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Abstract

It is known that the solutions of pure classical 5D gravitgthwh\dSs
asymptotics can describe strongly coupled large N dynamiasuniversal
sector of 4D conformal gauge theories. We show that when ch@dary
metric is flat we can uniquely specify the solution by the tany stress
tensor. We also show that in theffesman-Graham coordinates all these so-
lutions have an integer Taylor series expansion in the rad@rdinate (i.e.
no log terms). Specifying an arbitrary stress tensor can lead totjywes
of pathologies, it can either destroy the asymptotic AdSnidany condi-
tion or it can produce naked singularities. We show that wéantions
have no net angular momentum, all hydrodynamic stress teqseserve
the asymptotic AdS boundary condition, though they may pcednaked
singularities. We construct solutions corresponding tuteary hydrody-
namic stress tensors in fflerman-Graham coordinates using a derivative
expansion. In contrast to Eddington-Finkelstein coordindere the con-
straint equations simplify and at each order it is manijelstirentz covari-
ant. The regularity analysis, becomes more elaborate, butan show that
there is a unique hydrodynamic stress tensor which givesluians free
of naked singularities. In the process we write down exiist order solu-
tions in both F&erman-Graham and Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates for
hydrodynamic stress tensors with arbitrgs. Our solutions can describe
arbitrary (slowly varying) velocity configurations. We pbout some field-
theoretic implications of our general results.

arXiv:0810.4851v2 [hep-th] 28 Jan 2009

1 Introduction

In one of the major developments of late 20-th century plsysitias been shown
that many strongly coupled conformal 4D gauge theoriesgelBl can be solved
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by using a classical theory of gravity in ten dimensionatgpiane withAdSs x X
asymptotics [1-3]. X is a compact Sasaki-Einstein maniéold is related to the R
symmetry of the theory if the gauge theory is supersymmedtrithe classical the-
ory of gravity the dynamics of the metric will be describedHigstein’s equation
sourced by a matter energy-momentum tensor. The matteertooft the theory
of gravity will depend on the presumed dual gauge theory. H&ygaugfravity
duality any smooth solution of the equations of motion of ¢lessical theory of
gravity is dual to an on-shell state in the conformal gaugeth and encodes all
the dynamics of the strongly coupled CFT state in a precise[2®].

There is, however, always a sector of the theory where thardigs is uni-
versal. This is because any two-derivative theory of ctasgravity which has
AdSs x X as a solution always admits a consistent truncation to fiweedsional
Einstein’s equation with a negative cosmological const&ot instance, we can
set all scalar fields arising from Kaluza Klein excitatiomsX and other sources
to values that minimise the potential and tuffiall other matter fields.

Using ADSCFT correspondence, now we can define the universal secidir of
strongly coupled (large N) conformal field theories with\gtaduals as follows.
This sector by definition is the dual of pure 5-dimensionalgy with asymp-
totic AdS boundary condition. A state in this universal seatill be dual to a
smooth solution of Einstein’s equation with negative colagizal constant. At
finite temperature also, this correspondence works, butthewgolutions of pure
classical gravity are required to be free of naked singl\ima

In the first part of the paper we will argue that all solutiorfigore classical
gravity in the universal sector withdSs asymptotics are uniquely determined by
the boundary stress tensor when the boundary metric is flag. AUS; asymp-
totics always requires a choice of a boundary conformaktsire which means
that the induced metric on the surface at infinity has a dopble in the radial
coordinate and its residue can only be fixed upto conforraakfiormations in the
boundary coordinates. We say that the boundary metric isvil@in we choose
the boundary conformal structure to be that of flat space.héngaugggravity
dictionary it translates into the dual CFT living in flat spacSo our result im-

1This universal sector is fierent from what in the context of calculating the tachyonuvan
in string field theory is also called the universal sector@fCFTs. In the latter case, it is defined
to be the set of states generated by the action of Virasorergems on the vacuum [8]. However
these states cannot be uniquely specified just by the vereslsstensor alone whereas all solutions
of pure gravity can be uniquely specified by the boundangsttensor. So even for 2D CFTs our
universal sector (which can be defined to be the dual of purgraiiity with negative cosmological
constant) is dferent from the other definition.



plies that in the universal sector the strongly coupled dyina of the CFT state at
large N is specified once the conservation of the expectatire of the traceless
stress tensor is satisfied. From the field-theoretic poimieat, this is a surprising
simplification of the dynamics.

To establish our claim we will use a theorem due t&é&menan and Graham [4],
which states that for any solution of Einstein’s equatiornith vdS asymptotics
we can always use a certain coordinate system within a fimstartcte from the
boundary. Skenderis and others [5, 9] have shown that thierdrean-Graham
coordinate system also captures the physics of the CFTyniogbarticular, one
can read & the expectation values of various operators in the dual G&€ and
also the Weyl anomaly directly from the metric in this cooate system. We
will use some characteristics of the CFT to argue that wherbttundary metric
is flat the metric in Féerman-Graham coordinates should have a simple integer
Taylor series expansion in the radial coordinate. In factamgument remains
valid whenever the Weyl anomaly of the dual CFT vanishes. rékalt has been
proved in generality for even dimensional AdS bytEeman and Graham for any
choice of boundary metric. Since the Weyl anomaly for any @G+ddd number
of dimensions vanish, this is a special case of our resultwiWeise our power
series ansatz for the metric in fflerman-Graham coordinates to show that the
boundary stress tensor expectation value uniquely fixab@ltodficients in the
power series thus specifying the solution uniquely. Given@FT argument for
the consistency of the power series ansatz we will be abletabksh that the
metric is uniquely determined locally by the stress tensor.

It is clear, however, that any arbitrary traceless and awesestress tensor
will not correspond to a CFT state. FADS; asymptotics we can say something
more about gravity solutions with such boundary stressot@nsEven in these
cases, we will prove rigorously that the power series sotutvith nolog terms
in the radial coordinate exists when the boundary metriats However in such
gravity solutions either of two distinct pathologies carcwc For stress tensors
with pathology of the first kind the reverse question of figdihe corresponding
gravity solution will be ill-posed. For such stress tenstite formal power series
solution of the metric in A&erman-Graham coordinates will exist but this power
series will have zero radius of convergence in the radiatdioate. These patho-
logical stress tensors will be of the “asymptotic boundargdition destroying”,
or, in short, of “abcd” type. The other distinct set of patigital stress tensors
will produce naked singularities in the bulk.

We will argue that “abcd” type of stress tensors can be awblmedoing a
perturbation around a stationary late-time solution. W fwrther specialise to
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solutions with no net asymptotic angular momentum and tkegdions at late
times will always settle down to a static black brafeMulti blackbrane static
solutions will not occur if there are no p-form gauge fieldssathe case in pure
gravity. We will set up a perturbation expansion in thé&&enan-Graham coordi-
nates and show that all hydrodynamic stress tensors peegenasymptotic AdS
boundary condition. This result, we will argue, should dlase some measure of
validity for solutions carrying net angular momentum.

The perturbation expansion will be similar in spirit to thlascribed in [10,11],
but we will use F&erman-Graham coordinates instead of Eddington-Finkelste
coordinates. A single black brane preserves the SO(3)isataymmetries and
the R®! translation symmetries of the full SO(4,2) isometriesAafSs. Among
the isometries which are broken only two can at most commiite @ach other
and there is a four parameter family of choice of these twenetoies. Since
they parametrise the mutually commuting set of broken syimeseof the vac-
uum, which is the static black brane, we will call these “nmaaily commuting
Goldstone parameters”. We will choose them to be the scatsfiormation with
one scaling parameter and an arbitrary boost parametrige¢tebthree spatial
components of a velocity. We can use them to generate a foamader fam-
ily of so-called boosted black brane solutions. This ch@saeatural because the
boundary stress tensor of these boosted black brane sWutid be that of a ho-
mogenous perfect conformal fluid parameterised by its iglend temperature.
The velocity of the fluid will be the same velocity which parmtnises the boost
and the temperature will be the parameter of the scale tsemstion if the un-
boosted black brane had temperature unity (in units whereatiius of AdS is
set to unity). Now we will make the velocity and temperaturgiteary functions
of the field theory coordinates (i.e all coordinates exchptradial one) and find
a correction to the metric which is first order in derivatieéshe field theory co-
ordinates. The boundary stress tensor is also correctedessith and Einstein’s
equation implies it is conserved and traceless. This gaeation being an order
by order derivative expansion should be thought of as thegnaphic dual of the
usual low energy expansion/B in an dfective field theory, T being the temper-

2This late time equilibriation, is of course expected onlthi& boundary stretches indefinitely
in time, i.e. if the solution is free of “abcd” type of pathgyp One may see this explicitly by
studying an example, in which the boundary stress tenstwaisdf two fluids eternally moving
past each other atfiiérent but constant velocities and temperatures withoutiegating. Our
results imply that a solution with AdS asymptotics will exéven for such a boundary stress
tensor. One of the authors (AM) is investigating this salntio check if it indeed has “abcd” type
of pathology.



ature. This is therefore a derivative expansion.

The derivative expansion in the filerman-Graham has some advantages over
the same expansion in Eddington-Finkelstein coordindt@sl[1]. In the Fé&er-
man Graham coordinate system we can naturally view Eiristequation as evo-
lution of boundary metric in the radial direction. We willlcgnose components of
Einstein’s equation which contain no more than one dekieatf the radial coor-
dinate as constraint equations. The first advantage isltbatdnstraint equations
become trivial except for the conservation and tracelessofthe boundary stress
tensor if the dissipative (i.e the non-equilibrium) partleé boundary stress ten-
SOrtis)y IS chosen to satisfy'tis,, = 0. The latter is called the Landau gauge
condition and may be imposed without any loss of generadityyasuitable redef-
initions of the four velocity and temperature we can alwagkethe stress tensor
satisfy this propertﬁ The second advantage over the perturbation in Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinates is that here the whole procedutd®lorentz-covariant,
whereas in the Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates we hagtompose all terms
into tensors, vectors and scalars of SO(3). The third adganis that we can
construct the metric for an arbitrary conformal hydrodymastress tensor. We
can also readfbthe stress tensor from our metric rather easily. Given impk-
fication of the constraints, in particular, one can thinkhe Edferman-Graham
coordinate system as the “Coulomb gauge” in the context dfrfgnout metrics
corresponding to arbitrary hydrodynamic stress tensors.

However, as we already know from the results of [10, 11], thlatgn corre-
sponding to a generic hydrodynamic stress tensor will gotaaked singularity.
In the Féferman-Graham coordinates, however, we will find that thatgni al-
ways has a singularity at the location of the unperturbedzbor To see if the
singularity is just a coordinate singularity or a real onewiétranslate our solu-
tion to Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates, because inBtdington-Finkelstein
coordinate system a real singularity will be manifest imteiof an actual blowup
of the metric. To do this we will solve the equations of tramsfation exactly to
each order in the derivative expansion. We will show thattivbiethe singularity
in the metric in F&erman-Graham coordinates is real or fake, the translation t
Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates can be achieved ayeweler. The metric in
the Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates will make the slagty manifest and also
easily reveal for which choice of the déeients in the stress tensor would the

3The Landau gauge is simply a convenient set of definitiond@felocity and temperature
variables of the fluid and has nothing to do with gauge fixingioftein’s equations. The physical
meaning of these deifinitions is thatt is the local four-velocity of energy transport.



solution be free of naked singularities. At every order i derivative expansion,
there will be a unique choice of cfiients of the terms in the stress tensor for
which the solution will be free of naked singularities.

Though we will establish the general results stated abogayi give explicit
computations only upto first order in derivatives. In paré we will find the so-
lution (exact upto first order in derivatives) infferman-Graham coordinates for
a conformal hydrodynamic stress tensor with arbitrgtst We will be able to find
the solution for an arbitrary velocity configuration of theumdary fluid. A special
case of our result will be the solution corresponding to tj@ln flow found by
Janik [13, 14]. With our method we will be able to find the swuos for arbitrary
slowly varying velocity configurations at each order in tlegidative expansion.
It should also be kept in mind that the pathologies pointedioyl13, 14, 17],
associated with the methods of finding solutions iffémenan-Graham coordi-
nates in [13, 14, 17], do not occur in our case because we tekem late time
scaling limit in which we are zooming closer to the horizorhere in fact the
metric always develops a coordinate singularity. In faat method is as good
and of equal reach as the derivative expansion in Eddingtokelstein coordi-
nates. It has several comparative advantages which havepé®ed out earlier,
the comparative disadvantage being a slightly more elaéboegularity analysis.
However if we go beyond the hydrodynamic sector to describkitlack brane
solutions (if they exist), the Feerman-Graham coordinate system (being tied to
the AdS asymptotics) can always be employéitiently, whereas it is not clear
if the Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates will be equalgetul.

The organisation of the paper is as follows. In section 2, stal#ish that the
boundary stress tensor uniquely specifies a solution of gdassical gravity with
AdS asymptotics when the boundary metric is flat. In sectiowe3confirm our
claims about the metric in Berman-Graham coordinates by translating a known
solution in Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates which isexupto first order in
derivatives and free of naked singularities (we will calsteolution as the hy-
drodynamic solution and has been found in [10]). In sectipwd will set up
and elucidate the derivative expansion in thé&&m®nan-Graham coordinates and
establish that all hydrodynamic stress tensors presewepstic AdS boundary
condition. In section 5, we will do the regularity analysi®ar solutions. Finally
we will end with some discussion on the field-theoretic irog@lions of our results.



2 How the boundary stress tensor fixes the solution

In this section we will restrict our attention mainly to a filenensional asymptot-
ically AdS space with flat boundary metric, though we willicate in the end that
our results may be sliciently generalised. We will soon explain what is meant
by the boundary metric for asymptotically AdS spaces.

The Einstein-Hilbert action on 5-dim manifoM, with an appropriate coun-
terterm to have a well defined variational principle withibiet boundary con-
dition is

16WGN[ deX\/_(R+ iy » d*xvy2K] (1)

whereK is the extrinsic curvature ands the induced metric on the boundary. We
are using the convention of [5] in which the cosmologicalstantA of AdSg,
is normalized to be- 4%, hence forAdS; we haveA = - 8.
We want to solve Einstein’s equation
1 6

RMN - ERGMN = |_ZGMN (2)
subject to the condition that the solution is asymptotycAlllS with a given con-
formal structure at the boundary. fferman and Graham have shown that for such
solutions we can use a specific coordinate system calleddtfierfan-Graham
coordinate system near the boundary. In this coordinatesyshe metric takes

the following form:

d< = GundXMdx = ;[de + Qulp, dZd2] 3)

In the expression above the indices (M,N) run over all AdSrdmates and the
indices fi, v) run over the four field theory coordinates. The boundaryingl),,
is defined as

Joy (2 = L'_rQ) 9w (Z p) (4)

Let this boundary metric have a conformal structure. Theartbe shown that any
conformal transformation of the boundary coordinates &) loe lifted to a bulk
diffeomorphism of the HeEerman-Graham coordinates which preserves the form
of the metric [(B) [6, 7]. Under this bulk flieomorphism, the boundary metric
undergoes the same conformal transformation. The simpéest for instance
will be a scale transformatioa,— Az, of the boundary coordinates for which the
corresponding bulk dieomorphism will bep — 2p (note that in the case of the
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bulk diffeomorphism, the field theory coordinates z do not transfdrafl go that
the boundary metrigg,, scales likegoy(2) = 17200y (2).-

In the Féferman-Graham coordinate system the various componentmof E
stein’s equation reads as [ﬂ]:

1//_3 r_}r—l/ } -1\ _ Di _i -1 _
59 2p@l 599 g+4Tr(g 9)9 - Ridg) 2pTlr(@J g)g=0 (5

v Trg'g)-Vv'g, =0
—_ 77 1 - /7 1 - ! ~— 4
Trlg'g ]—5Tr[g g1 - 5Trlg 'gg'g]=0

Here “(')” denotes a derivative with respectd@andV,, is the covariant derivative
constructed from the metrg,,. Also in the above equations we have set our units
such that |, the radius of AdS is set to unity.

When the boundary metric is flat, we will argue that we can e, (z p)
in a simple integer power Taylor series@Wwith codficients which are functions
of z. Since we have chosen the boundary metric to be flat, Hukrlg term has to
ben,,. Our power series ansatz will be:

guv(zs p) = Nuy + Z;izg(Zrl)ﬂv(Z)pzn (6)

We have written down only even powers®fn the above expansion because it
follows from a result due to FEerman and Graham [4] that the power serigs (6)
should be an even function pfﬁ The only even term which is absentgg,,, (2)
which follows as an easy consequence of the equations ocbm{@).

It is not obvious that this power series ansatz will indeexVjate us a solution,
so we will give an intuitive argument why this works. By A@FT correspon-
dence any solution of the bulk equations of motion would gigea state in the
CFT, so the cofcients of the Taylor series expansion[ih (6) should be fonsti

4The (minor) diterence with the system of equations given in this refererittdoe that we
will use the original F&erman-Graham radial coordinatewhereas there the radial coordinate is
chosen to be the squareroot of ours. Also, the referenceaudefinition of the Riemann tensor
such that the scalar curvature of AdS comes out to be positive

5The existence of power series solution has been provedfigrRean and Graham for all even
dimensional asymptotic AdS solutions and in case of odd dgiomal asymptotid\dS solutions
they also argued that if the solution is a power series it Ehba even. The F&erman Graham
coordinates are however unique only upt@abmorphisms which are the lifts of the boundary
conformal transformations into the bulk. Although, it igbvious, it can also be shown [4] that
the evenness of the seri¢$ (6) is independent of the choiaeyoparticular Féerman-Graham
coordinate system.



of the expectation values of the local operators in the duél State. We will
explicitly see below that all these dtieients are just functions of the expectation
value of the stress tensor in the CFT state. It is possibleddlse &ect of space-
time independent scale transformation on the CFT oper&tursg,,(z p). To do
this we have to lift the scale transformation to a bul&ebmorphism so that the
form of the metric[(B) remains the same and the boundary ced8o remains flat.
This lift, as mentioned before, is achieved by- Ap. In the most general case
it has been shown [9] that the form of the anshkiz (6) should beified by terms
like p"(log(p))™ with non-negative n and m. To illustrate our argument we will
consider just two such possible terms:

din) (20" + himy (Dp"log(o)

Under the bulk scaling transformatipn— Ap,

In (2 = 1"?gm(2) — log(1)2" *hey(2) (7)

We find the above transformation by checking the newftament ofp" in g, after
the scale transformation. In a CFT any local operator sirspgtes like a power
of 4, the power being given by the conformal dimension of the afoer Alog(1)
term is present only when the Weyl anomaly doesn’t vanisfatrspace the Weyl
anomaly vanishes and since we have chosen the boundarg togte flat thdog
term in (1) should not be present@s,,, is a function of the expectation values of
local operators. The absence of thg(1) term in a scale transformation applies
not only to primary operators but also to their descende®swe can argue that
terms likep"(log(p))™ should be absent amygl, should be given by a simple power
series op.

However, our argument, of course, breaks down if the boynstaess tensor
does not correspond to any CFT state. In Appendix A, we haxenghe general
proof of the existence of the power series solutionAdiSs asymptotics, so that
even for such cases we can state that the solution, is indegolwer series. In
fact we will explicitly see, that for all hydrodynamic steetensors, whether they
do or do not correspond to CFT states, the solutions are alp@ayer series.

Now we will substitute our ansatzl(6) in the equations of m{8) and solve
them order by order in powers pf It is known from earlier work of Skenderis
et.al. [5] that the first terrg.),,(2) is just the expectation value of the stress tensor.
Briefly this is how it comes about to be so. Upto this order thgt quation
(the tensor equation) identically vanishes while the sdamd third equation of



motion give:

Tr(9a) =0 (8)
& Yayr = 0

Since the equations of motion by themselves cannot spggifyve need a data
from the CFT to specify it subject to the above constraintesthaturallyg s is
the traceless conserved stress tensor of the CFT. Howeveanvalso explicitly
check this. An explicit calculation shows thgg, is indeed the Balasubramanian-
Kraus stress tensor [15] which could be defined for any asgtigpdly AdS space.
Hence we may write:

Oy = tyv (9)

With our ansatz[(6) it turns out that all the other fim@entsg, (n > 2) are
fixed uniquely by the equations of motion in termsypf and its derivatives (or in
other words the stress tensor and its derivatives). We vbsleat the first and the
third of the equations of motionl(5) (i.e. the tensor and tteas equations) are
suficient to solve forg,. All the higher powers of the second of the equations
of motion (B) (i.e the vector equation) identically vanistman imposing the con-
straints [(8) i.e. by imposing the tracelessness and theeceatson of the stress
tensor. It is not diicult to argue that this should be the case because it can be
shown [5] that the second (i.e the vector) equation of magianply implies the
conservation of the Brown-York stress tensor (which wheguiaed becomes the
Balasubramanian-Kraus stress tensor) for an arbitrargtaatp hypersurface.
Now the conservation of the Brown-York stress tensor at arglwpersurface is
not independent of the same requirement for another hygacg) because in the
ADM-like formulation of the Einstein’s equations if we ssfif our constraints at a
given hypersurface in which our initial conditions are githe evolution (here in
the radial coordinatp) automatically satisfies the constraints. The consematio
of the Brown-York stress tensor at the boundary is alreadyefbat leading order
in p of the vector equation of motion throudh (8). Hence we sheuftkect that the
vector equation should not impose any new constraints osttees tensor given
that the tensor and scalar equations specify all th&icants uniquely and this is
exactly what is borne out. In our proof in Appendix A, we shoswtthe tensor,
vector and scalar equations of motion turn out to be condistéh each other
when we employ the power series ansatz.

Below we give the a few of the the cii€ientsg,),,

1
Oy = _1_2Dtuv
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Here, as before in[5) the boundary indices are raised anerémhbyr,, ando is
the Laplacian in flat space. Let us observe and explain cestaiple features of
the results above. The first observation is that every teriindrRHS of the above
equations contain only even number of derivatives. Thi®ibexause the terms
containing derivatives originate only from Ric(g) in thestiof the equations of
@®). The second observation is that the terms independdémé aferivatives appear
only for gun. This is so because if we omit Ric(g) in the first of the equaiof
(®), then the solution is a power seriesdft as the first non-trivial term in the
series igy). So for a solution where the stress tensor is uniform (likihercase
of a static black brane solution), g has an expansion cdntaonly p*" terms.
With our argument that the ansalz (6) should give us a camisblution, it
is obvious that the stress tensor, which appeagn81 g uniquely specifies the
solution because all the higher ¢beients are fixed uniquely in terms gy with
no new constraints liké (8) appearing f@. This completes the argument that
when the boundary metric is flat we should have a solutionueljgspecified
locally by the stress tensor alone. This statement readihemlizes to other
dimensions in the case of a flat boundary metric and mosyli&isio generalizes
when the boundary metric is not flat. The general validitylddae argued for on
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the basis of the equations of motidd (5) which are secondrdsgecifically in
derivatives op). Intuitively the boundary metric and the stress tensociies all
the initial data we need for a unique solution, however a etecdemonstration
of this would probably require methods beyond what we haveleyed here.

Our power series ansatz (6) should work even if the Eindttiipert action
with negative cosmological constant receives higher dévig corrections pro-
vided the boundary stress tensor corresponds to a state idutd theory. Our
argument as to why it works is independent of the equation aion and like-
wise also independent of say, the value of t’hooft couplifithe dual theory. We
have just used the fact that a conformal transformation énbtbundary should
have an appropriate lift to a bulkfieomorphism consistent with the transforma-
tion of CFT operators. The transformation of the CFT opesatmder conformal
transformations, as well, is independent of the value ofcthgpling. In fact one
can readily check that exact static black hole solutions afi$3-Bonnet gravity
which are asymptotically AdS (given in [19]) have power serexpansion when
written in Feferman-Graham coordinates.

The argument we have given above, however, cannot be reveysargue
that a solution with asymptotitdSs boundary conditions exists for any arbitrary
stress tensor. The reason that we can’t reverse the argusrtbiat the series [6)
for g, exists only formally. The cd&cientsg, may not be well behaved at large
n, for an arbitrary stress tensor. We will give a simple exinip show what
can go wrong. For a specific choice of stress tensor, we maytHiatdy,,, =
f(n)s,, plus other terms. Hers,, is a specific term in the stress tensor. If, for
instance, the series, f(n)p" has zero radius of convergenag, will not be a
meaningful series g as it will also have zero radius of convergenceirSuch
boundary stress tensors, for whigh has zero radius of convergencepincould
be appropriately called, “asymptotic boundary conditiestdoying” stress tensor
or in short “abcd” stress tensor. We will have more to say aboch stress tensors
in section 43

SInterestingly, F&erman and Graham have shown in [4] that for even dimensi@yahptotic
AdS solutionsg,, always has a finite radius of convergenceinHowever their argument does
not readily generalize to the odd dimensional case.
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3 Mutual translation between Eddington-Finkelstein
and Fefferman-Graham coordinates

In the previous section, we have seen that, théeF@man-Graham coordinate sys-
tem is good for finding a solution to Einstein’s equation véthegative cosmolog-
ical constant when the corresponding boundary stressnénspecified. How-
ever the solutions are usually found in other coordinatéesys. For instance, the
static black brane solution is usually described in the Schwhild-like coordi-
nate system and the hydrodynamic metric of [10] has beerdfouthe Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinate system. It would be useful to see Wevean rewrite these
solutions in the Féerman-Graham coordinate system asymptotically. We will
demonstrate a novel technique towards this end for the bddsack brane and
the hydrodynamic metrics. In both cases we will see that vmeachieve a mu-
tual translation between Eddington-Finkelstein coorthirsgstem and Feerman-
Graham coordinate system by using a power series ansataristmig) and we
can solve this ansatz algebraically order by order. We exthecmethod to work
for all solutions in which the boundary metric is flat, or mgenerally when the
Weyl anomaly vanishes.

The general procedure is as follows. In the Eddington-Hgt&san coordinates
(¢, r) the metric takes the form:

ds = —2u,(X)d¥‘dr + G,,,(x, r)dx‘dx’ (11)

Here we are using ingoing Eddington-Finkelstein coordirsgstem, so that' is a
four-velocity (hences,u,7” = —1) such that it is directed forward in time. We will
express the general structure of coordinate transformditen the Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinatesd, r) to Feferman-Graham coordinate® (o) as below:

do = p,(r, X)dx + q(r, x)dr (12)
dz' = mt (r, X)dx’ + n“(r, x)dr (13)

We substitute the above in thefflegman-Graham form of the metrid (3) to get:
1
ds = ?[( PuPy + Guelo. 2t )dXdX + 2(p,q + Gew (0, 2, N7 ) dr

+ (07 + gulo, ANn")dr?]

Comparing the above with the Eddington-Finkelstein fornthef metric [(11), we

(14)
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get the following set of equations:

(A%, 1) + Gulo, AN (x, N"(x,1) = 0 (15)
2P, (% NAX T) + Gaslo, (0P, (x, NP (x, 1) + 1P, (x, )IN"(x, 1)
= —2u,(x)(o(x, 1))
Pu(% 1) Py(% 1) + Guo, DN, 0 I (%, 1) = G (X, 1) (0 (X, T))?

So we have a scalar, a vector and a tensor equation and threewums to solve
for. The unknowns are a scalafx,r), a vectorz‘(x,r) and the tensog,,(z p)
which appear in the FeEerman-Graham metri€](3). It is clear from the definitions
(@2) of g, etc. that they are just various partial derivatielpoz), for instanceq =
orp, etc. We will make the following general ansatz to solve theva equations.
The ansatz fop andz* will be that they will be an integer power series of the
inverse of the Eddington-Finkelstein radial coordinate r.

1 p2X) | ps(¥)
= F-l-pzrz +pi3 T+ o (16)

z":x“+@+@+

To solve the equations of transformationl(15), the abovelshoe supplemented
with the ansatZ (6) for thg,,(z p) in the Féferman Graham metric. The expres-
sions for the partial derivatives like g, etc. then turn aubé as below:

1 20, 3
q:arp:—r—z—r—;—r—f—.... (17)
O0up2  0up3
pﬂ—aﬂp l;_z l;—?) .....
2 2
n“—arz“ —r—z—F—

One thing to be kept in mind is that when we substitute our tznd#) to solve
the equations of transformatidn (19). (o, 2 should be re-expressed as functions
of (x,r). Below, we just give the first three terms which appafter it is rewritten

as functions of (x,r).

tn(X)  (4oaty, + (z2.0),)(X)
O = T + S0 + 2 r; A2 (18)
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We now consider a boosted black brane metric in Eddingtoketstein coordi-
nate

ds = —2u,dxdr — r?f (br)u,u,dx¥dx’ + r?P,,dx¥'dx’ (19)
where
1
f=1-7 (20)
w = ! (21)

1-p2

5

(22)

.

1- ,8i2
and the temperature 6 = n—lb and the three-velocity; are all constants, and
Pyv = u,u, + 1, (23)

is the projector onto the spatial hypersurface orthogom#hé four velocityu-.
This metric can be obtained by applying a boost parametetisethe three-
velocity g; and a scaling by to the usual AdS black hole with unit temperature
where the time coordinates itself a Killing vector. In this case actually the ex-
act transformation from Eddington-Finkelstein tofflteman-Graham coordinate
system can be exactly worked out easily and it is given by:

V2b
p= (24)
\/b2r2 + Vbiré -1
7' = x* + wbk(br),

K(y) = %(Iog(%) _ 2arctany) + )

The solution forg,, in the Feferman-Graham metri¢](3) for the boosted black
brane is given by:
4

0 4
g,uV(Z’p) = (1 + ﬂ)ﬂyv +

4p
4+t
The boundary stress tensor could be easily re&thylooking at the coicient
of p* after Taylor expanding the RHS of the above expression. Tiesstensor
turns out to be that of an ideal conformal fluid (like that ofes @f photons)

(25)

1
tO,uv = g(4)#V = @[4Uyuv + 77,uv] (26)
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where the temperature & = ﬂ—lb The horizon in the Héerman-Graham coor-

dinates is ap = V2b and at the horizomy,, given by [25) is not invertible as
(o = V2b,2) = 2P,,. So clearly the AFgerman-Graham coordinate system has
a coordinate singularity at the horizon. Also it is easy teatfrom [24) that the
change of coordinates also becomes singular at the horizon.

Now we turn to the hydrodynamic metric found in [10] which is@ution to
Einstein’s equation upto first order in the derivative exgpan and has a regular
horizon. Here the “maximally commuting Goldstone paramsdtef the boosted
black brane solution, the velocitigsand the temperatur® are functions of the
field theory coordinates (x). Th@,, in the Eddington-Finkelstein form of the
metric (11) is:

1 2
Gy = MRy + (=17 + )y + 2D (Br) oy, — (W)U, U, — ZULL(A.W)) (27)

with oros
F(x) = (Io ((x+ 1) (x +1)
In this case we will solve the set of equati(15) by puttimgur anstaZ (16). We
solve order by order for each powem r=". At each order we have to solve alge-
braic equations and remarkably the equations can be censistolved at each
order. It is important to throw away all the terms which hawve k-derivatives or
more and solve the series fprandZ* given in [16) and the series fay,, given

in (€) only upto first derivative order. This is justified besa the hydrodynamic
metric above in Eddington-Finkelstein form is a solutiorBiostein’s equation
only upto first order inx-derivatives and hence it can have d@Emnan-Graham
expansion near the boundary only upto first derivative ordére results of the
non-vanishing terms in the expansion foandz* in (I6) uptor—° order are given
below:

) — 2arctan(x) + n) (28)

_Low 1 1Beuwy 7
P2 = 30505 = g P6 = 12Cb4’ 9_12838
ii W, Zg —U”((? U) Zg 5b4’

9w (0.u) + 7(u.c’))u” W
%= 600" %= g

(29)

We can easily observe some patterns in the results abowlyRire terms with-
out any derivatives only appear as fio@ents ofr "1, These are precisely the
terms that appear in the expansion for the case of the boblsteklbrane as given
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in (24). This is because the original black brane solutiofréfierman-Graham
coordinates as we know from (25) is a series with “gaps” of fgthich means

only the fourth next term is non-zero). So the solution[of)(&Bould provide a
series fop andz* in gaps of four as well. Secondly, it also turns out that tiente

which have first derivative pieces occur &, ps, Z,, Z;, etc. again in gaps of four.
We obtain the cocients of the series fag,, given in (6) which was part of our
ansatz. The second non-zero term in the series gives us tigatyostress tensor:

. + 4u,U, 1
tyv = O@auy = % - ﬁo-yv (30)

where 1
Oy = Pﬂa Pvﬁa(aUﬁ) - :—)’P,l,,aau“ (31)

This is stress tensor for a relativistic conformal fluid sf§ing Navier-Stokes’
equation and withy/s = 1/4r. The next non vanishing term in the series ¢y

IS:
uu, o,

Jewr = "6~ B

(32)

We can check that the expression @gy; is given by the general results of the the
previous section when we substitute the dissipative stegsor [(30) in[(10).

In this section we have worked out the case for a specific ‘tggnamic met-
ric” given in [10]. This metric has no naked singularitiedahis corresponds
to the choice ofy/s = 1/4r in the dissipative stress tensér{31). However we
will see in section 5 that our ansatz {16) for translatiomleein the Eddington-
Finkelstein and F&erman-Graham coordinates will work even when the above is
not the case, i.e the metric contains naked singulariteeshiat follows we will re-
verse the translation. That is, we will work out theffieeman-Graham form of the
metric exactly upto first order in derivatives first and thew fout the Eddington-
Finkelstein form of the metric also exactly upto first ordederivatives. We will
see that the power series ansaiz (16) is consistent for atmicroerresponding to
an arbitrary hydrodynamic stress tensor.

4 The derivative expansion in F&ferman-Graham
coordinates

We have already seen that thefleeman-Graham form of the metric is the ideal
one to use if we are asking given a boundary stress tensorthdnadrresponding
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solution of Einstein’s equations of motion should be. Theshgzneral hydrody-
namic stress tensor for a conformal fluid (in the Landau gpug® first order in
derivatives is as below:

M + 44U, (29U, (2) y
4b(2)* ~ 2b(2)°

with ¢,,(2) given by [31),b related to the temperature through= 1/2T andy
an arbitrary constant. However here, unlike in the case @fsftecific solution
(without naked singularities) we considered in the presisectiony/s = y/4x
and hence is arbitrary. We now ask what would be the correBpgrsolution for
this arbitrary case.

Before we get into this specific case, we will show that we cainsgme in-
sights into the reverse question from some generally knewtsfand our previous
results given in section 2. We have seen, briefly, at the esdaifon 2 that the re-
verse question is ill posed for an “abcd” (asymptotic boupdandition destroy-
ing) stress tensor, for which the formal power sefiiés (6pfpihas zero radius of
convergence ip. One must devise a strategy in which such stress tensorstdo no
appear at all. To this end we may always exploit a generalgrtpf solutions
of Einstein’s equation that in the long run the solution als&sbecomes stationary.
For the moment let us further restrict to those solutionscivliiave no (ADM)
angular momentum or any other (ADM) conserved charges {likeR-charge).
These will, in the long run, settle down to the known boostedlbrane solution
(@I9). Static multi blackbrane like solutions do not appéave turn df p-form
gauge fields, so if more than one black brane are present eeyually will col-
lapse to form a single black brane. A good strategy to recalesolutions will
be to perturb around the late-time static black brane anld i all solutions in
a systematic derivative expansion. Since any solution eveuéntually become
static (or equilibriate) this strategy should always warkuiciently late times.

Since the approach to equilibrium can be naturally desdrtyehydrodynam-
ics, one can intuitively expect that the late time behavigiuthe solutions will
correspond to a hydrodynamic description in terms of thenbaty theonyif the
equilibrium can be described in terms of a perfect fluihe boundary stress
tensor of a boosted black brane indeed corresponds to treapeffect confor-
mal fluid like that of photons in pure QED. Our expectationndeed borne out
by the fact that all solutions in the derivative expansiorrespond to a trace-
less conserved hydrodynamic boundary stress tensor, biutanaitrary number
of derivatives. We will see that in the derivative expansaabeach order the solu-
tions always have finite radius of convergence away from thumtary, so we can

t,(2) = ow(2) (33)
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conclude that all hydrodynamic stress tensors are asymopmtindary condition
preserving.

The fact that all hydrodynamic stress tensors preserve dhm@totic AdS
boundary condition should have a certain measure of valalien for solutions
with net angular momentum. In fact in [18], it has been shdwat & large class
of rotating black holes in AdS can be described by perfeatl flyidrodynamics.
However, we do not know how general the result is. The argaimehe previous
paragraph shows that for any solution if the hydrodynamscdption holds for
the stationary solution to which a given solution evenguaduilibrates, it should
hold for suficiently late times as well. So certainly a large class of tsohs even
in the sector with net angular momentum which can be cortsttidzy perturbing
around certain stationary solutions will have a hydrodyitagiescription at least
at late timesf]

To build up a solution corresponding to an arbitrary hydrwaiyic stress ten-
sor, we will work in the F&erman-Graham coordinate system as we have said
before and we will construct the solution exactly order bgesrin the derivative
expansion. To develop the derivative expansion we follastime method which
the authors of [10] followed but now in the fferman-Graham coordinate system.
In fact, based on the results of section 2, we will see that thethod simplifies
in these coordinates. We take the boosted black brane @olwith g,, of the
form of (28), but now the “maximally commuting Goldstone gaeters” (', b)
are arbitrary functions of z. We will call this the zeroth erdnetricgy which is
no more a solution to Einstein’s equation, so we need to cbiinés withg; which
will now depend on the first derivatives of the “maximally comting Goldstone
parameters”, b). This correctiorg; can be found substituting = go + g; in
our equations of motiori{5) and retaining only terms whickiehao more than
one derivative of z.

The first of the equations of motiohl(5), i.e the tensor equatives us a
source free linear equation fgr which is second order in the derivativesooénd
has no z-derivatives.

1, 30, 1., .. 1., ., 1, , .,
Egl 5, " Eglgo 9o — Egogo Ot Egogo 019,99
g / , (34)
+ %(Tr(galg;) - Tr(galglgalgb))(% - %) + %Tr(galgb)(% - % =0

“As we have mentioned in a previous footnote, a non-trivialashof this strategy will be to
construct a solution for a boundary stress tensor for wiiehetis no late time equilibriation and
see how it is connected to the “abcd” type of pathology.

19



At the first order in derivative expansion, the only term whian provide a source
term is Ric(g) since it has no derivativesaf However Ric(g) contains at least
two derivatives of z, so at this order the source vanishes.

At the first order the second of the equations of motion, whsch vector
eqguation gives us the following:

Vo Tr(d5'9) — ViGo, = O (35)

whereVj is the covariant derivative constructed frggThe major simplification
which occurs in the Héerman-Graham coordinates is the general observation in
section 2, that this gives us nothing but the conservatiotmefstress tensor. It
may be checked that if we choose to solve this vector flucinaguation order
by order in powers gb, like we did in section 2, at the leading order we would get
oy = 0, Wherety,, is the perfect fluid stress tensor[26) and all theflcoients

of the higher powers ob will vanish identically once the leading order condi-
tion is imposed. This simplification will happen at every erdh the derivative
expansion, which means thattjf ; is the stress tensor upto n-1 th order in the
derivative expansion, at the n-th order the second equaiibsimply imply the
conservation of,_1.

At the first order in the derivative expansion the third eguradf motion van-
ishes identically. It is easy to see why this will happen. kgae go back to
the general observations of section 2.t If = to,, + ty,, with tg,, given by the
perfect fluid stress tensdr_(26) aig, is the first order correction to the stress
tensor satisfying the tracelessness and the Landau g#tige = O conditions,
then the correction to the cfieients of the power series expansigg,, (some
of which are listed in[(10)) is simply proportional tg,. The first order deriva-
tives ofty,, doesn't appear because, as we have observed the geneeds®ps
for g must contain even number of derivativestgf. It follows that the cor-
rection to the zeroth order metrig;, is proportional ta;. It also follows from
the the tracelessnesstgfand the Landau gauge condition that the third equation
vanishes identically as all traces appearing in the equatmish. We will soon
see that, this simplifying feature also, remarkably gelissa to all orders in the
derivative expansion.

In the Féferman-Graham coordinates the first order correction to teeien
01 is, therefore, proportional to the first order correctiotht® stress tensor which
is proportional tar,, and thereforay; takes the form of/'bo,, f(0), wherey' is
an arbitrary constant. Substituting this in the tensor &gng34), we find that
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f (o) satisfies the following dierential equation:

(At - YAt + 3% 128%b*

e AT @0% + o) (1608 = p°)

=0 (36)
We already know that the solution is a power series*irso we change our vari-
ablep to x = p*. The equation now reads

8b* 8b*

"o Taryaer = - ° (37)

The solution of this dferential equation which vanishes at the boundary (after
resubstitutings with p*) [ is

p4
)Iog( ) (38)

4b* yal
1+

4
(1+

The metric in F&erman-Graham coordinates upto first order then is:

do? + g (0, 2d2'd2
02

ds’ =

4
4 4 o

4 ,
90,2 = (L + %)nﬂv + 4b+;p4uﬂuv +7 bl + 2 )Iog( _ ) (39)

4
+ 4
To read df the stress tensor upto first order, we simply need;;ﬂwterm in the
Taylor expansion ofj,,. We get:

e +AUU, Y

t‘m, = T - ﬁa'# (40)

Comparing with[(3B) we get that we must set= y in the first order metrid (39)
to get the desired solution corresponding to the boundaggstensor.

One very interesting feature of our solution at the first orcen be found
out by puttingy’ = y = 0. This implies that our zeroth order solution itself,
now with velocities and temperatures satisfying the reistic Euler equation,
is an exact solution of Einstein’s equations upto first ard8uch is never the
case in Eddington-Finkelstein coordinate system whereeasilWsee we need to

8The other solution i, = 1 + %
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correct the zeroth order solution even for a dissipati@s-&ress tensor so that
the solution is exact upto first order. We do not understaryddaep reason for
this feature of our solution.

Now we can proceed to examine the higher orders in the deéatpansion.
Though we will postpone explicit solutions beyond the fireey for a future
publication, here we will show that it is trivial to satisfize vector and scalar
constraints at each order in perturbation theory. The teegqoation takes the
following form at each order in perturbation theory:

Dlgnyv + D2(gnupu0uv + gnvpupuu) + D3(gnp0'77po—)77uv + D4(gnp0'77po—)uuuv

" . (41)
+ Ds(Gnpe U7 )17, + De(Gnpe WU )ULU, = Sy (Z p)

whereD4, D,, etc. are linear dierential operators involving derivatives in the
radial coordinate only ans,,(z p) is the source term which is a (nonlinear) func-
tion of the corrections to the metric upto n-1 th order in tieewhtive expansion.
The left hand side of the above equation is in fact the sama §4i) with g,
replaced by the n-th order correction to the megyjcbut now source terms are
present on the right hand side. Also th&eliential operatoD; is the same as the
operator which acts on f i (86) at every order in the denegxpansion. We
dropped the operatold,, D3, etc. at the first order, i.e. fay;, because as we
saw the general results of section 2 (equation$ in (10) fetairce) forced it to
be proportional to be stress tensor and hence be traceldssaish when con-
tracted with the four velocity. However, from the secondesrth the derivative
expansion onwards, the general results of section 2 do rpdy itiis to be true for
the correction to the metric and in fact the source terms vappear on the right
hand side of the equation indeed do not have this propertyh@lther operators
exceptD,, however, involve no more than one derivative in the radialrdinate.
We have to choose a particular solution to the above equatercan always
choose the particular solution to be such that it vanishéiseaboundary like°
so that it doesn’t contribute to the stress tensor (as théicieat of itsp? term
vanishes). One can explicitly check this, however, mdlieiently we can prove
it as follows. The source term for the n-th order correcti@ady is determined by
various terms of the stress tensor upto n-1 th order, solavislfrom the general
results of section 2 that the particular solution can be ehds be independent
of t,,,, which is the n-th order correction to the stress tensorhat tase the*
term should be absent. For instance, based on the reselthbéke in[(10), we can
write down the Taylor series expansion in the radial coatdirfor the particular
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solution forg, as below.

6
P 1 1 o
Oouy = 12Dtoﬂv +p8[§tlﬁt1p,, - ﬂnﬂv(tg_) tlpo')]

+ plo[——(t 2 Otoay + gy Oto,,)

18077wt P Otogs + = 36000 8,0, 005 — To0t % (3,00t0p, + 0,0at0s,.) (42)
1 1 1 .
5 0t b0, 0t 0. — Taglkto 5 0,80up + 7—20nwaatgya tos,

1 04
120(at P0atops + Oty Outop) — —BateiOpts,] + ...

More generally, the particular solutlon fq] is uniquely determined once we
specify that it vanishes at the boundary likél/12)%at,_,. Then it follows that
it is independent of, and doesn’t contribute to the stress tensor at the n th order.

Now the particular solution at every order in the derivagx@ansion should
by itself satisfy the scalar constraint. Let us see it exghfidor the particular
solution forg,. The particular solution chosen to vanish at the bounddey li
—(1/12)%at, has an expansion of the above form (42). So by this choice, the
codficients of the Taylor expansion (now fixed by the source) witbanatically
agree with the general formulae, like thoselinl (10). Thesege formulae are
automatically consistent with the scalar constraint. Tdeas constraint also will
be a linear dterential equation fog, with a source term. The source term again
is a (nonlinear) function of the corrections to the metritoup-1 th order in the
derivative expansion. The particular solution by itself gatisfy this equation. So
the homogenous solution of the tensor equatiomgfonust also be a homogenous
solution of the scalar constraint.

The homogenous solution of the tensor equatiorgfowhich will be consis-
tent with the scalar constraint is simph2b*f (o)t,,.,, with f(p) being given by
(38) andt,,, being an arbitrarily chosen correction to the hydrodynastiess
tensor involving n derivatives of the field theory coordesar. Howevet,,, must
be traceless and also satisfy the Landau gauge conditianusLiélustrate again
by explicitly doing the Taylor series expansion of the homrogus solution tgj,
which is—2b*f (o)ty,,,. The Taylor expansion is as below:

8
Oor = Lo (0® + Lo ey ) (43)

Using the tracelessness and Landau gauge conditids fame can check from the
general formulae like those in_({10) that this is just the pétihe metric determined
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by t, at the second order. Hence this should be the only homogeaatutton that
is consistent with the scalar constraint. Similarly at eaater one can see that
the part of the solution fog, which containg,, is proportional ta,, and since the
particular solution by choice contains all other terms, hibenogenous solution
should be always proportional tg Then the tensor equation fixes the radial part
of the homogeneous solution so that it should-B&* f (o)t

The vector constraint, at the n-th order in the derivatiyeagsion, as we have
argued before simply implies the conservation of the sttessor upto n-1 th
order.

To summarize, these are the features of the derivative sigraim the Féer-
man Graham coordinates.

e At every order in the derivative expansion, the tensor eqador g, is a
linear diferential equation of the form of (1) involving derivativiesthe
radial coordinate only. The operatds, D,, etc are the same at every order,
while the source term, is a nonlinear function of the various corrections to
the metric upto n-1 th order.

e The particular solution to the tensor equationdgrcan be chosen to vanish
at the boundary like (1/12)0%at,,_,. With this choice the particular solution
automatically satisfies the scalar constraint.

e The homogenous solution to the tensor equation which isistems with
the scalar constraint is2b*f (o)t,,, at very order, with f being given by
(38) andt,,, being an arbitrary n th order correction to the stress tensor
which satisfy the tracelessness and the Landau gauge imondinditions.

e The vector constraint at the n-th order just implies the eoration of n-1
th order stress tensor.

e We can keep manifest Lorentz covariance at each order indheative
expansion.

e We can construct a solution corresponding to an arbitragssttensor be-
cause the homogenous solution of the tensor equatiog.f@t the n-th
order is simply proportional to an arbitrarily chosen n-tber correction to
the stress tensoAt every order in the derivative expansion for any choice
of the hydrodynamic stress tensor, the solution has finiéusaof conver-
gence away from the boundary, so all hydrodynamic stresotsipreserve
the asymptotic AdS boundary condition.
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5 Getting rid of naked singularities

The comparative advantage of solving Einstein’s equatfguee gravity in Fef-
ferman Graham coordinates in the derivative expansion doerg the same in
Eddington-Finkelstein coordinate system is that the gaimgs simplify dramati-
cally and also we do not need to split the terms into tens@stovs and scalars
of SO(3), thus preserving manifest Lorentz covariance. ddraparative disad-
vantage of the Héerman-Graham coordinate system is that the regularityaisal
is not straightforward. At the first order in the derivatiwgansion, the metric
in Fefferman-Graham coordinatés(39) has a singularify at vV2b. This is the
location of the horizon at the zeroth order and the zerotleromktric itself is not
invertible here.

The first order perturbation hasleg piece which also blows up here. This
singularity could be just a coordinate singularity in whichse it could be re-
moved by going to a dierent coordinate system as it happened for the boosted
black brane, or it could be a real singularity. If it is a reiggsilarity, it is naked
because it coincides with the original horizon at late tilelate times the solu-
tion approaches a boosted black brane but since the hortpaides with a real
singularity, no infalling observer can continue life afteaching the horizon.

To analyse the singularity in the fferman-Graham coordinates we will sim-
ply translate the metric to Eddington-Finkelstein cooad@s ¢, x). It will be of
course sffice to change our coordinates ngae= V2b, however, for the sake
of completeness and better general understanding we withel@hange of co-
ordinates exactly upto first order in the derivative expamsi The Eddington-
Finkelstein metric which we will get as a result of this tri@ti®n will also be
an exact solution of Einstein’s equation upto first ordex-erivatives. We now
return to the equationg (I15) in section 3 which gives thesletion between the
two coordinate systems. We still treat thefieeman-Graham coordinatgsX, r),
Z'(x,r)) as unknowns, but the third unknown is now g (x, r) which appears in
the Eddington-Finkelstein metric ([11). The zeroth orddutsons to these three
are known and are given in_(19) andi24). To find the correcbéatisns due to
change in the Héerman-Graham metric at first order it is straightforward ¢éo-p
turb these equations and solve them exactly at first ordez.cbimplete solutions
to the three unknowns exact upto first order are:

V2b
p =
\/b2r2 + Vbird -1

1+ bk(br)a;;)
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7 = % + wbk(br) + uﬂ@bzkA(br) + (ud)u“bkg(br) (44)

Gy =I?P,, + (-r? + )u u, + 2r2bF(br)o, — r((u.d)(u,u,) - 2U LU, (0.U))

bz
¥ @r log(1 - W)a,w
where,
k(X) = E(|og(i1) _ 2arctan(x) + ) (45)
F(X) = (Io (X 1)2(X il 1)) Darctan(x) + )

andka(X), ks(X) satisfy the following diferential equations

dka = ¥

X
Bk == (46)
dks _ 1 K(X)x?

dX—X X4_1 X4—1

with the boundary condition that they vanishxat co. One may easily check that
if we do the Taylor series expansion@fz‘ in 1/r, we can reproduce the results
(29) of section 3 in which we have solved these equationgyusipower series
ansatz.

The crucial point, as realized by authors of [10] is that ie tddington-
Finkelstein coordinates if there is a blow-up@y,(x,r) it should be a real sin-
gularity. For a general conformal fluid at first order witfss = /4, the cor-
responding solution in Eddington-Finkelstein coordisatasG,,(x, r) given by
(44). Except for thdog term which appears in the last line, all other terms are
well behaved for > 0 and thdog term blows up at = 1/b, the location of the
unperturbed black brane horizon. Only whegr 1, the codficient of thelog term
vanishes and so the naked singularity at 1/b is absent. For this value gfwe
have in fact reproduced ti@,, of the Eddington-Finkelstein metric given by the
authors of [10].

We learn the following general facts. The translation toiEgtbn-Finkelstein
coordinates exists for an arbitrary solution in théf€enan-Graham coordinates
irrespective of whether there is any naked singularity dr Atso the Féferman-
Graham coordinates have a power series expansion in terthe ofverse of the
radial Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates for all casesr &l cases, the change
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of coordinates also become singular at the location of tiggral horizon in the
Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates whiclris: 1/b.

We can continue the regularity analysis to higher ordershia derivative
expansion by solving the equatioris|(15) for translating sbkition from the
Fefferman-Graham coordinates to Eddington-Finkelstein doates order by or-
der in the derivative expansion as well. In this way at eacleowe will be able
to determine what values the dbeients in the terms of the hydrodynamic stress
tensor should have so that a naked singularity is avoidesloutid be interesting
to see if we can understand the values of thesdicants of the hydrodynamic
stress tensor, more directly in terms of the geometry of tigetturbed boosted
black brane horizon.

We will conclude this section by emphasizing certain points

e We can think of translating to outgoing Eddington-Finkeistcoordinates
also as an attempt to remove the singularity and then as @@t situa-
tion will be time-reversed. We will now need= -1 for regularity. In the
boundary theory, all fluid dynamical solutions will then beé-reversed
and our gravity solutions will be perturbed white-hole s$imns exact upto
first order in the derivative expansion.

e We could have attempted to fixby studying regularity at the horizon by

computing curvature invariants (lil,,,-R"*”). However, we do not know,

if for these “hydrodynamic” space-times, checking that adimumber of
curvature invariants do not blow up at the horizon wilffsre to demon-
strate regularity. So the best strategy is to translate woadinate system
where the solution is explicitly regular upto first order retderivative ex-
pansion and this is what we have done here. For the sake ofletangss,
however, we have studied a few curvature invariants and foawvel that the
leading singularity oR,,,,R"*” at second derivative order vanishes for the
right choices ofy which are 1 and -1, the details of which are presented in
Appendix B.

e The derivative expansion in Ferman-Graham coordinates is equivalent to
the same in Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates to all ardethe derivative
expansion even when the solutions do not have a regulardmoriis is so
because the equations [15) for translatinfjétenan-Graham coordinates to
Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates can always be solveérdoy order in
the derivative expansion as well. In fact, this is naturatduse any asymp-
totic AdS solution can be written in the fferman Graham coordinates.
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6 Discussion

We will point out some implications of our results for dynasnin the universal
sector of CFT. Our first result is that a solution of pure dlzdgravity is uniquely
specified by the stress tensor. This implies that the dyrawofiall states in the
universal sector of the dual CFT at strong coupling and I&ge completely
determined by the conservation of the traceless stressrteéfise implication for
dynamics on the CFT side is even more surprising than thdtreswclassical
theory of gravity itself. It is surprising because to chéease a state uniquely
we would typically need the expectation values of infinitentner of operators.
However, it is not hard to give an example of a special sedtstaies with this
property in a 2D CFT. These special states are spannég¥AC > (n > 2)and
are created by descendendants of the identity operathnth n > 2, acting on
the vacuum. Each such state is uniquely character by dlegenvaluen, hence
by the expectation value of the stress tensor T(z). Moreeaeh staté.,|VAC >
(n > 2) being an eigenvector of the Hamiltonian, the sector spaby these states
is closed under time evolution. It would be interesting talfsuch examples
of class of states in CFTs in higher dimensions where theatapen value of
the stress tensor uniquely identifies each member and meréoelosed under
time evolution. The real question, however is, whether we gige an intrinsic
microscopic description of the universal sector of CFTswitavity duals. If we
can achieve this, we will be able to understand better howveof the stress
tensor and its conservation alone determines the dynamtb&iuniversal sector
completely.

Our second set of results are (a) all hydrodynamic stresotsrare free of
the “abcd” type of pathology, which means that they presgreeasymptotic AdS
boundary condition and (b) there is a unique hydrodynaméssttensor for which
there is no naked singularity. This means that the late tigualibriation in the
boundary CFT can be determined by a unique and universabtlydamic stress
tensor. The cdécients of the terms should be set to values which avoids for-
mation of naked singularities in the bulk. It would be intheg to find out an
intrinsic microscopic definition for the higher order ¢oeents of the hydrody-
namic stress tensor, in terms of say, multi point corretegiof the stress tensor.
The first order coicient, namely the viscosity has indeed such a definition in
terms of two-point correlation function of the stress teresad the validity of the
definition can be verified by the AdSFT correspondence as well. So we may
hope that a pure gravity analysis shouldifise to arrive at similar definitions for
the higher order cdicients in the hydrodynamic stress tensor.
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We would like to mention that while we were updating our waitkwas a
great pleasure to find out that our method has been generatig0] to com-
pute the stress tensor in the universal hydrodynamic seétsirongly coupled
large N dual theories of various p-branes, which are in masts non-conformal.
We would like to take this opportunity to mention that sinag method keeps
the asymptotic boundary condition manifest, it could beegia preference when-
ever implementing the asymptotic boundary condition in iBgtbn-Finkelstein
coordinates becomes laborious or complicated.

Finally, we would like to point out, that it will be interest to find a physical
understanding of the “abcd” type of pathology. Our resuitthie hydrodynamic
sector gives support for claiming that whenever we havetlate equilibriation
in the boundary stress tensor, this pathogy is absent. llb@iinteresting to find
a real example with such a pathology and trace its physiagihor
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Appendix A : Proof of the power series solution for
AdS asymptotics

Here we will prove that any asymptoticalldSs solution of Einstein’s equation
with a negative cosmological constant, in théfEeman-Graham coordinates, has
a solution forg,, which is a power series in the radial coordinate when the 8oun
ary metric is flat. Though not explicitly mentioned in mostwalfiat follows, it
should be kept in mind that here we are specifically investigdive-dimensional
solutions with a flat boundary metric. At the end, we will mentif our proof can
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be generalised to other cases.

To simplify the proof we first rearrange the tensor and théas@mponents
of Einstein’s equatior {5) while keeping the vector compusef Einstein’s equa-
tion unchanged. The old scalar equation is added with aropppte linear com-
bination of the trace of the old tensor equation so that naeéts not contain any
term which has second derivative @f, with respect to the radial coordingte
Since the vector equation also does not contain any termseitbnd derivative
of g,, with respect to the radial coordinate we can now think of teeter and
scalar components as a set of five constraint equations. &¥ehange the tensor
components of Einstein’s equation by appropriately répta€ r(g-1g’) using the
new scalar equation. We do this so that now the tensor equbgiatself is suf-
ficient to determine all thp" codficients ofg,,. The old tensor equation had the
feature that to determirgs),,, the codicient ofp®in g,,, we had to use the scalar
equation as well, but now this can be fully determined ushegtensor equation
alone. So our equations now are as below.

1//_3 /_}/—1/ 1‘ -1~ ’ .
59 2pg 599 g+4Tr(g 9)g - Ridg)

1 1 1 (47)

+ 05RO + 5, T1(g7g97'9) - 5,(Tr(gg))] =0
v, Trg7g)-V'g, =0 (48)
RO+ Trgd) + 3T 0e ) - 3T@ ' =0 (@9)

It is not difficult to see that we can use a power series ansatz to solventa te
equation as at the n-th order. At the n-th order the only temmgsh can contain
dn),, OF Tr(gm)n. areg,,, 9, andTr(g'g’)g.,. Now since the tensor equation
contains no term witfi r(g~*g’)g,,, at the n-th order,fon > 4, the tensor equation
gives usn(n — 4)9my/2 = Ty (tor), Wherefy,,(t,-) is a polynomial int,, and
its various derivatives with respect to the boundary cowttis only. Hence, for
n> 4, we can always solvgy,, using the tensor equation alone.

We have now got to show that the power series we have so obtasmia&
solution to the tensor equation is consistent with the weantd scalar constraints.
We will do this by the method of induction iterating over theerious coéicients
of p" in g,,, order by order in n. We will first establish the following fahat the
p-derivative of the vector and scalar constraints vanishnathe tensor equation
along with the vector and scalar constraints are satisfieis jlst articulates
the intuition that once the initial data consistinggpf andg;,, satisfy the vector
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and scalar constraints on hypersurface with a fixed valubeofddial coordinate

p, the dynamical evolution ip should be such that the constraints should be
automatically satisfied for any other hypersurface. To stivsvwe will need the
following:

1
Fl\f(r/ = Egua(vvgzw' + Va'gzw - Vllg:/(r) (50)
’ 1 ’ ’ ’ ’
R = Eg*"[vavvgyﬁ - VoV,05 = VsV, 0, + VsV,0,,]

vaf

One can use the tensér{47) and scalar (49) equations to write

1 1 3 1 1
R - 50R=34"0}, - 59", - ~g°q,,979,, + =Tr(g ')y d,,
20 2 4 (51)
5 1 1
+ @Tr(g‘lg’)é’v‘ - Zé’v‘[Tr(g‘lg”) ~-Tr(g'gg™'g) + (T r(9'9))?

Now when all the equations (47), (48) andl(49) are satisfleglpderivative of
the vector constraint can also be written as:

— / VA ’ — 24 3 — ! ~N— / 1 — 4
(V. Tr@"d) - V') =0[Tr(g7'g" - 2979g7'g) + 7(Tr(g™'g ))?] &)
24 Q) / VA 1 VA ~/ — /
- V("G — 970,97 G + 5979, T1EY)
Now comparing the right hand sides 6f[51) ahd| (52) usinghaleéquations of
motion again, we see that

1
(V,Tr(g™g) - v'g,) = V(R - 5%R) (53)

So the Bianchi identity implies that tliederivative of the vector equation should
vanish when all the equations of motion are satisfied. WengilV get to the scalar
equation.

When the vector equation of motidn {48) is satisfied we get

’ 1 Yo 4 1 Yoy 4 1 — 7 1 4
RI‘V = _ERG’IJ(g ﬁgﬁv) + ERZay(g ﬂgﬁy) + EVHVVT r(g 1g ) - Evzgpv (54)
This implies that when the vector equation of motion is $iatils we have:
R =-9"9,0""Ra (55)
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On the other hand the vanishing of thalerivative of the scalar constraimt (49)
ought to give us:

__:_L e P ] 3 e P
R=-3Tr(g'gg™g )+2pTr(g g9'g)
1 1 1
+5T rg'gg'gg’y) - ZTr(g‘lg’)T rg'gg'y) + Z[T r(g'g)1?
(56)

Now using the tensor and scalar equations of motion, we carihsg the right
hand sides of (85) and (b6) are the same, or in other words-tiegivative of the
scalar constraint indeed vanishes when all the equationsotibn are satisfied.
So we have established that iivelerivatives of the all the five constraints vanish
when all the equations of motion are satisfied, or to statepamthy

@17) (48). @9) = @43y, @9y (57)

To prove that the power series solution of the tensor equasi@onsistent with
the constraints, we will use the abovegat 0. To obtain a condition fog),,
(the codticient of p" in g,,) from the tensor equation we need tdfeientiate it
n-2 times with respect tp and then sep = 0. Similarly to obtain a condition for
Om)u from the vector and scalar constraints we need fi@dintiate each of them
n-1 times with respect tp and then seb = 0.

The vector and scalar constraints imply thaj,, should vanish while the ten-
sor equation identically vanishes at this order. The teagaation foig,, which
we have appropriately renamgg, also identically vanishes while the vector con-
straint gives us the conservation equait), = 0 and the scalar constraint gives
the tracelessness conditidm(t) = 0. We can start our induction from here, since
the three equations are all consistent with each other b@tder

Let us suppose, by the induction hypothesis that the soldting,_1y,, ob-
tained from the tensor equation is consistent with the vextd scalar constraints.
We now denote the m-ih+derivative asn. So, by induction hypothesis, the three
equationsrti — 3Y (@) = 0), (n—2Y@8) = 0) and 6 — 2Y@9)( = 0) are
consistent with each other. Now we iterate by determimjgg, from the tensor
equation, or in other words we solve

(n-2Y@D) =0) (58)

But by induction hypothesis we can assumeZ2) (49)( = 0) and 6-2)Y (48)(0 =
0) are consistent with the tensor equation. Now our relsl f@@ a general fixed
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p hypersurface implies that

(n-2y@D).(n-2y@8).(n-2y@9) = (n-1y@8).(n-1y@9)  (59)

We can apply the above at= 0l to iterate and say that if the solution g1y,
from the tensor equation is consistent with the constraiate/ould the solution
for g, from the tensor equation be. This completes the proof bydtio that
the power series solution of the tensor equation is comgistih the constraints.

Let us see if our proof can be generalised to other casesrtisydarly for all
dimensions if the boundary metric is flat. The only chang&eaquation of mo-
tion happens to be the ciecient ofg,, in the tensor equation. Let us, for exam-
ple, take the case when the number of boundary coordinases i¥/e can check
by hand that alfy.,,, vanish for all n such that @ n < 6 andge),, cannot be deter-
mined from the tensor equation for an exactly similar reasoforg,, when the
number of boundary coordinates was four, namely the tertqgaateon identically
vanishes. The vector and scalar constraints imply conservand tracelessness
of gy iMplying that it should be identified with the stress tensand indeed
it has been shown in [5] that this agrees with with the Balesmanian-Krauss
stress tensor). We can begin our induction, from here agéeifiod hence our
proof generalises. So, the general problem in applyingridadtion is to show
that the equations of motion are consistent with the poweesansatz afq),, .
We have not been able to prove it generally but we have chetkgdo d = 6.
The same problem appears when we try to apply induction teepitee validity
of the power series solution when the number of boundarytinates is odd, but
the boundary metric is arbitrary. Before we apply inductiore need to prove
that the power series works @, (in fact this is harder to show, because when
the boundary metric is not flaj,,,’s do not vanish for O< n < d). However,
Fefferman and Graham have proved the validity of the power ssailesion by a
different method for an arbitrary boundary metric when the nurabboundary
coordinates is odd.

%At p = 0 the statemen{(59) has a non-trivial content strictly fios 2, because of the
slight technicality that what we really need to use to find adition for g, is that we need
to differentiate §(49)) not really [4D) n-1 times. So pt= 0, this result is trivial for the scalar
constraint whem = 2 and we do not need to use the redult (59), but since the fstéinduction
starts fromn = 4, it is safe to use this in the iteration procedure.
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Appendix B: On fixing n/s by calculating curvature
invariants

We have already done the regularity analysis of our first rosdéution in Fef-
ferman Graham coordinates by translating to Eddingtotkédtatein coordinates
where the regularity or irregularity becomes manifest. ldeev, one may ask if
the regularity analysis can be done also by calculating smmeature invariants.
We will see that indeed at the first order, this analysis can bk done by cal-
culating an appropriate curvature invariant, but we wiuas that there may not
be a finite number of curvature invariants which can be rgliabed to fix all the
codficients in the hydrodynamic stress tensor at higher ordeterderivative
expansion.

Before we do that, we want to point out that though the metriedferman-
Graham coordinates and in Eddington-Finkelstein cootdseould be made co-
ordinate equivalent upto any given order in the derivateamsion for an arbi-
trary hydrodynamic stress tensor, the curvature invesiealiculated from the two
metrics will typically never be the same! Let us examine whig should happen
at the first order itself. Any typical curvature invariankd the Ricci scalar R it-
self, will show a divergence only when we expand it to secawi@ioin derivatives
of the boundary coordinates. In this case, this should bbestguse the metric in
either coordinate system is a solution of the equations dfanapto first order
in derivatives of boundary coordinates. However, the sé@rder piece in R cal-
culated from the metric in either coordinate system will bethe same, because
the two metrics are related by a coordinate transformatidy opto first order
in derivatives. In fact we will explicitly demonstrate thRtitself can be used to
fix the value of 4n/s in the Eddington-Finkelstein metric at first order but not
in the Féferman-Graham metric at first order. So the procedures ofjusirnva-
ture invariants to fix the cdicients in the hydrodynamic stress tensor in the two
coordinate systems are indeed verffetient!

Another crucial aspect should be kept in mind because tbs falatures in
comparing curvature invariants calculated from the metnche two coordinate
systems. Fundamentally, solving Einstein’s equationsitimee of the two co-
ordinate systems involves a tradff-between manifest regularity and manifest
asymptotic boundary condition. The solution in Eddingkonkelstein coordi-
nate system at the zeroth order and also at the first ordehéoright value of
4rn/s are manifestly regular so any curvature invariant calealat the hori-
zon will be regular to all orders as well. However, the sauntpreserves the
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asymptotic AdS boundary condition only upto first order imieives as it can
be translated to FeEerman-Graham coordinate system only upto that order. The
solution in Féferman-Graham coordinate system at first order, of coursepres
boundary condition to all orders, but even for the right clksiof 4n/sit is not
regular to all orders. In other words, for the right choicelof/s all order diver-
gences should vanish when we calculate curvature invarfamin the metric in
Eddington-Finkelstein coordinate system, but in casee$tiution in F&erman-
Graham coordinates at first order, at most the leading dévexg at the second
order vanishes for the right choice ot4}s. In fact, for certain curvature invari-
ants even that do not happen. Of course, eventually if we adghbsecond order
correction to the A&erman-Graham metric, all divergences in the curvature in-
variants at the second order should vanish, but still deecgs at higher orders
will remain and so on. We will illustrate the first order casitvexamples below.

To compute curvature invariants it is useful to first chooselacity and tem-
perature profile. As mentioned before, the vector condtiaiginstein’s equations
of motion demand that the velocity-temperature profile &hbe a solution of the
relativistic Euler equation

b o.u
% = (U — Uy
We call our boundary coordinates (t, X, y, z) and we selectfdHewing static

velocity profile which is a relativistic version of laminaoi

(60)

W= —1 _(1ay0,0) (61)

wherea is a constant of dimensionléngth. The advantages of using this velocity
profile are twofold, namely,

e The relativistic Euler equation gives us that temperatueace b, should be
a constant.

e It is easy to employ the derivative expansion by using thiwahg trick.
We note that the only non-trivial derivatives of the boudeoprdinates are
the y-derivatives. Any y-derivative of the velocities wilting in an extraa
which is unpaired with & so that it picks up the right dimension. Hence to
do the derivative expansion we may first get p/aand simply do a Taylor
expansion im abouta = 0. The correct dimensionless parameter of the
derivative expansion, of course will lad.

35



We can use the above velocity-temperature profile in thedidgr solution in any
coordinate system. Though away from the boundary the boyrateordinates
(or, in other words, the field-theoretic coordinates) in\&egicoordinate system
will mix with all the coordinates in another coordinate gyst at the boundary
they will always align with other. This is, how solutions wd different coor-
dinate systems come to share the same boundary stress &easalso the same
conservation equation, which in this case, is the reldto/BSuler equation.

If we use the above velocity-temperature profile to caleuRiin the Edding-
ton Finkelstein coordinate system we will find that

1
8(1_ a2y2)2b4r6
(y — 1)(0%r?(9 + 3y — 21) — 16b°r> + 270°r®))
(br — 1)(1+ br + BrZ + b3r3) *
(y = 1)(y + 1 - 80%r3)b?r?Log(1 - #
At the zeroth order ira, R should of couser be -20 and at ordemR should of
course vanish because our metric is a solution of equatibngoton upto first
order. At ordera?, we indeed expect some divergence at the horizon, which is at
r = 1/b, because the metric is explicitly not regular there unjess4nn/s = 1.
We see that when#/s = y = 1 all divergences go away. This feature replicates
also at higher orders ia. On the other hand, if we calculate R from the
Fefferman-Graham metric at first order, we get

R=-20+a°

[ (62)

) + O(1)] + O@’)

12801°%8(12b%y? + 4b%p? + 3y%p%)

(1 - a%y?)2(4b* — p?)2(4b* + p?)3

+ 160°p"y” Lo (4b4 — p4)] +0(a%)
(L= @y)2(@t + po2 9 apt 4 o

R=-20+a

(63)

At ordera?, we see that there is a leading inverse power two divergescanfy
value ofy and a subleading log divergence except wihen0. So this is useless
to figure out the right value of. Of course this will certainly be useful to fix
certain coéficients of the hydrodynamic stress tensor at second ordeaube
these divergences should go away for any right second oxfegation to the
Fefferman-Graham metric.

10we would like to thank Sayantani Bhattacharya for confirntimgt this indeed happens for
arbitrary velocity and temperature profiles.
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It turns out, however, thaR,,,,R"*” can be used to fix the value ¢fin the
Fefferman-Graham metric. We get

RO — 4(128M™° + 128M"p* + 27840%0° + 80b%p'? + 5p™°)
R B (40% 1 %)
_ 2 2(1-y)b°

(1 ey — Voo

) + O(Log( V2b - p)) + O(1)]

o—1

(0 — V2b)?
(64)

We see that the zeroth order piece is always finite and indkgperofy and at

ordera (for some reason we do not understand) the scalar vanisheseudr,

at ordera?, we find that wheny is 1 or -1 the leading divergence at= V2b

goes away, though, the subleading divergences remain arefag, they should

disappear when we add any right second order contributichdo~dferman-

Graham metric. We are also not sure, if by comput)g.,R"*” itself we can fix

the values of all the cdkcients in the hydrodynamic stress tensor at second order.

To fix all the codficients of the second order hydrodynamic stress tensor, age m

have to look for another appropriate curvature invariant.

It is certainly, worth exploring, if the “hydrodynamic” Berman-Graham so-
lutions are “‘special” enough so that computing a finite neméf curvature in-
variants will sdtice to determine regularity, hence in fixing all the fimgents
in the hydrodynamic stress tensor to all orders. We will éethvis for a future
work. Nevertheless, our procedure of fixing the fli@eents in the hydrodynamic
stress tensor by translating to Eddington-Finkelsteirrdioate system works for
all orders in the derivative expansion.
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