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Abstract

In this paper, we study the holographic dual to an asymptotically anti-de Sitter
black brane in an Einstein-Yang-Mills model with a non-minimal coupling between the
Riemann and Yang-Mills fields. First, we construct a planar black hole solution of this
model up to the first order of the non-minimal coupling of the Yang-Mills field with the
Riemann-Christoffel tensor, denoted as ¢o. Then, we calculate the color non-abelian
direct current (DC) conductivity and the ratio of shear viscosity to entropy density for
this solution. Our result for the shear viscosity n to entropy density s ratio saturates
the Kovtun, Son, and Starinets (KSS) bound, which is proportional to ﬁ. However,
our result for the conductivity is new up to the first order of ¢s.

PACS numbers: 11.10.Jj, 11.10.Wx, 11.15.Pg, 11.25.Tq

Keywords: DC Conductivity, the ratio of Shear viscosity to entropy density, Black
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1 Introduction

Hydrodynamics is an effective theory for a quantum many-body system in the low-
energy limit. Hydrodynamics equations are written in terms of Neother charges. Con-
servation laws for the stress-energy tensor and internal currents are the equations of
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hydrodynamics.
V,Jh=0 , V,T" =0, (1)
JH=nut — O’TP“V&/(%)
™ = (p+p)uf'u” + pg" — o™,
2
o = PHPYB[n(V aug + Vaua) + (¢ — gn)gagv.u]
PH = g + utu”,

where n, o, n, (, o*¥ and P*" are charge density, charge conductivity, shear vis-
cosity, bulk viscosity, shear tensor, and projection operator, respectively [11 2] 3] [4].

The properties of a fluid are determined by its transport coefficients. Therefor, we
are interested in calculating the color non-abelian DC conductivity[5] and the ratio of
shear viscosity to entropy density as transport coefficients in hydrodynamic equations
up to the first order of derivative expansion.

The Anti-de Sitter/Conformal Field Theory duality, also known as the AdS/CFT
correspondence [0} [7], is an important conjecture in string theory. It states that a string
theory on AdSj is equivalent to a N/ = 4 super-Yang-Mills theory in 4-dimensional
spacetime. This duality is generalized to the gauge/gravity correspondence. The fluid-
gravity duality [2] results in the AdS/CFT duality in the low energy limit. This
conjecture opens up new possibilities for understanding a strongly interacting gauge
theory through the study of a dual weakly interacting gravitational theory.

Theories that couple the gravitational field to other fields using cross terms con-
taining the curvature tensor are called non-minimal theories[§]. The non-minimal term
between the Ricci scalar and the Yang-Mills field was investigated in [9]. In this pa-
per, we study the non-minimal term between Riemann tensor and the Yang-Mills field.
They are introduced as alternative theories of gravity, and they have five classes. Ex-
act solutions of stars [10} [I1], wormholes [12} 13], and regular magnetic BHs [14] with
Wu-Yang anstaz [15], 16] are constructed by these non-minimal theories. Power-law
inflation can be realized due to the non-minimal gravitational coupling of the electro-
magnetic field, and large-scale magnetic fields can be generated due to the breaking of
the conformal invariance of the electromagnetic field through its non-minimal gravita-
tional coupling[17].

We use the Green-Kubo [18],[19] formula to calculate conductivity as follows,

y 1 .
Y(k,) = — lim —SGY (k 2

0" (k) = — lim ~SG(k,) @

where a,b and i, j indices referring to the SL(2,C) group symmetry. There is a uni-
versal bound for the conductivity, ¢ > 1 where ¢ is measured in units of % and e
represents the charge carried by the gauge field [20]. This bound is violated in various
theories, including massive gravity [20], models with background fields [2I], non-abelian
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Born-Infeld theory[22], non-abelian logarithmic type of Born-Infeld theory[23] and a
system with disorder[24]. We want to investigate whether this bound is preserved for
our model or not.

Dp-branes are electrically charged in string theory. In type-IIA superstring theory,
p is even and couples to g-forms with odd ¢. But, p is odd in type-IIB superstring
theory, and it couples to the g-forms with even gq.

The NS5-brane is a five-dimensional p-brane coupled to the Kalb-Ramon field (B-
field) magnetically, but fundamental strings are coupled to the Kalb-Ramon field elec-
trically. They are BPS states in which the mass is equal to the charge, M = @). Branes
are stable in string theory, so the study of these branes is important. We mention that
the black brane is the D-brane with one (or two) event horizon(s).

Electric black branes are useful for studying systems with a chemical potential in
the field theory dual. Fluid with a chemical potential is an example of this kind of
system.

Our motivation in this paper is to study the characteristics of the dual field theory
by calculating transport coefficients such as conductivity and Z.

2 Non-minimal R, ;F " F@"’ AdS Black Brane
Solution

Our non-minimal model is described by the bulk action as follows,

1 ql a a) o a) o a)v
S = /d%\/_—g[E(R_QA) — TP PO 4 gy Ry p FOP 15 | 3)
where R is the Ricci scalar, A = —% the cosmological constant, L denotes the AdS

radius, and F = F, ﬁ?.”)F (@re represents the Yang-Mills invariant. F, ﬁ) is the Yang-Mills
field strength tensor,

F{9) = 0,A — 9,Al® —i[Al®), AD)], (4)

in which the gauge coupling constant is 1, A,(,a) ’s are the Yang-Mills potentials. R,z
is the Riemann curvature tensor or Riemann-Christoffel tensor, where ¢; and g2 are in
generally arbitrary. g is the phenomenological parameters describing the non-minimal
coupling of the Yang-Mills field with the Riemann-Christoffel tensor[25].
We want to find the black brane solution for our non-minimal model. Therefore, the
corresponding ansatz for the spacetime metric in the line element form is as,

ds? = —f(2)e” 2@ g2 4 d_,22 + Z—z(—dtz + dz* + dy?) (5)

flz) L2 '

We consider the electic black brane in our model so the ansatz of the gauge potential

o A= %h(z)dt <(1) _01> . (6)
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0 — 1), which is expressed in terms of the

The gauge field has a gauge group o3 = <1
diagonal generator of the SL(2,C).

Varying the action (3] with respect to the metric g, yields the following Einstein’s
equation,

Ry — 39 R + Mgy = KT (7)

where,
T = THM + o7 (0) (8)
TS/{M) _ —%gWF;%)F(“)aﬁ + %Fﬁa)aFIEZ), (9)

_Tég)(f) = _%F(a)aﬁp(a)ﬂguy Reopyy + % F(“)B“/F,,(“)O‘RW By %F(a)BVF;Sa)aRmBV
+FWV VaFP + FoV Vg F®P 4 2V, FWeV gF@)?
FFWY gV FWP 4 F@oV,V F9P 12V, F4) VP F@e. (10)

v

The Yang-Mills’ equation is found by the varaition of the action (B with respect to
the gauge field Aff”),

1 a
v,,( - §q1F<a>W + 2q2R“”O‘BF(§ﬁ)> — 0. (11)
The (t,t) component of Einstein’s field equations is found by using Eq.() as follows,
—12¢721 (f + AZ% + zf’)

+zh' (h’ (—=3q12z +8qof' (3 + 4z H') — 8qozf") + 8q2zf'h”>
+16¢ f <r2h”2 + W21+ 2(H' (4 + zH")

+22H")) + 2b/((5 + 4zH") " + zh"g(z))) =0, (12)

for g = 0 we have,
12¢~2H(2) < F+ A2z f’) +3q122h% = 0. (13)
The (z,z) component of Einstein’s equations is as follows,
Af +4A22 +4zf' — 8 fzH' + *H2n/ ( — 8qoz(f’
=2 fH') 1" + h(q1z — 8f'(q2 + 4 q22H') +8qa(2 f"

+2f(H' +22(H? — 2 H”)))> =0, (14)
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for go = 0 we have,
Af +4N22 +dzf + qi22e?TW? —8zfH' = 0.
By comparison between eq.(I3)) and eq.(I5]), we conclude,
SrfH =0.

It means that H(z) is a constant for g2 = 0.
The (z,z) component of eq.(T) is as follows,

—7‘62Hh/2 (4(]2 (—3f/H/+f//+2f (H/2_H//)) +Q1) +f/ (4—6ZH/)
+2z (f" +2A) +4f (H' (zH' —1) — zH") = 0.
For go = 0 we have,
f (4—6ZH/) + 2z (f”—l—QA) +4f (H/ (ZH/ - 1) - ZH”) —qze? 2 = 0.

The (y,y) component of gravitational field equations is the same as Eq.(I7).
We solve the Yang-Mills’ equations (I1]) and find h(z) as below,
ey —o [
2) =04 ———du,
Zh B(U)

where,

(15)

(16)

(17)

(18)

(19)

B= u(_ Agof (3uH' +2) + dqauf” + 3q1u) +8¢o f<u (uH™ + H' — uH") + 1). (20)

There is no exact solution to the field equations, so we attempt to find the solution to
the first order of g;. Therefore, we consider the following forms for f(z), H(z), and

h(z) up to the first order of gg,
f(z) = fo(2) + @2f1(2),
H(z) = Ho(z) + q2Ha1(2)
h(z) = ho(z) + g2ha ().
fo(z) , ho(2) and Hy(z) is easily found as,

2M 1 [* IM 2 2
fo(z) = — — —/ <Q1h62u2 +4Au2>du = — + Z Q7

z 4z L? 822’

where,
_ 0@
4z,  2L2°

(21)
(22)
(23)

(24)

(25)

The behavior of fy(z) in the boundary of AdS, z — oo, behaves as fy(z) ~ 23 5o the

L
metric on the boundary is as,

2

ds* —dt? + dz® + dy?).

z
:ﬁ(

(26)



It means that the boundary of AdS is flat and we have D2-brane on the boundary.
The leading order of gauge field as,

“ du 1 1
ho(z) = —Q(- - — 2
o) =01 [ ge =0 - (21)
where C71 = —3q1Q,
Hy(z) = 0. (28)
We find Hi(z) as,
# 2D(u)
Hi(z :/ du, 29
1( ) Zn 3uf0(u) ( )
where,
D(u) =2k (Fhh = foht) + fo (wht? + uhty (5h +uh () + hit) . (30)

By inserting fo , ho, and Hy in H; eq.([30) we have,

Hy(2) /Z 2L2Q%1 (u — 321,) — 8Q%zpu (zf; — 7u3)
Z) =
! 2 3U0 (—duzl + dutz, + L2Q%q1 (u — 2))

du, (31)

Hy(z) on the boundary of AdS, z — oo, behaves as Hq(z) ~ Z%.

z _ / 4 " H
. 9q7u
hi(z) on the boundary of AdS, z — oo, behaves as hi(z) ~ In z.
1 z
= — E
£ = | B (3)

E(u) = uhg (—u (4f5ho + 3q1h’) + 4f (3hg + uhg) — 3qruH1hj)
+8 1o <u2h6’2 + uhy, (5 o+ uh(()g) (u)> + h'02) (34)

f1(2) on the boundary of AdS, z — oo, behaves as fi(z) ~ L.

z

3 Holographic aspects

There is a dictionary in AdS/CFT duality that states a field ¢ in gravity is dual
to a relevant operator Oy on the CFT side. For calculating the color non-abelian
DC conductivity in this setup, we should turn on a gauge potential perturbation as
A, = flx(z)e_i“’t on the gravity background which is dual to the boundary vector cur-
rent J* [26].

The conductivity is related to the retarded correlation function of currents at zero
momentum via the Green-Kubo formula,

o™ (k) = % / dtf(t)e™t < [JE(t, K), J (t, K)] >= — lim l%Gij(lﬁM). (35)

w—0 W



We use the AdS/CFT dictionary to calculate the retarded correlation function of cur-
rents. We insert the gauge potential perturbation into the action and expand the
resulting action Eq.([3]) up to the second order of the perturbed part. Therefore, the
resulting action is as follows,

—2iwt ~ - - .
5@ = - / d'e= [— 72 ((0:40)? + (9.42)? + (9.49)2) (emﬁqlz + 4q2f’>

+62H+2ith2q1Z<(w2 + hz)((/igcl))z + ([1;2))2) + wz(;lgﬂ?)))z) +

—4e? gy ((w? = h?) (AD)? + (AD)) ) + w2 (AP)?) (f' = 2/ H') |.(36)
Varying the action S® (B8] with respect to AN a
Y | 2H G (12, 2
7 (FAQ) = AW (1 +0?) + g [E0+E1]=o, (37)
where,
Ey =82 AV e 2w (w2 — B2)(f' — 2fH'), (38)
86—22wtf 9 (1) (1
By = ———L [ZAW 2 (<A 4 A" ) 4 2 fAY f (39)
Varying the action S (B6) with respect to AP a
7 (rA9) 72‘126_% By =0 (40)
< T - L2Q1Z2 3 =Y
where,
Es=f (42 FAD f 4 AD (4282 — aff + 42f f”)) W2APRH (SFH' — 4f') .

(41)
By using these relations fo ~ 4w fi(zp)(z — zp) and fi ~ 4nfi(zn)(z — 2z1), we can
determine the solution of Eq.(37) and Eq.([d0) near the event horizon. Since A

should be suppressed on the event horizon, we will consider [1&“) as follows,
A ~ (2= zp)% a=1,2,3 (42)
where,
' \/(16ﬂq2T672iwt+H(zh)+L2‘112h)h(zh)2+w2(_165*2iwt+H(zh)7TQ2T+L2q1Zh)
21 = 29 = %1 4nTN/L2qrzp +16mgaTe 2@+ HGR) (43)
2y = iV LPuaw 16mgs Tw2e T Cn) 2ot (44)

4\/72L2q1 2, T2+ 1673 o T3 (2n) —2iwt



The Hawking temperature of the black brane T is as follows,

1 1 d e~ Hzn) (4
- . rgtt} _ e ()
T Ly/Gry dz 47
T=Zp
62’% + kL2Q2Q1
=_"h T v 1 . 45
8mL2z} ta (4)

a)

For solving the [1; from event horizon to boundary, we consider the following ansatz,

AL = 40 (A?’{) (1+z’wbl(z)+--->, (46)
A® = A¢ (A?’{) (1+ iwba(z) + -+ ), (47)
A®) = AC <A3§) (1 + iwbg(2) + - - -), (48)

where A% is the value of fields in the boundary and z;’s are the minus sign of Eq.([@3))
and Eq.(#d)). b3(z) in Eq.([d8)) is as follows,
z uCly uf' —2f )
b =C3 + / - du, 49
3(2) ’ <f (rul? 4 4qa f') uf B (49)

where C3 and C} are integration constants.
The solution should be regular on the event horizon. Therefore, Cy4 is determined by
demanding this condition up to the first order of ¢ as follows,

Ci = Lquf'(zn) i—ff'(zh)z (50)

Finally, the two-point functions of the vector current are derived by taking the double

variation with respect to the value of the gauge field on the boundary[27].
Considering the solution of 121503)

Green’s function can be read as,

in Eq.(36) and variation with respect to A¢ )

G, 0) = —ies—— OV P~ S () (51)
o f'(zn) (4qaf'(2) + L2qur) \/Aga ' (zn) + L2q128 |00
The conductivity is as following,
5(33) _ CyretlCn) \/12q12, — dqa f'(2) (52)
Jor F'(zn) (4q2.f'(2) + L2qur) \/4ga f'(z1) + L2q12n | 200

by substituting fo(z) , f1(2) in above equation and using Eq.(33]) we have,

o0 Z 14 g ( iy (o) — ACnSG) + 2rf5<zh>>>

L2rqizp,

Z—00

8fo(zn) 8 8¢2 (4= Q’qu
—1_ ( _H ) —1- 53
2\ T2qr2, T Thgy 1(z) Do \I2 ' 2 z 59




It shows that the conductivity bound is violated for the non-minimal R, gF**F" p
black brane theory. In the limit of g2 — 0, our result recovers the DC conductivity of

Einstein-Yang-Mills AdS black brane[2§] 05;3) =1.

It can be easily shown that 0&1) = Qf) =0.
Now, we want to calculate the ratio of shear viscosity to entropy density quantity by
using the formula introduced in the [29].

n 1 2

—=—0¢(z2p)". 54

.= o) (54)
We perturb the metric as g, — g, + Z—zggb(r) and put it into the action and expand
the action up to the second order of ¢. Therefore, we derive the equation of motion of
¢(r) as the following by varying the resulting action with respect to ¢(z),

@ (r Ftf(a—2rm) ) Frfd! =0. (55)

The solution of the ¢(z) is as follows,

r 2H(u)
0o2) = s+ Cy [ S (56)
We find the solution up to first order of ¢o as,
_ _ " du 2folli — f1,
02) = tol2) + a2n(2) = o+ Co [ it Cogn [ 0 D o)
The solution of ¢(z) near the event horizon is as the following,
Cs
= — 71 _
#(2) = ¢o(2) + q291(2) = C5 + T og(z — zn)
2H:(zn)  fi(2n)
_ 1 _
e <z;tfa<zh> A7) BT o

¢(z) should be regular on the event horizon z,. By applying this condition we have,
Ce=0 (59)

We set C5 = 1 for normalization. Then, the solution of ¢(z) is as follows,

¢(z) = ¢o(2) + q291(2) = 1. (60)

Finally, the ratio of shear viscosity to entropy density up to the first order of ¢ is as,
n 1 9 1 1

d=— = (142 1

. 47T¢(Zh) i —(1+2q2¢1(21)) = e (61)

Kovtun, Son, and Starinets (KSS) bound [27] states that 2 > L for all quantum field
theories. This bound is saturated for Einstein-Hilbert gravity with a field theory dual
and it is violated for higher derivative gravities[30], [31], degenerate-higher-order-scalar-
tensor theories[32] and Horndeski theory[33] and generalized scalar tensor theories[34],
massive gravity [29][30],[35],[36] and deformed black brane37]. The KSS bound is
saturated for our model up to the first order of ¢s.



4 Conclusion

We considered Einstein-Yang-Mills theory with a non-minimal coupling between the
Riemann and Yang-Mills fields in Anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetime. The Einstein’s
equations of this model do not have an exact analytic solution. Therefore, we solved it
up to the first order of g3 and introduced the black brane solution for this model. There
is a well-known conductivity bound in the literature for Einstein-Hilbert gravity with
a field theory dual, which is o > 1 []. Our results indicate that this bound is violated
for go < 0 in this model. It means that the quantum field theory dual of this model
differs from the quantum field theory dual of Einstein-Hilbert gravity. The KSS bound
is saturated for this model up to the first order of non-minimal coupling ¢z. Since % is
proportional to the inverse square of the field theory side coupling, it implies that the
coupling of the field theory dual in our model is the same as the coupling of the field
theory dual in Einstein-Hilbert gravity.
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