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1 Introduction

To many practitioners of quantum gravity the black hole plne role of a soliton, a
non-perturbative field configuration that is added to thespe of particle-like objects
only after the basic equations of their theory have been pwingd much like what is
done in gauge theories of elementary particles, where ¥éitig-equations with small
coupling constants determine the small-distance strecamd solitons and instantons
govern the large-distance behavior.

Such an attitude however is probably not correct in quanttamity. The coupling
constant increases with decreasing distance scale whipliesrthat the smaller the
distance scale, the stronger the influences of “solitong$'thé Planck scale it may well
be impossible to disentangle black holes from elementanycies.

— G. 't Hooft

Quasi-normal modes (QNMs) describe small perturbationa lofack hole which is a thermody-

namical system whose (Hawking) temperature and entropgieea in terms of its global charac-

teristics (total mass, charge and angular momentum). Titeegldained by solving a wave equation
for small fluctuations subject to the conditions that the fh@xingoing at the horizon and outgoing
at asymptotic infinity. These boundary conditions in gehled to a discrete spectrum of complex
frequencies whose imaginary part determines the decaydinte small fluctuations

1
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There is a vast literature on quasi-normal modes and we makdtempt to review it. Instead, we
concentrate on obtaining analytic expressions for quasiial modes of various black hole pertur-
bations of interest. One can rarely obtain analytic exjpoessin closed form. Instead, we discuss
techniques which allow one to calculate the spectrum pamatively starting with an asymptotic
regime (e.g., high or low overtones). In asymptotically 8pace, we discuss the cases of four-
dimensional Schwarzschild and Kerr black holes. Geneiadiz to higher-dimensional spacetimes
does not present substantially new calculational chadlenglowever, we should point out that the
case of a rotating black hole is considerably harder thasthsvarzschild case.

We also discuss asymptotically AdS spaces and obtain tliérspeas a perturbative expansion
around high overtones. At leading order the frequenciepraygortional to the radius of the horizon.
When expanding around low overtones, one in general obtairsdditional frequency which is
inversely proportional to the horizon radius. Thus for é&alijack holes there is a gap between the
lowest frequency and the rest of the spectrum of quasi-rlormodes. We pay special attention to
the lowest frequencies because they govern the behavibeajauge theory fluid on the boundary
per the ADS/CFT correspondence. The latter may have expetahconsequencies pertaining to
the formation of the quark-gluon plasma in heavy ion cailisi.

2 Flat spacetime

We start with a study of QNMs in asymptotically flat spacedsnWe discuss scalar perturbations
of Schwarzschild and Kerr black holes in four dimensions.



2.1 Schwar zschild black holes

The metric of a Schwarzschild black hole in four dimensians i

2
42 = —f(nd2+ 2 12402 | f(r)=1- 2CM )
f(r) r
The Hawking temperature is
1 1
™™= gnem ~ amo ©

whererg = 2GM is the radius of the horizon.
A spin-j perturbation of frequency is governed by the radial equation

_f(r)% <f(r)‘1_T> +V(INOW = w0’ (4)

whereV (r) is the “Regge-Wheeler” potential

_i2
vin =t (U2 )

The spin isj = 0,1,2 for scalar, electromagnetic and gravitational pertuobat respectively. It
is advantageous to avoid integer valueg dfiroughout the discussion and only take the lifnit>
integer at the end of the calculation.

By defining the “tortoise coordinate”

dr r
r*:/W:rJrroln(a—l) (6)

the wave equation may be brought into a Schrodinger-likenfo

(5)

d2y

—W+V(r(r*))‘P:wzw 7)

to be solved along the entire reataxis. At both ends the potential vanish¥s 0 asr, — &)
therefore the solutions behavets. ™'“"«, For QNMs, we demand

W~ eFO | r, s 4o (8)
assumingJw > 0.

211 Limitl{— o

In this case it suffices to consider the potential near itsimam. Expanding around the maximum
of the potential \§(rmax) = 0) [1],

e = 3o+ O(1/0), ©

we obtain
Volr (r.)] = a® = B2(r. — . (Tmex)), (10)



where

a’= 2i7 <e+ %) r+o(1)0) , B*= 71—269 <e+ %) +0(1/1). (11)

The solutions to the wave equation are
W, = Ho(V/iBx)EP¥/2 | n=0,1,2,... (12)

whereH, are Hermite polynomials. The corresponding eigenvalues ar

2 1 . 1
=—— <+ -+i(n+3) p +0(1/¢ 13
in= g {143 i) 001/ 13)
This result is in agreement with the standard WKB approath [2

212 Limitn— oo
The asymptotic form of QNMs for largeis

“h_ on+Dmi+In3 (14)
T
independent of the angular momentum quantum nunibérhis form was first derived numeri-
cally [3—7] and subsequently confirmed analytically [8].€Tlarge imaginary part of the frequency
(Own) makes the numerical analysis cumbersome but is easy tastadd because the spacing of
frequencies is & Ty which is the same as the spacing of poles of a thermal Greetidaron the
Schwarzschild black hole background. On the other handetlepart (1w, is small. Its analytical
value was first proposed by Hod [9].

The analytical derivation of the asymptotic form (14) of QEMy Motl and Neitzke [8] of-
fered a new surprise because it heavily relied on the blatk $ingularity. It is intriguing that the
unobservable region beyond the horizon influences the mmhafvphysical quantities.

We shall calculate the asymptotic formula for QNMs inclugfirst-order corrections [10] by
solving the wave equation perturbatively for arbitrarynspf the wave. We shall obtain agreement
with results from numerical analysis for gravitational aswlar waves [5, 11] and WKB analysis
for gravitational waves [12].

Let

W= f(r,). (15)

We havef (r,) ~ 1 asr, — +o0 and near the horizorf,(r,) ~ €%« (asr, — —). Let us continue
r analytically into the complex plane and define the boundandition at the horizon in terms of
the monodromy off (r..(r)) around the singular poimt= ro,

%(ro) — @ 4mwrg (16)

along a contour running counterclockwise. We may defornctirdour in the complex-plane so
that it either lies beyond the horizon (Re rp) or at infinity (r — ). The monodromy only gets a
contribution from the segment lying beyond the horizon.

It is convenient to change variables to

z=w(r, —img) = w(r+roln(1—r/rp)) 17)



(where we chose a branch such that 0 asr — 0). The potential can be written as a series/m

syt 7 ) oo

V()= —— (1-j?
@ 422< I 3 a)ro+

which is a formal expansion in/1/w.
Now deform the contour defining the monodromy so that it getpped onto the real axis in
thezplane. Near the singularity= 0,
w 2
Z~ ——1 19
71 (19)
Choose a contour in threplane so that near= 0, the positive and negative real axes in tqgane

are mapped onto
_ . angw B 3_71_ argw
argr =1 — argr = > T (20)
in ther-plane, respectively. These segments forrmya angle (independent of atg).
To avoid ther = 0 singularity, go around an arc of angle/2 which corresponds to an angle
of 3rraroundz = 0 in thez-plane.

Considering the black hole singularity € 0), we note that there are two solutions,
fe(r) =r*1zZ.(r) (21)
whereZ.. are analytic functions af. Going around an arc of angle ofi32, we obtain
£, (e371/2r) = SMIEN/2 £ (1) (22)

which is anexact result.

To proceed further, we need to relate the behavior of the fuagdéon near the black hole
singularity to its behavior at largein the complexr-plane. To this end, we shall solve the wave
equation perturbatively, thus writing the wavefunctioragserturbation series in/1/w.

At zeroth order, the wave equation reads

WO 12
dz2 +< 422

+ 1> WO =0 (23)

Two linearly independent solutions are

£%(2) = 29 = eiz\/ %ZJij/Z(Z) (24)
in terms of Bessel functions. We deduce the behavior at igf(gi— )
£9(2) ~ éZcosz— m(1+ j)/4) (25)

The boundary conditions impl§(z) ~ const. az — o along the positive real axis in theplane.
Therefore, we ought to adopt the linear combination

1O = £ —ei/210 . 62,/7H () (2) (26)
(in terms of a Hankel function). Az— o, we obtain

fO(2) ~ —e M/ 4gin(11j /2) (27)
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a constant, as desired.
Going along the & arc aroundz = 0 in thez-plane, we have

£(0)(Hriz) — gIML+1)I/2 (ff)(z) _ e Tmii/2 f£°>(z)) (28)
O (z2) ~ e ™D/ 4gin(371j /2) + € D14 sin(277))€?? (29)
The monodromy to zeroth order is

sin(3mj/2)

(o) == sin(mj/2)

=—(1+2cogmj)) (30)

leading to a discrete set of complex frequencies (QNMs) [8]

Tﬁ — (2n+ )7 + In(1+ 2cog ) + 6(1/ /) (31)

H

Next, we calculate the first-order correction to the aboygession [10]. Expanding the wavefunc-

tionin 1//w,

1
W=y e W 4 g1/ w) (32)
the first-order correction obeys
d2w® 12
o+ ( — +1> W) =/ Gorg VWO (33)
where
5V 1-j2 1
2=z + 2 V(2] (34)
Two linearly independent solutions are
z z
w2 =sw?(z) /0 WO evw® _ 4w (y) /0 WO vy (35)

where? = sivn(_n‘}’/rg) and the integral is along the positive real axis onzipdane ¢ > 0). We obtain

the largez behavior

(1

W (2) ~ c_ycogz— M1+ |)/4) — c.icogz— (1~ |)/4) (36)
where -
CoL=F / WO sy 37)
0
To obtain the smalk-behavior, expand
(+1)+1-j% 5
OV (2) = — 21 0(1 38
It follows that _
Wb = 412G, (2) + 6(1/ w) (39)

whereG.. are even analytic functions af



For the desired behavior as— o, define
1
Vo

where& ~ ¢(1) and dots represent terms of order higher ti4f//w). By demanding¥ ~ e 2
asz— +oo, we fix

W=y {wi) - ezl emi/2g Ol 4 (40)

E=8.4& & =c @ & =c e ¢ _ (41)

Then the requiremerit(z) = €?W(z) ~ const. ag — « yields

e i/ i &
f(2) e sin(1tj/2) {1 \/Tro} (42)
In the neighborhood of the black hole singularity (aroanre0), going around a®arc, we obtain
wgg)(esm' 2) = e3n(2ij)i/2w$-)(z) (43)
therefore
Wz = wO(¥y)
.. 1 1 e 1 . 0
e {WP @ -e 2w () -igw(2) } (44)

As z— oo along the real axis,

f(z) ~ e‘“(1+j)i/4sin(3nj/2){1— ! A}

+e = D/4sin(2mj) {1 1 B} e

where

1

A=ST e (g, e £ cotanf2) (45)

andB is not needed for our purposes. The monodromy to this or@eisre

_sin(3mj/2) i—1
A1) = =G 2) {l 2/ =aro

2 (& 5, +¢& cot(3n1/2>>} (46)
leading to the QNM frequencies [10]

W . . eri/2 .
T, - (2n+1)m+In(1+2coim))+\/?1/2(5,—E++Ecot(3nj/2))

+0(1/n) (47)

which includes th&’(1/,/n) correction to the/'(1) asymptotic expression (31).
For an explicit expression, use

mr( v+u2+1/2)

r( 7V+g+3/2)r( V+[12+3/2)r( V*[l2+3/2)

F(v,u) = /Om dzzY23,(2)3u(2) = (48)
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We obtain
(+1)+1— j?

Chi =TT +j/2,+j/2 49
++ 1272 sin(11j /2) S (£)/2,£])/2) (49)
therefore
B _ a0 3+ +1-j% sin2m)
x[2(1/4) T(1/4+(/2) T(1/4—/2) (50)
where we also used the identifyy)l' (1—y) = W’Tny) This expression has a well-defined finite

limit as j — integer.
For scalar waves, lgt— 0*. We obtain

wn 1—i  0(+1)+1/3

— =(2n+nmi+In3+ r4(1/4)+o0(1/n 51
which is in agreement with numerical results [11].
For gravitational waves, we lgt— 2 and obtain
“h_ 2nt )i+ In3+ 1-1 d+y-1 r4(1/4)+ 0(1/n) (52)

Th V/n+1/2 18V/2md/2

which is in agreement with the results from a WKB analysigd fi2well as numerical analysis [5].

2.2 Kerr black holes

Extending the above discussion to rotating (Kerr) blaclefa$ not straightforward. Bohr’s corre-
spondence principle
oM =hDw (53)

and the first law of black hole mechanics
OM = T0SsH + QdJ (54)
imply the asymptotic expression[9]
Dw=TyIn3+mQ (55)

wherem is the azimuthal eigenvalue of the wave afdds the angular velocity of horizon. In
deriving the above, we identifieissy =In3 [13]. Even though the above result has the correct limit
asQ — 0 (in agreement with the Schwarzschild expression (14)3, it conflict with humerical
results [14] indicating] w ~ mQ.

To resolve the above contradiction, we shall obtain an aicadplution to the wave (Teukolsky
[15]) equation which will be valid for asymptotic modes bded from above by a, where

with J being the angular momentum altithe mass of the Kerr black hole. The calculation will be
valid for a < 1 which includes the Schwarzschild caae<0) [16]. Our results will confirm Hod's
expression (55) and not necessarily contradict numergsllts (the latter may still be valid in the
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asymptotic regime fa < w). In the Schwarzschild limitg — 0) the range of frequencies extends
to infinity and our expression reduces to the expected forh (1
The metric of a Kerr black hole is

B 2Mr\ ., 4Marsin®6 S o,
2 .
n zmﬁ+g¥e<ﬁ+¥+gM3é§fg>d¢ (57)

whereZ =r?+a?co$ 0, A=r?—2Mr+a? = (r —r_)(r —r,) and we have set Newton’s constant
G = 1. The angular velocity of the horizon and Hawking tempemttespectively, are
a 1-r_/ry

Q= Ty=—tl ™t 58
2Mr, " 8mm (58)

2.2.1 Massessperturbations
Massless perturbations are governed by the Teukolsky wiyetien [15]

(ﬂ+¥ﬁ_¥g¥9 #w+4Mw<#w+ a1\
A ot? A otdp \ A sinfO) 9¢?

2 ;2
_ii <AS+10_LP> —ZS<M _r_iacose> a_LIJ

As or or A ot
1 0 /. oY ar—M) icosf\ oW B
~Sn 38 <S|n6%>—23< X +sin29> a—q}%—(szcotze—s)llJ =0

(59)

wheres = 0,—1,—2 for scalar, electromagnetic and gravitational pertiobat respectively. a
Writing the wavefunction in the form

Y= g ' Wd™gg) f(r) (60)
we obtain the angular equation

ﬁ(sine S) + <a2w20052 60— i ~ 2awscosd — 21500 _ 20qp 9) S

si’ sin’ 6
— (A+9S 61)

whereA is the separation constant (eigenvalue) and the radiatiequa
1
EM%HW+VMf:M+¥w%f (62)

where the potential is given by

V(r) = (r? + a?)?w? — 4aMrwm+ aZmZZ-Zia(r —M)ms— 2iM(r? — az)ws+2irws 63)

Let us simplify the notation by placing the horizonrat 1, i.e., by setting

2

M=1+a?, r.=a,r,=1 (64)

9



and solve the two wave equations by expanding.ilVe shall keep terms up t6(a) assumingw
is large but bounded from above bydl (1 < w < 1/a). Thusw is in an intermediate range which
becomes asymptotic in the Schwarzschild limits 0.
The solutions to the angular equation to lowest order ane-wpighted spherical harmonics
with eigenvalue
A=/(l+1)—s(s+1)+ O(aw) (65)

Near the horizonr(— 1),
f)~r—1" , A =i(w—am)+0(1/w) (66)
At infinity (r — o), f(r) ~ €%, Introducing the “tortoise coordinate”
z=wr+ (w—am)in(r—1) (67)

the boundary conditions read _
f(z) ~e? | z— o (68)

From the boundary condition at the horizon we deduce the dronay for the function¥ (z) =
€*f(z) (notice that# ~ const. ag — +) around the singular poimt= 1,

M (1) = @A 4 g(@2) (69)
To express the radial equation in terms of the tortoise ¢oate, define

R(r)

r(owr —am) (70)

f(r)=0,">

Ao =r(r — 1) (noteA = Ay + 0(a?)). Invertingz = z(r),

r:\/—zaz%—ﬁ(l/w) (72)

the radial equation to lowest order if\fw in terms ofR reads

, . .
dR {1 3LS+—4_52_4'amS} R=0 (72)

dz 2z 1622

to be solved along the entire real axis. This is Whittakegjgation. The solutions may be written
as

1
M u(X) = € X/EXHHVEM (5 £ = K, 120, %) (73)
wherek = %5, y? = w, My +u iIs Kummer’s function (also calle®) and we sek = 2iz. We
need to introduce Whittaker’s function
M(—2u) r(2u)
Wi i (X) = =———"— Mg (X)) + =————— My (X 74
K.ll() r(%—[.l—K) K,IJ() r(%—FH—K) K, ll() ( )

due to its clean asymptotic behavior,

W i (X) ~ €92 XK (1+0(1/x) , X —oo. (75)
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We may compute the monodromy by deforming the contour asr@ef@oing around an arc of
angle 3t, we have _ _

where we usedl(a, b, —x) = e *M(b— a,b,x), therefore

W i (€¥x) = —ig®™H =2 M_ u(x) —ie 3K _ e M« u(X) (77)

rG—u—«) rG+u—«)
To find the asymptotic behavior, we need
Fr+2u) i ' FrA+2u) i
M g py(X) = —5————— & ™ W, , (€7X) + —r———— e MzHHHIW_, ) (x 78
As |x| — oo, we obtain _
W i (€¥X) ~ AeY?XK  Be™¥/2x K (79)

where
r(=2u) T(1+2p)

FG—u—K) FG+p+x)
andB is not needed for our purposes. After some algebra, we deduce

A= —ie’H e 4 (u— —p) (80)

A= —(1+2cosms) 4 0(a?) (81)

where we used the identitids(1 —X)I"(X) = 5, (3 + X (3 —X) = 2. The monodromy
aroundr = 11is

M (1) = MO-ma) _ A (82)
therefore [16]
Ow= %T In(1+ 2 cosms) + ma+ 0(a) (83)

in agreement with Hod’s formula for gravitational waves=(—2) in the smalla limit (in which
Q~a, Ty~ %T). However, it should be emphasized that these are not asyimpalues of QNMs
but bounded from above by/a.

2.2.2 Massive perturbations

The case of massive perturbations is interesting becauseeials instabilities. As is well-known,
the Schwarzschild spacetime is stable against all kindex@hations, massive or massless which
makes the Schwarzschild geometry appropriate to studgmstsical objects. On the other hand,
Kerr spacetime is stable against massless perturbatidmobagainst massive bosonic fields [17].
The instability timescale is much larger than the age of thivétse so the problem is not expected
to have observable consequencies. Nevertheless, the atinltabilities is an important subject
and QNMs provide an indispensable tool.
For a massive scalar of magsthe radial wave equation reads

d <AdR> Jr{a)z(r2+a2)2—4aMma)r+rr12a2

Ll N 22 2.2 _
o \ A A Ure —a“w £(€+1)}R 0, (84)

We are interested in solving this equation for a small madd@m frequenciesy, w < 1/M) [17].
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Away from the horizon(>> M), we may approximate by

d? , 2MpZ  ((L+1)
a2 R+ | K ————75

rR=0, K =p’—uw? (85)

The solution to this equation is given in terms of a conflugmtangeometric function,
R(r) = (2kr)'e MU (41— Mpu?/k,2(¢ + 1), 2kr) (86)

Near the horizonr(< ¢/|k|), we may approximate by

Z(z+ 1)0%Z [2(24— 1)2'—'3 +[P?—£(¢+1)z(z+1)]R=0 (87)
whereP = ma{"’:[*‘*’, z= rr:jrt . The solution to this equation is given in terms of a hypengetic
function, -

|
z .
R(z) = <z+—1> F(—¢,0+1,1-2iP;z+1) (88)

Matching the two expressions in the overlap regibh< r < ¢/|k|), we obtain the frequencies

h~U+iyhp, neN o)
o am__ - a am 2
vnz‘@nu(uM)zt(m)mﬂ [jz <1_W> . (V—Zuu) ] -
andé, = 2226 (204 14n)1 (01)?

(£+1+n)2+2) (204-1)2nt ((20)1)4
Form> 0, we havey, > 0 yielding an instability. For the fastest growing mode [wit= 1,
m=1,n= 2 (2p state)) we have
1 24

Ty ap?(uM)y’ .

which is generally large.
Notice that there is no instability in the Schwarzschilditita — 0) and for massless perturba-
tions (u — 0); in both casesy — 0 and therefore the lifetime — oo.

2.3 Half-integer spin

In the case of a perturbation of half-integer spin we neealeshe Teukolsky equation [18] with
potential

((+1 1 2iwj 3iwj 2
((+1) >+ iwj Siwj ] (92)

V(r):f(r)< Z T3 r r2 44

wherej is the spin of the perturbing field (e.d.= 1/2 for Dirac fermion). We shall sep = 1, for
simplicity, sof(r) =1—1.
Expanding around the black hole singulaity cr, = 0,

i2
1., 38 4-2 o e+ 5
—V(2) = —— + YL +0(ljw) , o= s

wW? 2z 1627 (93)
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we obtain the zeroth-order wave equation

2 . o
Eala i e
whose solutions are the Whittaker functions
W@ =My (22, A= =) (95)
The calculation of the monodromy as before leads to the midégs
_T_: —(2n+1)mi +In(1+2cosmtj) + O(1/+/n) (96)

in agreement with the result for integer spin ( which camenftbe Regge-Wheeler equation). For
a Dirac fermion,j = 1/2, so asymptotically, the real part vanishes.
The first-order correction may also be calculated as bef@E [The result is

Tﬁ = —(2n+1)mi+In(14 2cosmj)
H
2i b,A B_+b_A B,
NEm sin4mu & FIA B _ A B, +0(1/n) 97)
where o o
— z
izﬁ Zs/zM)\ +u(—22M) 4, (—2i2) (98)
andA. = —fjﬂ%e‘"( 2EH-A) By = %%e*i”". This result appears to be a complicated
function of j, so let us look at specific czzatses.
For j = 1/2 (Dirac fermions), we obtain
Wh o 1+ 1 2(1
T (2n+1)mi + 2/n <£+ > r <4>+ﬁ(1/n) (99)
which is in good agreement with numerical data [19].
For j = 3/2, we find
?" ~(2n+ )7 + 6(1/n) (100)
H
so there are no first-order corrections to the spectrum.
For j =5/2, we have
Gh 1+i 2 (1)
2n+1m+—;z/F - |+ 0(1/n 101

etc.

All of the above spectra agree with the general expressioobtaned for integer spin using
the Regge-Wheeler equation. The relation of the lattered#ukolsky equation is worth exploring
further.
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3 Anti-de Sitter spacetime

According to the AdS/CFT correspondence, QNMs of AdS blaaké$are expected to correspond
to perturbations of the dual Conformal Field Theory (CFT)tba boundary. The establishment
of such a correspondence is hindered by difficulties in sgithe wave equation governing the
various types of perturbation. In three dimensions oneiadta hypergeometric equation which
leads to explicit analytic expressions for the QNMs [20, 2id]five dimensions one obtains a Heun
equation and a derivation of analytic expressions for QN#1sd longer possible. On the other
hand, numerical results exist in four, five and seven dinuessj22—-24].

3.1 Scalar perturbations

To find the asymptotic form of QNMs, we need to find an approxiometo the wave equation valid
in the high frequency regime. In three dimensions the riegulivave equation will be an exact
equation (hypergeometric equation). In five dimensions,shal turn the Heun equation into a
hypergeometric equation which will lead to an analytic eggion for the asymptotic form of QNM
frequencies in agreement with numerical results.

311 AdSs
In three dimensions the wave equation for a massless scathidi
1 3 r R* 15
Writing the wavefunction in the form
, 2
® =X Py, y= 0 (103)

the wave function becomes
YVy-1) (y- W) + @y + pPy(y- )W =0 (104)

to be solved in the interval @ y < 1, where

. wR? w . PR p
_ Wk _PR_ , 105
o T amy P o, T AR, (105)
For QNMs, we are interested in the solution
W(y) = y(1—y)"OFi(1+i(@+ p), 1+i(D— P); 2;y) (106)

which vanishes at the boundary-{ 0). Near the horizony(— 1), we obtain a mixture of ingoing
and outgoing waves,

_ig i I (+2id)
W~ 1-y)'"Y+A (1-y)™® | = ——— ———
Ar=Y) (=) A = P pT AL (@=p)
SettingA_ = 0, we deduce the quasi-normal frequencies
W==+p—in , n=12... (107)

which form a discrete spectrum of complex frequencies widh< O.
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312 AdS

Restricting attention to the case of a large black hole, thestess scalar wave equation reads

r—3c9r(r f(r)o®)— f()atCD — 0o=0, f(r)= ~ (108)
Writing the solution in the form
j(wt—px r?
O =@ Py y= % (109)
the radial wave equation becomes
7/ @ f’z
V- -D¥) + (¥ -7 -1 )¥=0 (110)

For QNMs, we are interested in the analytic solution whichistaes at the boundary and behaves as
an ingoing wave at the horizon. The wave equation contairedditional (unphysical) singularity
aty = —1, at which the wavefunction behavesWs- (y+ 1)*®/4, Isolating the behavior of the
wavefunction near the singularitigs= +1,

W(y) = (y—1) 74y + 1) =R (y) (111)

we shall obtain two sets of modes with the sang, but opposite]@.
F.(y) satisfies the Heun equation

y(y2—1)F£’+{<3—%w> —ilLTl(by—l}Fj’E
{8 (2251mi)y- v

to be solved in a region in the complgxplane containingy| > 1 which includes the physical
regimer > rp.

For large®, the constant terms in the polynomial coefficientd=6andF are small compared
with the other terms, therefore they may be dropped. The wguation may then be approximated
by a hypergeometric equation

(yz—l)F£+{<3—%w>y 'j;l }Fi+;<i4¢1 >Fi:0 (113)

in the asymptotic limit of large frequenciés The acceptable solution is

—'6—2} F,. = 0 (112)

Fo(X) =oFi(ar,a ;6 (y+1)/2) , ar=1-21o+1 | c=3+1lo (114)

For proper behavior at the boundagy— «), we demand thaf be apolynomial, which leads to
the condition
a,=-n,n=12... (115)

Indeed, it implies thaF is a polynomial of ordem, so asy — e, F ~ yY'~y & andW ~
yi0/4yEd/4yar | y-2 a5 expected.
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We deduce the quasi-normal frequencies [25]

w

=
47TTH

=2n(+1—i) (116)

in agreement with numerical results.

It is perhaps worth mentioning that these frequencies msy la¢ deduced by a simple mon-
odromy argument [25]. Considering the monodromies arobadingularities, if the wavefunction
has no singularities other thgr= +1, the contour aroung= +1 may be unobstructedly deformed
into the contour aroung = —1, which yields

M)t (~1) =1 (117)

Since the respective monodromies a#(1) = €%/2 and.#(—1) = €7™/2, usingd® < 0, we
deducew = 2n(+1—i), in agreement with our result above.

3.2 Gravitational perturbations

Next we consider gravitational perturbations of AdS Sclasehild black holes of arbitrary size
in d dimensions. We shall derive analytic expressions for tlyenpsotic spectrum [26] including
first-order corrections [27]. Our results will be in good egment with numerical results.

The metric is

arz 5 r2 2u
mﬁ-l’ dQg , , f(l’)—@—i-l—rd—_3. (118)

The radial wave equation can be cast into a Schrodingerféikm,

ds® = —f(r)dt® +

d2yp

— 2 +V[r(r,)|¥ = ?W¥, (119)

in terms of the tortoise coordinate defined by

dr, 1
ar = W ) (120)

The potentiaV for the various types of perturbation has been found by &dfiband Kodama [28].
For tensor, vector and scalar perturbations, we obtaipewely,

Vi) = £(0) {e(urg—s) . (d—2)(jlr2—4)f(r) . (d—gf (r)} 121)
Volt) = F() {£(€+r(;|—3) L (d- 2)(32— HEr) 2r(2|m_(2) } 122)
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B B -2
Vs(r) = $[£(€+d—3)—(d—2)+(dlr)§—_d32)u

d(d—1)2(d—2)%u2  6(d—1)(d—2)2(d —4)[£(f+d—3) — (d— 2)|u
x R2r20-8 - R2rd-5
(d—4)(d—6)[e(t+d—3)— (d—2)2r2  2(d— 1)2(d— 2)*u3
+ R2 + r3d-9
4(d — 1)(d — 2)(2d? — 11d + 18)[¢(£ +d — 3) — (d — 2)] 2
+ 1206
(d—1)*(d-2)*(d—4)(d-6)u* 6(d—2)(d—6)[¢(¢+d—3)—(d—2)°u

+
r2d—6 rd—3

6(d — 1)(d —2)2(d — 4)[¢(¢+d —3) — (d— 2)]u
rd—3

+A0(6+d—3) — (d—2))2+d(d—2)[¢(f+d—3) - (d—2)]2}

Near the black hole singularity ¢ 0),
1 ot _d1 (d—3)2 4({+d-3)

Vir=—-—5+ re924+..., ar= + , 123
T 2 _2(d—2)ulaz T 2(2d—5) d-2 (123)
3 Ay I d?—8d+13 /(¢{+d—3)

W=-—+ re924..., oh= 124
v 4r2 [_g(d_z)“]af—z v 2(2d - 15) d-2 (124)

and 1 e s
Vs=——5+ —r, (125)

as [—2(d—2)ulez
where

(2d% — 240 +94d — 116)  (d?>—7d+ 14)[¢(¢+d —3) — (d - 2)] (126)

ST T apd—s)d—2 d—1)(d—2)7
We have included only the terms which contribute to the omderare interested in. We may
summarize the behavior of the potential near the origin by

i2 _
J _d-1

o, R (127)

V=
4r2

wherej = 0 (2) for scalar and tensor (vector) perturbations.
On the other hand, near the boundary (large

i2 [«
sl __/ dr
V_74(r*—r_*)2+'” , M= A —f(r) (128)

wherej, =d—1,d — 3 andd — 5 for tensor, vector and scalar perturbations, respegtivel
After rescaling the tortoise coordinate= wr..), the wave equation to first order becomes

(% o 3 %1) w—o, (129)
where P S
j =1 Cd-1
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By treating.774 as a perturbation, we may expand the wave function

d—

w

W(z) =Wo(2) + w e2W1(2) +... (131)
and solve the wave equation perturbatively.
The zeroth-order wave equation,
HWo(2) =0, (132)
may be solved in terms of Bessel functions,
Wo(2) = ALv/Zd, (2) + Aey/ZN, (2). (233)

For largez, it behaves as

2 :
Wo(z) ~ \/;[Alcos(z— a.)+Azsin(z—a.)]
1 L 1 . .
= —— (AL —iA)E T  —— (AL +iAy)eT e ?
\/ET( 1 2) \/ET( 1 2)
wherea. = J(1£j).
At the boundary( — ), the wavefunction ought to vanish, therefore the accéptsdiution is

Wo(r,) = B\/w(r*—ﬂ);lj%(w(r*—ﬂ)) (134)

Indeed,W — 0 asr, — ., as desired.
Asymptotically (largez), it behaves as

W(r,) ~ \/%Bcos[w(r* -r)+B], B= g(1+ joo) (135)

We ought to match this to the asymptotic form of the wavefiamcin the vicinity of the black-hole
singularity along the Stokes linez= O(wr,) = 0. This leads to a constraint on the coefficients
A, Ay,

Ajtan(wr, —B—a;)—A,=0. (136)

By imposing the boundary condition at the horizon
Wz ~e?, 72— -, (137)

we obtain a second constraint. To find it, we need to analiticantinue the wavefunction near
the black hole singularityz(= 0) to negative values af. A rotation ofz by — 7T corresponds to
a rotation by— g near the origin in the complexplane. Using the known behavior of Bessel
functions

(e ) =e™I,(2), Ny(e'2) =€™N,(2)— 2icosmv I, (2) (138)
for z < 0 the wavefunction changes to
Wo(z) = eIt U/2 /=2 { [A — (14 €M)Ag) 3y (-2 + ANy (-2)}  (139)
whose asymptotic behavior is given by
W 1 2ema] e & A a6 140
~——— A —i(1+2e € "+ —r—A—1
N [AL—i( )A2] N (A1 — A (140)
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Therefore we obtain a second constraint
A —i(1428™)A; =0 . (141)
The two constraints are compatible provided

1 —i(1+2eI™)

tan(wr, — B — a.) -1 =0 (142)
which yields the quasi-normal frequencies [26]
o = 24+ )—tan*1i7+nn (143)
AR 1727

The first-order correction to the above asymptotic exposssiay be found by standard pertur-
bation theory [27]. To first order, the wave equation becomes

JoW1+ 741 =0 (144)

The solution is

2 VZ3(2)%(2) 2 VZN}(Z2)7%(2)
Wi(2) = VN (@) | dd — ~va)(@) [ dZ—— (145)
2 0 W 2 0 W
where? = 2/mis the Wronskian.
The wavefunction to first order reads
W(2) = {Ai[1-b(@)] - Acax(2)} V2 (2) + {Ae[1+D(2)] + Asaa (2) } V2N (2) (146)
where
- z
a® = o8 [Faz27520,209,2)
2 0 2 2
- z
w@ = g8 / dZ 252N, (Z)N; (2)
2 0 2 2
z
b = L8 / dZ 727523, ()N, (2)
2 0 2 2
and.r depends on the type of perturbation.
Asymptotically, it behaves as
2., ;o
Y(z) ~ \/;[Alcos(z— a.)+Assin(z—ay )], (147)
where _ _
Al =[1-bAi—aAr , A,=[1+bAr+aA (148)
and we introduced the notation
& =ay(w) , & =ap(®) , b=b(w). (149)
The first constraint is modified to
Altanwr, —B—a.)—A,=0 (150)
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Explicitly,
[(1- bytan(wr; — B— a.) — @A — [1+ b+ @tan(wr, — f—a,)JA,=0  (151)

To find the second constraint to first order, we need to apprt@ehorizon. This entails a rotation
by —rin thez-plane. Using

a(ez) = e Mite Mg (2),
(e — e ei"jaz(z)—4co§%a1(z)—2i(l+ei"j)b(z) ,
ble'™2) = e [b(z)—i(1+e M)ay(2)]

in the limit z— —oo we obtain
W(z) ~ —ie 1?B;  cog—z— a, ) —ie1?Bysin(—z—ay.) (152)
where
Bi = Ai—Ae a3 b—i(1+e7)a)
_Ae TS {e*i"jéz —4cod %jil —2i(1+ "™ )5]
—i(1+€™) [A2+A2e—i"% [o—i(1+e )3y + Aje T2 T a_l]
B, = Apt+Ae M b—i(1+e)ay)+ A Tize My
Therefore the second constraint to first order reads
[1— e & i@y + b)|Ay — [i(1+26™) + e M2 (1+™)ay + €M —ib)A=0  (153)
Compatibility of the two first-order constraints yields

1+b+&ptan(owr, — B —ay)  i(1+26™)+e M3 ((1+6™)a + &M a, —ib)

et o i B g =0 (154)
(1-btan(wr, —B—ay)—a 1-e '"a=2(iag +b)
leading to the first-order expression for quasi-normaldmies,
_ m L 1
wr, = Z(2+1+1m)+zln2+nn

1, .~ . _ijpd3— __ igd=3 _ id-3
—é{6|b—2|e*'"3—_§b—9a1+e*'"3—_3a1+a2_e*'"3?§a2}

where

= mz%(nn)g_g Ma)M G+ os)
1 = _ P — - —

4 \2r, rz(zgj}z))r(%Jrszj}z))
_—_ nd-3) m/ . d-3\]_—
a = {1+2cot2(d_2)cot§ <_J+T2 ]al
- md—3) _
b = _COtZ(d—Z) Q1

Thus the first-order correction is ﬁ(n‘g;—g).
The above analytic results are in good agreement with ngadeesults [29] (see ref. [27] for a
detailed comparison).
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3.3 Electromagnetic perturbations

The electromagnetic potential in four dimensions is

Ve = W; Ytm. (155)

Near the origin,

2-1 e
4r2 T —4pu +
where j = 1. Therefore we have a vanishing potential to zeroth order.cdlculate the QNM

spectrum we need to include first-order corrections fronoiliset. Working as with gravitational
perturbations, we obtain the QNMs

Vem = - (156)

1
2i

N1+ Vi), o =Y (157)

N
Notice that the first-order correction behaves as, la fact which may be associated with gauge
invariance.

As with gravitational perturbations, the above analytisulss are in good agreement with nu-
merical results [29] (see ref. [27] for a detailed compar)so

_ i
wWr, = nn—zrlnn+

4 AdS/CFT correspondence and hydrodynamics

A second unexpected connection comes from studies cartiedsing the Rela-
tivistic Heavy lon Collider, a particle accelerator at Bkbaven National Laboratory.
This machine smashes together nuclei at high energy to peaalhot, strongly interact-
ing plasma. Physicists have found that some of the propgesfi¢his plasma are better
modeled (via duality) as a tiny black hole in a space withagimensions than as the
expected clump of elementary particles in the usual fouedsions of spacetime. The
prediction here is again not a sharp one, as the string maatidswnuch better than ex-
pected. String-theory skeptics could take the point of vilest it is just a mathematical
spinoff. However, one of the repeated lessons of physicaitg tnature uses a small
number of principles in diverse ways. And so the quantumityrdlat is manifesting
itself in dual form at Brookhaven is likely to be the same dmegt bperates everywhere
else in the universe.

— Joe Polchinski

There is a correspondence betwedh= 4 Super Yang-Mills (SYM) theory in the largd
limit and type-1IB string theory in AdSx S° (AdS/CFT correspondence). In the low energy limit,
string theory is reduced to classical supergravity and ti8/&FT correspondence allows one to
calculate all gauge field-theory correlation functionstie strong coupling limit leading to non-
trivial predictions on the behavior of gauge theory fluidsr E&xample, the entropy of” =4 SYM
theory in the limit of large 't Hooft coupling is preciselyBits value in the zero coupling limit.

The long-distance (low-frequency) behavior of any intéractheory at finite temperature must
be described by fluid mechanics (hydrodynamics). This léa@suniversality in physical proper-
ties because hydrodynamics implies very precise congdraimcorrelation functions of conserved
currents and the stress-energy tensor. Their correlaterxed once a few transport coefficients
are known.
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4.1 Hydrodynamics

To study hydrodynamics of the gauge theory fluid, supposasis@sses a conserved currghtFor
simplicity, let us set the chemical potentjal= 0, so that in thermal equilibrium the charge density
(j% = 0. The retarded thermal Green function is given by

Gy (@.0) = ~i [d'xe ™ O(1)([ju(x). js(0)). (158)

whereq = (w, ), x = (t,X). It determines the response of the system to a small extsouaite
coupled to the current. For small and|d|, the external perturbation varies slowly in space and
time. Then a macroscopic hydrodynamic description forvtdigion is possible [30].

For a charged density obeying the diffusion equation

dj® =D0O?°, (159)

whereD is the diffusion constant with dimension of length, we obtan overdamped mode with
dispersion relation
w= —iDg, (160)

The corresponding retarded Green function has a pale-at-iDd? in the complexw-plane.
Another important conserved current is the stress-enemgorTHY. Its conservation law may
be written as

0of°° + aiTOi = O,

. . 161
aT%+9;T" =0, (161

where

fOO:TOO_p7 p: <T00>7

N N 1 . o y (162)
Tl _ [  170j 710 “ij Ok i Ok
T =T po —p+p[n(d.T +0,T 35 T >+Zé T },

andp (p) is the energy density (pressure) of the flujd({) is its shear (bulk) viscosity.
One obtains two types of eigenmodes, the shear modes whisistof transverse fluctuations
of the momentum density%, with a purely imaginary eigenvalue

w=—iD@, D=1

__n 163
p+p (163)

and a sound wave due to simultaneous fluctuations of the yenlersity T% and the longitudinal
component of momentum densifi’, with dispersion relation

B i 1 4 2 2 0p
W= U 2p+p<5+3n>q, % =55 (164)
In a conformal field theory, the stress-energy tensor i®tess, so
p=3p (=0 u—i (165)
9 ) S \/é
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4.2 Branes

To understand the gravitational side of the AAS/CFT cowedpnce, consider a non-extremal 3-
brane which is a solution of type-IIB low energy equationgraition. In the near-horizon limit
r < RwhereRis the AdS radius, the metric becomes

dsjo =

(miT R

R?
(= f(u)dt? + dx* + dy? + dZ%) + AT )du + R2dQ2, (166)

whereT = % is the Hawking temperature, and we have defined 3 2, f(u) = 1—u?. The horizon
corresponds to = 1 whereas spatial infinity is at= 0.

According to the gauge theory/gravity correspondenceabfuere background metric with non-
extremality parameter, is dual to.#" =4 SU(N) SYM at finite temperaturd in the limit of
N — oo, g¢yN — oo. For the retarded Green function

Guvap(@.0) = =i [ dxe ™ 6(1) (T (. Ty (0)). (167)

we deduce by considering an appropriate perturbation dbale&ground metric [30],
2712

15 (i2nTow+ ) . (168)

Gy (@,0) = —

leading to the shear viscosity of strongly coupléd= 4 SYM plasma (Kubo formula)

n=lim / dtdRE ([T (), Ty (0)]) = 7—8TN2T3. (169)

Other correlators may also be found by different pertudpetiof the metric. One obtains

N2 7T 3g?
G - T
N27T 3w|q|
G = ——
tX,XZ(wv Q) 8(|w— @qZ)
N2 3w?
GXLXZ(OJ’ q) = m +..., (170&)
whereZ = 4HT
From the above results, one may deduce the viscogityndeed, recall from hydrodynamics
9= m Using the entropy ,
_ 3. _ 213
S= 21so_?N T, (171

wheres is the entropy at zero coupling, and the thermodynamic émnss = 2 dT’ p = 3p, we
deducep + p= %NZT"’, therefore

I n 1

=-N4T3 ) S =—

=3 s 4m

which agrees with the Kubo formula. It should be pointed bt there is no agreement unless
S= %so, a fact which is still poorly understood.

(172)
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The above result for the viscosity is based on the gravity dithe gauge theory fluid and
should correspond to its strong coupling regime. At weakptog, one obtains by a direct calcu-
lation

1
Q > = (173)

Thus the viscocity coefficienj varies as a functlon of the 't Hooft coupling,
n = fo(mN)N’T® (174)

where fj (x) ~ for x < 1andf,(x) = § forx>> 1.

x2Inx

4.3 Schwarzschild black holes

In the metric considered above, the horizon was flat. Thisesponds to the limit of a large black
hole. For a black hole of finite size, the horizon is generallgphere. Then the boundary of
spacetime isS® x R. This may be conformally mapped onto a flat Minkowski spacéerTby
holographic renormalization, the Ag&chwarzschild black hole is dual to a spherical shell of
plasma on the four-dimensional Minkowski space which fiosttcacts and then expands (conformal
soliton flow) [31].

Quasi-normal modes govern the properties of this plasmia lemitg-lived modes (i.e., of small
Ow) having the most influence. For example, one obtains the rati

Vo 1 w*—400%+72 . mw

wherev, = (cos2p) evaluated ab = 7 (mid-rapidity) and averaged with respect to the energy
density at late timesd = <y2+x2; is the eccentr|C|ty at time= 0. Numerically,-£ Y2 — 0.37, which

compares well with the result from RHIC daﬁ?, 0.323 [32].
Another observable is the thermalization time which is fbtmbe

1
" 2|0w|  8.6Tpeak

not in agreement with the RHIC resuit~ 0.6 fm/c [33], but still encouragingly small. For com-
parison, the corresponding result from perturbative QCD¥s2.5 fm/c [34, 35].

The above results motivate the calculation of low-lying Q&MEarlier, we calculated analyt-
ically the asymptotic form of QNMs for large black holes. Weatained frequencies which were
proportional to the horizon radiug. We found an infinite spectrum, however we missed the lowest
frequencies which are inversely proportional$o The latter are important in the understanding of
the hydrodynamic behavior of the gauge theory fluid via th&/&FT correspondence.

~0.08fm/c, Tyeax= 300 MeV (176)

4.3.1 Vector perturbations

We start with vector perturbations and work irdalimensional Schwarzschild background. It is
convenient to introduce the coordinate [36]

u= (r—")d*s (177)

r
The wave equation becomes

~(d- 2 () (W) T Rw =ty = (178)
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where prime denotes differentiation with respectiand we have defined

fA(”)E%: —uT3 (U——lr_(z)u> (179)
W e e @2 .. @-DE-2)(1+3)
Wiw =7 = f(u) § P+ == u e f(u) - Jut (80
rg 4 >
where( 2 = 1493

0 ~
First let us consider the large black hole limjt— « keepingd andL fixed (small). Factoring
out the behavior at the horizon € 1)

W= (1—u) IR (u) (181)
the wave equation simplifies to
AF" + BoF' +CF =0 (182)
where
o = —(d—3)2uT3 (1—uFs)
i u%(l ug%%)
Be = —(d—3)[d—4— (2d - 5)uT3|uis —2(d — 3)2
d-1 1-u
d-1
G = I:2+(d—2)[d—4:13(d—2)u“]udzs
W2 4372 W2 u%(l—u%)
EEEY = R A e
~(d-3) 15) [d—4—(2d—5)u3:_%]ug:_g_(d_3)2 i u%j—;ss(l—ugi_%)
d-1 1-u d-1 (1-u)?

We may solve this equation perturbatively by separating
(Mo + HA)F =0 (183)
where

JOF = JZfF”—i-e@oF/—i-CgopF
JOF = (,@@—,@Q)F/—i—(%@’ﬁ—(gqo)l:

Expanding the wavefunction perturbatively,

F=FR+F+... (184)
at zeroth order the wave equation reads
P =0 (185)
whose acceptable solution is
d—2
Fo = U209 (186)
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being regular at both the horizon £ 1) and the boundaryu(= 0, or ¥ ~ r—%* - 0 asr — 00).
The Wronskian is

1
W= — (187)
ud=3 (1 — u*dfa)
and another linearly independent solution is
. W
Fo=F / Z 188
o=Fo | £z (188)

which is unacceptable because it diverges at both the lotp~ In(1— u) for u~ 1) and the
-~ d—4 _
boundary Fg ~ u 2039 foru~ 0, ory ~ r2* - o0 asr — 00).
At first order the wave equation reads

HF = —AFo (189)
whose solution may be written as
/4 Foe%ﬂlFo
F,—F 190
1=Fo / e / — (190)

The limits of the inner integral may be adjusted at will besmthis amounts to adding an arbitrary
amount of the unacceptable solution. To ensure regulatittyeahorizon, choose one of the limits
of integration au = 1 rendering the integrand regular at the horizon. Then avdlob@dary ¢ = 0),

- TRk
Fi=F regular terms 191
1=Fo [ 220t reg (191)

The coefficient of the singularity ought to vanish,

1 R4k
[ =0 (192)

which yields a constraint on the parameters (dispersiatiosl)

aol? —ia—ad® =0 (193)
After some algebra, we arrive at
d-3
ao= 7, a—d-3 (194)

The coefficienta, may also be found explicitly for each dimensidnbut it cannot be written as a
function ofd in closed form. It does not contribute to the dispersionti@teat lowest order. E.g.,
for d = 4,5, we obtain, respectively

65 1 5 1
Eq. (193) is quadratic i and has two solutions,
. L2 . d-3 . [?
wON_IdTl , = —i % +|d—_l (196)
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In terms of the frequency and the quantum numbéy

+d-3) @ .d-3 ((¢+d—3)
AU e /e U 197
WETTG O T e [@d-1r (197)

The smaller of the twogy, is inversely proportional to the radius of the horizon andat included
in the asymptotic spectrum. The other solution, is a crude estimate of the first overtone in the
asymptotic spectrum, nevertheless it shares two impoféattires with the asymptotic spectrum:
it is proportional torg and its dependence dris ﬁ(l/rg). The approximation may be improved
by including higher-order terms. This increases the degfdabe polynomial in the dispersion
relation (193) whose roots then yield approximate valuen@fe QNMs. This method reproduces
the asymptotic spectrum derived earlier albeit not in arcieffit way.

To include finite size effects, we shall use perturbatiorothgassuming Arp is small) and
replaces# by

1
= Hi+ A (198)
0
where
JYF = iy F" + ByF' + 6uF (199)

The coefficients may be easily deduced by collecting/r3) terms in the exact wave equation.
We obtain

oy = —2(d—3)2uP(1-u)
1-u 4
Py = —(d=3)u|(d—3)(2—3u)—(d—1) T ud3
1—uds
G = E[o|—4—(2o|—5)u—(o|—1) 1_?1u“}
2 1—uds

Interestingly, the zeroth order wavefunctiBgis an eigenfunction of#;,
HFo=—(d-2)F (200)

therefore the first-order finite-size effect is a simpletsbiithe angular momentum operator

|‘_2—>|‘_2—O'_22 (201)
o
The QNMs of lowest frequency are modified to
L(l+d—-3)—(d—2) 5
— 2 202
(d — 1)r0 + ( /rO) ( )
Ford = 4,5, we have respectively,
(=1 (+2) (1+1)?%-4
=—i 3rg , i arg (203)

in agreement with numerical results [29, 31].
According to the AdS/CFT correspondence, dual to the AdSaactschild black hole is a
gauge theory fluid on the boundary of AdS'(2 x R). Consider the fluid dynamics ansatz

u = e Ty, (204)
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wherey; is the (small) velocity of a point in the fluid, aridi a vector harmonic oi$"2. De-

manding that this ansatz satisfy the standard equationsezfrized hydrodynamics, one arrives at

a constraint on the frequency of the perturbatidahich yields [37]

(l+d—-3)—(d-2)
(d — 1)I’o

in perfect agreement with its dual counterpart.

Q=—i +0(1)r3) (205)

4.3.2 Scalar perturbations

Next we consider scalar perturbations which are calculatip more involved but phenomenologi-
cally more important because theirspectrum contains thedbfrequencies. For a scalar perturba-
tion we ought to replace the potentig} by

0

[=%

-5

1\? 2. . 1
x {d(d—Z) <1+%> uﬂ_3—6(d—2)(d—4)m<l+%>ua_3
3
+(d—4)(d — 6)fPu 53 + (d — 2)2 <1+32> u
o

1 2
+2(2d? — 11d + 18)rh <1+ r—2> u?
0

(d—4)d—6) (1+ l)z
‘o) 2 _3(d—2)(d—6)A? <1+ri2> u

+
g 0
6(d—2)(d—4)rh(1+ri2) 22
- > Lu+t2(d—1)(d—2)fP +d(d - 2)—
o o
(206)
~ o l(t+d—3)—(d—2) _ 2(f+d—2)(¢-1)
wherem= 2= 22 = @ D627
In the large black hole limitg — o with mfixed (small), the potential simplifies to
d-1
~ (O) o 1— ud-3 B %1}8 _ _ B R g:_s
s (u) = AU {d(d 2)ud3s —6(d —2)(d — 4)rmud-3
+(d - 4)(d — B)ftu a2 + (d — 2)283
+2(2d? — 11d + 18)riw? — 3(d — 2)(d — 6)tPu+ 2(d — 1)(d — 2)m3}
(207)

The wave equation has an additional singularity due to thébldopole of the scalar potential at
u= —rm. ltis desirable to factor out the behavior not only at theizwr, but also at the boundary
and the pole of the scalar potential,

wo (1 208
— -y R (209



Then the wave equation reads

AF" + BoF' +CoF =0 (209)
where
o = —(d—3)2uTF (1—u3)
_ 0 ¢1,[d=4 2(d-3)
By = —(d—3)ud3(1—ud 3)[ T m+u]
1A) u%(l ud_é)
—(d—3)d—4— (2d —5\uF31uF3 — 2(d — 3)2 A
(d—3)[d—4—(2d—Bjus=juss —2(d—3)*— ———
o o1 [ (d—2)(d—4) (d—3)(d—4) 2(d—3)?
% = —um=( ““){ Ve W) ()2
~ 2d-8 d—1
d-1) d-5 i uds3(l—ud3)|[d—4 d-3
— — 4 — — da—3 d—3 — —
[{d 4— (2d—5)uf | b3 4 2(d P R HZU m+u]
_(d_31% [d—4—(2d—5)u%]u%_(d_3)2 i udE(1—udd)
d-1 1-u d-1 (1-u)?
VO — a2 ~2 ot | EH
+#+(d—3)2 w 2U 3(1 U23)
1—uds (d-12 (1-u

We shall define zeroth-order wave equationzé&go = 0, where
JF = A F" + BoF' (210)

The acceptable zeroth-order solution is
Fo(uy=1 (211)

which is plainly regular at all singular pointsi & 0,1, —M). It corresponds to a wavefunction
vanishing at the boundary{~ r—%" asr — 00).,

The Wronskian is A )

Sy, L (212)
ud3 (1—ud3)

and an nacceptable solutionfg = J# . It can be written in terms of hypergeometric functions.
Ford > 6, it has a singularity at the boundafy ~ U3 for u~ 0,ory ~ rz° 5 o asr — o,
Ford = 5, the acceptable wavefunction behavesd$? whereas the unacceptable one behaves as
r—Y2|nr. Ford = 4, the roles ofy andF, are reversed, however the results still valid because the
correct boundary condition at the boundary is a Robin bognciandition [36, 37]. Finally, we note
thatFy is also singular (logarithmically) at the horizom£ 1).

Working as in the case of vector modes, we arrive at the fidsroconstraint

1@
=0 213
o AW (213)
becauseriFy = (Bg — Po)F} + CoFo = €. This leads to the dispersion relation
a— i —ad’=0 (214)
After some algebra, we obtain
~d—-114+(d-2)m ~d-3 1 .
== armz a; = AT me = m{1+0(m)} (215)
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For smallnj, the quadratic equation has solutions

- d-3 d—1 _
(;,)55::5—I7 M+ ——m (216)

related to each other by = —&y *, which is a general symmetry of the spectrum.
Finite size effects at first order amount to a shift of the oeint ag in the dispersion relation

1
2 — 80+ aH (217)
0
After some tedious but straightforward algebra, we obtain

au = = {1+0()} (218)

The modified dispersion relation yields the modes

agw_id;:;mi d;lﬁH—l (219)
2 2
In terms of the quantum numbér
. (({+d—-3)—(d—2) ((l+d—-3)
F o~ —i(d—3 + 220
@ ~~10-3) — =2, d—2 (220)

in agreement with numerical results [31].

Notice that the imaginary part is inversely proportionakgpas in vector case. In the scalar
case, we also obtained a finite real part independeny.dt yields the speed of sound = \/ﬁ
which is the correct value in the presence of conformal iavere.

Turning to the implications of the above results for the ACST correspondence, we may
perturb the gauge theory fluid on the boundary of A85 { x R) using the ansatz

u=2e'0S , dp=#"e'S (221)

wherey; is the (small) velocity of a point in the fluid an®ip is a pressure perturbation. They are
both given in terms d8, a scalar harmonic o8 —2. Demanding that this ansatz satisfy the equations
of linearized hydrodynamics, one obtains a frequency diupeationQ in perfect agreement with
our analytic result [36, 37].

4.3.3 Tensor perturbations

Finally, for completeness we discuss the case of tensourpations. Unlike the other two cases,
the asymptotic spectrum of tensor perturbations is theeegfiectrum. To see this, note that in the
large black hole limit, the wave equation reads

—(d—3)%(uTE —B)W' — (d—3)[(d— 4)uss — (2d - LAY

_ 2 ~2
+{I:2+d(d 2, ag_3+(d @ }W =0
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For the zeroth-order equation, we mayiset 0= @. The resulting equation may be solved exactly.
Two linaerly independent solutions aM & F; at zeroth order)

_d-2_ ~ __d-2_ d-1
Fo(u) =u2@3 | Fy(u)=u 2d-3n (1— ua—_s) (222)

Neither behaves nicely at both ends= 0,1). Therefore both are unacceptable which makes it
impossible to build a perturbation theory to calculate $fn@djuencies which are inversely propor-
tional torg. This negative result is in agreement with numerical reg@9, 31] and in accordance
with the ADS/CFT correspondence. Indeed, there is no atisgttzan be built from tensor spherical
harmonicsT;; satisfying the linearized hydrodynamic equations, begaighe conservation and
tracelessness propertiesTf.

5 Conclusion

We discussed the calculation of analytic asymptotic exgioes for quasi-normal modes of various
perturbations of black holes in asymptotically flat as welbati-de Sitter spaces. We also showed
how perturbative corrections to the asymptotic expressgam be systematically calculated.

In view of the AAS/CFT correspondence, in AdS spaces we crated on low frequency
modes because they govern the hydrodynamic behavior ofahgegtheory fluid which is dual to
the black hole. Thus, these modes provide a powerful toohdetstanding the hydrodynamics of
a gauge theory at strong coupling. They may lead to expetaheansequences pertaining to the
quark-gluon plasma produced in heavy ion collisions at Reih@ the LHC.
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