l
2ðd − 2ÞR

þ l3

2ðd − 4Þðd − 2Þ2
�
RijRij −

d
4ðd − 1ÞR

2

�

þ l
2ð2Δ − d − 2Þ

Xk
i¼1

hmnDmφ̄ðiÞDnφðiÞ þ � � �
#
; ð23Þ

with Δ being the conformal weight of the scalar fields,
while ellipsis denotes higher-derivative terms in the metric
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and complex scalars. Since we are interested in the massless
case, we focus on the caseΔ ¼ d, where the scalar operator
in the dual CFT is marginal.
For simplicity, we focus on the simplest nontrivial AdS

multi-NUT solution, namely, the case k ¼ 2 (d ¼ 5). The
analytic continuation of the line element (4a) with metric
function (19) can be obtained by performing the Wick
rotation t → −iτ and nðiÞ → −inðiÞ. The absence of conical
singularities at r ¼ rh, defined as the largest positive root of
fðrhÞ ¼ 0, demands that τ ∼ τ þ βτ, where

βτ ¼
4π

f0ðrÞ
����
r¼rh

¼ 4πl2rh
5ðr2h − n2ð2ÞÞ − 8πl2λ22

: ð24Þ

From here on, we assume, without loss of generality, that
rh > n2 > n1. The counterterms in Eq. (23) renormalize all
but one divergence of the bulk action plus the Gibbons-
Hawking-York term: the linear divergence on the radial
coordinate. This is an indication that a local counterterm for
the scalar field is missing. To systematically renormalize
the theory, one needs to perform holographic renormaliza-
tion [61–63] in the presence of axionic fields in six
dimensions, similar to what was done in Ref. [64] in the
four-dimensional case. One would expect higher-derivative
terms for the axionic fields from this analysis. However,
this lies beyond the scope of this paper, since our aim is to
present a mechanism to circumvent obstructions imposed
by the field equations to the existence of planar multi-NUT
solutions in AdS, rather than to renormalizing Einstein-
AdS coupled to axionic fields in six dimensions.
Nevertheless, a suitable choice of parameters can eliminate
the remaining divergence and render the action completely
finite. This condition fixes the remaining axionic constant
in terms of the two free NUT charges, according to

λ4ð2Þ −
ð4n2ð1Þ−n2ð2ÞÞλ2ð2Þ

4πl2
þ
5ðn2ð1Þ−n2ð2ÞÞð7n2ð1Þ þ 5n2ð2ÞÞ

256π2l4
¼ 0:

ð25Þ

This condition is consistent with the planar Taub-NUT-AdS
solution without axionic fields reported in Refs. [49–52]
when nð1Þ ¼ nð2Þ ¼ n, since this constraint alongside
Eq. (19b) implies that both axions vanish. Then, the
renormalized Euclidean on-shell action for the six-dimen-
sional solution with two independent NUT charges is
given by

IE ¼ βτΣ
16π

 
m − 4πrhðn2ð1Þ − n2ð2ÞÞðλ2ð1Þ − λ2ð2ÞÞ

−
rh½12r4h − 20r2hðn2ð1Þ þ n2ð2ÞÞ þ 15ðn2ð1Þ þ n2ð2ÞÞ2�

6l2

!
;

ð26Þ

where Σ denotes the volume of the codimension-2 trans-
verse section of constant t − r, and IE is defined with an
overall minus sign with respect to its Lorentzian counter-
part, as usual.
The mass of the six-dimensional planar AdS multi-NUT

configuration can be obtained by following the
Hamiltonian formulation of the theory in Eq. (13). For
simplicity, we will consider the matter sector in terms of 2k
real scalar fields, ϕðiÞ, instead of the k free complex ones,
φi. Thus, the action takes the following equivalent form:

Ibulk¼
Z
M
dDx

ffiffiffiffiffi
jgj

p �
R−2Λ
16π

−
1

2

X2k
i¼1

∇μϕðiÞ∇μϕðiÞ

�
: ð27Þ

This formulation requires decomposing spacetime into
space and time. For this purpose, we apply the
Arnowitt–Deser–Misner decomposition to the Lorentzian
metric of our solution,

ds2 ¼ −ðNdtÞ2 þ γabðdxa þ NadtÞðdxb þ NbdtÞ; ð28Þ

where γab is the induced metric of a spacelike codimension-
1 hypersurface, Σt, taken at constant time t, with a unit
normal vector na. The canonical momenta conjugate to the
spatial metric γab and the scalar fields ϕðiÞ are

πab ¼ −
ffiffiffi
γ

p
16π

ðKab − γabKÞ and πϕðiÞ ¼ −
ffiffiffi
γ

p
N

Na∇aϕðiÞ;

ð29Þ
respectively, where Kab ¼ −∇bna is the extrinsic curvature
of Σt, and the operator ∇a stands for the covariant
derivative compatible with γab. We have also specialized
the canonical momentum πϕðiÞ to a stationary scalar field

by using ϕ̇ ¼ 0 in the process. Next, we follow the
Hamiltonian formalism described in Ref. [66] for the
Einstein-Hilbert action, now including the contributions
of the free scalar fields. The resulting Hamiltonian is

H ¼
Z
Σt

ddx
ffiffiffi
γ

p ðNHþ NaHaÞ þ E; ð30Þ

where γ ¼ det γab is the determinant of the induced metric
on Σt, and the Hamiltonian constraints are

H ¼ 16πffiffiffi
γ

p
�
πabπ

ab −
1

D − 2
π2
�
−

ffiffiffi
γ

p �
R − 2Λ
16π

�

þ 1

2

XD−2

i¼1

�π2ϕðiÞffiffiffi
γ

p þ ffiffiffi
γ

p
γab∇aϕðiÞ∇bϕðiÞ

�
;

Ha ¼ −2∇bπa
b þ

XD−2

i¼1

πϕðiÞ∇aϕðiÞ: ð31Þ

The supplementary quantity E ensures a well-defined
variational principle, i.e., its variation cancels out all the
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contributions coming from variations of the bulk action.
Concretely, its variation is given by

δE ¼
Z
B
dd−1sm

�
1

16π
GablmðN∇lδγab − ∂lNδγabÞ

þ
h
2Nlδπ

lm þ ð2Nlπbm − NmπblÞδγbl
i

−
XD−2

i¼1

ð ffiffiffi
γ

p
Nγml∇lϕðiÞ þ NmπϕðiÞ ÞδϕðiÞ

	
; ð32Þ

with

Gablm ¼ 1

2

ffiffiffi
γ

p ðγalγbm þ γamγbl − 2γabγlmÞ; ð33Þ

and it is evaluated on a codimension-2 hypersurface B,
which is the boundary of Σt.
The quantity E is associated with the mass of the solution

when B is evaluated at r → ∞, since it corresponds to the
value of the on-shell Hamiltonian. Using the asymptotic
behavior of our six-dimensional solution with k ¼ 2
(d ¼ 5), Eq. (32) can be integrated to obtain E. Thus,
the mass is given by

E ¼ mΣ
4π

; ð34Þ

where Σ is the volume of the codimension-2 hypersurface
of constant t − r. It is worth noticing that, in the integration
of Eq. (32), potential divergences arising from terms
with the cosmological constant, which are absent with
flat asymptotics, are canceled out by the relation (19b).
Therefore, this relation ensures the integrability and finite-
ness of the energy for planar AdS multi-NUT spacetimes.

IV. HIGHER-CURVATURE CORRECTIONS TO
MULTI-NUT SPACETIMES

In the previous section, matter fields were added to the
vacuum Einstein field equations to allow for multiple
NUT parameters. Here, we instead consider a scenario
in which the vacuum equations receive higher-curvature
corrections. In particular, we focus on a quadratic term in
the Ricci scalar, whose dynamics are dictated by the action
principle

I ¼
Z

dDx
ffiffiffiffiffi
jgj

p
ðR − 2Λþ βR2Þ ≔

Z
dDx

ffiffiffiffiffi
jgj

p
LR2 ; ð35Þ

where β is a coupling constant of mass dimension equal to
minus 2. Although this one-parameter family of higher-
curvature corrections is fourth order in derivatives, it can be
mapped into a scalar-tensor theory by performing field
redefinitions and conformal transformations—for details,
see Refs. [67–73] and the references therein.

The field equations are obtained by performing arbitrary
variations of the action (35) with respect to the metric,
giving

Rμν −
1

2
gμνRþ Λgμν þ βHμν ¼ 0; ð36Þ

where the higher-derivative terms are encoded in the last
tensor, defined as

Hμν ¼ 2gμν□R − 2∇μ∇νRþ 2RRμν −
1

2
R2gμν: ð37Þ

In generic higher-curvature theories, vacuum states
characterized by maximally symmetric spaces have an
effective curvature radius leff . In the case of action (35),
these are characterized by the equation

2DβðD − 4ÞΛ2
eff ¼ ðD − 2Þ2ðΛ − ΛeffÞ;

where Λeff ¼ −
ðD − 1ÞðD − 2Þ

2l2
eff

: ð38Þ

Although Λeff ¼ Λ in four dimensions, this is no longer
true in higher dimensions, as the presence of β modifies the
definition of the effective curvature radius.
This theory is known to allow for planar AdS

black holes and asymptotically Lifshitz black holes in
higher dimensions at the particular curve in parameter
space [40],

β ¼ −
1

8Λ
: ð39Þ

Along this curve, the discriminant of the quadratic
equation for Λeff in (38) becomes Δ ¼ 4 in arbitrary
dimensions, being independent of Λ, β, and D.
Furthermore, the conformal mapping that brings the
action (35) into a scalar-tensor theory cannot be
performed since the conformal transformation is degen-
erate there. Indeed, as pointed out in Ref. [40], this is
true for every theory whose Lagrangian can be written
as L ¼ ðR − 4ΛÞ2HðRÞ for some arbitrary function
HðRÞ that is regular at R ¼ 4Λ. The present case is
the simplest for which the function is constant, that is,
H ¼ −1=ð8ΛÞ. Therefore, the theory (35) is purely
gravitational at the point (39), in the sense that it
cannot be mapped into a scalar-tensor analog. We will
consider this case from here on.
The condition R ¼ 4Λ not only represents a stationary

point of the action, but it solves the field equations
automatically. This can be seen by noticing that, if the
condition (39) is satisfied, the field equations in (36) can be
written as

Eμ
λρσRνλρσ þ

1

16Λ
ðR− 4ΛÞ2gμν− 2∇λ∇ρEμλρν ¼ 0; ð40Þ
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where Eμν
λρ is the functional derivative of the quadratic

Lagrangian (35), i.e.,

Eμν
λρ ≔

∂LR2

∂Rλρ
μν

����
β¼− 1

8Λ

¼ −
1

4Λ
ðR − 4ΛÞδ½μ½λδν�ρ�: ð41Þ

Therefore, integrating the second-order condition R ¼ 4Λ
suffices to solve the whole system, without further restric-
tions on either the cosmological constant or the NUT
charges. Assuming the multi-NUT ansatz (4), whose Ricci
scalar is given in Eq. (6), the latter condition can be
rewritten as

f00 þ 2
P0
ðkÞ

PðkÞ
f0 þ

P00
ðkÞ

PðkÞ
f þ 4Λ ¼ ðPðkÞfÞ00

PðkÞ
þ 4Λ ¼ 0; ð42Þ

with PðkÞ defined in Eq. (8). Integrating this equation twice,
we obtain the analytic solution of the system, that is,

fðrÞ ¼ −
r

PðkÞðrÞ
�
m −

b
r
þ 4Λ

r

Z
r
du
Z

u
dρPðkÞðρÞ

�
;

ð43Þ

where m and b are integration constants. Notice that only
two independent integration constants appear in the sol-
ution despite the fact that the model has fourth-order
equations. This is a consequence of the fact that the
nonlinear equations that determine the metric function
fðrÞ can be solved by the second-order equation R ¼
4Λ along the curve in parameter space given by Eq. (39).
Such is also the case in the limit where every NUT
parameter vanishes, for which the AdS black holes of
Ref. [40] are indeed recovered. As mentioned above, the
present higher-curvature equations are much less restrictive
than Einstein gravity. Notably, they admit solutions with a
transverse section conformed by the product of any
combination between spheres, and hyperbolic or flat
planes—one such space for each NUT parameter. Of
course, in this paper, our main concern has been the special
case where they are all flat planes.
Conserved charges in quadratic gravity theories have

been studied by using different techniques [74–81].
However, the functional derivative of the Lagrangian with
respect to the Riemann given by Eq. (41)—one of the key
ingredients in all these methods—vanishes when R ¼ 4Λ.
This could indicate that, along the curve (39), the theory
might become critical whenever the Ricci scalar satisfies
R ¼ 4Λ. Indeed, it is known that criticality avoids
obtaining the energy formula from linearized charges
[75,82–85] and going beyond the linear analysis is needed
to obtain a definite answer. At this point, we are led to
speculate that the conserved charges vanish, as in critical
higher-curvature gravities. However, a definite answer can
only be achieved by computing the conserved charges in

full detail. This is certainly an interesting avenue to explore,
but it lies beyond the scope of this paper. So, we postpone
the analysis of the conserved charges of this solution to
future work.

V. PLANAR KALUZA-KLEIN
MULTIMONOPOLES IN ADS

Before presenting the planar Kaluza-Klein multimono-
poles in AdS, let us construct a simple possible extension:
the GPS Kaluza-Klein monopole [22,23] with cosmologi-
cal constant. Although in [25] the cosmological constant
was introduced by fixing it in terms of the NUT charge, the
construction presented here is devoid of such a restriction
and admits a smooth flat limit when Λ → 0.
In the original Kaluza-Klein monopole [22,23], the key

idea is to identify the Uð1Þ fibration of the Euclidean Taub-
NUT metric with the Uð1Þ structure that appears naturally
in compactifications of (Dþ 1)-dimensional spaces on S1.
The Euclidean Taub-NUT metric, however, is four-dimen-
sional, so it must be uplifted to five dimensions by adding a
flat direction, i.e.,

ds̄2TN ¼ ḡABdyAdyB ¼ εdz2 þ fðrÞðdψ þ 2n cosϑdφÞ2

þ dr2

fðrÞ þ ðr2 − n2ÞdΩ2
ð2Þ

≔ εdz2 þ gμνdxμdxν; ð44Þ

where ε ¼ �1 is introduced to analyze Euclidean and
Lorentzian signatures on the same footing.3 Here, capital
Latin characters denote indices on the five-dimensional
manifold with metric ḡAB, parametrized with local coor-
dinates fyAg, Greek characters denote indices on the four-
dimensional Riemannian manifold with metric gμν and
coordinates fxμg, while dΩ2

ð2Þ denotes the line element of

the round two-sphere.
The next step is to identify the uplifted Euclidean Taub-

NUT metric in Eq. (44) with the Uð1Þ structure of the
Kaluza-Klein ansatz in Dþ 1 dimensions, that is,4

dŝ2KK ¼ ĝABdyAdyB ¼ e2αϕds̃2 þ e2βϕðdψ þ AÞ2; ð45Þ

where α−2 ¼ 2ðD − 1ÞðD − 2Þ and β ¼ −ðD − 2Þα,
although we will work in the case D ¼ 4 for simplicity.
Additionally, ϕ ¼ ϕðxÞ and A ¼ Aμdxμ are identified as the
dilaton andMaxwell fields, respectively, depending only on
the coordinates of the lower-dimensional metric ds̃2. Direct
comparison between Eqs. (45) and (44) allows us to read

3In the original GPS construction, a Lorentzian time was used,
that is, ε ¼ −1.

4Since there are several extensions of the Taub-NUT metric in
higher dimensions (see, e.g., Ref. [52]), this construction can be
easily generalized to arbitrary dimensions.
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the dilaton, Maxwell, and four-dimensional metric fields
from the five-dimensional extension of the Taub-NUT
metric, that is,

ϕ ¼ −
ffiffiffi
3

p

2
log fðrÞ; A ¼ 2n cosϑdφ;

ds̃2 ¼ fðrÞ12
�
εdz2 þ dr2

fðrÞ þ ðr2 − n2ÞdΩ2
ð2Þ

�
; ð46Þ

and χ ¼ λz. Notice that the Maxwell field is exactly that of
the Dirac monopole, as observed in [22,23]. However, in
order to determine fðrÞ, we need to specify a higher-
dimensional theory and solve its field equations, whose
dimensional reduction will result in the lower-dimensional
dynamics.
The simplest case is to consider five-dimensional

Einstein gravity. The vacuum field equations for the metric
(44), say ḠAB þ ΛḡAB ¼ 0, imply the Einstein equations for
gμν along the μν components, from which the metric
function fðrÞ can be obtained analytically. However,
compatibility with the zz components implies that the
cosmological constant must be zero, obstructing spacetimes
with Λ ≠ 0. However, as pointed out in Ref. [41], a simple
way to circumvent this restriction is to add a free scalar field
χ that depends linearly on the coordinate that uplifts the four-
dimensional metric to five dimensions, say χ ¼ λz. This
condition automatically solves the Klein-Gordon equation
□χ ¼ 0 on the background (44). The Einstein equations, in
turn, are now modified as ḠAB þ ΛḡAB ¼ 1

2
TAB, where the

stress tensor of the scalar field is

TAB ¼ ∇Aχ∇Bχ −
1

2
ḡABð∇χÞ2: ð47Þ

The nontrivial components of the stress tensor are Tμν ¼
− 1

2
ελ2gμν and Tzz ¼ 1

2
λ2. Thus, the μν and zz components

of the Einstein equation can be written as [41]

Rμν −
1

2
gμνRþ

�
Λþ 1

4
ελ2
�
gμν ¼ 0; ð48aÞ

ε

�
−
1

2
Rþ Λ

�
¼ 1

4
λ2; ð48bÞ

respectively. From here, it is clear that the absence of scalar
fields (λ ¼ 0) implies that the cosmological constant must be
zero. Remarkably, the vacuum constraint Λ ¼ 0 can be
circumvented in Dþ 1 dimensions if the integration con-
stant λ satisfies

λ2 ¼ −
4

D − 1
εΛ: ð49Þ

Hence, the role of the free scalar field is to compensate
for the curvature imbalance between equations in (48).

Additionally, reality conditions on the scalar field impose
that εΛ < 0. Therefore, the sign of the cosmological
constant is determined by the signature of the metric (44).
Then, replacing Eq. (49) into Eq. (48a), one obtains
Gμν þ Λeffgμν ¼ 0, which represents the lower-dimensional
Einstein equations with an effective cosmological constant
given by

Λeff ¼
�
D − 2

D − 1

�
Λ: ð50Þ

Focusing on the AdS4 case (D ¼ 4), that is, Λeff ¼ −3=l2
eff

and ε ¼ 1, the Euclidean Taub-NUT solution is given by

fðrÞ ¼ r − n
rþ n

þ ðr − nÞ2ðrþ 3nÞ
l2
effðrþ nÞ ; ð51Þ

which is regular at r ¼ n as long as ψ ∼ ψ þ 8πn.
Since the previous construction utilizes the Einstein

equations coupled to free scalar fields, the lower-dimen-
sional theory can be obtained by performing the dimen-
sional reduction of the Einstein-scalar theory using the
Kaluza-Klein ansatz (45), giving

ffiffiffiffiffi
jĝj

p �
R̂ − 2Λ −

1

2
ð∇χÞ2

�

¼
ffiffiffiffiffi
jg̃j

p �
R̃ − 2Λe

ϕffiffi
3

p −
1

2
ð∇ϕÞ2 − 1

2
ð∇χÞ2 − 1

4
e−
ffiffi
3

p
ϕF2

�
;

ð52Þ

where F ¼ dA. Thus, the dimensional reduction of the
Einstein-scalar action leads to the Einstein-dilaton-
Maxwell theory with a Liouville potential and a free scalar
field χ.5 The profiles in (46) solve the field equations of the
right-hand side of Eq. (52) by construction, since the
uplifted Euclidean Taub-NUT metric is a stationary point
of the left-hand side. This solution has a smooth Λ → 0 (or
leff → ∞) limit, which, in turn, implies that λ → 0 by
virtue of Eq. (49). This is a simple way to generalize the
GPS monopole to include the cosmological constant.
To construct planar Kaluza-Klein multimonopoles in

AdS, we need to avoid the restriction imposed by the field
equations, which require either that the cosmological
constant vanish or that the NUT charges be equal. To do
so, we take the solution in Sec. III as a seed metric and add
a single flat direction, alongside a field with axionic profile
depending linearly on the coordinate that spans the extra

5The scalar χ can be coupled to the Pontryagin invariant of the
Maxwell field, whose modified field equations are solved exactly
without altering the original solution [36]. However, this coupling
cannot be generated from compactifications on S1 from odd to
even dimensions, since the Pontryagin term exists only in D ¼
4m with m∈Z>0.
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dimension, following the strategy of Ref. [41]. This allows
us to uplift the even-dimensional solution to odd dimen-
sions, keeping the cosmological constant nonzero.
Concretely, we consider the ansatz in Eq. (44) with gμν
being the analytic continuation of the line element (4)
obtained by performing the Wick rotation t → −iτ and
nðiÞ → −inðiÞ. The Kaluza-Klein reduction is performed
along the periodic coordinate that generates the Uð1Þ
fibration over the Einstein-Kähler manifold in the seed
metric. This procedure yields

I ¼
Z
M

dDx
ffiffiffiffiffi
jgj

p �
R − 2Λe2αϕ −

1

2
ð∇ϕÞ2

−
1

4
e−2ðD−1ÞαϕXk

i¼1

F2
ðiÞ −

1

2

Xk
i¼1

j∇φðiÞj2 −
1

2
ð∇χÞ2

�
;

ð53Þ

where AðiÞ ¼ 2nðiÞBðiÞ are the Abelian gauge fields that
represent the planar Kaluza-Klein multimonopoles, with
nðiÞ being the different magnetic charges, and BðiÞ is the
Kähler potential one-form defined in Eq. (4c). Additionally,

F2
ðiÞ ¼ FðiÞ

μνF
μν
ðiÞ, with FðiÞ ¼ dAðiÞ being the Abelian field

strength. This is an Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton theory with a
Liouville potential, minimally coupled to k ¼ ðD − 2Þ=2
free complex scalar fields, φðiÞ, and one real scalar field χ.
The field equations are given by

Rμν −
1

2
gμνRþ Λe2αϕ ¼ 1

2
ðTðφÞ

μν þ TðϕÞ
μν þ TðχÞ

μν

þ e−2ðD−1ÞαϕTðAÞ
μν Þ; ð54aÞ

∇μðe−2ðD−1ÞαϕFμν
ðiÞÞ ¼ 0; ð54bÞ

□ϕ − 4αΛe2αϕ ¼ −
1

2
ðD − 1Þαe−2ðD−1ÞαϕXk

i¼1

F2
ðiÞ;

ð54cÞ

□φðiÞ ¼ 0; □φ̄ðiÞ ¼ 0; □χ ¼ 0; ð54dÞ

where the stress energy tensor for the complex scalar fields
is given in Eq. (14c), while for the dilaton and Abelian
gauge fields, they are, respectively, given by6

TðϕÞ
μν ¼ ∇μϕ∇νϕ −

1

2
gμνð∇ϕÞ2

and TðAÞ
μν ¼

Xk
i¼1

�
FðiÞ
μλF

ðiÞ λ
ν −

1

4
gμνF2

ðiÞ

�
: ð55aÞ

In order to solve the field equations of the dimensionally
reduced theory, the axionic contribution χ must be taken
into account. The latter is necessary to ensure the existence
of a nontrivial Liouville potential for the dilaton while
maintaining a nonvanishing cosmological constant in the
seed metric. This can be done by considering the following
ansatz for the line element, free complex scalars, and
axionic fields, that is:

ds2 ¼ fðrÞ 1
D−2

�
εdz2 þ dr2

fðrÞ þ
Xk
i¼1

ðr2 − n2ðiÞÞdΣ2
ðiÞ

�
;

φðiÞ ¼ λðiÞzðiÞ; χ ¼ λz; ð56Þ

respectively, where dΣ2
ðiÞ is defined in Eq. (4b), and λ is a

constant. The complex scalars and axionic field in Eq. (56)
solve their associated field equations automatically. The
remaining equations are solved by the metric function and
the dilaton field,

fðrÞ ¼ −
r

P̄ðkÞðrÞ

 
mþ 2

Z
r
dρ

×

�
Λeff þ

1

2

Xk
i¼1

λ2ðiÞ
ρ2 − n2ðiÞ

� P̄2
ðkÞðρÞ

ρP̄0
ðkÞðρÞ

!
; ð57aÞ

ϕðrÞ ¼ −
ln fðrÞ

2ðD − 2Þα ; ð57bÞ

where m is an integration constant, as long as the
constraints (49) and

λ2ðiÞ ¼ λ2ðkÞ−
2Λeff

k
ðn2ðkÞ−n2ðiÞÞ; ∀ i withk fixed; ð58Þ

are met. Notice that this constraint differs from that in
Eq. (19b) in a sign flip in front of the NUT charges, and this
difference arises after the Wick rotation nðiÞ → −inðiÞ is
performed. Similarly, P̄ðkÞðrÞ denotes the Wick rotated
function in Eq. (8), that is,

P̄ðkÞðrÞ ≔
Yk
i¼1

ðr2 − n2ðiÞÞ;

such that ðln P̄ðkÞÞ0 ¼ 2r
Xk
i¼1

1

r2 − n2ðiÞ
: ð59Þ

In order to avoid a signature change in the metric (56), the
radial coordinate should be restricted to r ≥ rh ≥ nðiÞ,
where rh is defined as the largest root of fðrÞ in
Eq. (57a). Additionally, the coordinate z has to be extended
along the real line. Otherwise, one cannot eliminate conical
singularities at r ¼ rh, and the axion χ would have been
multivalued. On the other hand, the behavior of the dilaton

6The stress tensor TðχÞ
μν can be obtained by replacing ϕ by χ in

TðϕÞ
μν .
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is similar to that in Ref. [25]. However, the main difference
is that the planar AdS Kaluza-Klein multi-instanton pre-
sented here has a smooth limit as Λ → 0, which, in turn, is
translated into χ → 0 according to Eq. (49), while keeping
nðiÞ ≠ 0, with or without complex scalar fields φðiÞ. This is
the main advantage of this construction when compared to
that in Ref. [25].

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have studied different scenarios for
constructing planar multi-NUT configurations with a non-
vanishing cosmological constant in higher dimensions.
Previous work had shown that this was not possible in
Einstein-AdS gravity due to strong constraints imposed by
the field equations [20,21]. To do so, we consider two
simple extensions that circumvent those restrictions. The
first one is based on complex scalar fields with axionic
profiles that depend linearly on the coordinates that span
the flat transverse sections [36]. The second one is inspired
by quadratic-curvature corrections to the Einstein-Hilbert
action, where higher-dimensional Lifshitz black holes have
been found [40]. These complementary directions represent
the two main ways in which the vacuum Einstein field
equations are modified: (i) introducing matter fields and
(ii) including higher-curvature terms.
A natural application of our result is the planar Kaluza-

Klein multimonopoles with a nonvanishing cosmological
constant [25]. Following the GPS construction [22,23], the
even-dimensional solutions are uplifted by adding an extra
flat direction, while keeping a nonzero cosmological
constant via the mechanism of Ref. [41]. After performing
the dimensional reduction along the periodic direction that
generates theUð1Þ fibration on the seed metric, we obtain a
plane-symmetric Kaluza-Klein multimonopole with Λ ≠ 0,
whose vanishing cosmological constant limit keeps the
magnetic charges turned on. What is more, by following
this approach, we have generalized the GPS monopole,
allowing for the inclusion of a cosmological constant.
Several questions remain open and could lead to future

research directions. Firstly, a detailed thermodynamic
analysis of planar multi-NUT spaces is certainly worth
exploring. The thermodynamics of NUT-type solutions
introduces a long-studied difficulty, since the NUT charge
and its conjugate variable in the first law of thermody-
namics do not admit an independent derivation. One
possibility to resolve this issue is to adopt the
Bekenstein-Hawking area formula for the entropy, since
the Misner string is absent and, therefore, does not modify
it. This would allow one to derive the pair of thermody-
namic quantities associated with the NUT charge and its
conjugate potential, following the lines of Ref. [86]. In the
context of multi-NUT solutions, the first law of thermo-
dynamics would be generalized to include multiple NUT

charges and scalar charges associated with the translation
symmetry. Only once the thermodynamic quantities have
been identified can the thermodynamic ensemble be fixed
and phase transitions explored. This would reveal possible
phase transitions between these planar configurations and
thermal AdS, which are otherwise forbidden in the absence
of NUT charges. Secondly, the criticality of the quadratic
theory where we have found multi-NUT spacetimes has not
been established, and the conserved charges of those
systems remain without analyzing. Moreover, it is known
that the NUT charge in four dimensions can be interpreted
as a magnetic mass [87–92]. It would be interesting to study
whether the multi-NUT spaces still admit the same type of
interpretation in higher dimensions or if they induce some
sort of angular momentum, similar to the Myers-Perry
black hole. Thirdly, the role of multi-NUT parameters in
fluid/gravity correspondence is certainly worth exploring,
to see whether these configurations induce interesting
effects in holographic fluid dynamics. It is worthwhile
mentioning that after applying the large-gauge transforma-
tion of Ref. [19] to the multi-NUT spacetimes presented
here, the maximum number of rotations and NUT param-
eters would be turned on, hence allowing for any holo-
graphic fluid exploration involving plane symmetry. Such
multi-NUT spacetimes also complement previous con-
structions with products of spheres as transverse sections
[17,18]. Finally, much like Myers-Perry black holes, no
electromagnetically charged multi-NUT spacetimes are
known, in spite of the fact that charged Taub-NUT
spacetimes are known in all dimensions [93] and even
in all Lovelock gravities [94], which is not the case for
Kerr-type systems. We leave these and other questions for
future work.
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