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Abstract

It is known that the solutions of pure classical 5D gravitghvh\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 latany stress
tensor. We also show that in theffesman-Graham coordinates all these so-
lutions have an integer Taylor series expansion in the kadardinate (i.e.
no log terms). Specifying an arbitrary stress tensor can lead totyywes
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 temseserve
the asymptotic AdS boundary condition, though they may pcednaked
singularities. We construct solutions corresponding tutary hydrody-
namic stress tensors in fflerman-Graham coordinates using a derivative
expansion. In contrast to Eddington-Finkelstein coordisndiere 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 exlicst order solu-
tions in both F&erman-Graham and Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates for
hydrodynamic stress tensors with arbitrgis. Our solutions can describe
arbitrary (slowly varying) velocity configurations. We pbout some field-
theoretic implications of our general results.
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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 theory of classical gravity iwhiasAdS x X as a
solution always admits a consistent truncation to five disi@mal Einstein’s equa-
tion with a negative cosmological constant. For instanoe,can set all scalar
fields arising from Kaluza Klein excitations on X and otheusms to values that
minimise the potential and turrffaall other matter fields.

Using AdSCFT correspondence, now we can define the universal secidir of
strongly coupled (large N) conformal field theories with\gtgduals 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 colgizal 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.héngauggravity
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 specify a CFT state in the universal sector. From d@ihavity point of
view two distinct pathologies can occur. For stress tensotis pathology of
the first kind the reverse question of finding the correspamdjravity solution
will be ill-posed. For such stress tensors, the formal pasegies solution of the
metric in Feéferman-Graham coordinates will exist but this power seridsave
zero radius of convergence in the radial coordinate. Theskofpgical stress
tensors will be of the “asymptotic boundary condition deging”, or, in short,
of “abcd” type. The other distinct set of pathological ssrésnsors will produce
naked singularities in the bulk.

We will argue that “abcd” type of stress tensors can be avbliedoing a
perturbation around a stationary late-time solution. W fwither specialise to
solutions with no net asymptotic angular momentum and tkegions at late
times will always settle down to a static black brane. Muléidikbrane static so-
lutions will not occur if there are no p-form gauge fields ashis case in pure
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gravity. We will set up a perturbation expansion in th&&enan-Graham coordi-

nates and show that all hydrodynamic stress tensors pesgenasymptotic 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 tlascribed 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 ®R3! translation symmetries of the full SO(4,2) isometriesAafS;. Among
the isometries which are broken only two can at most committe each other
and there is a four parameter family of choice of these twenetnies. Since
they parametrise the mutually commuting set of broken sytneseof 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 parametriggtebthree spatial
components of a velocity. We can use them to generate a foamgder fam-
ily of so-called boosted black brane solutions. This ch@saeatural because the
boundary stress tensor of these boosted black brane s@uwtid 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 partnises the boost
and the temperature will be the parameter of the scale tvemstion if the un-
boosted black brane had temperature unity (in units whexeatius of AdS is
set to unity). Now we will make the velocity and temperaturgtaary 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 correctedessiih 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/fB in an dtective field theory, T being the temper-
ature. This is therefore a derivative expansion.

The derivative expansion in the filerman-Graham has some advantages over
the same expansion in Eddington-Finkelstein coordind@4[l]. In the F&erman-
Graham coordinate system we can naturally view Einstegqusgon as evolution
of boundary metric in the radial direction. We will call treosomponents of Ein-
stein’s equation which contain no more than one derivativieeradial coordinate
as constraint equations. The first advantage is that théragmsequations become
trivial except for the conservation and tracelessnesseobtiundary stress tensor
if the dissipative (i.e the non-equilibrium) part of the Inolary stress tensgis),,
is chosen to chosen to satis#tis,, = 0. The latter is called the Landau gauge
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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 propertﬂ The second advantage over the perturbation in Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinates is that here the whole procedutd®l orentz-covariant,
whereas in the Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates we hagktompose all terms
into tensors, vectors and scalars of SO(3). The third adgants that we can
construct the metric for an arbitrary conformal hydrodymastress tensor. We
can also readfdthe stress tensor from our metric rather easily. Given ihpk-
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 cotaaked singularity.
In the Féferman-Graham coordinates, however, we will find that thatsni 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 thattiwbiethe 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
solution be free of naked singularities. At every order i derivative expansion,
there will be a unique choice of cfieients 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 aboeewill give ex-
plicit computations only upto first order in derivatives. darticular we will find
the solution (exact upto first order in derivatives) inffeeman-Graham coordi-
nates for a conformal hydrodynamic stress tensor with rayit;/s. We will
be able to find the solution for an arbitrary velocity confafion of the bound-
ary fluid. A special case of our result will be the solutionresponding to the

2The Landau gauge is simply a convenient set of definitions@felocity and temperature
variables of the fluid and has nothing to do with gauge fixingwfstein’'s equations. It can be
shown, by using Boltzman’s equation that the Landau gaugediton implies that the distribution
of velocities of particles in the fluid is locally the Boltzmdistribution at the same temperature
as the local temperature and with mean velocity also the sestige local velocity.
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Bjorken flow found by Janik [13, 14]. With our method we will Bble to find the
solutions for arbitrary slowly varying velocity configuiats at each order in the
derivative expansion. It should also be kept in mind thatga#hologies pointed
outin [13,14,17], associated with the methods of findingisohs in Féferman-
Graham coordinates in [13,14,17], do not occur in our casaulmse we never take
a late time scaling limit in which we are zooming closer to tiogizon, where in
fact the metric always develops a coordinate singularityfact our method is
as good and of equal reach as the derivative expansion imgiwahi-Finkelstein
coordinates. It has several comparative advantages whiah lireen pointed out
earlier, the comparative disadvantage being a slightlyensd@borate regularity
analysis. However if we go beyond the universal sector teni@s multi black
brane solutions (if they exist), the fflerman-Graham coordinate system (being
tied to the AdS asymptotics) can always be employ@diently, whereas it is not
clear if the Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates will be allyiuseful.

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 isetxupto 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 presepwepstic 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 faenensional asymptot-
ically AdS space with flat boundary metric, though we willicate in the end that
our results may be siciently 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 withibiMet boundary con-
dition is

16WGN[ fd5X\/_(R 2)—f6Md4x\/§2K] (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

RMN - %RGMN = lgGMN (2)
subject to the condition that the solution is asymptotjcAlllS 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 calleddffierfan-Graham
coordinate system near the boundary. In this coordinatesyshe metric takes
the following form:

2
d2 = GundXMdxN = #[dpz + O (p, 2d2d2] 3)

In the expression above the indices (M,N) run over all AdSrdmates and the
indices f1, v) run over the four field theory coordinates. The boundaryimgg,,
is defined as

g(O)yV(Z) = Ipl_rr(l) guv(ze 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 ffleomorphism, the boundary metric
undergoes the same conformal transformation. The simpéest for instance
will be a scale transformatiom,— Az, of the boundary coordinates for which the
corresponding bulk dieomorphism will bep — Ap (note that in the case of the
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 [ﬁ]:

1/1_3 /_}/—1/ } -1\v _ Di _i -1 _
29 2pg 299 g+4Tr(g 9)9 - Ric(g) 2pTr(g g)g=0 (5

v Tr(g'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@With 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 pr The only even term which is absentggy,, (2)
which follows as an easy consequence of the equations ocbm(@.

It is not obvious that this power series ansatz will indeexVjofe us a solution,
so we will give an intuitive argument why this works. By A@3T correspon-
dence any solution of the bulk equations of motion would gisea state in the
CFT, so the coicients of the Taylor series expansion[ih (6) should be fonsti
of the expectation values of the local operators in the duél State. We will
explicitly see below that all these diieients 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

3The (minor) diference with the system of equations given in this refererittdoes 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

4The existence of power series solution has been provedfigrRean and Graham for all even
dimensional asymptotic AdS solutions and they also arghatiit the solution is a power series
it should be even. The Herman Graham coordinates are however unique only uiieodnor-
phisms which are the lifts of the boundary conformal tranmsfations into the bulk. Although, it
is not obvious, it can be shown [4] that the evenness of thiesE) is independent of the choice
of any particular Féerman-Graham coordinate system.
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this we have to lift the scale transformation to a bulkebmorphism so that the
form of the metric[(B) remains the same and the boundary ced8o remains flat.
This lift, as mentioned before, is achieved dby- 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:

A (@p" + hiny(2p"log(o)

Under the bulk scaling transformatipn— Ap,

I (2 = 1?9 (2) — log()A™ ey (2) (7)

We find the above transformation by checking the newffatient ofp" in g, after
the scale transformation. In a CFT any local operator sirspgtes like a power
of 1, the power being given by the conformal dimension of the afper Alog(1)
term is present only when the Weyl anomaly doesn’t vanisfatrspace the Weyl
anomaly vanishes and since we have chosen the boundary todte flat théog
term in (7) 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 amy), should be given by a simple power
series op.

Now we substitute our ansatZ (6) in the equations of motipars solve them
order by order in powers @f. It is known from earlier work of Skenderis et.al. [5]
that the first terng,, (2) is just the expectation value of the stress tensor. Briefly
this is how it comes about to be so. Upto this order the firsa@qn (the tensor
equation) identically vanishes while the second and thaqudaéion of motion give:

Tr(gas) =0 (8)
6#9(4);11/ =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 asgtigadly AdS space.
Hence we may write:

Oy = tyv (9)
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With our ansatz[(6) it turns out that all the other fim@entsg,, (n > 2) are
fixed uniquely by the equations of motion in termsggj, and its derivatives (or
in other words the stress tensor and its derivatives). Wergbghat the first and
the third of the equations of motionl (5) (i.e. the tensor dreldcalar equations)
are stficient to solve folg,. All the higher powers of the second of the equations
of motion (B) (i.e the vector equation) identically vanisten imposing the con-
straints [8) i.e. by imposing the tracelessness and theeceation 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 magiamply 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 alreadyefibat 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 théicants uniquely and this is
exactly what is borne out.

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

1
96wy = —1—2Dtﬂv

1 1 N 1
g(B)#V = Etuptpv - ﬂnyv(t 'Btaﬂ) + @thﬂy
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1 . N
Oaoyy = — ﬂ(tﬂ Oty + t,70ty,)

1 1
+ =Nt 0ty + =—178,0,t,p

180" 360
1
- 1_20taﬁ(a/taatﬁv + avaatﬁy)
1., 1.
+ a)t ﬂaaaﬂtyv - ﬁ)a‘ut ﬂﬁvtaﬁ
1
+ 7—207]/“,6@1'8)/(96%'3),
1
+ ﬁ)(a,lt"/’aatﬂv + 0,80 ,4t5,)
1 1
6001t ~ 23020
1 at B 1 afs
a2y = gtﬂ t, g, — 7—2tw(t top) + ceenen (10)

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 independémé aferivatives appear
only for gun. This is so because if we omit Ric(g) in the first of the equaiof
(B), then the solution is a power seriesdft as the first non-trivial term in the
series igY4). So for a solution where the stress tensor is uniform (likihéncase
of a static black brane solution), g has an expansion cdntaonly p*" terms.
With our argument that the ansalkz (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 mosyliisio generalizes
when the boundary metric is not flat. The general validitylddae argued for on
the basis of the equations of motidd (5) which are secondrdgsgecifically in
derivatives op). Intuitively the boundary metric and the stress tensociies all
the initial data we need for a unique solution, however a petecdemonstration
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of this would probably require methods beyond what we haveleyed here.

Our power series ansatzl (6) should work even if the Eindtiiimert action
with negative cosmological constant receives higher dévig corrections. Our
argument as to why it works is independent of the equationaifon and likewise
also independent of say, the value of t’hooft coupling ofdhal theory. We have
just used the fact that a conformal transformation in thenldawy should have
an appropriate lift to a bulk ieomorphism consistent with the transformation of
CFT operators. The transformation of the CFT operators uoalgformal trans-
formations, as well, is independent of the value of the dogplin fact one can
readily check that exact static black hole solutions of GaB@nnet gravity which
are asymptotically AdS (given in [19]) have power seriesamgion when written
in Fefferman-Graham coordinates.

The argument we have given above, however, cannot be reMersegue that
a solution with asymptotic AdS boundary conditions existsany arbitrary stress
tensor. The reason that we can't reverse the argument ithenaeries.(6) fog,,
exists only formally. The cd&cientsg,y may not be well behaved at large n, for
an arbitrary stress tensor. We will give a simple examplehtmaswhat can go
wrong. For a specific choice of stress tensor, we may finddhgt = f(n)s,,
plus other terms. Hers,, is a specific term in the stress tensor. If, for instance,
f(n) doesn’t vanish in the limit of n going to infinity, the $esX f (n)p" will fail to
exist. Hencey,, will not be a meaningful series gfas it will have zero radius of
convergence ip. Such boundary stress tensors, for whighhas zero radius of
convergence ip, could be appropriately called, “asymptotic boundary ¢oowl
destroying” stress tensor or in short “abcd” stress tengée. will have more to
say about such stress tensors in section 4.

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 véithegative 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 beerdfoutmhe Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinate system. It would be useful to see Wewvean rewrite these
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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 vimeachieve a mu-
tual translation between Eddington-Finkelstein coortirsgstem and Feerman-
Graham coordinate system by using a power series ansataistmig) 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-Hst&san coordinates
(x*,r) the metric takes the form:

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

Here we are using the outgoing Eddington-Finkelstein cdoatds withu,u,7*” =
—1. We will express the general structure of coordinate foansation from the
Eddington-Finkelstein coordinateg'(r) to Feferman-Graham coordinates (o)
as below:

do = pu(r, X)dx* + q(r, X)dr (12)
dZ = it (r, Y)dx’ + ré(r, X)dr (13)

We substitute the above in thefflegman-Graham form of the metr{d (3) to get:

1
de = ;[( PP, + Gyelo. At YdX'dX + 2(p,q + Geo (o, N N7)dXdr
+ (6 + Gu(p. ¥N")dr?]

Comparing the above with the Eddington-Finkelstein fornthef metric [(11L), we
get the following set of equations:

(14)

(@, 1)? + gulo, ¥ (x, N (x,r) = 0(15)
2p, (%, 1)a(X, 1) + doplo, (M, (X, 1)PP(x, 1) + mB#(x, NN?(x,r)) = —2u,(X)(o(x r))?
P06 )P/ (X 1) + g0, DN, (%, 1)NE (X, 1) = G (X, 1) (0%, T))?
So we have a scalar, a vector and a tensor equation and threewms to solve
for. The unknowns are a scalafx,r), a vectorz‘(x,r) and the tensog,,(z p)
which appear in the FEerman-Graham metri€](3). It is clear from the definitions

(I2) of q, etc. that they are just various partial derivatelp ), for instanceq =
orp, etc. We will make the following general ansatz to solve theve equations.
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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 pa(x)  ps(x)
= F + p2rZ + pi3 + o (16)

z":x“+@+z;(x)

r2

+ ...

To solve the equations of transformatiénl(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 3
q=dp=-5- 22 Fr_ (17)
O0up2  Oup3
pﬂ:au = 1;2 _l;?) .....
2 2z
n“—arz“:—r—z—ﬁ—

One thing to be kept in mind is that when we substitute ourtand®) 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 appeer it is rewritten

as functions of (x,r).

tn(X)  (4oaty, + (z2.0)1,)(X)
O = T + 7 + 2 r; A2 (18)

We now consider a boosted black brane metric in Eddingtoke¥stein coordi-
nate

ds = —2u,dxdr — r?f (br)u,u,dx¥dx’ + r?P,,dx¥'dx’ (19)
where
1
f=1-= (20)
w = ! (21)
Iy
d=_bB (22)
1- 2



and the temperature i = 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 parameteifisethe 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 toffleeman-Graham coordinate
system can be exactly worked out easily and it is given by:

V2b
p= (24)
\/b2r2 + Vb4 -1
7' = X + wbk(br),

k(y) = %(Iog(%) _ 2arctan(y) + 1)

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

4

p 4
gyv(zap) = (1 + 4_b4)77/1v +

4o

4b4—+p4 Uﬂ u, (25)

The boundary stress tensor could be easily reathylooking at the coficient
of p* after Taylor expanding the RHS of the above expression. Tiessstensor
turns out to be that of an ideal conformal fluid (like that ofes @f photons)

1
tO,uv = g(4)#V = @[4Uyuv + 77,uv] (26)

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
Owlp = V2b,2) = 2P,,. So clearly the Féerman-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. Here the “maxi-
mally commuting Goldstone parameters” of the boosted himake solution, the
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velocitiess' and the temperatur€ are functions of the field theory coordinates
(). TheG,, in the Eddington-Finkelstein form of the metric (11) is:

G,y = I?P,, + (=1r* + —)u,u, + 2r’bF(br)o,, — r((u.d)u,u, éuﬂuv(c’).u)) (27)

b4 2
with
(X + 1)2(x2 +1)

F(X) = (Io( ) — 2arctan(x) + n) (28)

In this case we will solve the set of equati(15) by puttmgur 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 cenlissolved at each
order. It is important to throw away all the terms which hawe 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@Eanan-Graham
expansion near the boundary only upto first derivative ordére results of the
terms in the expansion ferandz* in (18) uptor~° order are given below:

—E(au) 1 13w 7
P2 = 30505 = ga-P6 = 12Cb4’ 9_12838

zi W, Zg —U”((? ) Zg 5b4’
9w (0.u) + 7(u W W
5T 6 4T o

The other terms upto this order vanish. We can easily obserwve patterns in the
results above. Firstly the terms without any derivatively appear as cdicients
of r=-1, These are precisely the terms that appear in the exparmiohef case
of the boosted black brane as given[inl(24). This is becauserilginal black
brane solution in A&erman-Graham coordinates as we know frbni (25) is a series
with “gaps” of four (which means only the fourth next term ismzero). So
the solution of[(1b) should provide a series foandZ' in gaps of four as well.
Secondly, it also turns out that the terms which have firsivdgve pieces occur
for p2, ps, Z,, Z;, etc. again in gaps of four. We obtain the ffagents of the series
for g,, given in (6) which was part of our ansatz. The second nonteeno in the
series gives us the boudary stress tensor:

(29)

Ny + 4U,U, 1

t,uv = Q@ = A% - ﬁo-u (30)
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where 1
Oy = P#“PV'BG(aurg) - épﬂvﬁaua (31)

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

is:
ul, o

Yok = "4 ~ gy

(32)

We can check that the expression fgy is given by the general results of the the
previous section when we substitute the dissipative stessor[(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 tensér31). However we
will see in section 5 that our ansatz {16) for translatiowleein the Eddington-
Finkelstein and Ré&erman-Graham coordinates will work even when the above is
not the case, i.e the metric contains naked singularitreshiat follows we will re-
verse the translation. That is, we will work out theffiteman-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 ansatZ (16) is consistent for atricroerresponding to
an arbitrary hydrodynamic stress tensor.

4 The derivative expansion in F&erman-Graham
coordinates

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

Nuy + 4UIJ (Z)UV(Z) Y

W@ = 2@

(D) (33)

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
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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 sefliés (6pfoihas 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 alesBecomes 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
(@9). Static multi blackbrane like solutions do not appdave turn of 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 warkuficiently 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 thenbawy theonyif the
equilibrium can be described in terms of a perfect fluithe 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, blutanbitrary 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
conclude that all hydrodynamic stress tensors are asymomtindary condition
preserving.

The fact that all hydrodynamic stress tensors preserve shmgtotic AdS
boundary condition should have a certain measure of vglalien 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 perfeat fliyidrodynamics.
However, we do not know how general the result is. The argtimehe previous
paragraph shows that for any solution if the hydrodynamsxrdption holds for
the stationary solution to which a given solution evenguaduilibrates, it should

18



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 corntstidzy perturbing

around certain stationary solutions will have a hydrodyitasiescription at least
at late times.

To build up a solution corresponding to an arbitrary hydrwatyic 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 follastiime 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 @aeters” (', 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 correctiorng; can be found substitutingg = 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 motiofl(5), i.e the tensor equatives us a
source free linear equation fgy which is second order in the derivativesooénd
has no z-derivatives.

1, 30, 1., ,. 1, ., 1, ., .,
Egl —5, " Eglgo Oo — Egogo O+ Egogo 019 %
p (34)

1 _ ’ _ _ ’ g, g 1 _ / g/ g
+5(Tr(gd) ~ Tr(0' 91058 (5 - ;0) +5Tr(G (5 - ;1 =0

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 THT5 ) — ViGg = 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 conservatiothefstress tensor. It
may be checked that if we choose to solve this vector fludnagguation order
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by order in powers @b, like we did in section 2, at the leading order we would get
g = 0, Wherety,, is the perfect fluid stress tensor[26) and all theficoents

of the higher powers gb will vanish identically once the leading order condi-
tion is imposed. This simplification will happen at every erdnh 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 equaitibsimply imply the
conservation of,_;.

At the first order in the derivative expansion the third egurabf motion van-
ishes identically. It is easy to see why this will happen. iigae go back to
the general observations of section 2.t If = tg,, + ty,, with ty,, given by the
perfect fluid stress tensdr_(26) ang, is the first order correction to the stress
tensor satisfying the tracelessness and the Landau g#tige = 0 conditions,
then the correction to the cfieients of the power series expansigg,, (Ssome
of which are listed in[(1l0)) is simply proportional tg,. The first order deriva-
tives ofty,, doesn’'t appear because, as we have observed the geneesdszps
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 tracelessnesstefand 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 gedisgato 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 correctioth® stress tensor which
is proportional tar,, and thereforay, takes the form of/ b, f (o), wherey' is
an arbitrary constant. Substituting this in the tensor &8gnd34), we find that
f (o) satisfies the following dierential equation:

L CAR W 1285b*

L T S @5+ ) (160 —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

ot 8b° o
1608 — x2  (4b% + X)(1608 — x2)

”

f—f

(37)

The solution of this dferential equation which vanishes at the boundary (after
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resubstitutings with p%) B is:

Pt -4
1+ fgoal—5) 39)

g

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

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

d¢ = =
4 4 4 4 1 o
B 1Y o : I% ~ i
Ow(p,2) =1+ _4b4)'7’” + yTe g +p4uﬂuv +v bo,, (1 + —4b4)log(1 " %) (39)

To read df the stress tensor upto first order, we simply needoth=rm in the
Taylor expansion ofy,,. We get:

e +Au,U, Y

t,uv a0 — ﬁ Oy (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.

Now we can proceed to examine the higher orders in the demvatpansion.
Though we will postpone explicit solutions beyond the firetey for a future
publication, here we will show that it is trivial to satisfiie 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 WU )1, + De(Gnpe WU )ULU, = Sy0(Z )

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 tlee\htive 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 thé&eliential operatoD; is the same as the
operator which acts on f i_(B6) at every order in the deneatxpansion. We

5The other solution i, = 1 + %
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dropped the operatold,, D3, etc. at the first order, i.e. fay;, because as we
saw the general results of section 2 (equation$ ih (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 secondeurih the derivative
expansion onwards, the general results of section 2 do ny 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 propertyhé&lother 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, solaviglfrom 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 reselthéke in[(10), we can
write down the Taylor series expansion in the radial coatdirfor the particular
solution forg, as below.

6

o = ’izuto,w + P L5t = 2 ()]

+ plo[—— (toﬂ Otogy + o Otoay)

1
18077wt Dtoaﬁ+36ot 88t0aﬁ 120 (aatoﬁv+aatogﬂ)
1taat —1atat +1 0 0atl 3t (at"ﬂat + 0,t%0,t05,)
60 B0uv 180 v10ap 720 0,37 120 uto YatOpy vig ValOBu
1
- 550 ot Opte,] + ...

(42)

More generally, the particular solution fgy, is uniquely determined once we

specify that it vanishes at the boundary likél/12)0%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
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codficients of the Taylor expansion (now fixed by the source) witbanatically
agree with the general formulae, like those[inl (10). Theseegd 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 equatiomgfanust also be a homogenous
solution of the scalar constraint.

The homogenous solution of the tensor equatiorgfomhich will be consis-
tent with the scalar constraint is simph2b*f (o)t,,,, with f(o) being given by
(38) andt,,, being an arbitrarily chosen correction to the hydrodynastiess
tensor involving n derivatives of the field theory coordesat. 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)tn,,. The Taylor expansion is as below:

8
U2 = Lo (0* + Lo r ) (43)

Using the tracelessness and Landau gauge conditids fame can check from the
general formulae like those in_({L0) that this is just the pétihe metric determined
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 t@ 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 derivatiyeegsion, 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 siqraim the F&erman-
Graham coordinates.

e At every order in the derivative expansion, the tensor eqador g, is a
linear diferential equation of the form of (41) 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.
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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 isist@ms 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 imonclinditions.

e The vector constraint at the n-th order just implies the eoretion 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,fat the n-th
order is simply proportional to an arbitrarily chosen n-ttler correction to
the stress tensoAt every order in the derivative expansion for any choice
of the hydrodynamic stress tensor, the solution has finikéusaof conver-
gence away from the boundary, so all hydrodynamic stresotsipreserve
the asymptotic AdS boundary condition.

5 Getting rid of naked singularities

The comparative advantage of solving Einstein’s equatigaice gravity in Fé&erman-
Graham coordinates in the derivative expansion over dbiegame in Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinate system is that the constraints iiyjramatically and also

we do not need to split the terms into tensors, vectors arldrsoaf SO(3), thus
preserving manifest Lorentz covariance. The comparativaddantage of the
Fefferman-Graham coordinate system is that the regularityaisab not straight-
forward. At the first order in the derivative expansion, thetmne in Feferman-
Graham coordinate§ (B9) has a singularitpat V2b. This is the location of
the horizon at the zeroth order and the zeroth order mes#tfits not invertible
here. The first order perturbation hakg piece which also blows up here. This
singularity could be just a coordinate singularity in whicdse 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
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because it cooincides with the original horizon at late tirAtlate times the so-
lution approaches a boosted black brane but since the Imocizoincides with a
real singularity we cannot analytically continue spacetimyond it.

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 sftlice to change our coordinates ngar= 1/b, 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 triati®n will also be
an exact solution of Einstein’s equation upto first ordex-herivatives. We now
return to the equations (I15) in section 3 which gives thestetion between the
two coordinate systems. We still treat thefiéeman-Graham coordinatggX, r),
Z'(x,r)) as unknowns, but the third unknown is now Bg(x, r) which appears in
the Eddington-Finkelstein metric (11). The zeroth orddutsons to these three
are known and are given ip_(19) and{24). To find the correcthatisns due to
change in the Héerman-Graham metric at first order it is straightforward ¢o-p
turb these equations and solve them exactly at first ordez.cbmplete solutions
to the three unknowns exact upto first order are:

p= Vb 1+ bk(br)a;;)

\/b2r2 + Vbird -1

Z' = X' + u'bk(br) + u”a;;bzkA(br) + (U)W b’kg(br) (44)

G,, =r’P 2, 1 2r2bF(b ) 2 9
y =1Pyy + (=17 + W)uﬂuy + 2r°bF(br)o,, — r((u.d)(u,u,) - éuﬂuy( .U))
-1)b 1
+ %rzlog(l - W)O'ﬂ,,
where,

K(x) = %(Iog(%) _ 2arctan(x) + ) (45)

F(x) = %1(|og((X b 1))2(5)(2 U\ oarctan(x) + 2)
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andka(x), kg(x) satisfy the following diferential equations

dka NG
ax - —m(k(x) + v 1) (46)
dks 1 k(¥

a_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
of coordinates also become singular at the location of tiggral horizon in the
Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates whichris: 1/b.

We can continue the regularity analysis to higher ordershia derivative
expansion by solving the equatioris](15) for translating sbition from the
Fefferman-Graham coordinates to Eddington-Finkelstein aoates 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 avoideslouid 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 tifgecturbed boosted
black brane horizon.
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6 Discussion

We will conclude with some comments on the implications of sults for dy-
namics in the universal sector of CFT. Our first result is #hablution of pure
classical gravity is uniquely specified by the stress ten$ais implies that the
dynamics of all states in the universal sector of the dual @F3trong coupling
and large N is completely determined by the conservatiomefttaceless stress
tensor. The implication for dynamics on the CFT side is everasurprising than
the result for classical theory of gravity itself. It is stiging because to charac-
terise a state uniquely we would typically need the expextatalues of infinite
number of operators. However, it is not hard to give an exangbla special
sector of states with this property in a 2D CFT. These spat#és are spanned
by L,[VAC > (n > 2)and are created by descendendants of the identity operato
(Ly),with n > 2, acting on the vacuum. Each such state is uniquely characte
by thel, eigenvaluen, hence by the expectation value of the stress tensor T(z).
Moreover each state,|VAC > (n > 2) being an eigenvector of the Hamiltonian,
the sector spanned by these states is closed under timetiexoldt would be
interesting to find such examples of class of states in CFhagimer dimensions
where the expectation value of the stress tensor uniquelytiiies each mem-
ber and moreover is closed under time evolution. The readtepre however is,
whether we can give an intrinsic microscopic descriptiomhef universal sector

of CFTs with gravity duals. If we can achieve this, we will d#@eato understand
better how the vev of the stress tensor and its conservalome aletermines the
dynamics in the universal sector completely.

Our second set of results are (a) all hydrodynamic stresoterare 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 cd&cients 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 shouldfise to arrive at similar definitions for
the higher order cdicients in the hydrodynamic stress tensor.
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