
ar
X

iv
:2

21
0.

06
58

4v
2 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 1

 A
ug

 2
02

3

Holographic Aspects of Non-minimal

RµανβF
(a)µαF (a)νβ AdS Black Brane

Mehdi Sadeghi∗

Department of Physics, School of Sciences,

Ayatollah Boroujerdi University, Boroujerd, Iran

August 2, 2023

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 q2. 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 η to entropy density s ratio saturates
the Kovtun, Son, and Starinets (KSS) bound, which is proportional to 1

4π . However,
our result for the conductivity is new up to the first order of q2.

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
brane, AdS/CFT duality

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.

∇µJ
µ = 0 , ∇µT

µν = 0, (1)

Jµ = nuµ − σTPµν∂ν(
µ

T
)

T µν = (ρ+ p)uµuν + pgµν − σµν ,

σµν = PµαP νβ[η(∇αuβ +∇βuα) + (ζ − 2

3
η)gαβ∇.u]

Pµν = gµν + uµuν ,

where n, σ, η, ζ, σµν and Pµν are charge density, charge conductivity, shear vis-
cosity, bulk viscosity, shear tensor, and projection operator, respectively [1, 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 [6, 7], is an important conjecture in string theory. It states that a string
theory on AdS5 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[8]. 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, 11], 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,

σij(kµ) = − lim
ω→0

1

ω
ℑGij(kµ) (2)

where a, b and i, j indices referring to the SL(2, C) group symmetry. There is a uni-

versal bound for the conductivity, σ > 1 where σ is measured in units of e2

~
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 [21], 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 q-forms with odd q. But, p is odd in type-IIB superstring
theory, and it couples to the q-forms with even q.

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 = Q. 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 η

s
.

2 Non-minimal RµανβF
(a)µαF (a)νβ AdS Black Brane

Solution

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

S =

∫

d4x
√−g

[

1

κ
(R− 2Λ)− q1

4
F (a)
µα F (a)µα + q2RµανβF

(a)µαF (a)νβ

]

, (3)

where R is the Ricci scalar, Λ = − 3
L2 the cosmological constant, L denotes the AdS

radius, and F = F
(a)
µα F (a)µα represents the Yang-Mills invariant. F

(a)
µν is the Yang-Mills

field strength tensor,

F (a)
µν = ∂µA

(a)
ν − ∂νA

(a)
µ − i[A(a)

µ , A(b)
ν ], (4)

in which the gauge coupling constant is 1, A
(a)
ν ’s are the Yang-Mills potentials. Rµανβ

is the Riemann curvature tensor or Riemann-Christoffel tensor, where q1 and q2 are in
generally arbitrary. q2 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,

ds2 = −f(z)e−2H(z)dt2 +
dz2

f(z)
+

z2

L2
(−dt2 + dx2 + dy2). (5)

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

A =
1√
2
h(z)dt

(

1 0
0 −1

)

. (6)
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The gauge field has a gauge group σ3 =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

, which is expressed in terms of the

diagonal generator of the SL(2, C).

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

Rµν − 1
2gµνR+ Λgµν = κT (eff)

µν (7)

where,
T (eff)
µν = q1T

(YM)
µν + q2T

(I)
µν (8)

T (YM)
µν = −1

8gµνF
(a)
αβ F

(a)αβ + 1
2F

(a)
µ

αF (a)
να , (9)

−T (a)(I)
µν = −1

2F
(a)αβF (a)γλgµν Rαβγλ + 3

2 F (a)βγFν
(a)αRµα βγ +

3
2F

(a)βγF (a)
µ

αRναβγ

+F (a)
ν

α∇α∇βF
(a)
µ

β + F (a)
µ

α∇α∇βF
(a)
ν

β + 2∇αF
(a)
µ

α∇ βF
(a)
ν

β

+F (a)
ν

α∇ β∇αF
(a)
µ

β + F (a)
µ

α∇β∇αF
(a)
ν

β + 2∇αF
(a)
νβ ∇βF (a)

µ
α. (10)

The Yang-Mills’ equation is found by the varaition of the action (3) with respect to

the gauge field A
(a)
µ ,

∇ν

(

− 1

2
q1F

(a)µν + 2q2R
µναβF

(a)
αβ

)

= 0. (11)

The (t, t) component of Einstein’s field equations is found by using Eq.(7) as follows,

−12e−2H
(

f + Λz2 + zf ′

)

+zh′

(

h′ (−3q1z + 8q2f
′(3 + 4z H ′)− 8q2zf

′′) + 8q2zf
′h′′

)

+16q2 f

(

r2h′′2 + h′2(1 + z(H ′(4 + zH ′)

+2zH ′′)) + zh′((5 + 4zH ′) h′′ + zh′′3(z))

)

= 0, (12)

for q2 = 0 we have,

12e−2H(z)
(

f + Λz2 + zf ′

)

+ 3q1z
2h′2 = 0. (13)

The (z, z) component of Einstein’s equations is as follows,

4f + 4Λz2 + 4zf ′ − 8 fzH ′ + e2Hzh′

(

− 8q2z(f
′

−2 fH ′) h′′ + h′(q1z − 8f ′(q2 + 4 q2zH
′) + 8q2(z f ′′

+2f(H ′ + 2z(H ′2 − z H ′′)))

)

= 0, (14)
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for q2 = 0 we have,

4f + 4Λz2 + 4zf ′ + q1z
2e2Hh′2 − 8zfH ′ = 0. (15)

By comparison between eq.(13) and eq.(15), we conclude,

8rfH ′ = 0. (16)

It means that H(z) is a constant for q2 = 0.
The (x, x) component of eq.(7) is as follows,

−re2Hh′2
(

4q2
(

−3f ′H ′ + f ′′ + 2f
(

H ′2 −H ′′
))

+ q1
)

+ f ′
(

4− 6zH ′
)

+2z
(

f ′′ + 2Λ
)

+ 4f
(

H ′
(

zH ′ − 1
)

− zH ′′
)

= 0. (17)

For q2 = 0 we have,

f ′
(

4− 6zH ′
)

+ 2z
(

f ′′ + 2Λ
)

+ 4f
(

H ′
(

zH ′ − 1
)

− zH ′′
)

− q1ze
2Hh′2 = 0. (18)

The (y, y) component of gravitational field equations is the same as Eq.(17).
We solve the Yang-Mills’ equations (11) and find h(z) as below,

h(z) = C1

∫ z

zh

e−H(u)

B(u) du, (19)

where,

B = u
(

− 4q2f
′
(

3uH ′ + 2
)

+4q2uf
′′+3q1u

)

+8q2f
(

u
(

uH ′2 +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 q2. Therefore, we consider the following forms for f(z), H(z), and
h(z) up to the first order of q2,

f(z) = f0(z) + q2f1(z), (21)

H(z) = H0(z) + q2H1(z) (22)

h(z) = h0(z) + q2h1(z). (23)

f0(z) , h0(z) and H0(z) is easily found as,

f0(z) =
2M

z
− 1

4z

∫ z (

q1h
′2
0 u

2 + 4Λu2
)

du =
2M

z
+

z2

L2
− Q2q1

8z2
, (24)

where,

M =
q1Q

2

4zh
− z3h

2L2
. (25)

The behavior of f0(z) in the boundary of AdS, z → ∞, behaves as f0(z) ∼ z2

L2 so the
metric on the boundary is as,

ds2 =
z2

L2
(−dt2 + dx2 + dy2). (26)

5



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

h0(z) = C1

∫ z

zh

du

3q1u2
= Q(

1

z
− 1

zh
), (27)

where C1 = −3q1Q,
H0(z) = 0. (28)

We find H1(z) as,

H1(z) =

∫ z

zh

2D(u)

3uf0(u)
du, (29)

where,

D(u) = u2h′0
(

f ′′

0 h
′

0 − f ′

0h
′′

0

)

+ f0

(

u2h′′20 + uh′0

(

5h′′0 + uh
(3)
0 (u)

)

+ h′20

)

. (30)

By inserting f0 , h0, and H0 in H1 eq.(30) we have,

H1(z) =

∫ z

zh

2L2Q4q1(u− 3zh)− 8Q2zhu
(

z3h − 7u3
)

3u5
(

−4uz4h + 4u4zh + L2Q2q1(u− zh)
)du, (31)

H1(z) on the boundary of AdS, z → ∞, behaves as H1(z) ∼ 1
z4
.

h1(z) = C2

∫ z

zh

u (−8f ′

0(u) + 4uf ′′

0 (u) + 3q1uH1(u)) + 8f0(u)

9q21u
4

du. (32)

h1(z) on the boundary of AdS, z → ∞, behaves as h1(z) ∼ ln z.

f1(z) =
1

6z

∫ z

zh

E(u)du (33)

E(u) = uh′0
(

−u
(

4f ′′

0 h
′

0 + 3q1h
′

1

)

+ 4f ′

0

(

3h′0 + uh′′0
)

− 3q1uH1h
′

0

)

+8f0

(

u2h′′20 + uh′0

(

5h′′0 + uh
(3)
0 (u)

)

+ h′20

)

(34)

f1(z) on the boundary of AdS, z → ∞, behaves as f1(z) ∼ 1
z
.

3 Holographic aspects

There is a dictionary in AdS/CFT duality that states a field φ in gravity is dual
to a relevant operator Oφ on the CFT side. For calculating the color non-abelian
DC conductivity in this setup, we should turn on a gauge potential perturbation as
Ãx = Ãx(z)e

−iωt on the gravity background which is dual to the boundary vector cur-
rent J i [26].

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

σ
ij
ab(kµ) =

1

ω

∫

dtθ(t)eiωt < [J i
a(t,K), J j

b (t,K)] >= − lim
ω→0

1

ω
ℑGij(kµ). (35)
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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,

S(2) = −
∫

d4x
e−2iωt

zfL2

[

− f2
(

(∂zÃ
(1)
x )2 + (∂zÃ

(2)
x )2 + (∂zÃ

(3)
x )2

)

(

e2iωtL2q1z + 4q2f
′

)

+e2H+2iωtL2q1z

(

(

ω2 + h2
)

((Ã(1)
x )2 + (Ã(2)

x )2) + ω2(Ã(3)
x )2

)

+

−4e2Hq2

(

(ω2 − h2)
(

Ã(1)
x )2 + (Ã(2)

x )2
))

+ ω2(Ã(3)
x )2

)

(f ′ − 2fH ′)

]

.(36)

Varying the action S(2) (36) with respect to Ã
(1)
x as,

f
(

fÃ(1)′

x

)

′

− e2HÃ(1)
x

(

h2 + ω2
)

+
q2

2L2zq1

[

E0 + E1

]

= 0, (37)

where,

E0 = 8e2H Ã(1)
x e−2iωt(ω2 − h2)(f ′ − 2fH ′), (38)

E1 =
−8e−2iωtf

z

[

zÃ(1)′
x f ′2 + ff ′

(

−Ã(1)′
x + zÃ(1)′′

x

)

+ zfÃ(1)′
x f ′′

]

. (39)

Varying the action S(2) (36) with respect to Ã
(3)
x as,

f
(

fÃ(3)′
x

)

′

− 2q2e
−4iωt

L2q1z2
E3 = 0, (40)

where,

E3 = f
(

4zfÃ(3)′′

x f ′ + Ã(3)′

x

(

4zf ′2 − 4ff ′ + 4zff ′′
)

)

+ zω2Ã(3)
x e2H

(

8fH ′ − 4f ′
)

.

(41)
By using these relations f0 ∼ 4πf ′

0(zh)(z − zh) and f1 ∼ 4πf ′

1(zh)(z − zh), we can

determine the solution of Eq.(37) and Eq.(40) near the event horizon. Since Ã
(a)
x

should be suppressed on the event horizon, we will consider Ã
(a)
x as follows,

Ã(a)
x ∼ (z − zh)

za , a = 1, 2, 3 (42)

where,

z1 = z2 = ±i

√

(16πq2Te−2iωt+H(zh)+L2q1zh)h(zh)2+ω2(−16e−2iωt+H(zh)πq2T+L2q1zh)

4πT
√

L2q1zh+16πq2Te−2iωt+H(zh)
(43)

z3 = ±i

√
L2q1zhω

2−16πq2Tω2eH(zh)−2iωt

4
√

π2L2q1zhT
2+16π3q2T 3eH(zh)−2iωt

(44)
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The Hawking temperature of the black brane T is as follows,

T =
1

2π

[ 1√
grr

d

dz

√−gtt

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=zh

=
e−H(zh)f ′(zh)

4π

=
6z4h + kL2Q2q1

8πL2z3h
+ q2. (45)

For solving the Ã
(a)
x from event horizon to boundary, we consider the following ansatz,

Ã(1)
x = Ã(1)

∞

(−3f

Λz2

)z1
(

1 + iωb1(z) + · · ·
)

, (46)

Ã(2)
x = Ã(2)

∞

(−3f

Λz2

)z2
(

1 + iωb2(z) + · · ·
)

, (47)

Ã(3)
x = Ã(3)

∞

(−3f

Λz2

)z3
(

1 + iωb3(z) + · · ·
)

, (48)

where Ã
(a)
∞ is the value of fields in the boundary and zi’s are the minus sign of Eq.(43)

and Eq.(44). b3(z) in Eq.(48) is as follows,

b3(z) = C3 +

∫ z
(

uC4

f (q1uL2 + 4q2f ′)
− uf ′ − 2f

uf

)

du, (49)

where C3 and C4 are integration constants.
The solution should be regular on the event horizon. Therefore, C4 is determined by
demanding this condition up to the first order of q2 as follows,

C4 = L2q1f
′(zh)−

4q2
zh

f ′(zh)
2 (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 Ã
(3)
x in Eq.(36) and variation with respect to Ã

(3)
∞ ,

Green’s function can be read as,

G(33)
xx (ω,~0) = −iω

C4re
H(zh)

√

L2q1zh − 4q2f ′(zh)

f ′(zh) (4q2f ′(z) + L2q1r)
√

4q2f ′(zh) + L2q1zh

∣

∣

∣

∣

z→∞

. (51)

The conductivity is as following,

σ(33)
xx =

C4re
H(zh)

√

L2q1zh − 4q2f ′(zh)

f ′(zh) (4q2f ′(z) + L2q1r)
√

4q2f ′(zh) + L2q1zh

∣

∣

∣

∣

z→∞

(52)

by substituting f0(z) , f1(z) in above equation and using Eq.(35) we have,

σ(33)
xx = 1 + q2

(

H1(zh)−
4(zhf

′

0(z) + 2rf ′

0(zh))

L2rq1zh

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

z→∞

= 1− q2

(8f ′

0(zh)

L2q1zh
+

8

L4q1
−H1(zh)

)

= 1− 8q2
L2q1zh

(

4zh
L2

+
Q2q1

2z3h

)

(53)
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It shows that the conductivity bound is violated for the non-minimal RµανβF
µαF νβ

black brane theory. In the limit of q2 → 0, our result recovers the DC conductivity of

Einstein-Yang-Mills AdS black brane[28] ,σ
(33)
xx = 1.

It can be easily shown that σ
(11)
xx = σ

(22)
xx = 0.

Now, we want to calculate the ratio of shear viscosity to entropy density quantity by
using the formula introduced in the [29].

η

s
=

1

4π
φ(zh)

2. (54)

We perturb the metric as gµν → gµν + r2

L2φ(r) and put it into the action and expand
the action up to the second order of φ. Therefore, we derive the equation of motion of
φ(r) as the following by varying the resulting action with respect to φ(z),

φ′

(

rf ′ + f
(

4− 2rH ′
)

)

+ rfφ′′ = 0. (55)

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

φ(z) = C5 +C6

∫ r e2H(u)

u4f(u)
du. (56)

We find the solution up to first order of q2 as,

φ(z) = φ0(z) + q2φ1(z) = C5 + C6

∫ r du

u4f0(u)
+ C6q2

∫ r 2f0H1 − f1

u4f2
0

du. (57)

The solution of φ(z) near the event horizon is as the following,

φ(z) = φ0(z) + q2φ1(z) = C5 +
C6

4πTf ′

0(zh)z
4
h

log(z − zh)

+C6q2

(

2H1(zh)

z4hf
′

0(zh)
− f ′

1(zh)

z4hf
′

0(zh)
2

)

log(z − zh), (58)

φ(z) should be regular on the event horizon zh. By applying this condition we have,

C6 = 0 (59)

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

φ(z) = φ0(z) + q2φ1(z) = 1. (60)

Finally, the ratio of shear viscosity to entropy density up to the first order of q2 is as,

η

s
=

1

4π
φ(zh)

2 =
1

4π
(1 + 2q2φ1(zh)) =

1

4π
. (61)

Kovtun, Son, and Starinets (KSS) bound [27] states that η
s
≥ 1

4π 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 brane[37]. The KSS bound is
saturated for our model up to the first order of q2.
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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 q2 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 σ ≥ 1 1. Our results indicate that this bound is violated
for q2 < 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 q2. Since

η
s
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.

Acknowledgment Author would like to thank Shahrokh Parvizi, Ahmadreza
Moradpouri and Komeil Babaei for useful comments and suggestions. Author also
thanks to the referees of CQG for the constructive comments and recommendations
which definitely help to improve the manuscript.

Data Availability All data that support the findings of this study are included
within the article.

References

[1] P. Kovtun, J. Phys. A 45 (2012) 473001[arXiv:1205.5040 [hep-th]].

[2] S. Bhattacharyya, V. E. Hubeny, S. Minwalla and M. Rangamani, JHEP 0802,
045 (2008) [arXiv:0712.2456 [hep-th]].

[3] M. Rangamani, Class. Quant. Grav. 26, 224003 (2009) [arXiv:0905.4352 [hep-th]].

[4] J. Bhattacharya, S. Bhattacharyya, S. Minwalla and A. Yarom, JHEP 1405, 147
(2014) [arXiv:1105.3733 [hep-th]].

[5] D. F. Litim and C. Manuel, Nucl. Phys. B 562, 237-274 (1999) doi:10.1016/S0550-
3213(99)00531-3 [arXiv:hep-ph/9906210 [hep-ph]].p-th/9711200].

[6] J. M. Maldacena, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 38 (1999) 1113 [Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2
(1998) 231] [he

[7] O. Aharony, S. S. Gubser, J. M. Maldacena, H. Ooguri and Y. Oz, Phys. Rept.
323, 183 (2000) [hep-th/9905111].

[8] A. B. Balakin, J. P. S. Lemos and A. E. Zayats, Phys. Rev. D 93, no.2, 024008
(2016) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.93.024008 [arXiv:1512.02653 [gr-qc]].

1We consider 1

e
2 = 1

10

http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.5040
http://arxiv.org/abs/0712.2456
http://arxiv.org/abs/0905.4352
http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.3733
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9906210
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9905111
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.02653


[9] M. Sadeghi, [arXiv:2302.07247 [hep-th]].

[10] G. W. Horndeski, Phys. Rev. D 17, 391-395 (1978).

[11] F. Mueller-Hoissen and R. Sippel, Class. Quant. Grav. 5, 1473 (1988).

[12] A. B. Balakin, S. V. Sushkov and A. E. Zayats, Phys. Rev. D 75, 084042 (2007)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.75.084042 [arXiv:0704.1224 [gr-qc]].

[13] A. B. Balakin, J. P. S. Lemos and A. E. Zayats, Phys. Rev. D 81, 084015 (2010)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.81.084015 [arXiv:1003.4584 [gr-qc]].

[14] A. B. Balakin and A. E. Zayats, Phys. Lett. B 644, 294-298 (2007)
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2006.12.002 [arXiv:gr-qc/0612019 [gr-qc]].

[15] Wu, T. T. and Yang, C. N.: in Properties of Matter under Unusual Conditions,
in Honor of Edward Tellers 60th Birthday, edited by H. Mark and S. Fernbach p.
349, (Interscience, New York 1969).

[16] Y. M. Shnir, ‘Magnetic monopoles,”.

[17] K. Bamba and S. D. Odintsov, JCAP 04, 024 (2008) doi:10.1088/1475-
7516/2008/04/024 [arXiv:0801.0954 [astro-ph]].

[18] D.T. Son, Nuclear Physics B (Proc. Suppl.) 192–193 (2009) 113–118.

[19] G. Policastro, D. T. Son and A. O. Starinets, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 081601 (2001)
[hep-th/0104066].

[20] S. Grozdanov, A. Lucas, S. Sachdev and K. Schalm, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, no.22,
221601 (2015) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.221601 [arXiv:1507.00003 [hep-th]].

[21] A. Donos and J. P. Gauntlett, JHEP 1411, 081 (2014)
doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2014)081 [arXiv:1406.4742 [hep-th]].

[22] M. Sadeghi, Indian J. Phys. 96, no.14, 4341-4345 (2022) [arXiv:2111.12916 [hep-
th]].

[23] M. Sadeghi, [arXiv:2203.05023 [hep-th]].

[24] M. Baggioli and O. Pujolas, JHEP 01, 040 (2017) doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2017)040
[arXiv:1601.07897 [hep-th]].

[25] A. B. Balakin and J. P. S. Lemos, Class. Quant. Grav. 22, 1867-1880 (2005)
doi:10.1088/0264-9381/22/9/024 [arXiv:gr-qc/0503076 [gr-qc]].

[26] S. A. Hartnoll, C. P. Herzog and G. T. Horowitz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 031601
(2008) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.031601 [arXiv:0803.3295 [hep-th]]

[27] G. Policastro, D. T. Son and A. O. Starinets, JHEP 0209, 043 (2002)
[hep-th/0205052].

[28] S. Parvizi and M. Sadeghi, (2020) Iranian Journal of Physics Research, 20(1),
139-145. doi: 10.47176/ijpr.20.1.39001

[29] S. A. Hartnoll, D. M. Ramirez and J. E. Santos, JHEP 03, 170 (2016)
doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2016)170 [arXiv:1601.02757 [hep-th]].

[30] M. Sadeghi and S. Parvizi, Class. Quant. Grav. 33, no.3, 035005 (2016)
doi:10.1088/0264-9381/33/3/035005 [arXiv:1507.07183 [hep-th]].

11

http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.07247
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.1224
http://arxiv.org/abs/1003.4584
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0612019
http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.0954
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0104066
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.00003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.4742
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.12916
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.05023
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.07897
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0503076
http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.3295
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0205052
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.02757
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.07183


[31] M. Sadeghi, [arXiv:2203.16849 [hep-th]].

[32] M. Bravo-Gaete, F. F. Santos and H. Boschi-Filho, Phys. Rev. D 106, no.6, 066010
(2022) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.106.066010 [arXiv:2201.07961 [hep-th]].

[33] M. Bravo-Gaete and M. M. Stetsko, Phys. Rev. D 105, no.2, 024038 (2022)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.024038 [arXiv:2111.10925 [hep-th]].

[34] M. Bravo-Gaete and F. F. Santos, Eur. Phys. J. C 82, no.2, 101 (2022)
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10064-y [arXiv:2010.10942 [hep-th]].

[35] S. Parvizi and M. Sadeghi, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, no.2, 113 (2019)
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6631-9 [arXiv:1704.00441 [hep-th]].

[36] L. Alberte, M. Baggioli and O. Pujolas, JHEP 07, 074 (2016)
doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2016)074 [arXiv:1601.03384 [hep-th]].

[37] A. J. Ferreira–Martins, P. Meert and R. da Rocha, Nucl. Phys. B 957, 115087
(2020) doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2020.115087 [arXiv:1912.04837 [hep-th]].

12

http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.16849
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.07961
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.10925
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.10942
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.00441
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.03384
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.04837

	Introduction
	 Non-minimal R F(a) F(a) AdS Black Brane Solution
	Holographic aspects 
	Conclusion

