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Abstract: We explore the state of matter characterized by the charged timelike

vector order parameter. We employ holographic duality in order to construct such

a state and study its thermoelectric transport, fermionic spectral function and the

sign of the Meissner effect. We uncover the unusual features of this “timelike super-

conductor”: the absence of the gap in the fermionic spectrum and co-existence of

Drude peak and supercurrent in the AC transport, which are reminiscent to those of

time-reversal-odd and gapless superconductors, correspondingly. We show that this

state is dynamically stable and thermodynamically at least metastable. Along the

way we develop the holographic model of the charged vector field, which acquires

mass due to a variant of the Stueckelberg mechanism with the adjoint Higgs field.
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1 Introduction

Time-reversal-odd superconductivity is a state in Condensed matter, which has been

shown to be possible theoretically, but so far has not been observed experimentally

[1]. Fundamentally, the state is characterized by the order parameter which is charged

under electromagnetic U(1) gauge field, hence “superconductivity” (SC), and is odd

under time (T) reversal. This is unlike the usual superconductivity which is T-

even. The fact that the order parameter is T-odd can lead to several interesting

consequences [2]. In particular, it may not form the superconducting gap in the

fermion spectrum and may not affect the DC transport. These features make it hard

to observe this state and there is currently no theoretical agreement on what are

its specific phenomenological signatures, since various observables seem to depend

crucially on the details of the fermionic gap function used in conventional condensed

matter calculations [3].

The holographic duality [4] can be used as a phenomenological tool for studying

various ordered states which is not relying on the details of the mechanism of con-

densation and therefore allows one to make general statements about the features

of a given state, provided the symmetries of the order parameter are known. This
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includes i.e. the models for p-wave superconductor [5, 6], d-wave superconductor

[7], charge density wave [8] ([9] for review). Unlike the effective Ginzburg-Landau

approach, however, in holographic model a whole range of the observables can be con-

sistently computed, which provides a useful insight on the phenomenological features

of a given condensed state.

In this work we will use the holographic duality in order to study a state, which

belongs to the class of T-odd superconductors and is characterized by the 4-vector

order parameter, which condenses in the timelike direction. From the symmetry per-

spective, this order parameter is the same as the one describing the more conventional

p-wave superconductor, where the vector condenses in the spatial direction instead.

The novel aspect, which we introduce here is the very possibility for this vector to be

directed in time. It is therefore a crucial assumption on the dual condensed matter

system, that there is an underlying Lorentz symmetry. The systems are known, how-

ever, where this symmetry is emergent at low energy: the Dirac materials including

graphene.

In fact the timelike SC state, which we are going to explore, has been already

observed in the holographic model with a complex Proca field in the bulk [6, 10].

It has been shown already in [11], that besides the condensed phase with P-wave

order, this model can realize a novel isotropic state, where the temporal component

of the massive vector field condenses in the bulk. In [11], however, this state has

not been in the main focus and its T-odd features have been overlooked. Moreover

the timelike state was shown to be dynamically unstable towards formation of the

persistent current.

Here we present a comprehensive study of the timelike superconductor. We start

in Sec.2 by presenting the improved holographic model, which describes the massive

charged vector field relying on the (explicitely borken) adjoint Higgs mechanism.

We show that in our model the state under consideration is indeed stable. We

then proceed in Sec.3 with the study of AC thermoelectric transport features and

the analysis of the dynamical stability. In Sec. 4 we evaluate the fermionic spectral

function and Sec.5 is devoted to the study of the Meissner effect. We conclude in

Sec.6, providing more details on the equations of motion, fermionic coupling terms,

perturbative treatment of the Meissner effect and the numercial treatment in the

Appendices.

2 The model and the condensed phase

The holographic models for P-wave superconductivity have been studied earlier and

come in roughly two classes: the non-Abelian gauge field models [5, 12] and Abelian

charged Proca models [6, 10, 11]. In the former the spontaneous condensation of one

of the gauge field components breaks simultaneously the symmetry of rotations (P-

wave) and the non-Abelian symmetry, leaving a residual U(1) behind, which is then
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interpreted as the dual to electromagnetic charge on the boundary. The condensed

SU(2) bosons are therefore naturally charged under this residual U(1) and represent

P-wave superconducting order parameter. In the latter class of models one starts

by postulating the existence of the charged vector order parameter and develops

the holographic model with a complex (U(1) charged) vector field, which does not

correspond to any gauge symmetry and generally has a nonzero mass – the charged

Proca field. On one hand, the extra non-Abelian gauge symmetry of the former model

has no motivation from the phenomenology point of view, but restricts considerably

the dynamics of the model. The nonzero mass of the vector field is in this regard

the advantage of the latter model, which allows for a more complex phase structure.

However, as we discuss in more detail in the Appendix A, while the theory of neutral

Proca field is consistent at the classical level, the complex (charged) Proca field is

prone to the occasional inconsistencies depending on the background U(1) gauge

field, which makes this model ill-defined in the general background. In this work we

will combine the two approaches and get rid of these disadvantages.

We write down the holographic model in 3+1 bulk space of curvature R, with

U(1) gauge field Aµ, a complex vector field Bµ, a complex scalar Φ and a neutral

scalar ϕ. The action reads

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
(
R + 6− 1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

2
WµνW̄

µν − q2Bϕ
2BµB̄

µ (2.1)

+ iqBF
µνB[µB̄ν] +

1

2
q2B
(
B2B̄2 − (BµB̄

µ)2
)

− 1

2
(∂µϕ)

2 − 1

2
m2ϕ2 −DµΦD

µΦ̄−m2ΦΦ̄

+
1

2
q2B
[
B2Φ̄2 + B̄2

µΦ
2 − 2B̄µB

µΦ̄Φ
]

+ iqBϕ(B̄
µDµΦ−BµDµΦ̄) + iqB∂µϕ(B

µΦ̄− B̄µΦ)

)

Wµν = DµBν −DνBµ, Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ

B2 ≡ BµB
µ, B̄2 ≡ B̄µB̄

µ

DµBν = ∂µ − iqBAµBν , DµΦ = ∂µ − iqBAµΦ,

In the first line one immediately recognizes the complex Proca action considered in

i.e. [6, 11], where we set the coefficient of magnetic moment term FBB̄ to 1 (γ in

eq.(1) of [6] and absent in [11]). In this way one can interpret Aµ as dual to the U(1)

charge density and chemical potential and Bµ as dual to the p-wave superconducting

order parameter. We also promote the Proca mass to the dynamical ϕ-field. We will

keep control over the vector mass by setting the boundary value of ϕ. Besides this

similarity, we introduce a set of extra nonlinear self-interaction terms for B-fields

and the interactions between Bµ, ϕ and the extra complex scalar Φ.
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The structure of the extra interaction terms becomes clear once we notice that

the action above is algebraically equivalent to the action of the non-Abelian SU(2)

model in the spirit of [5] with an extra Higgs field in the adjoin representation

S =

∫
d4x− 1

2
trG†

µνGµν − tr
(
DµΦ

†DµΦ
)
−m2 tr

(
Φ†Φ

)
, (2.2)

Gµν = ∂µBν − ∂νBµ − iqB[Bµ,Bν ], Bµ = Bµτ
+ + B̄µτ

− + Aµτ
3

DµΦ = ∂µΦ− iqB[Bµ,Φ], Φ = Φτ+ + Φ̄τ− + ϕτ 3,

with SU(2) generators chosen as the rising/lowering combinations of the Pauli ma-

trices

τ+ =
1

2
√
2
(σ1 + iσ2), τ− =

1

2
√
2
(σ1 − iσ2), τ 3 =

1

2
σ3. (2.3)

Written in the form (2.1), the action exhibits the explicit U(1) gauge invariance,

but thanks to all the nonlinear terms it is also invariant under the other remaining

SU(2) gauge transformations evident in (2.2). A particularly interesting for us is:

Bz→Bz +
1√
2

1

qB
∂zα, (2.4)(

Bt

At

)
→

(
cos(α) − 1√

2
sin(α)√

2 sin(α) cos(α)

)(
Bt

At

)
,

(
Φ

ϕ

)
→

(
cos(α) − 1√

2
sin(α)√

2 sin(α) cos(α)

)(
Φ

ϕ

)
.

The extra gauge freedom allows to consistently describe all the degrees of free-

dom of the charged massive vector fields, fixing the drawback of the plain complex

Proca action of [6]. By setting the boundary value of the scalar field we break the

SU(2) symmetry explicitly and provide the vector bosons with a mass via a Stueckel-

berg/Higgs mechanism. Similarly to the electroweak W -bosons, the B-fields in (2.1)

acquire a third polarization due to the captured Φ scalar. In this way the number of

the propagating degrees of freedom in this setup corresponds to the massive spin-1

charged particle.

We also note that by means of the residual gauge symmetry (2.4) we can get rid

of the Φ field and find a solution in the ansatz

“Physical” gauge: B = Bt(z)dt+ iBz(z)dz, A = At(z)dt, Φ = 0 (2.5)

ϕ(z)
∣∣∣
z→0

=
3

4

1

q2B
At

∣∣∣
z→0

= µ. (2.6)

This corresponds exactly (apart from the extra radial dynamics in ϕ(z)) to the ansatz

used in [6, 11], where the condensation of the temporal component of the Proca field

with m2
B = 3/4 has been observed and we’ll choose the boundary value for the ϕ-

field representing the same asymptotic mass throughout this study. Noteworthy, we
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set the mass of the adjoint Higgs scalar to m2
Φ = 0, in order for its leading branch

to behave as a constant at z→0. Following the interpretation of the holographic

model assumed from the Proca perspective [11], the chemical potential is dual to the

boundary value of the field At in the gauge (2.5). In the same way we require that

the spontaneously condensing Bµ field has no sources in this “physical” gauge (2.5).

The extra gauge symmetry is also helpful when looking for the solutions to the

nonlinear equations of motion, where we can use a different “radial” gauge Bz = 0:

“Radial” gauge: B = Bt(z)dt, A = At(z)dt, Φ = Φ(z), ϕ = ϕ(z), (2.7)

with a nontrivial dynamics in Φ(z). As usual in the theories with gauge symmetry,

this gauge will allow us to write all the equations of motion for fields At, Bt,Φ, ϕ

as second order ordinary differential equations and take into account the constraint

following from the Bz equation only when dealing with the boundary conditions, see

AppendixC.

It is worth mentioning that the “extra” gauge transformation (2.4) affects Aµ
and therefore its identification with the electric U(1) boundary current is not gauge

invariant. However, we are going to break this symmetry explicitly by introducing

the boundary value of the scalar field ϕ in the same gauge (2.5). Therefore the iden-

tification of chemical potential (2.6) is unambiguous. One can view this construction

as a softer version of the Stueckelberg trick, where instead of making the Higgs mode

completely non-dynamical, we anchor its boundary value. When working in the “ra-

dial” gauge, we will need to keep track on how the boundary values of Bt and At are

affected by the transformation (2.4) with ∂zα = −
√
2qBBz.

We include a full backreaction of the vector condensation on the geometry, there-

fore our ansatz for the (isotropic) bulk metric is

ds2 =
1

z2

[
−T (z)f(z)dt2 +W (z)(dx2 + dy2) +

U(z)

f(z)
dz2
]
, (2.8)

f(z) = (1− z)
(
1 + z + z2 − µ̄2z3/4

)
This ansatz assumes the background geometry includes a planar black hole and we

rescale the radial (z) coordinate in such a way that the horizon is located at zh = 1.

The surface gravity at the horizon controls the temperature in the dual field theory,

which reads

T =
12− µ2

16π
. (2.9)

Here and in what follows we will consider all the dimensionful parameters in units

of µ.

Finally in order to study meaningful transport properties we introduce a set of

extra scalar fields representing the isotropic Q-lattice [13, 14]. It allows to break the
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symmetry of translations and obtain finite resistivities in the normal metallic state.

The extra action terms introducing Q-lattice are

SQ =

∫
d4x

√
−g
(
−∂ξ2 −m2

ξξ
2 − ξ2(∂χ2

1 + ∂χ2
2)
)
. (2.10)

The axion fields χi have the specific linear profiles on-shell

χ1 = px, χ2 = py. (2.11)

and break translations in such a way that the coordinate dependence drops out

from the equations of motion. This allows for treatment of translation symmetry

breaking without introducing partial differential equations. The scalar ξ couples the

axions to the geometry and its boundary value λ controls the strength of the explicit

translational symmetry breaking. In particular, following [13] we fix the mass of the

scalar to m2
ξ = −2, which leads to the near boundary behavior

ξ = ξ(z), ξ
∣∣∣
z→0

= zλ+O(z2). (2.12)

Given all these ingredients, we can solve the nonlinear classical equations of mo-

tion following from the action (2.1) in presence of the Q-lattice (2.10), using the

isotropic ansatze for the metric (2.8), the Proca vector in the radial gauge (2.7) and

symmetry breaking axions (2.11), and keeping the fixed values for the temperature

(2.9), chemical potential (2.6) and the scale of explicit translational symmetry break-

ing (2.12). We use the “physical” boundary values (2.6) in the radial gauge. Once

the solution is obtained, we transform it to the “physical” gauge by means of (2.4)

and check a posteriori that the boundary conditions are not affected by the trans-

formation. We add the details of our numerical treatment of the Proca equations of

motion and the Einstein equations in Appendix C

For concreteness, we chose the following values for the model parameters:

qB = 2, ϕ(z)

∣∣∣∣
z→0

=

√
3

4
q−1
B , λ/µ = 0.05, p/µ = 1/

√
2. (2.13)

We observe a branch of condensed timelike state solutions emerging at temperatures

below Tc ≈ 0.0098µ. The branch is characterized by the nonzero profiles of both Bt

and Bz components of the Proca field (in physical gauge), as we show on the left

panel of Fig. 1. Computing the thermodynamic (TD) potential of the new branch of

solutions (right panel of Fig. 1) we confirm that these are indeed the preferred states

as compared to the “normal” state with Bµ = 0.

Before we start exploring the features of the newly obtained condensed solution,

it is worth mentioning that the same model admits another type of condensation,

where the spatial components of the Proca field condense. We were able to find a
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Figure 1: Holographic timelike superconductor state. Left panel : background

profiles of the bulk fields in the “physical” gauge (2.5) with metric ansatz (2.8). This

particular solution is evaluated at T/µ = 0.005.

Right panel : The thermodynamic potential of the timelike SC state and normal state.

All solution are evaluated for the model parameters (2.13).

so-called “P+iP” state, which is characterized by Bx = iBy and isotropic geometry1.

For our particular choice of model parameters (2.13) this branch has a higher critical

temperature, Tc ≈ 0.047µ and correspondingly lower thermodynamic potential at

given temperature. Therefore, strictly speaking, the timelike condensed state, which

we are focusing on, is not the global minimum of the TD potential and therefore is

only metastable. This fact will not affect the features of the timelike state, which we

are going to study below. We will also check the dynamical stability of the timelike

state. In what follows we will use the “P + iP” solution as a reference.

3 Transport properties

We start exploring the phenomenological features of the novel “timelike supercon-

ductor” state by studying its transport properties. In order to study the optical (AC)

transport in our holographic model it is enough to consider the time-dependent linear

perturbations of the fields around the backgrounds shown on Fig. 1. Being interested

in the matrix of the thermoelectric conductivities we introduce the time dependent

perturbative sources for the electric current and energy flux in the stress-energy ten-

sor [15]. These are encoded in the near-boundary asymptotes of the gauge field

Ax(z) and metric component gtx(z). These perturbations couple at the linear level

to several others, which leads us to the set of 6 linear coupled equations of motion

on

{δgtx, δAx, δgxz, δBx, δB̄x, δχ1} ∼ eiωt. (3.1)

1Interestingly, we could not find a stable “p-wave” solution in the model, which would be char-

acterized by the only condensation of Bx and anisotropic geometry.
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Note that since the background solution is isotropic, we can focus on the x-axis

without loss of generality. Once the solutions with the given sources are found (we

discuss the methods to solve the perturbation equations in Appendix C), we read off

the subleading components of the δAx(z) and δgtx(z) in order to obtain the two-point

functions ⟨JxJx⟩, ⟨JxT tx⟩, ⟨T txJx⟩, and ⟨T txT tx⟩.
Recalling the definition of the heat current in presence of a chemical potential

[16]: Qx = Jx+µT tx, we can relate the full matrix of AC thermoelectric conductivities

[17] (κ̄ is thermal conductivity at zero bias) to the just obtained set of 2-point

functions. (
Jx

Qx

)
=

(
σ Tα

T ᾱ T κ̄

)(
Ex

−∂xT
T

)
. (3.2)

The results which we obtain for the electric conductivity in the concrete example

of the timelike states (yellow curves) with model parameters (2.13) are shown on

Fig. 2. For these examples We choose the temperature T/µ = 0.005, which is well

below the critical point, i.e. in the developed condensed state. For comparison

we also plot the AC conductivity for normal metallic state (blue curves) as well

as for the P + iP state, mentioned above (green curves, see Appendix C for the

details of this calculation). The latter, while realizing a combination of two P-wave

superconducting orders, is isotropic, has no nodes in th egap function and therefore

provides us with an example of the “conventional” superconducting phenomenology

in the same model at the same external conditions.

In presence of the finite source for translation symmetry breaking λ, the blue

curve exhibits a sharp Drude peak and finite DC value (see the inset on the left panel

of Fig. 2). This is expected for a metal with finite resistivity. This peak is a reflection

of the pole lying in the lower complex half-plane, which we reveal by computing the

imaginary part of the conductivity at purely imaginary frequency (see the lower part

of the right panel of Fig. 2). This demonstrates a conventional Drude-like transport

σmetal(ω) ∼
1

iω − Γ
, Γ ∼ λ (3.3)

where Γ is the momentum relaxation rate due to explicit translation symmetry break-

ing sources λ. Finally, by evaluating the imaginary part of conductivity at small real

frequencies we confirm that it vanishes at ω = 0, meaning that there is no pole at

Im(σ) and therefore there is no superconductivity present in the metallic state.

On the other hand, the “conventional” nodeless P + iP state (green curves)

has no Drude peak at all in AC conductivity (see the left panel of Fig. 2). This is

consistent with the absence of the pole at negative imaginary frequency (lower part of

right panel). However, the spectral weight is absorbed in this case in the δ-function

in the real part of the conductivity, which follows according to the Kramers-Kronig

relations from the existence of a pole in the imaginary part of the conductivity at
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0.0
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-0.002 -0.001 0.001 0.002

Imω

μ

-2

-1

1

ω Im σ

Figure 2: Electric conductivity for T-even and T-odd SC as well as normal metal

All the states are evaluates at T/µ = 0.005 in the model (2.1) with the model

parameters (2.13). The normal state is characterized as Bµ = 0, the timelike SC

state has Bt, Bz ̸= 0 (see Fig. 1, the P + iP state has Bx = iBy ̸= 0.

ω = 0, see the top part on the right panel of Fig. 2 (note that the conductivity is

rescaled by ω for clarity, therefore the simple pole in Imσ corresponds to the finite

value of ωImσ at ω = 0).

σsuperconductor ∼ πδ(ω)− i
1

ω
(3.4)

This feature describes a phenomenology of the conventional gapped superconductor:

the normal transport, characterized by the Drude peak, is gapped and removed,

while the superconductivity is mediated by the condensate of charge carriers.

Finally the timelike state (yellow curves) presents a curious mixture of the metal-

lic and superconducting transport. On one hand, one can clearly observe a Drude

peak on the inset in the left panel of Fig. 2, which corresponds to the pole at the nega-

tive imaginary frequency (the lower part of right panel). On the other hand, the pole

in the imaginary conductivity at ω = 0 remains, which corresponds to the presence

of supercurrent. This phenomenology resembles the class of gapless superconductors,

which support the supercurrent, but the normal transport is not gapped. One would

expect such a behavior based on the symmetry properties of the considered state.

The time component of the vector order parameter Bt is time-reversal odd therefore

the order parameter can not manifest itself at zero frequency (due to corresponding

odd symmetry in ω) and therefore the AC transport retains a normal component at

ω = 0.

However, at finite frequency the order parameter does affect the spectrum and

this leads to another notable feature in the AC transport of a timelike SC state: the

kink in the spectral density at finite frequency (ω/µ ≈ 0.2 in this case). Comparing to

the curves in the normal and P+iP SC states we also observe that unlike conventional

superconductor, the timelike superconductor performs a spectral weight transfer to

both zero frequency (supercorrent) and higher frequency (the spectral kink).
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Figure 3: Thermopower and thermal conductivity for the normal metallic, timelike

superconducting and P + iP -wave states. The states are the same as the ones on

Fig. 2

Finally, we note that the absence of any poles at positive imaginary frequency

(lower part of the right panel of Fig. 2) confirms the dynamical stability of the con-

sidered timelike superconductor condensed phase.

For completeness, we show the plots of AC thermopower and thermal conduc-

tivity in all three considered states On Fig. 3. We have no extra comments here.

4 Fermionic spectral function

In holographic models the fermionic dynamics has a secondary role since due to the

presence of the other “quantum critical” degrees of freedom in the boundary theory

the collective responses, like the transport discussed above, are not related to the

fermion propagators [4]. It is however interesting to study the fermionic spectral

function for phenomenological purposes, since this is what one would observe when

performing i.e. ARPES experiments on the material.

In order to obtain the fermionic spectral function ρ = ImTr⟨Ψ̄Ψ⟩ one has to

evaluate the two-point function of the fermionic operator Ψ. In holographic approach

this amounts to populating the bulk with the fermionic field, dual to Ψ and solving

the corresponding Dirac equation in curved background [18–20]. In order to take

into account the effects of the condensed charged order parameter, the corresponding

interaction terms must be included [7, 21, 22]. For the vector order parameter, related

to P-wave superconductor this has been partially done in [23] and, more recently, in

[24]. We note here, that the mass and charge of the bulk fermion and its interaction

terms are extra model parameters, which characterize the probe. Therefore the

fermionic spectral function, which we obtain for the given state, will generically

depend on the particular choices of the probe used. It will be particularly interesting

to look for the features which persist for all probes and are therefore characteristic
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to the groundstate itself. We write down the fermionic bulk action:

SΨ = −
∫
d4x

√
−g
[
iΨ̄(ΓλeµλDµ −mf )Ψ + c.c.+ Lint

]
(4.1)

with covariant derivative

Dµ = ∂µ +
1

4
ωµλσΓ

λσ − iqfAµ.

Here Γµ are the bulk Γ-matrices and Γλσ = Γ[λΓσ], eµλ is the vielbien (we consider

the square root of the diagonal metric (2.8)) and ω is the spin connection.

Note that we choose the charge of the fermion to be half of the charge of the

Proca field (qf = 1), so that the quadratic interaction terms are allowed in (4.1).

We also set mf = 0 in our examples. We can consider 3 possible interaction terms,

which would couple the bulk fermions to the vector order parameter:

Γµ-coupling: λVBµe
µ
mΨ̄ΓmΨc + c.c., (4.2)

Dµ-coupling: λDBµg
µνΨ̄DµΨ

c + c.c.,

Γµν-coupling: iλTWµνe
µ
me

ν
nΨ̄ΓmnΨc + c.c.

As we discuss in more detail in Appendix C, all these couplings are allowed on the

symmetry grounds. They also would generically lead to opening the gap in the

fermionic spectrum in case the order parameter condenses in a spatial direction (i.e.

Bx ̸= 0) realizing the conventional P-wave superconductor state. In this case the gap

will also have two nodes in the direction along the order parameter, which corresponds

to “phase A” P-wave superconductors. In the case of P + iP -condensation, discussed

above, the fermion spectrum would be gapped isotropically everywhere on the Fermi

surface, realizing the conventional behavior of the node-less P-wave superconductor.

Since our model supports both spatial and time-like condensation of the order

parameter, we can study the effect of the timelike superconductivity on the fermionic

spectrum, using exactly the same interaction terms (4.2), which lead to a conven-

tional phenomenology for the spatial P-wave state. The results of our investigation

are shown on Fig. 4. We take the timelike SC state at T/µ = 0.005 at the model

parameters (2.13), the same as for the transport studies in the previous section. We

consider the spectral function of the fermionic operator, turning on the interactions

(4.2) one-by-one, what allows us to study their effect separately. The obvious crucial

feature of all the results, shown on the top row of Fig.4, is that for all the considered

couplings the gap in the fermionic spectrum never opens in the timelike supercon-

ducting state. This behavior, while surprising on a first glance, should actually be

expected, since the timelike order parameter Bt is time-reversal odd and therefore it

can not affect the spectrum at the symmetric point ω = 0, where the usual supercon-

ducting gap would open [2]. For reference, we show how the conventional gap looks

like in the P +iP - state of our model, see the right panel in the bottom row of Fig. 4.

– 11 –



0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

-0.15

-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

k/μ

ω
/μ

Γμ-coupling

0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7

-0.15

-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

k/μ

Dμ-coupling

0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

-0.15

-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

k/μ

Γμν-coupling

0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

-0.15

-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

k/μ

ω
/μ

Normal

0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7

-0.15

-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

k/μ

P+iP Superconductor

Figure 4: Fermionic spectral density in timelike superconducting state (top

row) and in reference normal state (bottom row, left) and P + iP superconducting

state (bottom row, right). All the states are considered at T/µ = 0.005 and model

parameters (2.13). The bulk fermion parameters are mf = 0, qf = 1. In the top row

the different couplings (4.2) are switched on one-at-a-time: λV = 1, λD = 1, λT =

0.1, correspondingly. In all cases there is no gap in the spectrum, unlike the more

conventional P + iP -state (here we use λV = 0.2), where the gap is evident. The

Fermi momentum is different in all cases and is shown by the dashed red gridline.

Noteworthy the absence of the gap in the fermionic spectrum is perfectly consistent

with our results for transport in the previous section: in the timelike SC ordered state

there remains a finite density of electrons at the Fermi surface, which contribute to

the metallic Drude peak in the AC conductivity. At finite frequencies, however, we

clearly see on the plots on the first row of Fig. 4 that the various couplings affect the

dispersion and the spectral gaps are opening in some cases, depending on the type of

the coupling (4.2). For reference we show the spectral density in the normal metallic

state (Bt = Bz = 0) on the left panel of the bottom row of Fig. 4.

We can analyze the fermionic response in more detail by fitting the data shown

on Fig. 4 with Lorentzians at every fixed frequency slice, i.e. fitting momentum

distribution curves (MDC). Note that the fit is not perfect, since in the holographic

model the finite background spectral density is present even outside of the dispersion
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Figure 5: Fermionic spectral density fitting parameters (4.3). The width of

the peak Σ characterizing the self energy – left panel (note logarithmic scale), the

momentum integrated spectral density (4.4) – middle panel, and the dispersion of the

peak maxima at small frequency – right panel. The filled markers denote the inner

peaks and the empty markers denote the outer peak related to the Fermi surface.

Similarly to Fig. 4, the different couplings in timelike superconducting state, as well

as the normal state are analyzed.

curves. The latter doesn’t obstruct fitting the sharp and high peaks, which mark

the fermionic dispersion. For each frequency level we use the fitting ansatz with two

peaks (”inner” and ”outer”, related to the Fermi surface)

ρ(ω, k) =
Ain(ω)Σin(ω)

2

(k − kf − vin(ω)ω)2 + Σin(ω)2
+

Aout(ω)Σout(ω)
2

(k − kf − vout(ω)ω)2 + Σout(ω)2
. (4.3)

Given this parametrization we can extract some features of the fermion spectral

function, shown on Fig. 5. Firstly, as one can already notice on the density plots of

Fig. 4, we observe that the width of the peaks Σ behaves quite differently at small

frequencies, depending on the type of the coupling. On the left panel of Fig.5 we

show the width of the peaks for different couplings (filled markers – inner peak, empty

markers – outer peak). Note the logarithmic scale on the vertical axis. Clearly, the

width for different couplings changes by orders of magnitude2, however the slopes

of the frequency dependence in all the fits in timelike state (yellow, green and red

markers) are similar, while different from the one of the normal state (blue markers).

The dependence of the width of the peak on frequency close to the Fermi surface is

primarily controlled by the near-horizon geometry of the background [4, 25], rather

then the type of the bulk coupling. The backgrounds we use for timelike and normal

states are different and therefore the observed behavior is consistent.

Further discussing the absence of the gap in the timelike SC state it is interesting

to investigate the integrated spectral density of the fermions. Given the fits (4.3)

2The extremely narrow peaks in case of the Γµ-coupling affect the quality of the fit.
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and taking into account the integration along the Fermi surface we evaluate it as∫
d2k⃗ ρ(k⃗, ω) =

∑
a={in,out}

2π (kf + va(ω)ω) · πAa(ω)Σa(ω). (4.4)

The results for the momentum integrated spectral density (the middle panel of Fig. 5)

show that despite the narrowing of the peaks at small ω, the spectral density con-

tained in them is roughly constant. So we conclude that, not only there is no gap

in the timelike SC state, but it doesn’t even display a pseudogap or nodal behavior

with suppression of the spectral weight towards the Fermi surface.

Finally, we inspect the linear dispersion near the Fermi surface, which we observe

at small frequencies (ω/µ < 0.02). Note (see the right panel of Fig. 5, empty markers)

that the Fermi velocity for the outer peaks for all the different couplings in timelike

state is the same as for the normal state. However, for the inner peaks (filled markers

on Fig. 5) the Fermi velocities for all the couplings in timelike state are similar to each

other, but notably different from the one in the normal state. Importantly, when

evaluating the dispersion in the normal state, we do not just set all the couplings (4.2)

to zero, but rather consider the different background solution for the normal state,

which is characterized by the absence of Bµ - field and different profiles of the metric

components. One concludes here, that the Fermi velocity is affected in the timelike

superconductor state and it happens independently of the choice of the interaction

terms in the bulk Dirac equations, and mostly due to the change of the gravitational

profile, which is dictated by the condensation pattern of the order parameter itself.

This effect of changing the Fermi velocity is similar to the one expected for T-odd

superconductors [2], but happens here in quite an indirect way.

5 Meissner effect

An important feature of any superconducting state is the Meissner effect. In con-

ventional superconductor the magnetic field is repelled from the bulk of the material

and decays exponentially with the rate set by the magnetic penetration length lm. In

time-reversal odd superconductors [2] the character of the Meissner effect is debated

and one can argue that it has an opposite sign, leading to the instability of the state

itself. Given that the timelike superconductor, which we explore in this work, is

a representative of the T-odd class, it is interesting to check the character of the

Meissner effect in our holographic model.

The perturbative treatment of the Meissner effect in holographic model of the

scalar “s-wave” superconductor has been discussed recently in [26]. By performing

the double expansion in both the amplitude of the order parameter [27] and spatial

wave-vector3 in the linearized equations of motion and assuming the mixed bound-

ary conditions [28–30], one can qualitatively analyze the Meissner effect in timelike

3We thank the authors of [26] for clarifying this to us
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superconductor given only the profiles of the homogeneous background solution, as

shown on Fig. 1. We follow this approach, leaving the more sophisticated analysis of

the nonlinear spatially inhomogeneous solutions, like [31, 32], to future work.

In this section we restrict ourselves to the probe case and set the background

metric to that of the Schwarzchild black hole:

T (z) = W (z) = U(z) = 1, f(z) = 1− z3 (5.1)

in (2.8). In order to describe small external magnetic field B ∼ ∂xδAy, we consider

the x-dependent perturbation of the Ay component of the gauge field δAy(x, z).

In case when the background is spatially homogeneous, the perturbation can be

represented as a spatial convolution of the boundary value with the bulk-to-boundary

propagator, which in momentum space reads

δAy(k, z) = Ay(k)δÃy(k, z), δÃy(k, z)
∣∣∣
z→0

= 1. (5.2)

Following [26] in order to enable the dynamical electromagnetism on the boundary,

we impose the Maxwell equation, which couples the boundary electromagnetic field,

the expectation value of the current and the external source Ĵ i.

∂iF ij = e2⟨J i⟩+ e2Ĵ i (5.3)

F ij = ∂iAj − ∂jAi

⟨J i⟩ = Ai(k)∂zδÃ
i(k, z)

∣∣∣
z→0

Given δÃi(p, z) one solves (5.3) and obtains the spatial profile of the boundary gauge

field Ai in momentum representation.

At the linear order, in presence of the timelike condensate Bt, Bz, the perturba-

tion δÃy(k, z) couples to y-component of the charged vector field:

∂z

(
f∂zδÃy

)
−k2δÃy +

2q2B
f

(
B2
t − f 2B2

z

)
δÃy (5.4)

+4qBfBz ∂zδB
R
y + 2qB

(
∂z(fBz)−

qB
f
AtBt

)
δBR

y = 0

∂z

(
f∂zδB̃

R
y

)
−k2δB̃R

y − q2Bϕ
2

z2
B̃R
y +

q2B
f
A2
t δB̃

R
y − 2q2BB

2
zδB̃

R
y

−2fqBBz∂zδÃy − qB

(
∂z(fBz) +

qB
f
AtBt

)
δÃy = 0

where δBR
y denotes the real part of the δBy-component and the imaginary part

decouples.

We can perturbatively analyze the solution to these equations in the regime

where the condensate is weak: Bt, Bz ∼ ϵ, ϵ→0 and focusing on the long wavelength
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limit k→0. One can employ the Green’s function method, which we describe in more

detail in Appendix D in order to obtain the solution in the form

δÃy(p, z) = δÃy(0,0)(z) + k2δÃy(0,2)(z) + ϵ2δÃy(2,0)(z). (5.5)

Plugging this into the definition of the current expectation value and further in (5.3)

we obtain the equation on A(k) in the following form

k2Ay(k) = −e2Ay(k)
(
k2 + 2I

)
+ e2Ĵ i, (5.6)

where I is the integral

I =

1∫
0

dz′
q2B
f(z′)

(
−Bt(z

′)2 + f(z′)2Bz(z
′)2
)

(5.7)

+

1∫
0

dz′H(z′)

JB(z′)
CB

z′∫
0

dsKB(s)H(s) +
KB(z

′)

CB

1∫
z′

dsJB(s)H(s)


H(s) ≡ qB

(
∂s(f(s)Bz(s)) +

qB
f(s)

At(s)Bt(s)

)
HereKA,B(z) and JA,B(z) are the linearly independent solutions to the corresponding

equations of motion at leading order (see Appendix D) and CB = f(KBJ
′
B − JBK

′
B)

is the constant in the corresponding Wronskian. We show their profiles on the left

panel of Fig. 6. The value of I is controlled by the profiles of the background fields

responsible for the timelike order parameter: Bt and Bz.

Note that in presence of the external source, the solution to (5.6) in position

space is

Ay(x) ∼ Ĵye−x/lm , l2m =
1 + e2

2e2I
. (5.8)

Here lm is the magnetic penetration length, which is inversely proportional to the

integral I. It is crucial that I in (5.6) contributes at the super-leading order in k2

and therefore it changes the qualitative behavior of Ay at large distances already at

the perturative level in the amplitude of the order parameter ϵ. (In absence of I

term the Ay would not decay at all.)

As it has been shown in [26], and as we review in the Appendix D, in case of

the scalar holographic superconductor the corresponding integral is positive definite

and therefore the Meissner effect in scalar model is always physically consistent. In

our case of timelike order parameter the situation is more subtle, since the sign of

the integral (5.7) depends on the competition between the terms proportional to

B2
t and B2

z . Note that Bz-contribution here is crucial, since otherwise the integral

would be negative definite. Evaluating the integral in the timelike superconducting
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Figure 6: Magnetic penetration length in timelike superconductor. Left

panel: The pairs of linearly independent basis used to construct the Green’s function

in the parturbative calculation of the Meissner effect. Note that the KB, JB profiles

are rescaled for presentation purposes. KA, KB-profiles are defined as being zero at

the boundary z = 0, JA, JB are finite at the horizon. See AppendixD.

Right panel: The inverse magnetic penetration length as a function of temperature

(thick blue line). The inverse penetration length is positive and grows with the order

parameter. The shaded yellow area shows the negative contribution due to B2
t -term

in (5.7). The green shaded area shows the positive contribution of the H-term.

state at various temperatures, we observe (see the right panel of Fig. 6) that the

inverse penetration length is positive and grows as the order parameter increases.

This should be expected for the physically sensible state. We also show that the

B2
z term in the integral is dominating and, while B2

t gives a comparable negative

contribution, the overall sum remains positive.

6 Conclusion

In this work we introduced the consistent holographic model which exhibits con-

densation of the timlike vector superconducting order parameter and studied the

phenomenological features of this novel state of quantum matter. We explored both

thermodynamical and dynamical stability of this state and showed that it is at least

metastable. We showed that the state exhibits a positive Meissner effect in all the

studied examples. Unlike the scalar superconductor, however, the sign of the Meiss-

ner effect is not generically protected.

Our study of the AC thermoelectric transport reveals an interesting feature of

this state, which is similar to a gapless superconductor: the timelike SC state sup-

ports the supercurrent, but simultaneously exhibits the metallic Drude peak in the

AC spectrum. The gap in the AC spectrum, characteristic to the conventional super-

conductors is absent, but instead the spectral weight transfer to the higher frequencies

is revealed by the kink-like feature in the spectrum.
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The absence of the gap is also evident in the fermionic spectral function. We show

that irrespective of the type of the bulk fermionic coupling, the gap is never present

and the integrated spectral density at the Fermi surface is finite. We demonstrate

that the Fermi velocity is affected by the presence of the timelike condensate. It

happens in an indirect way due to the backreaction on the geometry and the effect

is generic, since it doesn’t depend on the type of the bulk fermionic coupling.

The model which we construct derives from the SU(2)-gauge symmetry, which is

explicitly broken by the boundary value of the adjoint Higgs field. Correspondingly

the boundary theory, which we describe, contains the structure of SU(2) global

symmetry, which is explicitly broken by the source of the scalar operator. It would

be interesting to try to interpret this broken SU(2) from the physical perspective.

As we observe for the chosen model parameters (2.13), the timlike SC state

is only thermodynamically metastable, while P + iP SC state has a higher critical

temperature and is thermodynamically preferred. The interplay between the different

states, however, depends on the model parameters: the charge of the vector field qB
and the boundary value of the scalar field ϕ, controlling the mass of the vector field.

It will be interesting to further explore the parameter space and figure our the regimes

where either timelike or P-wave state is thermodynamically preferred. We also note

that in present case we couldn’t find a stable anisotropic P-wave solution, it might

be that such solution would be promoted by the periodic crystal lattice, instead of

the isotropic Q-lattice background. The study of this more realistic setup will be

performed elsewhere.

Given that in our model the mass of the vector field is controlled by the boundary

source, it is particularly suitable for studying various heterostructures and spatially

inhomogeneous setups, where the various phases of the superconductor are realized

in different spacial regions, controlled by the source of ϕ. The elliptic equations of

motion, which we use for this model, can be straightforwardly generalized to sev-

eral spatial directions and implemented on the corresponding numerical grid. This

generalization will allow for comparison to the experimental studies of the transport

across heterostructures, where the T-odd state is sandwiched between two conven-

tional superconductors [33]. In the same inhomogeneous approach one would also be

able to study the nonlinear Meissner effect, when considering the droplet of an SC

state [31].

It would be interesting to further explore the features of the fermionic spectrum

at the Fermi surface, in particular the self energy and the Fermi velocity. This can

be done by constructing the zero temperature geometries in our model and studying

their near IR behavior along the lines of [25, 34]. The structure of the equations of

motion in our model allows for such a study.

Overall, in this work we demonstrate that holography, and in particular our

model, provide a useful framework for studying unconventional features of timelike,

and more generally T-odd, superconducting states.
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A Equations of motion for the charged vector field

In this section we will discuss the possible choices for the action in the model. Our

task is to find an action for the charged vector field, which would be consistent and

describe the correct number of degrees of freedom in presence of external fields (we

partially follow the logic of the treatment in Appendix A of [7]) and, on the other

side, would support the condensation of the timelike component of the vector field.

The neutral Proca field

We start by looking into the conventional Proca action which describes a neutral

massive vector Pµ.

(A.6)SProca =

∫
d4x

√
−g
(
1

2
HµνH

µν −m2
PPµP

µ

)
(A.1)

Hµν = ∇µPν −∇νPµ. (A.2)
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The equations of motion read

∇µH
µν −m2

PP
ν = 0. (A.3)

There are four equations on the four components of the vector field. However, the

massive spin 1 particle has 3 physical degrees of freedom, therefore we need to find

two constraints to remove the unnecessary propagating mode. The z-component of

(A.3) does not contain the second order z− derivative and therefore provides one

constraint. The other constraint is obtained when taking the divergence of (A.3):

∇ν∇µH
µν = m2

P∇νP
ν = 0. (A.4)

The last equality is due to the symmetry of double covariant derivative of the anti-

symmetric tensor Hµν . The two constraints remove the unphysical degree of freedom

and one is left with the correct dynamics: 3 propagating modes, characterized by

the 6 integration constants.

In practice, when solving the boundary value problem one can impose the con-

straint on the boundary and add the constraint conservation equation (the divergence

(A.4)) to the equations of motion (A.3). This leads to a set of four regular second

order equations

∇µ∇µPν −m2
PP

ν = 0. (A.5)

These equations can be solved subject to the appropriate boundary conditions, re-

specting the constraint (A.4) which yields a solution to (A.3).

The charged Proca model

In [6, 11] a generalization of the neutral Proca model (A.6) has been suggested,

promoting the real vector Pµ to a complex one Bµ, which is charged under the U(1)

gauge field Aµ. The action is obtained from (A.6) by replacing all the derivatives

with the gauge covariant ones.

SchargedProca =

∫
d4x

√
−g
(
− 1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

2
WµνW̄

µν −m2
BBµB̄

µ

)
(A.6)

Wµν = DµBν −DνBµ, DµBν = ∇µBν − iqAµBν (A.7)

The equations of motion in this theory are

DαW
αβ = m2

BB
β, and c.c. (A.8)

Similarly to the neutral case, the z components of the equations do not contain deriva-

tives and therefore provide the constraints, which remove one integration constant.

The divergence of the equations of motion now contains the extra terms involving
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the derivatives of the gauge field, which come from the commutation of the covariant

derivatives.

m2
BDνB

ν = DνDµW
µν ∼ qB{∂A}. (A.9)

When considering the constraint conservation equation we can take a derivative of

(A.9) and add it to (A.8) in order to obtain

DαW
αβ +DβDαB

α = m2
BB

β +
1

m2
B

qB{∂∂AB }. (A.10)

This system of equations contains second order derivatives of both Bt(z) and Bz(z),

which is suitable for a well defined numerical elliptic problem. However the extra

complication is the presence of second order derivative terms of A in the right hand

side. When diagonalizing the full system of the equations of motion with respect

to the second derivatives, one encounters the equations with irregular coefficients,

which depend on the background fields and may contain singularities, where the

coefficients in front of the highest differential operators vanish. This leads to the

occasional instabilities.

The non-Abelian model

Another way to construct the Lagrangian for the charged vector field is to rely of

the non-Abelian SU(2) gauge model discussed in [5]

S =

∫
d4x− 1

2
trG†

µνGµν (A.11)

Gµν = ∂µBν − ∂νBµ − iq[Bµ,Bν ], Bµ = Bµτ
+ + B̄µτ

− + Aµτ
3. (A.12)

This is evidently consistent. The extra constraints, needed to remove the unphysical

degrees of freedom come from the gauge symmetry and the conservation of constraints

follows from the equations of motion themselves. This model, however, does not allow

to include the mass of the vector field. Because of this extra rigidity, one can show

that the nontrivial solution for Bt-field is excluded by the gauge constraint. Indeed,

in case of the radial dependence of the fields, in our metric ansatz (2.8) and assuming

the gauge Bz = 0 one reads from the equations of motion:

∂2zBt(z) + ∂zBt

(
− T ′

2T
− U ′

2U
+
W ′

2W

)
= 0, (A.13)

BtA
′
t − AtB

′
t = 0 (A.14)

Where the latter is the gauge constraint. These equations have only a trivial solution

for Bt.
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The non-Abelian model with adjoint Higgs

Once we add an extra scalar field in adjoint representation, the rigidity of the model

(A.11) is relaxed and the Bt-field now couples to the scalar

∂2zBt(z) + ∂zBt

(
− T ′

2T
− U ′

2U
+
W ′

2W

)
+
q2BAtϕΦU

fz2
− q2BBtϕ

2U

fz2
= 0, (A.15)

and acquires the necessary nontrivial dynamics.

On the other hand, unlike the charged Proca case, the SU(2) model with adjoint

Higgs field retains the gauge symmetry at the level of equations of motion and there-

ofore has the appropriate number of constraints and dynamical degrees of freedom of

the charged massive vector boson (this is a direct analogue of W-boson in Standard

model). The constraint conservation equation doesn’t conflict with the remaining

equations ans the boundary value problem can be consistently formulated.

B Fermionic coupling terms

In this Appendix we study different options for the coupling between the probe

fermion and the background charged Proca field. We will look in particular into the

interaction terms which generically lead to opening of the superconducting spectral

gap in the conventional P -wave state. In this analysis we follow [21, 22]. To begin

with, let us assume the following representation for the bulk Γ-matrices [22]:

Γt =

(
−iσ2 0

0 iσ2

)
, Γx =

(
σ1 0

0 σ1

)
, Γy =

(
0 −iσ2
iσ2 0

)
, Γz =

(
σ3 0

0 σ3

)
. (B.1)

Defining Γ5 ≡ iΓtΓxΓyΓz and charge conjugation as CΓµC−1 = −ΓµT , we have

Γ5 =

(
0 σ2
σ2 0

)
, C = Γt =

(
−iσ2 0

0 iσ2

)
. (B.2)

The superconducting interaction terms in the Dirac equation mix the positive and

negative frequencies, therefore for the rescaled bulk spinor field (ψ = (−g · gzz)1/4Ψ)

we consider the ansatz

ψ = e−iωt+ik⃗·x⃗ζ + eiωt−ik⃗·x⃗ζ̃ . (B.3)

Moreover, we split ζ and ζ̃ into two two-component parts ζ = (ζ1, ζ2)
T .

In absence of the interaction terms and in case ky = 0, the Dirac equations for

ζ1 and (complex conjugate) ζ̃∗2 are particularly simple[
∂z +

√
U

f 2T
(ω + qfAt)iσ1 −

√
U

fW
kxσ2 −

√
U

fz2
mfσ3

]
ζ1 ≡ Dωζ1 = 0, (B.4)[

∂z +

√
U

f 2T
(−ω + qfAt)iσ1 −

√
U

fW
kxσ2 −

√
U

fz2
mfσ3

]
ζ̃∗2 ≡ D−ω ζ̃

∗
2 = 0. (B.5)
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It follows that the dispersion relation of ζ̃∗2 is a reflection of the dispersion of ζ1
about the kx axis, and they generically intersect at ω = 0. Therefore the coupling

term which would mix ζ1 and ζ̃∗2 would lead generically to opening the spectral gap

around ω = 0 due to eigenvalue repulsion, which is the common manifestation of

superconductivity in the fermionic spectrum.

Scalar superconductor

For example, in [21] the fermionic spectrum of s-wave holographic superconductor

has been studied. The order parameter in this case is controlled by the charged

scalar field Φ (with twice the charge of the fermion) and the interaction term with

the following structure is allowed

LSint = ΦΨ̄(η + η5Γ
5)Ψc + c.c., (B.6)

where the charge conjugated spinor is Ψc ≡ CΓtΨ∗, Dirac conjugation is Ψ̄ ≡ (Ψ∗)TΓt

and {∗, T} are complex conjugation and transposition operators, respectively. Given

these definitions, the coupling (B.6) contributes to the equation of motion for Ψ, and

in particular ζ1 as

Dωζ1 − 2η5Φ

√
U

z2f
σ1ζ̃

∗
2 + 2ηΦ

√
U

z2f
iσ3ζ̃

∗
1 = 0. (B.7)

We see that it is η5-term, which couples generically ζ1 and ζ̃∗2 , and therefore leads

to opening of the superconducting gap at ω = 0. In contrast, η-term couples the

modes with different dispersions, which may intersect at arbitrary points away from

the Fermi surface. Therefore it can lead to opening the gap at ω ̸= 0, which will

not affect crucially the low energy spectrum. For these reasons only the effect of η5
coupling has been considered in [21] (see [7, 22] for the similar analysis in case of

D-wave order).

Vector superconductor: Γµ-coupling

Now we turn to analysis of the coupling to P-wave order parameter, which we are

after in this work. Given, again, that the charge of the order parameter field is twice

the charge of the bulk fermion, the following interaction term is allowed (B.10)

LVint = Bµe
µ
mΨ̄Γm(λV + λV 5Γ

5)Ψc + c.c. (B.8)

In case of the vector order parameter, the mixing of fermion modes depends on the

direction in which the vector condenses. Keeping momentum of the fermions in
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x-direction, we see that the mixing introduced by Bx and By condensates reads

Dωζ1 + 2

√
U

fW
(−λV 5Bx12 + λVByiσ1)ζ̃

∗
2 (B.9)

+2

√
U

fW
(λV 5Byσ3 + λVBxσ2)ζ̃

∗
1 = 0.

Finally, we can look at the couplings mediated by the temporal component of

Bt, which condenses in timelike SC state. Following from the interaction term (B.8),

the corresponding mixing reads

Dωζ1 − 2λV 5

(
Bzσ2 −Bt

√
U

f 2T
σ3

)
ζ̃∗2 (B.10)

+2λV

(
Bz12 +Bt

√
U

f 2T
iσ1

)
ζ̃∗1 = 0.

Note that λV 5 term in (B.8) couples vectorBµ to the axial-vector current Ψ̄ΓµΓ5Ψc.

Therefore it should be excluded by the requirement of parity symmetry of the La-

grangian. Inspecting the interaction terms in (B.9) we see that at λV 5 = 0 the p-wave

gap is generically formed in case when spatial component of the vector order param-

eter condenses. In particular, the gap opens in all directions except the two “nodes”,

where momentum of the electrons is parallel to the order parameter. Remarkably, in

case of timelike order parameter at λV 5 = 0 the gap does not generically open in any

direction according to (B.10). This is a characteristic feature of the time reversal

odd superconducting state, where the U(1) symmetry is broken, but Fermi surface

remains ungapped.

Vector superconductor: Dµ-coupling

Similarly we can analyze a derivative coupling term in the bulk fermion Lagrangian

(B.10)

LDint = BµΨ̄(λD + λD5Γ
5)DµΨ

c + c.c., (B.11)

with covariant derivative defined as in (2.1). The equations of motion acquire the

following contributions due to this term:

Dωζ1 +

[
λDBy

z∂z log(W/z
2)

2
√
W

σ2 − λD5Bx
z∂z log(W/z

2)

2
√
W

σ3 − λD5Bx

√
z2

U

W 2f
2ikxσ1

]
ζ̃∗2

(B.12)

+

[
λD5By

z∂z log(W/z
2)

2
√
W

12 + λDBx
z∂z log(W/z

2)

2
√
W

iσ1 + λDBx

√
z2U

W 2f
2kxσ3

]
ζ̃∗1 = 0
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in case the spatial components condense, and

Dωζ1 + λD5

[
Bt

z2

fT

(
−2(ω − qfAt)

√
U

z2f
iσ1 +

√
fT

z2
1

2
∂zlog

(
fT

z2

)
12

)
(B.13)

+Bz

√
z2f

U

(
1

2
∂zlog

(
fTW

z6

)
iσ1 − 2iσ1∂z

)]
ζ̃∗2

+λD

[
Bt

z2

fT

(
2(ω − qfAt)

√
U

z2f
σ3 +

√
fT

z2
1

2
∂zlog

(
fT

z2

)
σ2

)

+Bz

√
z2f

U

(
−1

2
∂zlog

(
fTW

z6

)
σ3 + 2σ3∂z

)]
ζ̃∗1 = 0

in case the temporal ones do. Similarly to the vector interaction term (B.8), in order

to preserve parity in the Lagrangian one has to set λD5 = 0. In this case the p-wave

gap with two nodal points is induced by the spacial components of the order parame-

ter in (B.12) and no gap arises generically due to the temporal component in (B.13).

In the main text we do not include the derivative interaction term (B.11), since

it is technically more complicated, but doesn’t seem to introduce extra interesting

physical effects.

Vector superconductor: Γµν-coupling

Finally, we consider the “tensor” coupling from (4.2), which has the structure

LTint = Wµνe
µ
me

ν
nΨ̄
(
iλTΓ

mn + λT5Γ
5Γmn

)
Ψc (B.14)

In the equations of motion this coupling introduces the following terms in spacial

condensation case

Dωζ1 +

[
λT

4z√
W

(
B′
yiσ2 −

√
U

f
√
T
iqBAtByσ3

)
− λT5

4z√
W

(
B′
xσ3 −

√
U

f
√
T
iqBAtBxiσ2

)]
ζ̃∗2

(B.15)

+

[
λT

4z√
W

(
B′
xσ1 +

√
U

f
√
T
iqBAtBx1

)
+ λT5

4z√
W

(
B′
yiσ2 −

√
U

f
√
T
iqBAtByσ1

)]
ζ̃∗1 = 0

And in case of the timelike condensation one obtains

Dωζ1 +

[
λT5

4z√
fT

(B′
t − iqBAtBz)1

]
ζ̃∗2 (B.16)

+

[
λT

4z√
fT

(B′
t − iqBAtBz) iσ2

]
ζ̃∗1 = 0
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Similarly to the other cases above, one has to drop λT5 coupling since the cor-

responding interaction term contains the epsilon symbol (Γ5Γµµ = ieµνλρΓ
λρ) and

therefore breaks parity. The remaining λT coupling doesn’t introduce any gap in the

timelike case and leads to a gap with two nodes in case of spatial condensation of

the order parameter.

C Numerical treatment

Gauge transformation of the numerical solution

We obtain the background field profiles by solving the system of nonlinear equations

of motion, following from (2.1), subject to the boundary conditions at the UV bound-

ary (2.6) and at the horizon (2.9). In order to solve this boundary value problem, we

rely on 1D relaxation method [35]. For the calculations of the nonlinear backgrounds

we use the iterative procedure with Pseudospectral collocation approximations for

the derivatives and Chebyshev grids of size N = 60. For the relaxation to converge,

the equations need to have elliptic form, i.e. in 1D contain the second derivative.

This is not the case for the Einstein equation, whose (zz) component contains a

constraint for gzz, instead. We treat this in the standard way using the DeTurck

trick [36, 37], which renders all the equations elliptic.

The similar subtlety appears in the equations for the Proca field, where the

radial component gives an algebraic constrain for Bz. The emergent extra gauge

symmetry (2.4) turns out to be extra handy in this case. By tuning to the “radial”

gauge (Bz)rad = 0 we can get rid of this field component completely. The remaining

constraint, following from the z-component of the Proca equations of motion, is

conserved on the solutions to the remaining equations, therefore it is enough to

satisfy it on the boundary. The price to pay for the absence of Bz is the nontrivial

profile of the scalar Φ, but the latter has a conventional second order equation of

motion and is treated straightforwardly by the numerics.

In practice, we solve the equations in the “radial” gauge and then apply the gauge

transformation (2.4) with the phase given by the profile of the obtained numerical

solution

α = arctan
(√

2Φrad/ϕrad

)
. (C.1)

This leads to a solution in the “physical” gauge with Φphys = 0 and (Bz)phys =

∂zα/(
√
2q).

Using the ansatz (2.7), (2.6), (2.8) we introduce the Reissner Nordström refer-

ence metric obtained by setting all ansatz functions to unity in (2.8) and solve for

the 8 unknowns {At(z), Bt(z), T (z),W (z), Z(z),Φ(z), ϕ(z), ξ(z)} in the radial gauge

Bz = 0. The solutions are parametrized by the physically relevant dimensionless

parameters T/µ, p/µ, λ/µ. We approximating the derivatives with pseudospectral
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Figure 7: Both the numerical solution in the “radial” gauge, left panel, and in the

one transformed to the “physical” gauge, right panel, satisfy the equations of motion.

collocation method and use the Chebyshev grid with 60 nodes. This allows us to

achieve the temperatures down to reasonably low T/µ = 0.001. Given that the sym-

metry breaking is spontaneous, and we only control the boundary values of the fields

as in (2.6),(2.12), setting the sources of the Proca field to zero, there is no algorithmic

way of constructing a nontrivial solution in the condensed phase. We use the profiles

of the linearized unstable modes at temperatures lower then the critical one in order

to seed the condensed solution.

We check, that the numerical gauge transformed with (C.1) solution still satisfies

the numerical equations of motion (as it should, based on analytics). On Fig.7 we

show on the left panel the values of the equations of motion as evaluated on the orig-

inal numerical solution in the “radial” gauge as well as the same equations evaluated

on the transformed solution in the “physical” gauge. While some accuracy is clearly

lost on the analytical manipulations, the residues on the transformed solutions still

have the shape of the numerical noise, meaning that the equations are satisfied.

Boundary conditions and numerical profiles

Given that the equations of motion have singular terms at both UV and horizon

boundaries, we need to treat boundary behavior of the solutions carefully and adjust

the ansatz for the numerical functions we are solving.

The behavior of the solutions near the UV boundary and the horizon can be

obtained by expanding the equations at z→0 and z→1, respectively. For our choice

of model parameters (2.13) the expansion at z→0 gives

At = µ+ ρz, T = 1− λ2

4
z2 + T (3)z3, (C.2)

Bt = z−1/2(1− z)
(
B

(0)
t + z2B

(2)
t

)
, W = 1− λ2

4
z2 +W (3)z3, (C.3)

Φ = z−1/2z4
4

7

√
3µB

(2)
t , U = 1 +

2

3
λξ(2)z3 + U (4)z4 (C.4)

ϕ =

√
3

4
+ ϕ(3)z3, ξ = λz + ξ(2)z2. (C.5)
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The leading constants correspond to the sources and the subleading to the expecta-

tion values. Therefore we identify ρ as the U(1) charge density and we can set B
(0)
t to

zero for our case of spontaneous symmetry breaking. For the numerical calculation

we factor out the powers of z by reparametrizing the unknown functions as

At = µ(1− z)F̃1(z), T = 1− λ2

4
z2 + z2F̃3(z) (C.6)

Bt = z3/2(1− z)F̃2(z), W = 1− λ2

4
z2 + z2F̃4(z) (C.7)

Φ = z7/2F̃6(z), U = 1 + z2F̃5(z) (C.8)

ϕ =

√
3

4
+ z2F̃7(z), ξ = zF̃8(z). (C.9)

The newly introduced functions F̃i are regular throughout the bulk and satisfy the

simple boundary conditions at the UV boundary.

F̃1|z→0 = 1, F̃8|z→0 = λ, F̃i|z→0 ∼ O(z), i ∈ (2, 7) (C.10)

We can further improve the behavior of the solutions at the horizon by adopting the

rescaled radial coordinate [38, 39]:

z = 1− (1− z′)2. (C.11)

Given that z′ ∼
√
f at the horizon, all the regular background profile solutions satisfy

the Neuman boundary condition in z′. Besides that, the thermal equilibrium requires

the metric components to satisfy U = T at the horizon.

∂z′F̃i|z′→1 = 0, F̃5|z′→1 = F̃3|z′→1 −
λ2

4
(C.12)

The sample of the numerical profiles, which we end up dealing with, is shown on

Fig.8 (note these examples are obtained on the n = 60 Chebyshev grid.) Evidently,

the profiles of F̃i(z
′) are regular everywhere and behave linearly in the UV.

Thermodynamics

Following the definition in [40] and the treatments of [41–43] the boundary stress-

energy tensor is

T b.h.ab =
1

8πG

[
Θab −Θγab − 2κ1

2

L
γab + 2κ2

λ2

2
γab

]
, (C.13)

where Θ is the extrinsic curvature at the AdS confomral boundary z = 0 (with unit

normal vector n̂ and covariant derivative according to the bulk metric)

Θµν = −1

2
(∇µn̂ν +∇νn̂µ), n̂ =

1
√
gzz

dz, Θ ≡ Θµ
µ, (C.14)
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Figure 8: The solutions to the numerical profiles F̃i[z
′], (C.6) in the “radial” gauge

(left panel) and the “physical” gauge (right panel). The gauge transformation pa-

rameter α(z) is shown on the left panel as well.

γab is the pull back of the bulk metric on the boundary and λ is the source of the Q-

lattice scalar. The κ1 counter term has been introduced in [40] and aims at cancelling

the divergence of stress energy tensor due to finite curvature, while the term κ2 is

necessary to cancel the divergent contributions from the Q-lattice, coming from the

z2 terms in the UV expansions of the metric profiles (C.6). Note that no extra

counterterms are needed for Φ, ϕ or Bt fields, since the corresponding contributions

to the on-shell action fall off quickly at z→0.

Given the metric ansatz (2.8) and the UV expansions (C.2), the stress-energy

tensor reads

T b.h.tt = 4
1− κ1
z2

+ (κ1 − κ2)λ
2 + z

(
−6 + 4κ1 +

µ2
1

2
(2κ1 − 3) + (7− 4κ1)T

(3) +
2

3
λξ(2)(7− 3κ2)

)
(C.15)

T b.h.xx = 4
1− κ1
z2

− (κ1 − κ2)λ
2 + z

(
−1 +

µ2
1

4
+ (4κ1 − 7)W (3)

x +
2

3
λξ(2)(3κ2 − 7)

)
(C.16)

T b.h.yy = 4
1− κ1
z2

− (κ1 − κ2)λ
2 + z

(
−1 +

µ2
1

4
+ (4κ1 − 7)W (3)

y +
2

3
λξ(2)(3κ2 − 7)

)
(C.17)

Evidently, the divergences cancel after we remove the bookkeeping factors κ1 = κ2 =

1. Introducing the appropriate rescaling factors at the boundary we finally get for

the stress tensor of the solution

TCFTtt = −2− µ2
1

2
+ 3T (3) +

8

3
λξ(2) (C.18)

TCFTxx = −1− µ2
1

4
− 3W (3) − 8

3
λξ(2) (C.19)

TCFTyy = −1− µ2
1

4
− 3W (3) − 8

3
λξ(2) (C.20)
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We use these expressions in order to evaluate the thermodynamical potential shown

on Fig.1

Ω = ϵ− Ts− µρ, ϵ ≡ TCFTtt . (C.21)

The entropy density s is evaluated as the area of the black hole horizon

s = 4πW |z=1 (C.22)

Numerical computation of the transport properties

In order to evaluate the transport properties we need to solve the system of linear

ordinary differential equations which govern the modes excited by the electric or

heat current (3.1). In order to render the equations elliptic, we fix the DeDonder

gauge for metric fields as in [44] as well as Lorentz gauge for gauge field Aµ. The

near horizon behavior of the modes is controlled by the requirement of regularity in

infalling Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates [44]. In particular, we define

{δgtx, δAx, δgxz, δBx, δB̄x, δχ1} = (1− z4)−
iω

P (1){δĝtx, δÂx,
δĝxz
f(z)

, δB̂x, δ
ˆ̄Bx, δχ̂1},

(C.23)

where P (z) ≡ f(z)/(1− z).

We solve the linear system of equations by means of discretization on a linearly

spaced grids of sizes N = 120 . . . 240. We obtain the solution by solving the resulting

algebraic linear system using Wolfram Mathematica’s LinearSolve[] routine [45].

For the sake of numerical accuracy it turns out quite useful to separate explicitly

the sources and the subleading branches of the perturbative solutions near the UV

boundary. By analyzing the equations of motion at z→0 we can write down the

expansions

δĝtx =
1

z2
δTtx + δTtx

(
−λ2 + 2

3
ω2

)
+ g̃tx(z), δÂx = δEx + Ãx(z), (C.24)

δĝxz =
1

z
δTtx

2

3
iω − δTtx

1

3
iω + zδTtx

2

3
iω(2ω2 − 3λ2) + zg̃xz(z), (C.25)

δB̂x =
√
zB̃x(z), δ ˆ̄Bx =

√
z ˜̄Bx(z), δχ̂1 = χ̃1. (C.26)

In this formulation all the boundary sources appear explicitly in the equations and

the all the functions with tildas, which we are solving for numerically, have Dirichlet

boundary conditions at z = 0 with their first derivatives corresponding to the sub-

leading coefficient in the solution. This latter coefficient is in its turn related to the

expectation value of the corresponding operator, so reading off the first derivatives of

the solutions in presence of perturbative sources we obtain the necessary two-point

functions.

⟨Jx⟩(x) = ∂zÃx(z)
∣∣∣
z=0

, ⟨Ttx⟩(x) = −∂zg̃tx(z)
∣∣∣
z=0

. (C.27)
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In order to get rid of the contribution of the contact terms we subtract the real part

of the correlator at zero frequency from the AC results [46]. As a nontrivial check of

our calculations, we make sure that ⟨JxTtx⟩(ω) matches with ⟨TtxJx⟩(ω), leading to

α = ᾱ in (3.2). Our analysis is analogous to the one described in [47].

In case of P + iP the linear perturbations, which couple to the current in x-

direction are

{δgtx, δAx, δgxz, δgty, δAy, δgyz, δBt, δBz, δB̄t, δB̄z, δΦ, δΦ̄, δχ1, δχ2} ∼ eiωt. (C.28)

The excitation of transverse current relates to the nonzero Hall conductivity in P+iP

state. Due to the considerably more complex structure of the equations, we had to

rise the numerical grid sizes to N = 360 linear points in order to produce the plots

on Figs. 2, 3.

Numerical computation of the fermionic spectrum

The Dirac equation is linear and therefore it can be solved in one step by inverting the

system of linear equations on the computational grid. We use the linear spaced grids

of the sizes N = 60 . . . 240 and interpolate the backgrounds solutions on them. The

solutions are obtained by applying Wolfram Mathematica LinearSolve[] routine to

the discretized equations.

The rescaled radial coordinate (C.11) fits perfectly to the fermionic problem,

since the solutions approach horizon as
√
f . The couplings (4.2) do not affect either

the near of the near boundary behavior of the fields. We use the ansatz

ζi ∼ ei(−ωt+kxx+kyy) (C.29)

for the fermionic components, taking into account momenta in both directions. How-

ever, all the backgrounds considered in this work are isotropic, so turning on kx or ky
momenta and matching the results allows us to check that our numeric algorithm is

consistent. In all regards we follow the standard treatment described i.e. in [34, 48].

D Perturbative treatment of the Meissner effect

In this appendix we develop the Green’s function machinery for the perturbative

treatment of the Meissner effect in holographic superconductor. We start by review-

ing the case of a scalar superconductor from [26] and then perform the calculation

in the timelike case.

As discussed in the main text we will consider the regime where the order pa-

rameter is small and neglect the backrection on the geomtry, therefore the metric

used in all calculations in this section is given by the Schwarzschild-AdS4 black hole
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ds4 =

(
1

z

)2

(−fdt2 + dx2 + dy2) +
dz2

z2f
, (D.1)

f = 1− z3, (D.2)

where we set the AdS curvature radius to 1 and rescale the radial coordinate so that

the horizon is located at zh = 1.

Scalar case

We warm up by considering the Meissner effect in an holographic superconductor

with a scalar condensate ψ Applying the magnetic field perturbatively gives us a

linearized bulk equation that, after making a Fourier transformation, reads

∂z (fAy)− k2Ay −
2q2ψAyψ

2

z2
. (D.3)

Assuming ψ ∼ ϵ→0 we perform the expansion over k and ϵ of the form

Ay = Ay00 + k2Ay01 + ϵ2q2ψAy10 + · · · , (D.4)

which after substituing in D.3, leads to a set of equations

∂z (f∂zAy00) = 0 (D.5)

∂z (f∂zAy01) = Ay00 (D.6)

∂z (f∂zAy10) =
2ψ2Ay00

z2
. (D.7)

We start by solving the equation for the leading order solution Ay00. The general so-

lution to the linear equation (D.5) can be constructed using the linearly independent

basis functions

JA(z
′) = 1, KA(z) =

∫ z

0

ds
1

f(s)
, ∂zKA(z)

∣∣∣
z→0

=
1

f(z)

∣∣∣
z→0

= 1 (D.8)

which we define using the boundary conditions

JA(z)
∣∣∣
z→1

∼ finite, KA(z)
∣∣∣
z→0

→0. (D.9)

The leading order solution to (D.5) is the bulk-to-boundary propagator satisfying

(5.2), Ay00(z)|z→0 = 1, which leads to a simple solution

Ay00 = 1. (D.10)

In order to obtain the solutions at the subleading order, we employ the Green’s

function method. We consider the Green’s function satisfying the equation

∂z (f∂zGA(z, z
′)) = δ(z − z′). (D.11)
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The solution can be represented in the form

GA(z, z
′) =

{
α1(z

′)JA(z); z > z′

α2(z
′)KA(z); z < z′

, (D.12)

where we use the boundary conditions GA(0, s) = 0, GA(1, s) < ∞. In order to

obtain α1 and α2, we use the continuity conditions

GA(z
′ + ϵ, z′) = GA(z

′ − ϵ, z′) (D.13)∫ z′+ϵ
z′−ϵ dz∂z [f(z)∂z (GA(z, z

′))] = 1, (D.14)

from which we can write it in the form

GA(z, z
′) =

1

f(z′)(KA(z′)J ′
A(z

′)− JA(z′)K ′
A(z

′))

{
KA(z

′)JA(z); z > z′

JA(z
′)KA(z); z < z′

(D.15)

Noteworthy, the denominator here is the Wronskian

W (z′) ≡ KA(z
′)J ′

A(z
′)− JA(z

′)K ′
A(z

′) = CA exp

−
z′∫
0

ds
f ′(s)

f(s)

 =
CA
f(z′)

(D.16)

and the constant CA can be evaluated by considering the basis solution at any con-

vienient point, evaluating the Wronskian at z′ = 0 we obtain using (D.8)

CA = f(0) [KA(0)J
′
A(0)− JA(0)K

′
A(0)] = −1. (D.17)

This finally gives us the Green’s function

GA(z, z
′) =

1

CA

{
KA(z

′)JA(z); z > z′

JA(z
′)KA(z); z < z′

. (D.18)

Making use of (D.18) and (D.10) we can now evaluate the corrections to the leading

solution:

Ay01(z) =
∫ 1

0
dz′GA(z, z

′)1 (D.19)

Ay10(z) =
∫ 1

0
dz′GA(z, z

′)
(

2ψ2(z′)
z′2

)
. (D.20)

Given these expressions, we can evaluate the subleading contribution to the ex-

pectation value of the current in (5.3): ⟨J̃y⟩ = ∂zÃy|z=0. Note that since we are

considering the asymptote z→0, then only the z′ > z branch of the Green’s function

will contribute to the finite integral in (D.19).

∂zAy01|z=0 =
1

CA

[∫ 1

z

dz′JA(z
′) (∂zKA(z))

]
|z=0 =

1

CA
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and

∂zAy10|z=0 =
1

CA

∫ 1

0

dz′
(
2ψ2(z′)

z′2

)
. (D.21)

Finally, given the expansion D.4 and recalling CA = −1 we obtain the current

as

∂zÃy|z=0 = −k2Ay(k)− 2I∂zAy(k) + · · · I =
∫ 1

0
ds
(
ψ2(s)
s2

)
, (D.22)

This result is equivalent to the one in [26].

Timelike case

In order to evaluate the magnetic penetration length in the timelike superconductor,

follow the same strategy, turning on the perturbative δAy component, but in this case

it couples linearly with the δBy component of the charged vector, therefore instead

of (D.3) we have to develop a perturbative solution to the system of equations (5.4).

Expanding these equations in the strength of the condensate (Bt ∼ Bz ∼ ϵ), we

get order-by-order (we focus on k = 0 case here, since this correction is identical to

the scalar case)

∂z

(
f∂zδÃ

0
y

)
=0 (D.23)

∂z

(
f∂zδÃ

2
y

)
=− 2q2B

f

(
B2
t − f 2B2

z

)
δÃy

− 4qBfBz ∂zδB
1
y − 2qB

(
∂z(fBz)−

qB
f
AtBt

)
δB1

y

∂z

(
f∂zδB̃

1
y

)
− q2B

(
ϕ2

z2
− A2

t

f

)
δB̃1

y =

=2qBfBz∂zδÃ
0
y + qB

(
∂z(fBz) +

qB
f
AtBt

)
δÃ0

y

Again, the leading order solution is δA0
y = 1. For B-field it is and δB0

y = 0, since

there are no sources, no finite boundary conditions for it. We start by solving for

δB̃1
y . The corresponding Green’s function satisfies the equation

∂z (f∂zGB(z, z
′))− q2B

(
ϕ2

z2
− A2

t

f

)
GB(z, z

′) = δ(z − z′) (D.24)

and can be constructed out of the basis functions with particular boundary condi-

tions:

JB(z)
∣∣∣
z→1

∼ finite, KB(z)
∣∣∣
z→0

→0. (D.25)
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Unlike the case of the A-field the basis functions have to be obtained solved numer-

ically. The equation for B-field Green’s function (D.24) contains the background

profiles of ϕ and At. Within our approximation of the small infinitesimal order

parameter, however, we can consistently use normal state profiles for this calculation

ϕ =

√
3

2qB
, At = µ(1− z). (D.26)

In complete analogy with the δA case the Green’s function of the B-field can be

represented as

GB(z, z
′) =

1

CB

{
JB(z

′)KB(z), z < z′

KB(z
′)JB(z), z > z′

(D.27)

with the constant CB defined as

CB = f(z′) (KB(z
′)J ′

B(z
′)− JB(z

′)K ′
B(z

′)) (D.28)

for any convenient z′.

We use this Green’s function in order to obtain δB1
y :

δB1
y(z

′) =

1∫
0

dsGB(z
′, s)qB

(
∂s(f(s)Bz(s)) +

qB
f(s)

At(s)Bt(s)

)
(D.29)

=
JB(z

′)

CB

z′∫
0

dsKB(s)H(s) +
KB(z

′)

CB

1∫
z′

dsJB(s)H(s)

H(s) ≡ qB

(
∂s(f(s)Bz(s)) +

qB
f(s)

At(s)Bt(s)

)
(D.30)

As a next step, we compute δA
(2)
y . The Green’s function is the same as in the

scalar case discussed above (D.18). The solution is

δA2
y(z) =

1∫
0

dz′GA(z, z
′)
2q2B
f(z′)

(
−Bt(z

′)2 + f(z′)2Bz(z
′)2
)

(D.31)

−
1∫

0

dz′GA(z, z
′)4qBf(z

′)Bz(z
′) ∂′zδB

1
y(z

′)

−
1∫

0

dz′GA(z, z
′)2qB

(
∂′z(f(z

′)Bz(z
′))− qB

f(z)
At(z

′)Bt(z
′)

)
δB1

y(z
′).

We can immediately calculate the current, by evaluating ∂zδA
2
y at z→0. Again in the

integrals the z′ > z region will give the dominant contribution and we can substitute
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GA(z, z
′) = JA(z

′)KA(z). We get

∂zδA
2
y(z)

∣∣∣
z→0

=
1

CA

1∫
0

dz′
2q2B
f(z′)

(
−Bt(z

′)2 + f(z′)2Bz(z
′)2
)

(D.32)

− 1

CA

1∫
0

dz′4qBf(z
′)Bz(z

′) ∂z′δB
1
y(z

′)

− 1

CA

1∫
0

dz′2qB

(
∂z′(f(z

′)Bz(z
′))− qB

f(z)
At(z

′)Bt(z
′)

)
δB1

y(z
′)

It is useful to take the integral by parts and transform the second line, getting rid of

the derivative of δB1
y :

1∫
0

dz′4qBf(z
′)Bz(z

′) ∂z′δB
1
y(z

′) =

4qBf(z
′)Bz(z

′) δB1
y(z

′)

∣∣∣∣1
0

−
1∫

0

dz′4qB∂
′
z(f(z

′)Bz(z
′)) δB1

y(z
′) (D.33)

The boundary values of the first part are both zero due to Bz(0) = 0 and f(1) = 0

and the last term transforms the third line in (D.32), which assumes the shape (We

substitute CA = −1)

∂zδA
2
y(z)

∣∣∣
z→0

= −
1∫

0

dz′
2q2B
f(z′)

(
−Bt(z

′)2 + f(z′)2Bz(z
′)2
)
−

1∫
0

dz′2H(z′)δB1
y(z

′)

(D.34)

Finally, substituting the expression for δB1
y(z

′) we get

∂zδA
2
y(z)

∣∣∣
z→0

= −2

1∫
0

dz′
q2B
f(z′)

(
−Bt(z

′)2 + f(z′)2Bz(z
′)2
)

(D.35)

− 2

1∫
0

dz′H(z′)

JB(z′)
CB

z′∫
0

dsKB(s)H(s) +
KB(z

′)

CB

1∫
z′

dsJB(s)H(s)


H(s) ≡ qB

(
∂s(f(s)Bz(s)) +

qB
f(s)

At(s)Bt(s)

)
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