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Abstract: It has been pointed out in [1] that the familiar reciprocity relation between

the conductivity σ and resistivity ρ should not be expected to hold in all possible settings,

but, as argued in [2], is rather a property that may (or may not) emerge as a consequence

of specific features, or in certain limits of interest, of a given theory. In this work, I prove

the conventional statement: ρ = σ−1, which I refer to as Ohm’s reciprocity relation, for a

large class of holographic models with d = 3+ 1 boundary dimensions. The proof involves

a generalisation of the electric-magnetic duality in the D = 4+1 bulk, the validity of which

is discussed in detail. I then confirm these findings by considering one specific model and

run numerical simulations in different settings.
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1 Introduction

Electric conduction in a vast and very diverse array of materials is described by Ohm’s

law, which prescribes that, under very few assumptions, applying a voltage V to any two

points of a piece of a conducting material results in a linearly proportional electric current

I flowing between them: V = R · I [3]. The coefficient R is the resistance of the conductor,

which depends on both its shape and the intrinsic and thermodynamic properties of the

material. To isolate the latter, it is possible to rewrite Ohm’s law in terms of locally defined

transport coefficients, named the conductivity σ and the resistivity ρ, which express a linear

relation between the current density j and the electric field E measured at a given point

in space. In simple phenomenological models – for example in the Drude model –, the two

of them are effectively interchangeable, as they are taken to be reciprocal: ρ = σ−1. I will

refer to this identity as Ohm’s reciprocity relation.

At a more fundamental level, transport coefficients such as σ and ρ can be related to

retarded correlators of an underlying quantum field theory (QFT) via the machinery of

linear response theory. In this context, they are defined by appropriate Kubo formulae [4]:

σ(ω) = lim
k→0

Gjj
ret(ω,k)

iω
, ρ(ω) = lim

k→0

GEE
ret (ω,k)

iω
, (1.1)

where GXX
ret denotes the real-time retarded two-point function of the operator X̂. While

the former is a well known result that has been present in the literature for a long time

– see for example [5–7] –, the expression for ρ is much more recent, and was originally

reported in [1] in an equivalent form involving the retarded 2-point function of a conserved

magnetic 2-form symmetry J µν :1

ρ(ω) = lim
k→0

GJJ
ret (ω,k)

iω
. (1.2)

1The equivalence of the two expressions for ρ has been discussed in [8].
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In this framework, there is no obvious relation between σ and ρ, and the reciprocity

relation becomes, in effect, a law of nature to be proven. Given the definitions (1.1) and

(1.2), it can be checked by inspection in a number of methods and settings. [2] has been a

first study in this sense, concluding that, at least in neutral states, ρ = σ−1 is an emergent

property of T ̸= 0 states in the DC limit (ω → 0), or in very special theories in which

higher order diagrammatic corrections are suppressed. The primary goal of this work is to

investigate the destiny of these claims in more general settings.

One roadblock in this programme is that, from a technical standpoint, the calculation of

DC transport coefficients from finite temperature perturbative QFT is a formidable task, as

the onset of pinching-pole singularities breaks the usual loop expansion, and diagrams of all

loop orders need to be resummed to find the correct result – see for example [9, 10]. Even in

theories in which it is possible to perform a large N expansion the DC transport coefficient

cannot be calculated by simply computing a few Feynman diagrams, but knowledge of the

solutions to a quantum Boltzmann equation is required, as outlined in [11, 12].

The situation is different for theories that possess a classical gravitational dual [13].

Within the framework of the AdS/CFT correspondence, the calculation of transport coef-

ficients is relatively straightforward, thanks to a simple prescription to calculate thermal

retarded propagators from the bulk physics [14]. In this picture, perturbations of a thermal

state are encoded in the dynamics of quasinormal modes on top of a black hole geome-

try. The accessibility of this kind of calculations made it possible to use holography to

construct toy models for strongly interacting materials with no quasiparticle excitations.

Many studies have then established a dictionary to study thermodynamic and transport

properties of phases of matter with realistic features, such as finite charge density, back-

ground electromagnetic fields, momentum dissipation and strain deformations [15–20].

While the effect of these additional features on the conductivity σ (as defined in (1.1))

has been investigated thoroughly, only a handful of examples of holographic resistivities are

available in the literature [21, 22]. These works rely on a dualisation map, also studied in

[23], that generalises the electric-magnetic duality of free Maxwell theory in D = 3+1 bulk

dimensions – which corresponds to a particle-vortex duality in the d = 2+1 boundary [24]

– to one dimension more. Its effect is to exchange a gravitational theory with an ordinary

U(1) 1-form gauge field for one containing a 2-form, which one takes to be dual to a mag-

netic 2-form symmetry on the boundary – thus introducing dynamical electromagnetism

on the boundary, as shown in [25], and allowing the calculation of the resistivity ρ through

(1.2).

Comparing values of σ and ρ requires then to prove that this map preserves the grav-

itational backgrounds, which in turn ensures that the thermodynamic properties of the

boundary state upon which the ensemble average is performed are not affected. I work

this out explicitly in Section 2 for the simple case of finite charge density and momentum

dissipation, and then spell out a criterion to identify which models with an electromagnetic

sector are expected to have a 2-form dual.

Four further sections follow. In Section 3 I consider the problem of holographic renor-

malisation in a more general setting, and elaborate on the scale-dependence of the holo-

graphic Kubo formulae for σ and ρ in d = 3 + 1 boundary dimensions. These results are
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key in proving Ohm’s reciprocity relation in the subsequent Section 4, where I show that

this identity is encoded in special properties of the background bulk metric. To further

substantiate my claim, in Section 5 I reprise the backgrounds studied in Section 2 and

proceed with a numerical calculation of the transport coefficients, showing the reciprocity

relation to hold even at finite frequency. I will then conclude in Section 6 by outlining the

boundaries of validity of the result and discuss a few possible phenomenological application

of the result, and possible future developments.

2 Dualisation map and background

According to the holographic dictionary, the thermodynamic properties of the boundary

state on which averages are calculated are encoded in the bulk background geometry. In

this section, I review how to select states with a finite charge density and momentum dissi-

pation to calculate holographic conductivities, and then show how to construct a suitable

background for the resistivity. The dualisation procedure is straightforwardly applicable to

a large class of backgrounds; exceptions will be addressed in a paragraph at the end of the

section. From now on, I specialise to homogeneous, isotropic states in d = 3+ 1 boundary

dimensions – unless otherwise stated. At the end of the section, I will comment on lower

dimensional systems, too.

Conductivity A simple model to calculate the conductivity of a charged plasma dis-

sipating momentum has been given by Andrade and Withers [17]. They consider the

gravitational action:

Sσ =

∫
d5x

√
−g

(
R− 2Λ− 1

4e2
FabF

ab − 1

2

∑
I

∂aψ
I∂aψI

)
+ Sbdy

σ , (2.1)

where Λ = −6/L2
AdS is the (negative) cosmological constant, F = dA is the tensor strength

associated to an abelian one-form gauge connection and ψI is a multiplet of scalar fields

(axions) with the index I running on the spatial coordinates of the boundary QFT: x, y

and z. The radial coordinate r is picked so that the AdS boundary sits at r → ∞. Sbdy
is a local action defined on the AdS boundary including the Gibbons-Hawking-York term

and possibly counterterms – which I discuss later. For simplicity, from now on I set both

the gauge coupling e and LAdS to unity.

The equations of motion following from (2.1) are:

□ψI = 0,

∇aF
ab = 0,

Rab + 4gab −
1

4

(
2FacFb

c − 1

3
gabF

2

)
− 1

2
∂aψ

I∂bψ
I = 0.

(2.2)

As previously stated, I will separate each field into background and fluctuation. Formally:

ψI → ψI + δψI , Aa → Aa + δAa, gab → gab + δgab. (2.3)
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In the immediate following I deal with the background part only; fluctuations will be

important when considering transport in later sections. In order to restrict to homogeneous,

isotropic, static states with no background flow, one picks the ansatz:

ψI = αxI , A = At(r) dt,

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2dxIdxI .

(2.4)

The metric coefficient f is taken to have a simple zero at a finite radius rh: f(rh) = 0.

This inserts a black brane event horizon in the bulk, which places the boundary theory in

a thermal bath. Additionally, At(rh) = 0 to ensure the gauge field to be regular on the

horizon. The linear profile of the axions spoils neither homogeneity nor isotropy as only

their derivatives appear in the action (2.1).

The expressions (2.4) can be plugged into the covariant equations (2.2) to give two

ODEs for At and f . These can in turn be solved with the aforementioned boundary

conditions on the horizon rh and the additional requirement that the time component of

the gauge field asymptotes to a constant value µ, which can be interpreted as a chemical

potential in the boundary theory. This leads to the background functions:

At(r) = µ

(
1−

r2h
r2

)
, (2.5)

f(r) =

(
1−

r2h
r2

)(
r2 + r2h −

α2

4
−
µ2r2h
3r2

)
. (2.6)

The chemical potential µ can be expressed in terms of the charge density n by noticing

that the r ≫ 1 expansion of At is, according to the holographic dictionary:

At(r) ≃ µ+
n

2r2
, (2.7)

so that: n = −2r2hµ. The two variables can then be used interchangeably.

Each bulk background configuration of the kind (2.1) is uniquely identified by 3 di-

mensionful parameters: α, n (or µ) and the temperature T , which is equal to:

T =
1

πrh

(
r2h −

α2

8
− n2

24r4h

)
. (2.8)

As the boundary theory is scale invariant, its states will be labeled by two dimensionless

ratios. For the rest of this work, I will take them to be: α/T and n/T 3.

Resistivity In order to calculate a holographic resistivity from the Kubo formula (1.2)

one needs to introduce a bulk gauge field dual to a 2-form conserved current, as outlined

in [21, 22]. With the addition of axions, a minimal action of this kind is:

Sρ =

∫
d5x

√
−g

(
R− 2Λ− 1

12ẽ2
HabcH

abc − 1

2

∑
I

∂aψ
I∂aψI

)
+ Sbdy

r . (2.9)
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Fab

Frµ

Fµν

Hµνσ

Hrµν

Habc

∗4

∗4

∗5
Fab

jµ

(∗J )µν

(∗j)µνσ

J µν

Habc

∗4

∗4

∗5

Figure 1. Left: effect of the 5d Hodge dualisation on the 4d forms induced on a radially constant

slice. Right: schematic effect on the corresponding conserved currents. By definition: J = ∗F .
Dashed arrows denote induction operations, whereas solid ones Hodge dualisations.

Here, H = dB with B a 2-form gauge field. Its gauge freedom is B → B + dΛ, with Λ a

generic 1-form. For simplicity, I will take ẽ = 1. It is then straightforward to derive the

covariant equations of motion:

□ψI = 0,

∂a(
√
−gHabc) = 0,

Rab + 4gab −
1

4

(
HacdHb

cd − 2

9
gabH

2

)
− 1

2
∂aψ

I∂bψ
I = 0.

(2.10)

Again, fields can be separated into background and fluctuations:

ψI → ψI + δψI , Bab → Bab + δBab, gab → gab + δgab. (2.11)

To make a meaningful comparison between quantities calculated from (2.1) and (2.9)

one needs to make sure to consider the same boundary state. This can be achieved by

introducing a map between the two backgrounds. It has been shown in [23] that fluctuations

of Aa and Bab on top of a neutral background can be mapped into each other via a Hodge

dualisation:

H = ∗5F, (2.12)

where ∗5 is the Hodge star in the bulk. I argue that this map naturally extends to back-

grounds, as it can be used to write one action in terms of the other:

F ∧ ∗5F = − ∗5 H ∧H = H ∧ ∗5H. (2.13)

There is an elegant interpretation of this: given a 2-form (such as Fab) in 5d and a 4d brane

at constant r, the former induces a 1- (Frµ) and a 2-form (Fµν) on the latter. Likewise, a

3-form (such as Habc) induces a 2- (Hrµν) and a 3-form (Hµνσ). If the higher-dimensional

forms are related by Hodge dualisation in the bulk (∗5), the induced fields will likewise be

related by Hodge dualisation restricted to the brane (∗4), up to multiplicative r-dependent

factors. This is depicted in the diagram in the left panel of Figure 1. Now, this diagram can

be understood in terms of conserved quantities of the boundary theory. According to the

membrane paradigm [26], these can be extended into the bulk by considering the conjugate

momenta of the dual fields with respect to a radial foliation of the bulk spacetime:

jµmb =
δSσ
δAµ,r

= −
√
−gF rµ, jµνmb =

δSr
δBµν,r

= −
√
−gHrµν , (2.14)
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(α
T
,
n

T 3

)

ψI = αxI ,

A = At(r) dt,

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2dxIdxI

ψI = αxI ,

H = ndx ∧ dy ∧ dz,

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2dxIdxI

r → ∞

H = ∗5F

Figure 2. The selected backgrounds for Sσ (magenta, left) and Sρ (violet, right) give rise to the

same boundary state (yellow, bottom) when related by the duality (2.12).

with jµmb and jµνmb asymptoting to the expectation value of the corresponding boundary

currents at r → ∞. In other terms, Frµ and Hrµν naturally encode information on the

corresponding conserved current. Hence, the diagram can be reinterpreted as in the right

panel of Figure 1. It is worth pointing out that these considerations precede the choice of

boundary conditions, and thus imply the relations between different sides of the duality

(2.12) discussed in [23].

As a first check of this picture, the background configuration for Habc obtained from

(2.5) via the dualisation (2.12) is:

H = ndx ∧ dy ∧ dz, (2.15)

which clearly asymptotes to ∗4j on the boundary, as anticipated. To further confirm the

consistency of this construction, solving the equations of motion leads to the same metric

function f in (2.6) and to the same temperature T (2.8). Hence, the backgrounds on the

two sides of the duality (2.12) have the same thermodynamic properties and describe the

same state. This is summarised in the diagram in Figure 2.

Limitations to the dualisation procedure In the example presented above, the du-

ality (2.12) has been proven to be a boundary state-preserving map by showing that it

expresses one bulk action in terms of the other, and that solving the equations of motion

on the two sides generates the same background. Such a procedure is not always possible,

and it is desirable to have a criterion to establish which gravitational actions that include

an electromagnetic sector do have a dual in terms of a 2-form field.

A simple answer comes from considering the action of the dualisation on the equations

of motion and Bianchi identity in our specific example:

d ∗5 F = 0

dF = 0

d ∗5 H = 0

dH = 0

∗5F = H

(2.16)

– 6 –



It is apparent that the action of (2.12) is to swap the two. Importantly, while Bianchi

identity is always of the form dX = 0 (where X is a tensor strength), the equation of

motion is not. Focusing on the 1-form side of the transformation, the presence of matter

fields charged under the ordinary U(1) can modify its right hand side. This would lead to

a contradiction:

d ∗5 F = ∗j ∗5F=H−−−−−→ dH = d2B = ∗j ̸= 0. (2.17)

Models such as the celebrated holographic superconductor presented in [27, 28] violate this

requirement, and thus may not have a dual description in terms of 2-forms. An analogous

conclusion is reached if the 1-form action includes a Chern-Simons term: A ∧ F ∧ F , as
it would if it were obtained through the dimensional reduction of AdS5×S5 [29, 30]. This

naturally lead to the conclusion, to be verified in further studies, that any modification of

the Maxwell (or the 2-form) equation of motion results in the impossibility to dualise the

theory, and get the same boundary state.

Lower dimensional systems It is important to stress that this construction is mean-

ingful only in 5 bulk dimensions. From the boundary viewpoint, in this case only does the

map (2.12) relate a theory with an ordinary conserved current to another with a 2-form

current. This is a consequence of ∗5F being a 3-form.

Another interesting case is the analogue construction in 4 bulk dimensions, which was

thoroughly studied in [24]. Here, the bulk dualisation becomes nothing but the electromag-

netic duality, which can be understood, in terms of the boundary theories, as a duality of

particle-vortex type. From this picture, a relation similar to the reciprocity law naturally

emerges; however, a substantial difference from the case at hand is that the lower dimen-

sionality makes the kinetic term of the photon irrelevant, so that it is removed by flowing

to the IR, as argued in the original reference – see also [31].

3 Renormalisation and Kubo formulae

In this section, I derive holographic Kubo formulae for the conductivity σ and the re-

sistivity ρ. Because of divergences in the boundary action(s), these are sensitive to the

renormalisation procedure in a precise sense which is reminiscent of the scale dependence

in theories of electromagnetism in 4d.

The explicit form of the holographic Kubo formula is expressed as customary in

Fefferman-Graham (FG) coordinates, which I write in the form adopted in [32]:

ds2 =
du2

u2
+

1

u2
γµν(u, x)dx

µdxν , (3.1)

so that the AdS boundary is located at u→ 0, and γµν has the asymptotic expansion:

γµν(u, x) ≃ ηµν + γ(2)µν (x)u
2 + γ(4)µν (x)u

4 + γ̃µν(x)u
4 log u+O(u5 log u). (3.2)

The leading coefficient in the expansion is the 4d Minkowski metric ηµν in accordance with

the spacetime being asymptotically AdS. For reference:

u(r) = exp

[
−
∫

dr√
f(r)

]
≃ 1

r
+

α2

16r3
+O(r−5). (3.3)
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This can be used to map any asymptotic expansion for r → ∞ into the corresponding one

for u → 0 (and vice versa). In the latter case, using the given metric expansion into the

covariant equations of motions for each of the two gauge fields ((2.2) and (2.10)) leads to

their FG expansions:

Aµ(u, x) ≃ A(0)
µ (x) +A(2)

µ (x)u2 + aµ(x)u
2 log u +O(u3 log u), (3.4)

Bµν(u, x) ≃ B(0)
µν (x) +B(1)

µν (x) log u+O(u log u), (3.5)

where aµ = −∂αFαµ
(0) /2, following the procedure outlined in [33]; higher order coefficients,

if needed (for example in numerical methods, see later), can be determined recursively.

Plugging the expansions respectively into the (2.1) and (2.9), one obtains the (divergent)

boundary actions:

Sσ,on-shell ⊃
∫
u=ϵ

d4xA(0)
µ

[
Aµ

(2) −
1

2

(
log u+

1

2

)
∂αF

αµ
(0)

]
+O(u log u), (3.6)

Sρ,on-shell ⊃
1

4

∫
u=ϵ

d4x
(
B(0)

µν +B(1)
µν log u

)
Bµν

(1) +O(u log u). (3.7)

These should be understood as defined on a cutoff brane (at u = ϵ) close to the AdS

boundary, to be regulated via the addition of suitable local counterterms that make the

limit ϵ→ 0 finite. The gravitational part is the same in both the actions considered and is

known to be logarithmically divergent as well [34], but this is not relevant to the present

discussion. Axions, on the other hand, do not introduce any new divergences.

The minimal prescription for holographic renormalisation is to simply remove the di-

vergences [33], and this is the scheme that, for simplicity, I will adopt. In case such

divergences are logarithmic this is nevertheless not a unique choice, as I will argue later.

Minimal renormalisation scheme To remove the divergences from the electromag-

netic sectors of the boundary actions (3.6) and (3.7), one adds the counterterms – see

[21, 32] – :

Sσ,ct = −1

4
log ϵ

∫
u=ϵ

d4xF (0)
µν F

µν
(0) , Sρ,ct = −1

4
log ϵ

∫
u=ϵ

d4xHµνHµν , (3.8)

where Hbc = n̄aHabc with n̄ an (ingoing) normal to the u = ϵ brane. One can check that

the two counterterms are mapped one into the other by the duality (2.12) by expressing it

in components. The regularised actions are then:

Sσ,reg ⊃
∫
d4xA(0)

µ

(
Aµ

(2) −
1

4
∂αF

αµ
(0)

)
, Sρ,reg ⊃

1

4

∫
d4xB(0)

µν B
µν
(1). (3.9)

Then, the currents can be identified by taking the r → ∞ (u→ 0) limit of (2.14), adapted

to the presence of counterterms:

⟨jµ⟩σ = 2Aµ
(2) −

1

2
∂αF

αµ
(0) , ⟨J µν⟩r = Bµν

(1). (3.10)

where I used subscripts in the expectation values to denote through which gravitational

theory each of them is calculated. Comparing (3.10) with (3.9) one can identify the corre-

sponding external sources, and retrieve the holographic Kubo formulae. If the background
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state is assumed to be isotropic, σ and ρ are scalars that can be evaluated by considering

charge dynamics – i.e. bulk perturbations – in a single spatial direction. Assuming that to

be x, one finds:

σ(ω) =
2δA(2)

iωδA(0)
+
iω

2
, ρ(ω) =

δB(1)

iωδB(0)
, (3.11)

where the FG coefficients appear in the asymptotic expansions of δAx and δByz.

It may appear odd that the conductivity σ is made of two terms. This is a consequence

of the FG expansion (3.4) having a logarithmic term, which is why the second term is

absent in d = 3 (or in any odd number of dimensions). However, while such a term is

clearly irrelevant as far as DC (ω → 0) transport is concerned, it has a dramatic impact at

finite frequency (AC), and a clear phenomenological interpretation. Assuming the external

source A(0) to obey Maxwell’s equation in vacuum, the expectation value of the current in

(3.10) reads:

⟨jµ⟩σ = 2Aµ
(2) +

1

2
jµext, (3.12)

where jext is the electric current needed to support the chosen A(0) profile. This suggests

that neglecting the extra term results in considering just part of the total current – the

one made of dynamical degrees of freedom. This difference is, of course, very relevant to

the topic of reciprocity, as I will show later. As for the extra factor of 2 appearing in front

of jext, a possible explanation is that the field lines it sources live in the half space u > 0,

thus making Coulomb interactions stronger by a factor of 2. This phenomenon has been

noted – albeit in one dimension less – in QED3,4, as noted in [35]. A deeper analysis, which

I leave to future work, would be needed to pinpoint the nature of this numerical prefactor

precisely.

Alternative renormalisation schemes In the previous paragraph I anticipated that

the minimal renormalisation procedure is not unique. Following [21], divergences could be

in principle tamed by introducing the alternative counterterms:

Sσ,alt-ct = −1

4
log

ϵ

C

∫
u=ϵ

d4xF (0)
µν F

µν
(0) , Sρ,alt-ct = −1

4
log

ϵ

C

∫
u=ϵ

d4xHµνHµν , (3.13)

where C is some arbitrary dimensionless number. Actions regularised in this way read:

Sσ,alt-reg ⊃
∫
d4xA(0)

µ

[
Aµ

(2) −
1

2

(
log C +

1

2

)
∂αF

αµ
(0)

]
,

Sρ,alt-reg ⊃
1

4

∫
d4x

(
B(0)

µν +B(1)
µν log C

)
Bµν

(1),

(3.14)

and lead to alternative Kubo formulae:

σ(ω) =
2δA(2)

iωδA(0)
+ iω

(
log C +

1

2

)
, ρ(ω) =

δB(1)

iω
(
δB(0) + δB(1) log C

) . (3.15)

I will refer to log C as the renormalisation parameter. Its introduction generalises the

formulae (3.11), to which (3.15) reduce upon choosing C = 1. The freedom to pick any other

value can be interpreted as the necessity to specify the energy scale under consideration, as
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proposed in [21]. This is consistent with the fact that for any C ̸= 1, the regularised actions

(3.14) contain a double-trace operator, which breaks conformal invariance on the boundary.

For a discussion of these kind of operators in holography, I refer to the discussion in [36].

Anisotropy Both (3.11) and (3.15) have been derived under the simplifying restriction

to isotropic background states, which factorises charge dynamics into distinct directions.

As I shall show later, however, the reciprocity proof applies to a larger class of states. From

the viewpoint of linear response theory, anisotropy allows sources to generate non-zero re-

sponses in orthogonal directions as well. In the gravitational dual picture, this corresponds

to a decrease in the number of independent channels in the perturbative equations. This

makes the tensor structures of σ and ρmore complicated, as the holographic Kubo formulae

become:

σ(ω)ij =
2δA

(2)
i

iωδA
(0)
j

+ iω

(
log C +

1

2

)
δij , ρ(ω)ij =

εiklδB
(1)
kl

iωεjmn

(
δB

(0)
mn + δB

(1)
mn log C

) , (3.16)

with εxyz = 1 being the totally antisymmetric symbol in 3d space. The number of indepen-

dent coefficients in the formulae is determined by residual symmetry. The introduction of a

magnetic field in a neutral background, for instance, yields to two independent resistivities,

as was shown explictily in [21].

4 An analytic proof of reciprocity

In this section I provide an analytic proof of the reciprocity relation, and discuss its validity.

As spatial momentum is equal to 0 in all Kubo formulae considered so far, I will limit my

discussion to the case of homogeneous, alternating perturbations on the boundary. I work

in FG coordinates, so that the metric tensor is given by (3.1).

The most general bulk perturbations (on both sides of (2.12)) are:

δA = (δAx(u)dx+ δAy(u)dy + δAz(u)dz) e
−iωt, (4.1)

δB = (δBxy(u)dx ∧ dy + δByz(u)dy ∧ dz + δBzx(u)dz ∧ dx) e−iωt, (4.2)

which in terms of tensor strengths are:

δF =
(
δA′

x(u)du ∧ dx− iωδAx(u)dt ∧ dx
)
e−iωt + (x→ y) + (x→ z), (4.3)

δH =
(
δB′

xy(u)du ∧ dx ∧ dy − iωδBxy(u)dt ∧ dx ∧ dy
)
e−iωt+

+(xy → yz) + (xy → zx).
(4.4)

The dualisation (2.12) acts on the 2-forms in (4.3) as:

∗5(du ∧ dx) =
√
−g
3!

guugxµεuµνσρdx
ν ∧ dxσ ∧ dxρ ≃ 1

u
dt ∧ dy ∧ dz +O(u),

∗5(dt ∧ dx) =
√
−g
3!

gtagxbεabcdedx
a ∧ dxb ∧ dxc ≃ 1

u
du ∧ dy ∧ dz +O(u),

(4.5)
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where εtxyzu = −1 is the antisymmetric symbol in 5d, and the second (approximate)

equality holds as long as the leading coefficient in the Fefferman-Graham expansion for

γµν is ηµν – i.e., if the spacetime under consideration is asymptotically AdS. Analogous

expressions can be found for du∧dy, dt∧dy, du∧dz and dt∧dz. Through these and (4.3),

one finds an alternative expression for δH, which reads, close to the AdS boundary:

δH =

(
1

u
δA′

x(u)dt ∧ dy ∧ dz −
iω

u
δAx(u)du ∧ dy ∧ dz+

+(xyz → yzx) + (xyz → zxy)

)
e−iωt +O(u).

(4.6)

Equating the result with (4.4) leads then to:

−iωδByz(u) =
1

u
δA′

x(u) +O(u), δB′
yz(u) = − iω

u
δAx(u) +O(u), (4.7)

and four additional relations obtained by considering cyclic permutations of x, y and z.

Plugging the FG expansions (3.4) and (3.5) into (4.7) leads to:

−iω
(
δB(0)

yz + δB(1)
yz log u

)
= 2δA(2)

x − ω2

(
log u+

1

2

)
δA(0)

x +O(u log u),

δB(1)
yz = −iωδA(0)

x +O(u log u),

(4.8)

and analogous expressions for cyclic permutations of x, y and z. This in turn leads to the

identifications (at u = 0):

δB(0)
yz =

2i

ω
δA(2)

x − iω

2
δA(0)

x , δB(1)
yz = −iωδA(0)

x ,

δB(0)
zx =

2i

ω
δA(2)

y − iω

2
δA(0)

y , δB(1)
zx = −iωδA(0)

y ,

δB(0)
xy =

2i

ω
δA(2)

z − iω

2
δA(0)

z , δB(1)
xy = −iωδA(0)

z .

(4.9)

These relations do not follow from a specific form of the action or background: they are

just a manifestation of the bulk duality (2.12). The only requirement is that the metric

(3.1) asymptotes to AdS. Substitution into (3.15) easily leads to the reciprocity relation for

arbitrary values of the renormalisation parameter log C in the scalar case; the anisotropic

case requires some more work – as the functional derivatives need to be re-expressed as

suitable ratios of FG coefficients – but leads to the same result. The conclusion is that:

σij(ω)ρjk(ω) = δik. (4.10)

I will postpone a discussion on the regime of validity of this formula to Section 6. Be-

fore doing so, however, I confirm its validity with a numerical study of the backgrounds

described in Section 2.

– 11 –



5 Numerical transport coefficients

This section is dedicated to the numerical calculation of the AC transport coefficients for

the backgrounds described in Section 2. As these are isotropic, one can consider charge

dynamics along a single direction (which I will pick to be the x axis); the appropriate

definitions for σ and ρ are given in (3.15).

As for the conductivity σ, one starts by considering the following perturbations:

δψx = δψ(r)e−iωt, δA = δa(r)e−iωtdx, δ(ds2) = 2r2δh(r)e−iωtdtdx. (5.1)

Plugging these expressions into (2.2) gives a set of radial ODEs that have been extensively

studied the past: in [17], they have been used to derive an analytic formula for the DC

(ω → 0) conductivity σDC, whereas the numerical result for the frequency-dependent AC

conductivity can be found in [37]. I will not discuss these equations, and quote the result

when discussing the resistivity. More detail on the physics than can be extracted from

those simple equations can be found in [20].

Similarly, in order to calculate the holographic resistivity ρ, it is convenient to consider

charge dynamics along the x direction. The relevant perturbations are, in the radial gauge:

δψx = δψ(r)e−iωt, δB = δb(r)e−iωtdy ∧ dz, δ(ds2) = 2r2δh(r)e−iωtdtdx. (5.2)

Plugging these into (2.10) one finds:

δψ′′ +

(
f ′

f
+

3

r

)
δψ′ +

ω2

f2
δψ − iαω

f2
δh = 0, (5.3)

δb′′ +

(
f ′

f
− 1

r

)
δb′ +

ω2

f2
δb− inω

f2
δh = 0, (5.4)

αδψ′ +
n

r4
δb′ − ir2ω

f
δh′ = 0, (5.5)

where primes denote a radial derivative, plus a fourth equation containing δh′′, which is

implied by the ones above. As expected, setting the charge density n to 0 decouples the

electromagnetic perturbation δb from the rest. Equations (5.3)-(5.5) are superficially simi-

lar to the ones reported in [17], but their structure – which encodes a different asymptotic

expansion – is different enough to make it impossible to repeat their argument for an

analytic DC formula.

The task of numerically integrating (5.3)-(5.5) is made simpler by picking a radial

coordinate with a compact support. An obvious candidate is z = rh/r.
2 The AdS boundary

is at z = 0 and the horizon at z = 1. Notice that z ̸= u, the latter being the FG radial

coordinate, as it can seen by substituting r for z in (3.3). In this new coordinate system

2This is not to be confused with the spatial boundary coordinate z. Context allows to distinguish the

two of them without ambiguities.
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the equations of motion become:

δψ′′ +

(
f ′

f
− 1

z

)
δψ′ +

r2hω
2

z4f2
δψ −

ir2hαω

z4f2
δh = 0, (5.6)

δb′′ +

(
f ′

f
+

3

z

)
δb′ +

r2hω
2

z4f2
δb−

ir2hnω

z4f2
δh = 0, (5.7)

αδψ′ +
z4n

r4h
δb′ −

ir2hω

z2f
δh′ = 0, (5.8)

with primes now denoting z derivatives. Boundary conditions can be imposed by studying

the IR and UV asymptotics of the equations. In the former case, solutions are required to

be radially infalling near the horizon:

δψ ∼ (1− z)−
iω

4πT

∑
n

δψ
(n)
IR (1− z)n, δb ∼ (1− z)−

iω
4πT

∑
n

δb
(n)
IR (1− z)n,

δh ∼ (1− z)−
iω

4πT
+1
∑
n

δh
(n)
IR (1− z)n.

(5.9)

Close to the UV boundary, the asymptotic expansion must take into account of possible

logarithmic terms. A simple ansatz is then:

δψ ∼
∑
n

zn
(
δψ

(n)
UV + δψ̃

(n)
UV log z

)
, δb ∼

∑
n

zn
(
δb

(n)
UV + δb̃

(n)
UV log z

)
,

δh ∼
∑
n

zn
(
δh

(n)
UV + δh̃

(n)
UV log z

)
.

(5.10)

By inserting the expansions (5.9) and (5.10) into the equations of motion (5.6)-(5.8), one

finds that all coefficients are either 0 or recursively determined from:

δψ
(0)
IR , δb

(0)
IR , δψ

(0)
UV, δb

(0)
UV, δh

(0)
UV, δψ

(4)
UV, δb̃

(0)
UV. (5.11)

There are thus 2 coefficients more than expected, as (5.6)-(5.8) form a system of 2 second

order and 1 first order ODEs, the solutions of which are uniquely determined by 5 boundary

conditions. The redundancy can be fixed by noticing that the equations of motion are

invariant under the two translational symmetries:

δψ → δψ + c1, δb→ δb+ c2, δh→ δh− iω
(c1
α

+
c2
n

)
, (5.12)

where c1 and c2 are arbitrary constants. These symmetries can be understood in terms of

a residual gauge invariance that survives the radial gauge choice in (5.2); to see this, it is

sufficient to notice that it is the action of the diffeomorphism generated by: ξa = δar ξ(r)e
−iωt

that allows to set δgrx = 0 in the first place. (5.12) are the transformations generated by

ξ(r) = const. An analogous phenomenon, which does not involve all three fields, has been

extensively reported in calculations of the conductivity, starting from [38].

Because the equations of motion (5.6)-(5.8) are linear in the perturbations, rescaling

the fields by the same constant factor leaves them invariant. All these considerations, then,

inform a strategy for the numerical calculation of the resistivity ρ:
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Figure 3. AC resistivity in absence of momentum dissipation for different values of n/T 3: 0

(violet), 1 (magenta), 2 (orange) and 4 (yellow). In the insets – which depict the small frequency

behavior – the additional value 8 (grey, dashed) has been plotted.

• select a background state identified by (α/T, n/T 3);

• start integrating (5.6)–(5.8) numerically from z = 1 towards z = 0, fixing one of the

two free IR coefficients to 1 and leaving the other free;

• fix the latter by requiring the combination ωδψ
(0)
UV−iαδh

(0)
UV to vanish, and set δh

(0)
UV =

0 via (5.12). This ensures that only the electromagnetic source is turned on;

• read the resistivity off at the boundary z = 0 using (3.15).

The outcome of numerical calculations is summarised in Figures 3, 4 and 5; unless

otherwise stated, the calculations have been performed with log C = 0. In all of the cases

under consideration, inverse conductivities and resistivities are indistinguishable to the

precision of the integration algorithms used. This constitutes direct evidence in support of

the analytic argument presented above.

On top of that, a number of other features comply with predictions valid for the

holographic conductivity. Figure 3 shows that in absence of momentum dissipation (α = 0)

ρDC = 0 whenever n ̸= 0. This is consistent with the fact that in such states the imaginary

part of the holographic conductivity σ diverges for small frequencies, as argued in [16].

Unlike it, in addition, the real part of ρ does go smoothly to its expected DC value, which

has to be 0 on the grounds of translational symmetry.

Such symmetry can be broken by setting a finite value to α/T ; for those states, the

DC conductivity takes the analytic value calculated in [17]. The numerical AC resistivities

approach smoothly, in the DC limit, its inverse. This is depicted in Figure 4, which

suggests that the stronger the momentum dissipation, the more resistive the phase under

consideration. This is intuitive and reminiscent of the Joule effect. Another notable effect

is the disappearance of the one of the two minima of the imaginary part as momentum

dissipation increases.

Lastly, I consider the effect of a non-zero renormalisation parameter log C on the trans-

port coefficients. AC resistivities at different energy scales are reported in Figure 5. An
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Figure 4. AC resistivity at n/T 3 = 4 for different values of α/T : 0 (yellow), 0.25 (orange), 0.5

(magenta), 1 (violet) and 1.5 (grey, dashed). The circles are the inverses of the appropriate analytic

DC prediciton of [17]. Insets depict the small frequency behavior of the curves.

Figure 5. AC resistivity at n/T 3 = 4, α/T = 0.25 for different value of the renormalisation

parameter log C: 0.5 (yellow), 0.25 (orange), 0 (magenta), -0.25 (violet), -0.5 (grey, dashed). The

last value corresponds to calculate σ without external contribution – see (3.11) and the discussion

that follows.

interesting feature is the fact that, while positive values of log C make the imaginary part

of ρ more negative – and the system less resistive –, there appears to be a critical negative

value in the interval (−0.5,−0.25) below which Im(ρ) > 0 for some finite range of frequen-

cies. It is also worth noticing that the different behavior of the magenta and dashed, grey

curves in Figure 5 is direct evidence of the fact that the inverse conductivity (3.11) without

the second term does not invert to the correspondent resistivity.

6 Discussion

The main result of this work is the formula (4.10), which I derived analytically and con-

firmed numerically in a number of simple settings. Another important milestone is the

dualisation criterion enunciated towards the end of Section 2. These inform two possible

future developments: the search for deviations from (4.10) in holography, and the existence

of loopholes to the contradiction in (2.17).
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Regarding the former, the result does not seem to heavily depend on the specific form

of the actions (2.1) and (2.9), but on the dualisation relation relating them. This is clarified

by the calculation I presented, in which the equations and boundary conditions that lead

to the specific profile of either δA or δB play no role; the actions enter the discussion only

through the Kubo formulae, which are fixed by the quadratic nature of the electromagnetic

part of the action. The expectation is then that any two actions, quadratic in F , H and

related by (2.12) – i.e., avoiding the contradiction (2.17) – should produce the same result.

There are nonetheless a few extra conditions that need to be met in order to obtain the

result:

• the metric must be asymptotically AdS close to the UV boundary;

• the boundary currents must follow from (2.14);

• the bulk must be entirely described by classical fields.

The last observation suggests that stringy corrections may, at least in principle, produce

a deviation from (4.10). From the boundary viewpoint, this would amount to considering

finite-N corrections, which have been shown in [2] to be very relevant to the validity of the

statement. Concretely, this could be achieved by considering curvature-square corrections

to Einstein gravity, for instance by adding to the action a Gauss-Bonnet-type term, as in

[39, 40].

The conditions listed above are nevertheless met by a large class of holographic models.

One such example are the the magnetic brane solutions studied in [18, 41], which describe

boundary states with uniform background magnetic fields. These are of particular interest

as they offer a simple tool to study properties of matter in strong magnetic fields. This

is a notoriously hard task if undertaken with conventional methods – see [42] for a new

approach with novel EFT techniques –, but of the utmost importance to shed some light

into the phenomenology of nuclear matter in neutron stars, and possibly – by considering

different horizon topologies – to give insights into Tokamak physics. Specifically, one could

investigate whether gravitational instabilities in the bulk translate into plasma instabilities

on the boundary [43, 44].

On the other hand, exceptions to the contradiction (2.17) at the heart of the proposed

criterion for dualisation could come from a modification of the map (2.12), and allowing

violations of the Bianchi identities dX = 0. In D = 3 + 1 bulk dimensions, this can

be understood in terms of the introduction of magnetic monopoles in the dual theory; in

D = 4 + 1, no such clear interpretation is readily available. Regardless, advances on this

front could eventually lead to a procedure to dualise holographic models with U(1)-charged

matter.
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