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Abstract

We study bimetric gravity through the context of the AdS/CFT correspondence, especially, in
the first order hdrodynamic limit. If we put pure general relativity as a bulk field, the boundary
field theory is interpreted as fluid of the N' = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills plasma. The transport
coefficients of this plasma are computed via the AdS/CFT correspondence. Then, we prepare a
pair of gravitational fields on the bulk side and let them interact. We expect that two-component
fluid emerge on the CFT boundary side because the number of metrics becomes double. However,
the situation is rather complicated. The interaction generates a massive graviton. This massive
mode leads to the extra divergences which are absent in the case of general relativity. Our first
investigation is how to cancel these divergences. After that, we see the emergence of two-component
fluid and calculate their pressure and sheer viscosity. The interaction makes two kinds of fluid mixed

and the sheer viscosity obtain slight correction dependent on the mass of a graviton.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The AdS/CFT correspondence is one of the most widely studied topics in modern the-
oretical physics [1-4]. It covers string theory, general relativity, condensed matter physics
and so on. It relates a gravity theory on a (d+1)-dimensional asymptotically AdS space-
time to some matter field theory on the d-dimensional boundary. When the bulk side is
weakly coupled, the coupling of the boundary field gets strong. Therfore, we can investigate
complicated matter field theories through the calculation of rather simple equations from
bulk gravity theories. Applications of the AdS/CFT correspondence are varied, for exam-
ple, supersymmetric Yang-Mills plasma as a clue to quark-gluon plasma, superconductor,

non-fermi liquid and so on [5-7].

In the standard settings of the AdS/CFT correspondence, we put pure general relativity
on the bulk side with other fields (scalar, vector, spinor, etc). Sometimes, massive fields
play an important role, for instance, we use a massive scalar in holographic superconductor.
Therefore, a question arises what if we put a theory of massive gravity instead of mass-
less general relativity. The effect of massive gravitons on the AdS/CFT correspondence has
been asked several times in the past |[8-{10]. They say when two or more CFT boundaries are
prepared and their interaction is swiched on, some gravitons on the bulk side get massive.
This situation makes us remember a theory of bimetric or multimetric gravity. Generally,
theories of bimetric or multimetric gravity has only one overall diffeomorphism invariance.
Hence, only one graviton remains massless and others get massive. Interaction of the gravi-
tational fields makes massive gravitons. Here, we reverse the picture and ask what if we put
interacting gravitational fields on the bulk side. Until very recently, no consistent theory
of interacting gravitational fields had been known. They had suffered from emergence of
the extra ghost degrees of freedom. However, the ghost problem has been overcome |11, [12]
and we now have the consistent theories of bimetric or multimetric gravity [13-15]. Hence,
in this paper, we attempt to consider bimetric gravity on the context of the AdS/CFET

correspondence.

In studying the AdS/CFT correspondence, one of the main difficulties is how to interpret
the result. We put some gravity theory on the bulk asymptotically AdS space-time, and
calculate correlation functions of the boundary field theory. However, we cannot know in

advance what kind of theory we have on the CF'T boundary. Sometimes, we are puzzled by



a question what is the physical meaning. Therefore, we proceed as close as possible to the
well-known case where pure general relativity is used. Besides, we rely on the hydrodynamic
limit, which makes analytic calculation possible. In these settings, the counterpart on the
boundary side is interpreted as fluid of the supersymmetric Yang-Mills plasma [16, [17],
where the transport coefficients such as sheer viscosity are calculated. Following this, we
investigate the case of bimetric gravity and see that two-component fluid emerges. We also
calculate the values of their pressure and sheer viscosity.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section we review the case of pure
general relativity and apply the method to dRGT massive garavity. Bimetric gravity is a
genaralization of dRGT massive gravity. Therefore, in section [IIl we further extend the

previous result. Section [V]is devoted to the conclusion.

II. DRGT MASSIVE GRAVITY AND THE ADS/CFT CORRESPONDENCE IN
THE FIRST ORDER HYDRODYNAMIC LIMIT

In this section, we consider the AdS/CFT correspondence in dRGT massive gravity
[11, [12, [18-20]. We focus on the first order hydrodynamic limit where we can easily carry
out the analytic calculation. To begin with, we review the case of general relativity [5, [L6]
(See a review [27] for the detailed calculation.) and extend it to that of massive gravity. In
the calculation of the AdS/CFT correspondence in general relativity, we encounter divergent
terms and add a counterterm to cancel them. We see that mass of a graviton gives rise to
extra divergences which are absent in the case of general relativity. The main topic of this

section is how to cancel these additional divergences.

A. the case of general relativity

In this subsection, we revisit the AdS/CFT correspondence in general relativity. When we
take a long wave-length limit, the matter field theory on the CFT boundary is considered as
the supersymmetric Yang-Mills plasma. The pressure and the sheer viscosity of this plasma
can be calculated through the AdS/CFT corresponcence. In this paper, we take only the
first order hydrodynamic limit which is enough to obtain the values of the pressure and the

viscosity. The hydrodynamic limit means a long wave-length limit, and we carry out the



calculation only up to the first order derivative expansion.

We start the case of general relativity with the following action

S = Spn+ San + Su (1)
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where we consider a five dimensional asymptotically AdS space-time and AdS — bdy stands
for the AdS-boundary. The first term Sgpy is Einstein-Hilbert action, the second Sgy is
Gibbons-Hawking term and the third S.; is a counterterm added to cancel divergences. Sgy
is a bulk term, and boundary terms are Sy and S,. The metric v is a four dimensional
induced metric on the AdS-boundary and K is the extrinsic curvature. R is the curvature
constructed from . L is the AdS-radius and related to the cosmological constant as A =
—6/L% In the counterterm S, we neglected higher order derivative terms such as R?
because they are not needed in the first order hydrodynamic limit. (In fact, we do not need
R, too.) The hydrodynamic limit is a long wave-length limit, and especially we focus on
the first order limit. We neglect terms containing higher than second order derivatives with
respect to the coordinates on the AdS-boundary.

In general relativity, a lot of asymptotically AdS solutions are known. However, in this
paper, we focus only on five dimensional Schwarzschild AdS black hole (SAdS-BH). This
metric is given by

21 L2
guudzudxu = <r%]> ;( — hdt2 + d!L’2 + dy2 + dZ2) + m

du?, (5)
where 7 is a constant and L is the AdS-radius. We set the coodinates as x* = (¢, x,y, z, u).
h is defined as h = 1 —u* (0 < w < 1). The AdS-boundary is located at « = 0 and the
Black Hole horizon is on the region u = 0. If we set h = 1 and rq = 1, we have pure AdS
space-time.

According to the ordinary prescription of the AdS/CFT correspondence, we consider
perturbations around SAdS-BH and expand the action up to the second order. Then, we

solve the equation of motion, and substitute the solution back into the action. To get this

on-shell action is the first step. For simplicity, we take a perturbation ¢,, = g.. + 09
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(background +fluctuation) such as

00000
00¢00
09", =3"0gm=106000 |, &=0o(tu). (6)
00000
00000

Here, we assume that ¢ depends only on ¢t and u. Then, we expand the action S =

Sgr + SGH + Sct up to the second order in ¢ and perform the Fourier transform ¢(t,u) =

f dw —zwt

To begm with, we set about perturbed Einstein-Hilbert action
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where we abbreviated [ dxdydz = V3, 0,¢(u) = ¢ and [ dtdedydz = Vy. We cannot discard

total derivatives because we have boundaries.

If we write the bulk action as

1
Spulk = SEH = /0 dul(¢, ¢, ¢") 9)

and take a variation ¢ — ¢ + d¢, we obtain the variation of the bulk action

5 Stk :/01 du{(gi)daﬂ— (g;)aqs + (a¢,,)5¢"} (10)
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The 0¢' term will be canceled by Sqgy, and we get the equation of motion (EOM)

EOM : (Sé)ﬂ - (g—;)/+ (g—g) — 0. (12)

While, the Lagrangian density £ contains the zeroth and the secod order terms in ¢ (see

bt



Eq.(®)). We can write
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According to the AdS/CFT prescription, we solve the EOM and substitute the solution to

the original action, and get the on-shell action. Thus, the last term is discarded. Besides,
we do not need terms coming from the field value ¢(u = 1) on the non AdS-boundary [21],

so they are neglected. Then, the bulk action is read as
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In the case of general relativity, Spux = [ duL(¢, ¢', ¢”) is given by Eq.(8). Therefore,
we obtain the explicit formulae of the EOM and the bulk action Sy,

Shutk =
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The first term in Sy, is divergent as $|u:0. S is added to cancel this divergence.

Next, we continue to calculate the boundary terms Sgmy and S.. Using /—v ~
(T—°)4ﬁ(1 —1¢%) and K = —2V7 with a lapse N~' = uv/A/L, the expansion of Sy

L) Wt Ny~
up to the second order in ¢ is given by
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The curvature R contains derivatives higher than second order and its background value is

zero. Thus, we do not need it in the first order hydrodynamic limit, and we obtain
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where O[u?] stands for higher order terms than u*. Then, S, cancels the zeroth order

divergent term and we obtain
S = Spuk + Scu + St (26)
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We put a derivative on ¢, in order to follow the Minkowski prescription [21].

Now, we solve the EOM Eq.(I7)) and substitute the solution into Eq.(27) to get the on-
shell action. Because our main interest of this paper is the first order hydrodynamic limit,

we have only to solve the EOM up to the first order expansion in w. We expand ¢, (u) as

P (1) = o(u) + wer (u) +w’a(u) + - - (28)
and insert it into the EOM Eq.(IT)
<%¢2)/ —0  (i=0,1). (29)
The solution is written as
¢; = A; + B;iIn(1 —u*)  (i=0,1). (30)
Thus, we obtain
bu(u) = (Ag +wA;) + (By +wB;) In(1 — u*) + Ofw?], (31)

where A; and B; are constants. This solution is substituted into Eq.(27), but in Eq.(27) we
need only the asymptotic formula near the AdS-boundary u ~ 0. We can write, abbreviated

as A, = Ag+ wA; and B, = By + wBs,

b (u) = A, + B, In(1 —u*) + O[w?] = A, + Bu(—u* + O[u®]) + O[w?). (32)



Then, the substituted on-shell action is obtained
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The remainig constants Ap; and By, are fixed from the boundary condition on the
Black Hole horizon (u = 1), so we have to solve the EOM Eq.(I7) near the u ~ 1 region.
Approximating as h = 1 — u? ~ 4(1 — u), we get the near horizon EOM from Eq.(I7)

S1 ., /L2 N2 1 B
o= 0t (5) G =0 (34)

4ry —u)?
and the solution is given by
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Here, we set ro = L = 1 and remember that background SAdS-BH has the metric ds? =
—u—hzdt2 + ZT“Z. If we change the coordinate u to u, = fuoo dT“
ds® oc (—dt>+du?). Then, the solution is written as ¢, (u ~ 1) o (1—u)*1% = ¥« and we

have ¢(t,u ~ 1) oc e ¢, (u ~ 1) = e @) Because the Black Hole horizon is located

~ 1 1In(1 —wu), this meric reads as

at u, = —oo, the solution e ®(*%) represents an ingoing wave and the other et®(t+us)
is outgoing. We select the ingoing wave condition according to the sandard AdS/CET
prescription. Thus, we obtain the near horizon solution

2 2 2

ot~ 1) o¢ (1 — ) "10% ~ (1 — ub)e 0% = 1 — i4L—w In(1— ')+ Ow?.  (36)
To

The previously obtained solution Eq.(31)) must match Eq.(B8]), which fixes the constants as
A1 =0,By=0, By = —i%AO. Then, renaming Ay as ¢(*), we obtain the on-shell action

from Eq.(33)

. ‘/;l Té ‘/é Té / dw 1 (0) (0) 1 (0) .L2 (0)
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where we should notice that ¢ [ dwe® wel? cannot be interpreted as zero [21].

The last step is to apply the GKP-Witten relation

(exp (i [ 690)) = exp (i8]0l = 6] ). (38)

In the right hand side, we have the action S[¢]. We solve the EOM of the bulk field ¢,

where we denote the boundary value of the solution as ¢(°). The solution of the EOM is

8



substituted into the action and we get the on-shell action S [gb|u:0 = ¢(]. The left hand side
represents the expectation value of the boundary field theory, where ¢(®) becomes a source
of an operator O.

In our case, ¢ is a fluctuation of the spin-2 field so that O is interpreted as a perturbed

boundary energy-momentum tensor 67),,. Thus, we obtain

05 1 1 ro\3
< OT™ >= = — —0 5O ) (_0> (0) 39
S T oA EACRI T AW Al (39)

where the functional derivative is interpreted as M%qb_wqubw = 2F, 0. [21]. We neglected

V3, because V3 is interpreted as V3 = f %. If we consider a more general perturbation

such as ¢(t, z,y, z,u), V3 should be replaced by f %. We are now focusing on the mode
k= 0.

In a long wave-length limit, any field theory can be effectively described by hydrody-
namics. We assume that the energy-momentum tensor of the boundary field theory has the

following form
T" = (e + P)u'u” + Py + 7, (40)

with energy density €, pressure P and velocity field u#. The boundary field theory is supposed
to be on the four dimensional uncurved space-time. Hence, we have u = 0,1,2,3 and n*”
is Minkowski metric. The term 7, contains derivatives. Because our main interest is the
first order hydrodynamic limit, we consider only first order derivatives. In the rest frame,

T, has no time component (¢ = 0) and spatial components are given by
2 k k(s s
Tij = —n(@lu] + 8ju2- — géwaku ) — C(Sw@ku (’L,j, ]{7 = 1, 2, 3) (41)

1 and ( represent transport coefficients called sheer viscosity and bulk vicosity.
Here, we assume that the fluid is firstly at rest u* = (1,0,0,0), and then the background
space-time is slightly distorted 7,, — g = Nu + 09,,. Using a projection operator P* =

g" + ufu”, the energy-momentum tensor is written as
2
T" = (e + P)ulu” + Py — PrApve [77 (VAUp + Vouy — ggxpacrua) + Cgkpvoua} - (42)

We calculate the linear response of this tensor, but our main interest is a perturbation of

9



the type Eq.(@]). Hence, we set

0 0 0 0
0 0  Jgu(t) 0

8gu = 9ey(1) 0| (43)
0 dge(t) 0 0
0 0 0 0

The velocity field u* = (1,0, 0,0) is not changed because of parity symmetry. We can easily

calculate the linear level response. After the Fourier transformation, the result is
0T, = —Pdg, + iwnog,. (44)

We compare Eq.(39) with Eq.([@4) and ¢ with 5g§, from which we interpret that the

0 and the shear viscosity 7 = — (%0)3

boundary field theory has the pressure P = e

16 G Lo
On the Black Hole horizon, (z,y,2) components of the metric can be written as ds®> =

(%0)2(d1’2 +dy?+dz?). Then, we apply the area law of Black Hole entropy. We can calculate

the entropy density as s = ﬁ(%)?’ which is interpreted as the entropy density of the

boundary field theory. Thus, we obtain the ratio n/s = 1/4x.
The pressure can be calculated in a different way. If we consider only background SAdS-
BH with no perturbation, the Euclidean on-shell action is given by

A
dr | dedydz = — To 4
/ T/ T = T 6 G, L (45)

e = 167TG5 i

Thus, we have the partition function Z = e™°# and we can calculate the pressure

1 7’8‘
167TG5 L5 ’

1
P = Bav3 an =

which is compatible with the value obtained from Eq.(39]).

(46)

This is the standard calculation of the first order hydrodynamics via AdS/CFT corre-
spondence. Other types of perturbations leads to other coefficients, but we will not treat

them in this paper.

B. the case of massive gravity

In this subsection, we consider dRGT massive garavity and extend the prescription of

the AdS/CFT correspondence in general relativity. We see that mass of a graviton generate

10



extra divergences, and how to cancel them is a main topic. We show that not only a new
counterterm have to be added but also a condition on graviton’s mass must be imposed. For
notational simplicity, we set 167G5 =1, L = rqg = 1 and V3 = 1 in this subsection.

In order to introduce mass of a graviton which is denoted as m, we add a interacion
(mass) term S, to the action of general relativity. Then, the action of dRGT massive

gravity is given by

S = Sgu + Sau + Set + Sint (47)

Smt:mQ/dE’x —ge(\/g—lg), (48)

where g is a background metric and ¢ is a full metric (background +fluctuation) g = g +
dg. In this paper, we use SAdS-BH as a background metric § =(SAdS-BH). Einstein-
Hilbert action Sggy, Gibbons-Hawking term Sgy and the counterterm S.; are the same as
those of general relativity. They are all constructed from the full metric g. The difference
comes from the term S;,; which depends explicitly on g. This background dependence
breaks the diffeomorphism invariance. The mass term S;,; is composed of the function
e(v/97'g). This is a function of a matrix (1/¢g~'g)", where the square root of a matrix

A

means (v/97'9)",(v/97'9)*, = (¢7'9)", = ¢"*gr,. The explicit formula of this function is

[20] [11]

5
U A1 A
€(A) = ZBTLEMI"'/JTL)\n+1"'>\5€V1 it 5A511 o Aﬁsv (49>
n=0

where € is an antisymmetric tensor. The function e contains constants 3, which are adjusted
to satisfy the relation e(1) = 0 (1 is a unit matrix) and reduce to the Pauli-Fiertz mass term

in the expansion up to the second order in dg

Sint = —%mz / d5z\/—_§<Tr(5g)2 - Trz(ég)>, (50)

where we abbreviated as Tr?A = TrA x TrA and TrA? is a tarce of the matrix A2.
Now, we take a perturbation of the same type as Eq.(d) and expand the action up to
the second order in ¢. The calulation is almost the same as that of general relativity in the

previous subsection. The only difference is that S;,; is added to the bulk action Eq.([)

Svutk = Ser + Sint = /du L(¢, ¢, 425//)7 (51)
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where

dw 1 m?1

Because S;,; contains no derivative, Eq.(If]) is not changed and the diffenrence occurs only
in the equation of motion Eq.(IT).

w2

ush

h,

/ 1
EOM : (Fbw) —m®— 6, + o, = 0. (53)

There is no change in Eq.(27)

B B dw 1 ] 1/1 ,
S—Sbulk+SGH+Sct—V4+/§{( 5+ Ol )émut + 5 u)cb_wasw}

(54)

We solve the EOM Eq.(B3]) up to the first order expansion in w

1 1
Po(u) = Aw{uH“ + (1= oput T+ O[ulHa]} - Bw{u“?a + (14 a4 0[u10+2a]},
(55)
where we set A, = Ay + wA; and B, = By + wBi. Ao, and By, are constants as the

previous subsection. Mass of a graviton is contained in « = /1 + m?/4. We substitute the
solution of the EOM Eq.(B5) into the action Eq.(54]) and obtain

S = ‘/4 -+ / ;l—:{(l + OK)A_wa + (1 — OK)B—wAw (56)

+ A LA, ((1 —a)u™ + (57)

%(az o — 1t g O[u8—4a]>}

u=0
Hence, we see that extra divergences arise from u=**|,—o, u*~**|,—¢ and O[u®~*]|,—o.

Here, it should be noted that if we consider pure AdS space-time, we set h = 1 in
the metric of SAdS-BH Eq.(H]). Setting » = 1 in the EOM Eq.(53]), the solution becomes
bu(u) = Ayu®2* + B,u?T®*. Higher order terms such as O[u®"2*] or O[u5*?*] in Eq.(5H)
come from the expansion of h = 1 —u* around u ~ 0. In addition, if we set h = 1 in Eq.(IS]),
Eq.(21) and Eq.(24), the action Eq.([54) becomes S =V, + [ %ﬁ(]ﬁ_wgﬁuuzo. Therfore, on
pure AdS space-time, only the divergence u~4%|,—y occurs.

In order to cancel these divergences, we attempt to add a new counterterm S,,.. This

situation resembles the case of a massive scalar field [22], where extra divergences can be
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canceled by a mass term on the AdS-boundary. Therefore, we try to add a term

Spmet / d*z/=ve(v7'9), (58)
Ads—bdy

which reduces to the Pauli-Fiertz mass term in the second order expansion
1
Spe= =51 =a) [ dtoy (o) - 1 (6)) (59)
2 Ads—bdy

The coefficient (1 — «) is adjusted for our purpose. If we consider a perturbation dependent
on spatial coodinates (x,y, z), we may need other counterterms [22]. However, we do not
treat this topic in this paper. In appendix, we investigate the validity of this counterterm
in a different perturbation.

Inserting the perturbation Eq.(@]) and the solution of the EOM Eq.(55]), we have

Spa==(1=0) [ doye? (60)
Ads—bdy

dw 1 —u*
== (1-0) [ oo, oy
d 1 1
= — (1 - Oé) / %(E - 5 + O[U4])¢—w¢w w0 (62>
:/ d_“’{(a —1)(A_,B., + B_,A,) (63)
27
+ A_WAW< — (1 —a)u™ + %a(l —a)ut 4 O[ug_za]) } (64)
u=0
Thus, we obtain
S+ Syt = Vi + / Z_:{QO‘A—“B“ vaA (- g ro ) 6

The divergence from v ~** has been canceled, but still other divergences remain. If we take
pure AdS space-time as a background, these remaining divergences do not appear and S,
is enough. Cancelation of them requires a condition on graviton’s mass. We have to set
—4 < m? < 0, namely 0 < o < 1, which is a reminiscence of the BF-bound [23-25]. BF-
bound is a result of the stability analysis, so we should investigate the stability in massive
gravity. However, we left this issue for a future work and continue our calculation.

Then, the non-divergent on-shell action in dRGT massive gravity is given by

S+ Spet =Va+ / Z_:(QQA‘wa>' (66)
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We attempt to fix constants Ap; and By;. If we assume that the massive and massles
solution Eq.(BH) and Eq.(36]) coinside in the massless limit « = 1, we should set A, = o
and B, = %‘*’qsfuo), which leads to

B dw (iaw\ | (o) )
S + Smct - V;l + / 271_( 9 >¢—w¢w (67)
TY — (0)
< 0TSV >= 550 = iwagp,,’. (68)

Compared to Eq.([@), P = 0 and n = «. The pressure is zero which is not consistent
with the value calculated from the background metric Eq.([#6). We do not know how to
interpret this result. We suspect that this peculiarity comes from the weird feature of
dRGT massive gravity, where the mass term depends explicitly on the back groundmetric.
This feature breaks the diffeomorphism invariance. Therfore, it seems natural to promote
this background metric to another dynamical variable, which is nothing but bimetric gravity.
We expect that the peculiarity in dRGT massive gravity is modified in bimetric gravity. We

consider this topic in the next section.

III. BIMETRIC GRAVITY AND THE ADS/CFT CORRESPONDENCE IN THE
FIRST ORDER HYDRODYNAMIC LIMIT

In this section, we extend the method of the previous section to the case of bimetric
gravity. Our interest is what emerges on the boundary field theory. In section [, we treated
dRGT massive gravity, but it has one peculiar feature. It explicitly contains a reference
(background) metric, which breaks the diffeomorphism invariance. Hence, it seems natural
to make the reference metric dynamical and revive the invariance. This is nothing but
bimetric gravity [12, [13]. Therefore, bimetric gravity is a generalization of dRGT massive
gravity, which contains two metrics. In the following, we write these metrics as g and f,
and their induced metrics on the AdS-boundary as v and p respectively.

Then, we start with the action given by

S =Sgulgl + Saulv] + Salv] (69)
+Seulf] + Saulp) + Sl (70)
+Sint[97 f] + Simf,Cth/? p]7 (71>
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where

SEH [g] + SGH [7] + Sct [7]
_ M / o/ g(Rlg) — 20) + 2012 /

AdS—bdy

pey=i (8 s
(72)

0o/ K] + M2 /

AdS—bdy

and

Seulf] + Sculpl + Selp]

v / e/ (RIf] - 20) +2M] /

AdS—bdy

d4x\/—_p<% + - )
(73)

d'ay=pKlp) + M [

AdS—bdy

In bimetric gravity, we can introduce different Planck masses (Gravitational constants) for
the two metrics, which we write as M, and M;. R|g| is the scalar curvature for g, and R|f]
is the scalar curvature for f,,. K[v] and K[p] represent the extrinsic curvatures for each
metric. In general, cosmological constants for g,, and f,, can be different. However, in this
paper, we assume that they have the same value A and each mertric has the same AdS-radius
L. We impose this condition in order to take perturbations on the same background (SAdS-

BH). The interaction term S;.[g, f] is a genaralization of S;,; in dRGT massive gravity

Eq.(#8)
Sintlg, f] :2m2M62ff/d5x —ge(Vg7vf), (74)

where background metric g in Eq.(d8) is raplaced by the other dynamical metric f, and
M,y is defined as

1 1 \!
2 _
My = (3 3m) (75)
g

The counterterm Sjn |7, p] is a extension of the counterterm we added in maissive gravity

Eq.([58)
Mz
Sint,ct[’%p] X %/‘ d4113' - 6( ’}/_lp). (76)
AdS—bdy

Because the function e satisfies e(1) = 0, Siulg, f] vanishes when we set f = g. Thus, we

have a solution g = f =(SAdS-BH). In the following, we consider a perturbation g = g+ dg
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and f = f+ §f on the same background § = f =(SAdS-BH). Thus, the expansion of
Sintlg, f] and Sint.ct[7, p] up to the second order in dg and 0 f is given by

Suilg. ] =~ Mgy [ a5 (Te(Gg — 51 = (e - &) (77)

1 M .
Swvalyop) = —5 (1= ) =2 [ atay=3(1u@y - 50f 176y~ 89)). (79)
Ads—bdy

where we put a = /1 + (mL)?/4. The coefficient (1—«) is adjusted to cancel the divergence
coming from u=4%|,—o.

Now, we take a perturbation such as Eq.(@])

00000
00¢00
09", =3"0gw=10¢000 |, ¢=0(tu) (79)
00000
00000

00000
0000
off, =g fw=10v 000 |, ¥=utu). (80)
00000
00000

To begin with, we calculate S;,; and Sip

L)?
S =~ arz, by, [0 / U@ ®)
dw Vh
S = (1= )T Vs [ 2V 6w - )| (52)

The bulk action Sy = Sewlg| + Seu|f] + Sintlg, f] is expanded as

1
8
Sbulk:_ L5(M2—|—Mf)‘/;1/ du—5

A el R R —%as_mw(2;3h(f—jw)2+%)¢_w¢w}

e [ 2 [ af3h v kot - Soiu+ (G (B

L5M62ff k) VB/ / % ) (P — V). (83)
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Because interaction term S;,; contains no derivative, we have

4
T
S :—01/4(Mg2 + M7) (84)
dw 1 1,1
2 _ = 4 (= — !
L5M VZ”/ 2w{< 5+ Ol ]>¢““¢‘“ T3 <u3 “>¢‘“¢“} . (89)
dw 1 4 1/1 ,
+L5vaz’)/ 2/]_(_{( - 5 + O[u ])Q/)—w'lvbw + 5(? - u)@b—oﬂ/@} B (86)
do/1 1
(L= )T [ 52 (o= 5+ Ol 6= v)0u =] 6D
Here, we put ¢ = Mg¢ and ¢ = M), and we also define
1 é 9 1 6 U
D= — + —, UV=_"——-—. (88)
Mgy My My" Mgy My My
Using the relattion such as ¢2 4 12 = &2 4+ U2, we obtain
4
r
S :L—°5v4(Mg2 + M7) (89)
re dw 1
L—%%,/Q—{ (=5 +O0M) ooty +5(— - u)cb_wcb;} (90)
u=0
4
o dw 1 4 ,
E1/3/2—{(—§+0[u ])xlf_wxlf +—($—u>\lf_w\11w} (91)
u=0
dw /1
—(1- a)ﬁvg/g(— — SO (92)
We also obtain the EOM for & and ¥ from the bulk action Sy,
h .\ L2 N2 1
EOM : (EQDUJ) + <7”_0w ) 0, =0 (93)
ho o\ 1 L* N2 1
(ﬁmw) ~ (Lm)P =, +( - W) b, = 0. (94)
We solve the EOM up to the first order expansion in w
D, (u) = A, + B,(u* + O[u”]) (95)
1 1
\I/w(u) — Cw{u2—2a + Z(l _ a>u6—2a 4 O[u10—2a]} + Dw{u2+2a 4 Z(l + a)u6+2a 4 O[u10+2a]},
(96)

where A, B,, C, and D, are constants and can be written as A, = Ay + wA;, B, =

By + wBy, etc. Then, we obtain the on-shell action

oy / dw ( — %A_wAw + 2A_wa)

4
_ Ty 2 2
S = EW(Mg + M5) + 73 5

rd dw
v, / (20C_.D,).

(97)
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where we imposed a condition 0 < o < 1 to make the terms O[u*~%%]|,— finite.

We have obtained the on-shell action Eq.(@7]) written by massless and massive modes ®
and W. However, they are mixture of original variables g,, and f,,, and we do not know
how to interpret this mixture in the context of gravity/fluid correspondence. Hence, we
proceed our calculation with the variables g, and f,, (or ¢ and ¢). In addition, we have to
consider a boundary condition on the Black Hole horizon to fix the constants A, B, C and
D. In the massless limit m = 0, bimetric gravity decouoles to a pair of independent genaral
relativities, in which case we should select the ingoing wave condition. Therefore, it seems

natural for the solutions of ¢ and 1 to mache Eq.([36) in the massless limit.

If we set a = 1 (m? = 0), we have

M, ®, + MV, M,A, + M.C, M,B,+ M:D,
¢ _ Mg + My _ Mg + My + g + My u4+0[u8] (98)

Mg/ M2+ M7 Mg/ M2+ M7 Mg, /M2 + M7

My®, — MV,  M;A, — M,C, M;B, — M,D,
= = e =1 e L2yt + Ofu). (99)

My M2+ M7 My M2+ M7 Mg/ M2+ M;

Thus, we put
2
¢£?) _ MgAw + Mwa : ZL—CU EUO) _ Mng ‘I’ Mwa (100)
My /M2 + M? 4ro M\ /M2 + M?
2
wb(uo) _ Mwa_Mng ’ ZL—(U L(UO) _ Mwa_Mng7 (101>
M/ M2 + M? 4ro My /M2 + M?
and we obtain
2 .(0) 2,1,(0) 2 .(0) 2,1,(0)
A _ Mg¢w _'_Mf w B _ (ZL2M>M9 w _'_Mf w (102>
M2+ M3 o/ M2+ M2
M. M ((UO) _ io) 1.2 M. M o(‘?) _ io)

\/ M2+ M7 \/ M2+ M7

Inserting these relations into Eq.(@T), we obtain the on-shell action written by original
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FIG. 1. non-interacting case FIG. 2. interacting case

variables g, and f,, (¢ and )

4

T
§ = 75Va(M + M}) (104)
4 2
ﬁ(#)v/d_w —1M4 ©) 4(0) ’L_WM2 M2+ aM2)6"9 4O 105
+L5 M; + MJ% 3 o7 9 g¢—w¢w + 2,,,,0 g( g +a f)¢—w¢w ( )
Lo 00 LPw o 2y,,,(0) / (0)
- §Mfw—w¢w + ZQ—T’OMf (Mf + aMg),lvb—www (106)
1
MM (L + o) (107)
LPw oy © @ 0 ()
ig oMM 0) (60 + 0 e0) 1 (108)

This on-shell action contains mixed terms such as ¢, which suggests the emergence of
two-component fluid. If the metrics ¢ and f do not interact, we have two independent AdS
(bulk)/CFT (boundary) pairs. The fluctuation of ¢ enters into one boundary and becomes a
source to generate one field. The fluctuation of f goes into the other boundary and becomes
a source of the other field (FIGI). We call these boundaries as g-boundary and f-boundary
for convenience. However, if their interaction is switched on, perturbations begin to go
into not only the original boundary but also the other. For example, perturbed metric g

enters into f-boundary as well as g-boundary. As a result, two fields are generated on each

boundary (FIG[2).
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Now, the GKP-Witten relation can be written as

(exp (i / 000, +¢00; + 000, + 1) ) = exp (iS[6, lus = 6, vV] ), (109)

where O, and Q, are operators on g-boundary, and O and Q; are on f-boundary. »©)
becomes a source of not only O, on g-boundary but also Oy on f-boundary. 1 © becomes
a souce of Q, as well as Qf. In our setting, these operators are interpreted as energy
momentum tensors.

Here, we remember the discussion of general relativity. We considered a perturbation
around SAdS-BH and obtained the expectation value of the perturbed energy momentum
tensor Eq.(39) via the AdS/CFT correspondence. On the other hand, we focused on the
boundary field theory. We assumed that the boundary space-time was slightly distorted
and calculated the linear response of the energy momentum tensor Eq.([#4]). We compared
Eq.(39) with Eq.(d4), and read the coefficients.

Now, we proceed in the same way. We have two boundaries, namely g-boundary and
f-boundary. Each boundary field theory has some energy momentum tensor though we do
not know their concrete formulae. Schematically, we write them as T[g] and T[f]. T[g] is
an energy momentum tensor on g-boundary and T[f] is on f-boundary. Then, we assume
that the boundary space-times are slightly distorted and consider the linear response of
these energy momentum tensors. If we write the distortion as 7,, — 7., + dg on g-
boundary and 7,,, — 7, +0 f,,, on f-boundary where n,,, (¢, v =0, 1,2, 3) is four dimensional
Minkowski metric, it seems natural to think that the response on g-boundary §7'[g] should
consists of only dg,, and the response on f-boundary d7'[f] should consists of only ¢ f,..
We seek the concrete forms of these linear responses 07[g] x dg and 0T[f] o< df from the
expectation values calculated via AdS/CFT correspondence < O,y > and < Q, s >. Thus,
the expectation values on g-boundary < O, > and < Q, > should contain only the metric
g (or ¢). The values < Oy > and < Qf > should contain only the metric f (or ¢).

Focusing on g-boundary, the expectation values of the energy momentum tensors are

calculated as

05

ra M? r3\ M2(M? + aM?)
<0, >= 22 :—<—0>7g¢§9>+w(—0> A O (110)
g 5¢(_02; =0 L5 Mg2+MJ% L3 Mg2+M]%
0S ré) M;M]% © L s MgMJ?(l—oz)
<Q,>= 2| = (L) e 0, (—)— ©, 111
L >= o, <L5 2% T\) e e © (111)
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These formulae and Eq.([@4]) have the same form. Thus, we compare them and coclude that
we have two-component fluid. The pressure P and the sheer viscosity 1 of each cmponent

are given by

4 M4 4 M2M2
_ (7o _(To f
g g
g g

Plg], represents the pressuer on g-boundary generated by the fluctuation ¢. We note that
the taotal pressure is Plgl, + Plg]y = z—éM o which is compatible with the value calculated
from the background metric Eq.([46]). We remember that the entropy density on g-boundary

is s[g] = 4m M (ro/L)® and calculate the ratios

nlgls ¢ 1\ Mg+ oMy nlgle 1\ Mj(l—a)
s[g]d) B (E) M2 —I—M]%f ’ s[g]w N (E) ]\422 + M3 (114)

If we set M, = My, we have the values dependent only on the mass of a graviton

Er el (e =

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we applied the AdS/CFT correspondence to bimetric gravity in the first or-
der hydrodynamic limit. We first reviewed the standard case of pure general relativity, where
how to interpret the result is well-known. The counterpart on the CFT side is interpreted as
fluid of the Yang-Mills plasma. Then, we applied this method to dRGT massive gravity and
saw that additional divergences emerge. In order to cancel these divergences, we added an
new counterterm and also imposed a condition on mass of a graviton. Though we removed
the divergences, how to interpret the result was not clear. The AdS/CFT correspondence
suggested that the pressure is zero, which contardicts the value calculated from the back-
ground metric. Thus, we further extended the AdS/CFT prescription to bimetric gravity
and expected to remedy the peculiarity. As a result, we found that two-component fluid
emerge and the total pressure is consistent with the background value. We also calculated
their sheer viscosity, whici is dependent on the mass of a graviton.

However, what we studied in this paper is only the simplest setting. Further detailed

investigation is needed to clarify the features of the boundary field theory. It is worth
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studying more complicated perturbations. For example, diagonal perturbations which leads
to other properties such as sound waves [17] or perturbations on the different background
g # f. It may be also interesting to study beyond the first order hydorodynamic limit [26].
The problem of the stability anlysis is left, too. In addition, the relation between bimetric
or multimetric gravity and the deformation of boundary CFTs |8, 9] remains unclear. These

are left as future works.

Appendix A: counterterm in massive gravity

In this appendix, we reconsider the counterterm which we introduced in the case of mas-
sive gravity Eq.(58, B9). Throughout the main part, we take only one type of perturbations
such as Eq.([@). Then, it is worth considering whether the counterterm Eq.(58]) or Eq.(59)
can cancel divergences in other types of perturbations. Remembering the calculation of

massive gravity, we note that the role of the counterterm Eq.(59) is to cancel the divergence

4

coming from the term uv~**. This term is a leading order contribution in the expansion of

h =1 —u" around u ~ 0 in Eq.(5). The next order terms continue as u*~**, w81 .. and

so on. If we consider pure AdS space-time as a background, we put h = 1, where only u~**

4=12] Hence, we need only

term is left and we do not have next order divergent terms O[u
to consider AdS space-time for our purpose. In the following, we set 167G5 =1 and L = 1
for notational simplicity.

We consider a perturbation dependent only on the variable u

Xo(u) —b1(u) —02(u) —b3(u) —Ilo(u)
Or(u) xi(u) ¢1(w)  @o(u) ILi(u)
09", = | Oa(u) ¢i(u) xo(u) ¢s(u) Ta(u) ) (A1)
Os(u) ¢a(u) ¢s3(u) xs(u) Il3(u)
Mo(u) Mi(u) Ma(u) Iz(u)  xa(u)

where the background metric is purely AdS, and minus signs are put to make dg,,, symmetric.
Now, we expand the action as in section [I, and obtain the equations of motion and the
on-shell action. We skip the details of the calculation, but we find only diagonal terms x

couple. The simplest EOMs come from Il;—y 1,2 3. They are given by

1 1 .
m2$H0:O, —m2$Hi:O(z: 1,2, 3). (A2)
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Their solutions are merely II;—0123 = 0. The calculation of ¢;—; 23 is the same as that in

section [T, so we ommit this part. We obtain the EOMs of ;1 23 as

1 3 m?
and the solutions are given by
0;(u) = Aju®** + B>, (A4)

where a = /1 4+ m?/4. On the other hand, the action of 6; is,

r
S = Spuk + Sau + St = _2—u3‘9i92‘ - (A5)

u=0
L
Smct = (1 — Oé)@@l u:(]. (A6)
Then, the divergent part of the on-shell action is
S=—A}1-a)u* (AT)
Spnet = (1 — a) AZu™, (A8)

and can be canceled.

The Xi=0,1,2,3,4 part is rather complicated. The EOMs are given by

(12 +m?) x4 — 3uxy + m*(T — xi) +3u(l’ — x}) —*(I" —x7) =0 (i=0,1,2,3) (A9)
12x4 +m*I' 4 3ul” = 0, (A10)

where we put I' = x¢ + x1 + X2 + Xx3. Summation of Eq.([A9)) for i =0,1,2,3 is
4(12 + m?)xq — 12ux, + 3m*T + 9ul” — 3u*T" = 0, (A11)
and we obtain from Eq.[AIQ) and Eq.(ATI)
'=0, x4=0. (A12)

Then, EOMs Eq.(A9)) are written as

—m?x; — 3ux, +u’x} =0 (i=0,1,2,3) (A13)

and we have the solutions
xi(u) = A + B, (i =1,2,3) (A14)
Yo(u) = —(A; + Ay + A3)u®"* — (By + By + Bs)u*™. (A15)
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The action of x part is, using I' = 0,

1
S = Spuk + Seu + Set = 4—U4(X0X6 + XlX/1 + X2X/2 + XsXé) (A16)
1
Smet = (1 — O‘)E(_XOXO + xax2 + X2Xx3 + X3X1) (A17)

and inserting the solutions of the EOMs, we obtain the divergent part

S=(1—a)(A]+ A5+ Aj+ A1 Ay + Ay Az + Az Ay )u™*®

(A18)

u=0

Spnet = —(1 — @) (A3 + A3 + A3 + A1 Ay + As Az + AzAp)u™

(A19)

u=0

Thus, all divergence can be canceled.
In linear massive gravity, the Pauli-Fiertz mass term not only makes griviton massive
but also removes an extra ghost degree of freedom, which leads to the transverse traceless

condition dg*, = 0, V,0g", = 0. Here, these conditions are written as

Xo+t X1 +tx2+xs+xa=0 (A20)

- 2,=0, (i=0,1,2,3) (A21)
Uu

1

a(—4X4 +uxy +Xo +x1+ X2+ x3) =0, (A22)

and compatible with the solutions we obtained.
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