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Abstract: In this paper, we focus on the possible correlation between conjectures KSS

bound and weak gravity conjecture (WGC). The hydrodynamic values KSS bound and

weak gravity conjecture constraint the low-energy effective field theory. These conjectures

identify UV complete theories. We give four, six and eight order derivative corrections to

corresponding action and employ the hyperscaling violating charged AdSd+2 black brane

solution. These corrections lead us to find correlation between conjectures KSS bound

and weak gravity conjecture. We see that, with increasing perturbation correction, this

correlation is more likely to appear. We consider dynamical constant z = 1, d = 5 and

obtain the range of hyperscaling violation exponent d+ z− 2 ≤ θ ≤ d+ z− 1 for the above

mentioned black brane. Here, we show that higher derivative corrections reduce the ratio of
M
Q to extremal black holes. Likewise, we also obtain the universal relaxation bound τ ≥ 1

πT

and KSS bound η
s ≥ 1

4π for our model. The results indicate that there is a possibility of

a relationship between the two conjectures. Our studies also show the consistency of the

WGC and the KSS bound conjectures for all corrections (except curvature-cubed, β2) in

the extremal and near-extremal condition.
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1 Introduction

As we know string theory proves that there is some extra dimension and the physical

properties of (3+1)-dimension phenomena depend on the choice of a small compact space.

The existence of allowed small space give us many effective field theories in (3+1) dimension

with consistence and inconsistence quantum gravity . The effective field theory (EFT) that

is consistent with quantum gravity is called the landscape. However, many effective theories

are inconsistent and do not derive from string theory, they belong to the swampland. Such

theory is an EFT but is not consistent with quantum gravity. How can we determine the

difference between landscape and swampland and than say that such a theory is perfectly

compatible with quantum gravity? There are some fundamental solution of EFT or some
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universal test to distinguish between the two theory as landscape and swampland. One of

the criteria for the distinguishes of two theories is weak gravity conjecture (WGC). Here it

means that gravity is always the weakest force [1–10]. Here we first try to explain WGC

conjecture with the present of charged particle and black hole. As we know, the electric

force between the elementary charge states is stronger than the gravitational attraction

between them[11–17]

(Fe =
q2

r2
) ≥ (Fg =

m2

r2
) −→ q ≥ m (1.1)

On the other hand, in the black hole, WGC is established in extremal conditions M = Q

and T = 0. When a black hole does Hawking-radiation, the particles will out from it with

mass m and charge q. This means Q− q ≤M −m; as a result, we have M = Q −→ q ≥ m.

The mode of m = q only occurs in the case of supersymmetry (the PBS state) and global

symmetry. On the other hand, there are no such symmetries in the QG theory, so quantum

corrections must remove the parameters of the black hole from their classical extremal

values. In that case, even to extremal limit the corresponding corrections allow black holes

to disappear. There are two possible predictions for quantum correction of black holes,
M
Q ≤ 1 and M

Q ≥ 1. Calculations for various corrections show that the condition of M
Q ≤ 1

is satisfied [18–25, 97].

Here, to investigate the corresponding effective field theory and find the distinguishing

of landscape and swampland we give some higher order derivative correction to the corre-

sponding action. We know that Einstein’s theory of gravity works well in the field of weak

gravity, but when the scales become very small, the curvature becomes significant. At such

scales, the Euclidean topological structure is improbable. The gravitational quantum fluc-

tuations near the Planck length are so severe that they may impose a dynamical variable

on the topological structure of the universe. The power of quantum effects on gravitational

interactions in this range can be understood. As a result, we need to use generalized La-

grangian instead of Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian. Here we note that higher-order terms are

unconstrained terms and also independent of the original theory[25–41].

In this paper, we use two special correction terms. Our first correction terms are

Gauss-Bonnet, with two corrections related to charge α1 + α3,

α1R
2 + α2(R

2
abcd + 4R2

ab +R2) + α3R
2
ab. (1.2)

and the second terms is curvature-cubed. These two corrections do not change under field

invariant and do not break the supersymmetry. They are related to non-supersymmetry

CFTs,

β1(R
ab

mnR
mn

pcR
pc

ab) + β2(R
ab

cdR
cq

pqR
dp

qb). (1.3)

The last terms here is an eighth-order derivative that describes the expansion of general

relativity with the string theory in sub-scale energies,

γ1(RbcdmR
bcdm)

2
+ γ2(RbcdmR̄

bcdm)
2
+ γ3(RbcdmR̄

bcdmRbcdmR
bcdm). (1.4)

For simplicity, we skipped the Maxwell field corrections in the corresponding model and

postponed it to work later. All the above corrections at Planck scale are essential for the
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describing of full QG . However, a small area can be considered where these reforms prevail.

By calculating the various constraints, we take a step towards the quantum mechanical

regime. In that case we take advantage from Abbot-Deser-Tekin method (ATD)and obtain

the gravitational mass of these corrections. This method is fully described in subsection

3.1.

Another case for distinguishing landscape from swampland is to investigate some hy-

drodynamic values in the asymptotically AdS space-time. These values are presented as

a conjecture for the holographic field theory of dual. As we know, AdS/CFT conjecture

is coming from holography and black hole objects play an important role in such conjec-

ture. On the other hand, due to Hawking-radiation black hole objects follow statistical

mechanics, so they have temperature and entropy. Quantum mechanics can be said to be a

diffusion and attenuate theory at the fundamental level. It can be said that the asymptoti-

cally AdS space-time with event horizon is interpreted as thermal states in the field theory

of dual, this means that the slight perturbations of a black hole or black brane correspond

to minor deviations from the thermodynamic equilibrium in the field theory of dual. Our

corrections lead to perturbation in the behavior of the black hole and black brane. Also

here we say that the disturbance causes a similar behavior to hydrodynamics [42–53]. As we

know, hydrodynamics is an effective theory that describes the system’s dynamics at large

distances and time scale. According to the general second law of thermodynamics (GSL),

the universal relaxation bound τ is related to the mean free path ℓmtp, which is given by,

ℓmtp ∼ τ ∼
1

T
, (1.5)

ℓmtp limits the description of hydrodynamics. These holographic arguments help to link

quantum field theory to gravity. As a result, GSL is a powerful law that connects quan-

tum theory, gravity and thermodynamics with respect to each other. Another factor that

characterizes the universal relaxation properties of perturbation fluids is the lower limit of
η
s ≥ 1

4π or KSS bound (Kovtun-Starinets-Son)[54–66]. Fluids respond to perturbations in

two ways: the first leads to the sound state, which is caused by longitudinal oscillations,

and the second leads to the shear viscosity state, which arises from transverse oscillations.

The shear viscosity state η
s indicates how close a fluid is to perfection. This value is equal

to ~

4πkB
for a set of the quantum field theory with strong interactions whose dual descrip-

tion involves black holes in AdS space-time . This boundary is saturated for the theory

of boundary fields in finite’t Hooft coupling and the number of colors Nc. Such theories

are Einstein’s gravity dual; these corrections show that it increases η
s .[2]. Another proof

of conjecture is obtained from the explicit calculations of the α′ correction leading to type

IIB string theory, which is compacted into 5-dimensions[2]. Also, the above corrections

show that η
s can be violated[2]. The first time that η

s does not disappear is the 6-derivative

correction. From thermal field theory point of view , the calculation of shear viscosity

through Kubo’s formula, the poles of the stress-energy tensor correlation function and the

equation of state D = η
sT have the same results. We also compute the diffusion equation

for our model. We relate the fluid behavior of the boundary theory to the fluid of the

bulk [2]. It seems that our knowledge of the relationship between hydrodynamics and the
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physics of black holes is still incomplete, and this article improves our understanding of this

issue[67–81].

Another perturbation that causes the species’ hydrodynamic behavior in black holes is

the entry of Dilaton into it. Another application of the AdS/CFT is the study of coupled

systems near critical points. At these points, the system has scale symmetry and is described

by a CFT theory. In many physical systems, critical points are represented by a dynamic

scale, under which the space-time scale varies,[82–87].

ds2 = r
−2θ
d (−r2zdt2 + dr2

r2
+ r2d~x2), (1.6)

d, z and θ are the dimension of space-time, the dynamic constant, and hyperscaling vio-

lations parameter, respectively. We consider d = 5, z = 1 and d − 2 + z ≤ θ ≤ d − 1 + z

in our background. This metric is not inherently relativity, so that it can be considered

for a toy model. In the geometries of non-relativistic hyperscaling, the violation can also

be considered an effective holographic description that lives in a finite branch r. The QFT

states show its boundary in UV cutoff. For such theories, Einstein’s gravity must be include

the Abelian gauge field. In this article, we investigate Einstein-Hilbert-Maxwell-Dilaton’s

theory (EHMD). This is a reasonable extension of the scalar-tensor theory, which is based

on the low-energy approximation of string theory and its space based on the geometries of

Lifshitz-like black brane[88–96].

All above mentioned information give us motivation to organize paper as follow. In

section 2, we describe the action and solution of the equations corresponding to of matter

Lagrangian ǫǫ . In section 3, we first obtain the gravitational mass from the ADT method

for the above mentioned corrections, then we calculate the mass-to-charge ratio for all terms

of action. In section 4, we calculate the hydrodynamic values, including the ratio of shear

viscosity to entropy density, etc. In section 5, we specify the common constraint of WGC

and KSS bound, for all corrections. In the last section 6, we describe the results of our

work.

2 The Einstein-Hilbert-Maxwell-Dilaton with corrections

In the beginning, to make exciting action for our model we use higher-order curvature

corrections . Using various references such as [95, 96], we tried to get solution of the

corresponding corrected action.

In that case, we show that the solution of action correspond to hyperscaling viola-

tion charged AdSd+2 black brane. On the other hand, such action can identified by the

constraints of commonalities of the two theories as WGC and KSS bound. So, the above

mentioned action with corresponding constraints lead us to obtain two parameters of hy-

perscaling violation metric as θ and dynamical scaling z. Here, we face by two part in

action as geometric with higher derivatives ℓG and matter part of Lagrangian as ℓm. So,
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the corresponding action in (d+ 2) dimension is given by,

S =
1

16πGd+2

∫

dd+2x
√−g(R− 2Λ + ℓG + ℓm),

ℓG = α1R
2 + α2(R

2
abcd + 4R2

ab +R2) + α3R
2
ab + β1(R

ab
mnR

mn
pcR

pc
ab) + β2(R

ab
cd

Rcq
pqR

dp
qb) + γ1(RbcdmR

bcdm)
2
+ γ2(RbcdmR̄

bcdm)
2
+ γ3(RbcdmR̄

bcdmRbcdmR
bcdm),

ℓm = −1

4

2
∑

i=1

eλiφF 2
i −

1

2
(∂φ)2 + υ0e

υφ , R̄bcdm = εbcanR
andm

(2.1)

υ0, υ, λ1,2 and Λ are free parameters and cosmological constant respectively. In order to have

quantum gravity in the Planck scale we essential to consider higher derivative correction

terms. We note here the couplingsα1,3, α2, β1,2 and γ1,2,3 are charge, the Gauss-Bonnet,

the curvature-cubed and curvature-quartile respectively. In the matter part of lagrangian,

we need to find gravitational theories in the framework of the AdS/CFT that describe the

gravity of critical points (Like Lifshitz fixed points). Therefore, in this section, we consider

the EHMD model. This model consists of a scalar field φ and two gauge fields U(1), one

for charge and the other along with scalar field generated an anisotropic scaling. We also

use a typical exponential potential of string theory for the dilaton field. This potential is

crucial to achieving a solution for this action and can be found near the horizons of different

branes. We employ the equation of motion corresponding to matter Lagrangian ℓM [95].

τmatter =
1

2

2
∑

i=1

eλiφ(F c
i aFicb − F 2

i

gab
2d

) +
1

2
∂aφ∂bφ− υ0eυφ

gab
d
,

∇2φ = −υ0eυφυ +
1

4

2
∑

i=1

λie
λiφF 2

i , ∇a(
√−geλiφF ab

i ) = 0,

(2.2)

The solution of matter sector without the higher derivatives terms is given by,

ds2 =
−rz(rd+z −Mrθ +Q2r2(θ+1))

rd+
2θ
d

dt2 +
rz+d−2− 2θ

d

(rz+d −Mrθ +Q2r2(θ+1))
dr2 + r2d~x2,

F2 = Qr(θ+1−d−z)e

√

1−z+ θ
d

2(θ−d)
ϕ0
√

2(θ − d)(θ + 2− d− z),

eφ = eϕ0r

√

2(θ−d)(1−z+ θ
d
)
, λ2 =

√

2(1− z + θ
d)

θ − d ,

(2.3)

where K = 0 is flat space-time and l = 1 is AdS radius. Here, M and Q are the mass and

charge of the black hole, respectively. In the next section to include the terms of higher-

derivatives ℓG in the solution, first one can obtained the gravitational mass by the ADT

method.

3 The weak gravity conjecture

In this section, we are going to calculate the extremality condition of WGC. First, we use

ADT method and obtain energy ℓG, then we couple corresponding theory to the gauge and
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dilaton fields, and finally we calculate the ratio of M/Q.

3.1 The gravitational mass with the ADT method

Now we are to going briefly describe the ADT method. Our way is similar to the Landau-

Lifshitz method, which is asymptotically flat space-time. In this method, we obtain the

equations of motion corresponding to the action. Here, the gravitational theory is given by,

Ψab(g,R,R
2, R3, R4, ...) = ωτab, (3.1)

where ω and τ are gravitational coupling and stress-energy tensor of matter. For lineariza-

tion, we decompose the metric into gab = ḡab + hab. Metric ḡab is to the equations (2.1)

with τab = 0, in this mode we have E = 0 in this mode. Also here, the deviation hab is

for the linear state that relates to our gravitational terms and it disappears infinitely. The

effective stress-tensor can be obtained by linearization,

Θ(ḡ)abcdh
cd = ψab = ωTab, (3.2)

where Θ(ḡ) is the hermitian operator that depends on the background metric. The equation

(2.2) is obtained by the generalized Bianchi identity ∇̄aψab = 0, the covariant conservation

of the stress tensor ∇̄aTab = 0 and by placing gab. Then, to calculate a conserved charge,

we use the tensor Tab. In this method, the gravitational mass (corresponding energy) can

be obtained by the following integral,

E =

∫

ς
dd−1x

√
ḡςnaT

abξ̄b, (3.3)

According to the above equation, using time-like Killing vectors ξ̄b and a constant-time

hypersurface ς with normal unit vector na, one can write energy as integral of bulk. We

can now express the conserved current T abξ̄b as a complete derivative of potential Γab, it

means that T abξ̄b = ∇̄aΓ
ab. The upper bulk integral can be written as a boundary integral,

and rb is the boundary unit.

E =

∫

∂ς
dd−2x

√

ḡ∂ςnarbΓ
ab, (3.4)

Now, we are going to calculate the corresponding energy (gravitational mass). As we

know such energy is calculated for the six-derivative and the four-derivative theories by

[96]. Now, we take advantage from [96] and obtain the above mentioned energy for the

eight-derivative theory. The equation motion correspond to action (2.1) is obtained by the

following expression,

− 16πGd+2√−g
δSm
δgab

= Rab −
1

2
gabR+ Λgab + ψ

(i)
ab = 16πGd+2τab, (3.5)
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where ψ
(i)
ab corresponds to the equation of motion for the i=4, 6, and 8-derivative corrections,

which are given by,

ψ4
ab =2α1R(Rab −

1

4
Rgab) + (2α1 + α3)(−∇b∇a + gabg

ab∇b∇a)R + α3g
ab∇b∇a(Rab

− 1

2
Rgab) + 2α2[RRab − 2RadbcR

dc +RadcpRb
dcp − 2RadR

d
b −

1

4
(R2

pfcd − 4R2
cd

+R2)gab] + 2α3(Radbc −
1

4
Rdcgab)R

dc,

(3.6)

ψ6
ab =

1

2
[−6β1∇f∇c(Ra

cpqRpq
f
b) + 3β2∇f∇c(RaqpbR

cqpf −Ra
qpfRc

qpb) + β1(3Rdapc

RpcmnRd
bmn −

1

2
Rde

pcR
pcmnRmndegab) + β2(3R

n
acdR

cq
pnR

d
q
p

b −
1

2
Rne

cd

Rcq
pnR

d
q
p

egab)] +
1

2
[a←→ b],

(3.7)

ψ8
ab =γ1(8Ranbc∇n∇cRbcdmR

bcdm +
gab
2

(RbcdmR
bcdm)2) + γ2(8Rapbn∇p∇nRbcdmR̄

bcdm

+ (RbcdmR̄
bcdm)2

gab
2
) + γ3(4R̄apbn∇p∇nRbcdmR

bcdm + 4Rapbn∇p∇nRbcdmR̄
bcdm

+
gab
2
RbcdmR̄

bcdmRbcdmR
bcdm),

(3.8)

Then, by placing the Riemann tensor, Ricci tensor and the scalar curvature in d + 2-

dimensions in the above equations, we obtain AdS solution with the effective cosmological

constant A.1,

32(d + 2)2(γ3 + γ2 + γ1)

d4(d+ 1)2
Λ4
eff +

4(d − 4)(dβ2 + 4β1)

d3(d+ 1)2
Λ3
eff

+
2(d− 2)(α3 +

d(d−1)
(d+1) α2 + (d+ 2)α1)

d2
Λ2
eff + Λeff = Λ

(3.9)

Therefore, the perturbation solution of cosmological constant Λeff is given by,

Λeff =Λ− 2(2− d)(−α3 − (2 + d)α1)

d2
Λ2 − 2(2− d)(1 − d)α2

d(2 + d)
Λ2 +

16(4 − d)β1
d3(1 + d)2

Λ3

+
4(4− d)β2
d2(1 + d)2

Λ3 − 32(2 + d)2(γ3 + γ2 + γ1)

d4(1 + d)2
Λ4 +

8(−2 + d)2(α3 + (2 + d)α1)
2

d4

Λ3 +
8(−1 + d)2(−2 + d)2α2

2

d2(1 + d)2
Λ3 +

16(−1 + d)(−2 + d)2(α3 + (2 + d)α1)α2

d3(1 + d)
Λ3

+
32(−4 + d)2(4β1(β2d

2 + 4β1) + d2β22)

d6(1 + d)4
Λ4 + ...,

(3.10)
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According to gab = ḡab + hab and appendix A, we linearize the equation of motion and

obtain the stress tensor Tab,

16GπTab =

[

1 +
4((d + 2)α1 + α3)

d
Λeff +

4(1− d)(2 − d)α2

d(1 + d)
Λeff −

48(2d + 1)β1
d2(d+ 1)2

Λ2
eff +

12(3d − 2)β2
d(d+ 1)2

Λ2
eff +

32(d + 2)(γ1 − γ2 + γ3)

d3(d+ 1)2
Λ3
eff

]

(RL
ab −

1

2
ḡabRL

− 2Λeff

d
hab) +

[

2α1 + α3 +
24β1

d(d+ 1)
Λeff +

128(γ1 + γ2 + γ3)

d2(d+ 1)2
Λ2
eff

]

(ḡabḡ
ab

∇̄a∇̄b − ∇̄a∇̄b +
2Λeff

d
ḡab)RL +

[

α3 +
6(8β1 − β2)
d(d+ 1)

Λeff

]

(ḡab∇̄a∇̄b(R
L
ab

− 1

2
ḡabRL −

2Λeff

d
hab)−

2Λeff

d
ḡabRL),

(3.11)

RL
ab and RL are the linearized Ricci tensor and scalar curvature. As we have stated, ∇̄aTab =

0; therefore, T abξ̄b = ∇̄aΓ
ab, we can obtain potential Γab. Hence, the second and third terms

of equation (3.11) will not affect on the energy. And also, in our black brane model (2.1)

will fall off at infinity. It means that,

∇̄a(ḡabḡ
ab∇̄a∇̄b − ∇̄a∇̄b +

2Λeff

d
ḡab)RL = 0

∇̄a(ḡab∇̄a∇̄b(R
L
ab −

1

2
ḡabRL −

2Λeff

d
hab)−

2Λeff

d
ḡabRL) = 0,

(3.12)

So for the first term of equation (3.11),one can obtain the potential Γab as,

16GπΓab =

[

1 +
4((d + 2)α1 + α3)

d
Λeff +

4(d− 1)(d − 2)α2

d(d+ 1)
Λeff −

48(2d + 1)β1
d2(d+ 1)2

Λ2
eff

+
12(3d − 2)β2
d(d+ 1)2

Λ2
eff +

32(d + 2)(γ1 − γ2 + γ3)

d3(d+ 1)2
Λ3
eff

]

(ξ̄p∇̄ahbp − ξ̄p∇̄bhap

−ξ̄b∇̄ah+ ξ̄b∇̄ph
ap + ξ̄a∇̄bh− ξ̄a∇̄ph

bp + hap∇̄bξ̄p − hbp∇̄aξ̄p + h∇̄aξ̄b),

(3.13)

We note here that the energy is located in the couplings. Finally, using equations (3.4),

(3.10) and (3.13), we can obtain the energy of perturbation case, which is given by.

E =
md

32Gπ
(1 +

4((d + 2)α1 + α3)

d
Λeff +

4(1 − d)(2− d)α2

d(1 + d)
Λeff −

48(2d + 1)β1
d2(d+ 1)2

Λ2
eff

+
12(3d − 2)β2
d(d+ 1)2

Λ2
eff +

32(d + 2)(γ1 − γ2 + γ3)

d3(d+ 1)2
Λ3
eff ),

(3.14)

where E0 =
md

32Gπ is the case of non-correction of action. Due to the perturbation of equation

(3.11) , our energy is also corrected by the corresponding terms.
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3.2 The Ratio M/Q

To obtain a ratio of M to Q, we consider the following general ansatz,

ds2 = gttdt
2 + grrdr

2 + gxxd~x
2 (3.15)

The solution of equation (2.1) without corrections is given by,

gtt =r
4+2z−θ(−1 +Mr2(θ−

d
2
− θ

d
) −Q2r2(1−d−z+3 θ

2
− θ

d
)),

grr =r
−2θ
d (r6 −Mr(6−d−z+θ) +Q2r2(4−d−z+θ))−1,

gxx =r2(1−
θ
d
),

(3.16)

The corrections solution is fully described in appendix B. For the non-correction mode,

we take rh as the radius of the outer horizon and put it in f(r) (2.3) to get M(rh) =

r1/2(1 +Q2rh). Then from f(rh, r) = 0, we calculate Q1
2 = −rd+z−θ+rh

d+z−θ

r2−d−z+θ−rh2−d−z+θ . Hawking’s

temperature can be obtained by general formula of black hole, which is given by,

T = − ∂rgtt
4π
√−gttgrr

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=rh

(3.17)

In that case the corresponding temperature for non-correction mode will be as,

T(0) =
r4+z

2π
(2+z− 2θ

d
+M

rθ−d−z

2
(d−z−4+ 2θ

d
−θ)−Q2r2(θ+1−d−z)(d−3+ θ

d
−θ)) (3.18)

By placing M(rh) obtained from (2.3) and examining the extremal condition T = 0,

Q2
2 =
−rd+z−θ(θ − 2d− dz)(d2 + θ − d(3 + θ)) + rh

d−θ+z(d2 + 2θ − d(4 + θ + z))

2r2−d−z+θ(d2 + θ − d(3 + θ))− rh2−d+θ−z(d2 + 2θ − d(4 + θ + z))
(3.19)

In the extremal case, by setting Q1
2 = Q2

2, the θ range is obtained d−2+z ≤ θ ≤ d−1+z.
This range is where the outer and inner horizons coincide. Now again we write the non-

correction temperature for d = 5, z = 1 and on average of θ = 4.5, also we place r = rh
and M = r1/2(1 +Q2r).

T0(r,Q) =
r4

8π
(Q2 + 3r) (3.20)

The extremal condition is setting to Q2 = −3r. We also calculated the Hawking tempera-

ture of the corrected solution, and we have given it in appendix C.

On the other hand, we know that in the dual CFT, the temperature and time must

be set to TCFT ≡ leff and t → t/leff . Also, the energy density of the field theory is

obtained by M ≡ leffE. To compare the corrected solutions with the non-corrected ones,

the temperature must not change at higher order-correction. It means that M
Q is written

in terms of TCFT instead of r. To do this, we fix the new parameter r̃ in TCFT .

TCFT (r̃, Q) =
r̃4

8π
(Q2 + 3r̃) (3.21)

We get r based on r̃ to remove r in all terms in favor of r̃ by solving equation TCFT ≡
leffT . Then we make sure that the corrected and non-corrected solutions have the same
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temperature. The non-corrected mode is r = r̃, and for the rest of the higher order-

derivative terms, it is calculated similarly in the extermal solution, Q2 = −3r̃.
Now we calculate (MQ )

0
for the non-correction state. Mass is obtained through the

metric (3.16) and perturbation energy E0 (3.14), M0 =
5r̃1/2

32Gπ (Q
2+r̃). The charge is obtained

for Γab =
√−geλiφF ab

i and (2.3) by solving integral (3.4), Q0 = i√
2
Qr̃

( 3i
√

10
− 1

2
)
exp(9iϕ0√

10
).

As a result,

(
M

Q
)
0

=
5
√
2 exp( 9√

−10
ϕ0)

32Gπi
(Q2 + r̃)

r̃
3

√

−10
+1

Q
(3.22)

Hence, all correction terms are calculated by appendix B with placing (r̃ = 1).

M

Q
=(
M

Q
)
0

(1− α1

[42(291.6 + 459.7Q2 + 177Q4 + 8.4Q6)

291.01 + 566.4Q2 + 295.2Q4 + 19.8Q6

]

− α2

[48(132 + 139Q2 + 7Q4)

264 + 287Q2 + 23Q4

]

−α3

[192(1 + 1.5Q2 + 0.6Q4 + 0.05Q6)

15.6 + 32.1Q2 + 19Q4 + 2.5Q6

]

− β1
[5376(1 + 1.3Q2 + 0.07Q4 − 0.1Q6)

70.1 + 87.2Q2 − 23.7Q4 − 40.8Q6

]

+β2
[4160(1 + 1.5Q2 + 0.5Q4 + 0.02Q6)

32 + 61.7Q2 + 31.3Q4 + 1.6Q6

]

+ γ2
[168(24.2 + 38.9Q2 + 9.9Q4 − 1.5Q6)

27.5 + 43.8Q2 + 10.08Q4 − 6.1Q6

]

−(γ1 + γ3)
[ 168(12.9 + 20.4Q2 + 7.9Q4 + 0.4Q6)

291.01 + 566.4Q2 + 295.2Q4 + 19.8Q6

]

+ .)

(3.23)

At extremality case as Q2 = −3, one can write following expression,

M

Q
=

4.08

16Gπ
e−2.84iϕ0(1−16.3α1−27.3α2−6.6α3−20.06β1+48.8β2−68.4(γ1+γ3)+42.1γ2+.)

(3.24)

The perturbation of black holes in the extremal and near-extremal states is satisfied by the
M
Q ≤ 1 condition . Our results show that the establishment of this condition depends on

the sign of the couplings. In section 5, we examine both α1 > 0 and α1 < 0 modes for all

couplings.

4 The Hydrodynamics

As a mentioned before another approach of distinguishing a landscape from swampland is

KSS bound which is coming from hydrodynamic side. For this reason in this section we

describe hydrodynamics and its values.

4.1 Limits of thermodynamic

As we know, the second law of thermodynamic is the bridge between quantum theory,

gravity and thermodynamics. According to it, the entropy of Smatter+Shole never decreases

in the interaction between matter and black hole. It predicts the quantity of entropy

generally will be universal. We note here, this corresponding law creates two quantum

constraints. I. The minimum length scale:

The first constraint coming from minimum length scale and there is a specific length range
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to the thermodynamic system. It is ℓmin = 1
2πT for a fluid with zero chemical potential.

So, our corrections lead us to have following expression,

ℓmin = (9× 1015 − 342784.2α1 − 0.3α3− 0.09β1− 159.08iβ2 +1467.5i(γ1 + γ3)+311229iγ2)

(4.1)

The temperature for term α2 is zero, which means that we have infinite length. Generally,

one can say that here hydrodynamics is an effective theory for perturbation of Gauss-Bonnet

at all lengths. Other above values also indicate the effectiveness of the hydrodynamics

theory for perturbations of hyperscaling violating charged AdSd+2 black brane.

II. Universal relaxation bound: Another constraint coming from τ ≥ 1
πT which is

the time limit of a perturbed thermodynamic system to achieve universal relaxation. This

constraint for our corrections,

τ = (1.8×1016−685568.4α1−0.6α3−0.18β1−318.1iβ2+2935.08i(γ1+γ3)+622458.1iγ2+.)

(4.2)

So, this above limits of length give us the validity of the effective hydrodynamic description.

On the other hand, each fluid has two types of physical responses to different perturbations,

shear viscosity and sound. The most extended turbulence state has wave-length as λmax =

2πℓ and wave-number as κmin = 2π
λ = 2πT . In the following we have two parts, first we

calculate the shear mode (ηs for the correction case, and then second part we obtain its

diffusion relation.

4.2 The KSS Bounds

This section we calculate the ratio of shear viscosity to entropy density for hyperscaling vi-

olation charged AdSd+2 black brane with higher-derivative corrections. The shear viscosity

is given by Kubo’s formula with two-point correlation function of the stress-energy tensor

will be as,

η = lim
ω−→∞

∫

d4~x
eiωt

2ω
〈[Txy(x), Txy(0)]〉 (4.3)

We express the two-point function as a retarded Green’s function of Txy,

Gtx,tx(ω, q) = −i
∫

Θ(t)d4~xei(ωt−qz)〈[Ttx(x), Ttx(0)]〉 ∝ (−Dq2 + iω)−1 (4.4)

It has a pole at ω = −iDq2. The shear diffusion constant D is related to the plasma entropy

density of the gauge theory, which is given by,

D =
η

sT
(4.5)

In the thermal field theory, the calculation of shear viscosity via all three of the above

equations has the same results. According to the temperature calculation in subsection 3.2,

we obtain the shear viscosity from equation (4.5). We have given the temperature (3.17)

for all correction terms in appendix C. At present, with the corrected solutions B, we can

acquire the diffusion constant for all corrective terms,

D =

√

g(rh)

gtt(rh)grr(rh)

∫ ∞

rh

dr
−gttgrr
gxx
√−g (4.6)

– 11 –



We can now examine the universality of the shear viscosity ratio to the entropy density
η
s = TD for our action . In case of non-corrective state of the hyperscaling violation

charged AdSd+2 black brane, this ratio is,

η

s
=

1

4π
(−2.45Mr5/2 + 2.9Q2r3 + 3.81r4) (4.7)

For r = rh, d = 5 and z = 1, we get an average of θ = 4.5. Using equations (4.6), appendix

B and C for extremal conditions, we obtain the ratio η
s . In appendix D, we also provide η

s

for all above mentioned corrections to the system .

η

s
=

1

4π
(0.014 + 0.0001α1 − 0.0000008α3 + 0.000001β1 − 6893.63β2

+0.002γ1 − 0.00005γ2 + 0.002γ3 + ..) ≃ 1

4π
(−6893.63β2)

(4.8)

The above results indicate the violation of condition KSS bound in different couplings

except for β2, for this reason we consider only β2. We thoroughly compare corrections to

the KSS bound and the WGC for all coupling marks in section 5.

4.3 The Dispersion Law

Shear viscosity is the inherent ability of a turbulent fluid to relax toward equilibrium, so

there is a possibility of a relationship between KSS bound and a low thermodynamic limit of

the universal relaxation bound. We express this relationship with the help of the diffusion

equation.

ω = i
η

sT
κ2 + iτ(

η

sT
)2κ4 + ... ∼= 0 (4.9)

According to equations (4.1), (4.5) and wave-number, one can be obtain for their corrections

ω ∼= 0. This value of diffusion determines the inherent ability of a fluid to eliminate

perturbation and approach thermal equilibrium.

5 The connection WGC and KSS

We now examine the results of weak gravity conjecture and hydrodynamics for the corre-

sponding corrections. Also here we show that under what conditions they have relationship

to each other. To better perception the common constraint, we categorized the perturba-

tions into three sections as follows:

5.1 Four-Derivatives

We first consider the case where the perturbations for the six and eight order-derivatives

are off, i.e.β1,2 = γ1,2,3 = 0. The terms of this part is satisfied by the supersymmetry.

Modes α1, α2, and α3 are created by the energy of effective action correspond to the

heterotic string. According to (3.24) and (4.8), for the corresponding above conditions in

the extremal condition, we have

M

Q
= (

M

Q
)0(1− 16.38α1 − 27.32α2 − 6.6α3) ,

η

s
=

1

4π
(5.1)

– 12 –



Coupling Charge− range Common− range
α1 > 0 −1.877 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.003 −1.877 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.003
α1 < 0 −1.934 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.003
α2 > 0 Q2 = −18.38 −19.39 ≤ Q2 ≤ −18.38
α2 < 0 Q2 = −19.39
α3 > 0 −1.68 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.083 −1.68 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.085
α3 < 0 −1.82 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.085

Table 1. Charge range for 4-derivative couplings in near-extermal condition.

Figure 1. Plot of (αi−Q2). The solar colors’ region represent where both the KSS bound and the

WGC are satisfied, for different couplings of 4-derivative perturbations.

These results show that, the common range between two conjectures as WGC and KSS

bound in the extremal conditions is equal to α1 = 0.061, α2 = 0.036 and α3 = 0.151.

The range of KSS bound, near-extremal condition (3.23) covers everywhere due to the

low value of the ratio shear viscosity to entropy density (4.8); therefore, the WGC space

specifies the joint range. According to the sign of couplings, we have different charging

ranges in table 1. The joint range of their charge gives us the common constraint the WGC

and KSS bound. In that case, we have drawn figure 1.

We do not consider the values −18.5 ≤ Q2 ≤ −17.86 for α1 and −12.5 ≤ Q2 ≤ −9.4
for α3. For α2, we also saw the results of −2 ≤ Q2 ≤ 2, were not in our answers. The third

figure 1 shows that even in this case, we have a joint range. Also, we considered the coupling

range to be −1 ≤ α1,2,3 ≤ +1. It should be noted that mode α2 is the Gauss-Bonnet term,

which we have shown for this mode; both conditions are satisfied within specific charging

ranges.

5.2 Six-Derivatives

In the second part, we examine theories considered toy models for non-supersymmetry

string theory compactifications. Those theories may be dual to CFTs. These theories are

the same corrections as the six order-derivatives with β1 and β2. We consider the state

α1,2,3 = γ1,2,3 = 0. First, we examine β1, so we have equations (3.24) and (4.8) for the

extremal conditions.
M

Q
= (

M

Q
)0(1− 20.06β1) ,

η

s
=

1

4π
(5.2)
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Coupling Charge− range Common− range
WGC β1 > 0 −1.96 ≤ Q2 ≤ 3.176 −1.96 ≤ Q2 ≤ 3.3

β1 < 0 −2.003 ≤ Q2 ≤ 3.3

WGC β2 > 0 −1.887 ≤ Q2 ≤ −0.999 −1.869 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.00
β2 < 0 −1.869 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.00

KSS β2 > 0 −2.88 ≤ Q2 ≤ 2.88 −2.88 ≤ Q2 ≤ 2.88

β2 < 0 −2.88 ≤ Q2 ≤ 2.88

Table 2. Charge range for 6-derivative couplings in near-extermal condition.

Figure 2. Plot of (βi −Q2). For β1 the solar colors’ region represent where both the KSS bound

and the WGC are satisfied, but for β2 show these two conjectures have no satisfy region.

In extremal condition, two modes of the KSS bound and WGC are satisfied by the point

of β1 = 0.049).

In near-extremal condition, the KSS bound is satisfied to all charges, so again, we only

need to find the WGC range. According to equation (3.23), we calculate the charge range

for β1 different sign and obtain the joint range, see table 2. Then, to satisfy KSS bound

and WGC for the coupling β1, we draw figure 2. According to equations (3.24) and (4.8),

we see the affect of coupling β2.

M

Q
= (

M

Q
)0(1− 48.84β2) ,

η

s
=

1

4π
(−6893.63β2) (5.3)

The above results show that the extremal condition of KSS bound and WGC are not

satisfied together. Here, checking the near-extremal condition can yield exciting results.

We calculate the charge range separately from equations (3.23) and (C.5) and obtain their

joint range equal to −1.869 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.00, table 2. Then we draw them separately,

figure 2. According to this figure, there is no satisfying between the KSS and the WGC

in condition near-extremal. Note that we have checked mode θ = 4.5, d = 5, z = 1 at

hyperscaling violating charged AdSd+2 black brane. As we calculated in section 3, θ has a

range of d− 2+ z ≤ θ ≤ d− 1+ z. It indicates that the possibility of compatibility of these

conjectures with other values has not yet been eliminated.
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Coupling Charge− range Common− range
γ1 > 0 −1.883 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.017 −1.883 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.017
γ1 < 0 −1.897 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.017
γ2 > 0 −2.083 ≤ Q2 ≤ 9.480 −2.064 ≤ Q2 ≤ 9.232

γ2 < 0 −2.064 ≤ Q2 ≤ 9.232

γ3 > 0 −1.883 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.017 −1.883 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.017
γ3 < 0 −1.897 ≤ Q2 ≤ −1.017

Table 3. Charge range for 8-derivative couplings in near-extermal condition.

Figure 3. Plot of (γi−Q2). The solar colors’ region represent where the KSS bound and the WGC

are satisfied.

5.3 Eight-Derivatives

The latest corrections reviewed are the eight order-derivatives. These corrections describe

the development of general relativity with string theory at sub-scale energies. In this case,

too, we first consider the extremal condition for all three terms of equations (3.24) and (4.8)

with α1,2,3 = β1,2 = 0.

M

Q
= (

M

Q
)0(1− 68.43γ1 + 42.18γ2 − 68.43γ3) ,

η

s
=

1

4π
(5.4)

Conjectures of the KSS bound and the WGC are consistent in points of γ1,3 = 0.14 and

γ2 = −0.023.
For the near-extremal condition, we calculate the charge range of all three couplings

from equation (3.23), Table 3. We do not consider −15.73 ≤ Q2 ≤ −15.56 answers for

γ1 and γ3. According to the common charge limits for the near-extremal condition of two

conjectures, the WGC and the KSS bound, we have drawn the consistent region for all

couplings, we see figure 3.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we first calculated the gravitational mass for the higher derivative corrections

(toy-models (2.1)) from the covariant ADT method in the AdS background. In this method,
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gravitational mass (energy) can be obtained by linearizing the equations of motion without

the need for counter-terms. Also, the effective stress tensor (3.11) has maintained its state

in all terms and only its coefficients have changed. These results are equal to [96]. Given

that, this effective stress tensor has nothing to do with the matter part of the action. It

can be examined whether this effective stress tensor can be a general measure for different

modes in higher corrections or not? The results of our study prove this for the first-

order corrections in the 4, 6, and 8-derivatives. We then obtained a ratio of M
Q and show

that higher derivative corrections reduce the mass to charge ratio of the extremal black

brane (WGC). We also examined the hydrodynamic values of the black hole in section 4.

Likewise, we obtained the universal relaxation bound (τ ≥ 1
πT ) by Hawking temperature,

shear viscosity to entropy ratio (ηs ≥ 1
4π ) by shear diffusion equation and dispersion equation

ω of these hydrodynamic values. Our result shown that there is a possibility of violating

these values in higher corrections. It also seems that probability there is a relationship

between the universal relaxation bound and KSS bound. Such constraints helped us to

distinguish which theories can be UV completed. Finally, we analyzed the results of the

KSS bound and the WGC in section 5 and our correction terms shown that the joint range

between the two conjectures for the hyperscaling violation charged AdSd+2 black brane in

the state z = 1, d = 5, θ = 4.5. The quantities must be measured at one temperature

for a meaningful comparison because these values are in different theories. We rewrite

these values by putting r̃ (expressed in (3.21)) in them. One of our most important results

was that the correction signs in KSS bound (4.8) and WGC (3.24) are opposite (except

term β2). It means that the constraints are exclusive, and these theories may not be UV

completed, i.e., four-derivative, Gauss-Bonnet, and eight-derivative. (Notice: this result is

obtained for our particular black brane in extremal conditions, it is interesting to study

these quantities for such a particular black brane. So there is an opportunity for possible

changes in other conditions.) On the other hand, for the six-derivative coefficient β2, both

conjectures need the same sign. As a result, in the sense KSS bound and WGC, β2 shown

good behavior, which can mean that the ratio of η
s does not vanish in extremal conditions.

These results are consistent with the results of other black branes [57, 96], which could mean

the universal behavior of corrections in these conjectures. We also considered first-order

α′ corrections in our study. It is possible that at higher-levels these two conjectures can

be satisfied more beautifully and more widely. In our future work, it may be interesting

to consider Maxwell field with other higher order derivative corrections. These can serve

as probes for the relationship between conjectures of the KSS bound and the WGC. Also,

we will rewrite our results in terms of parameters CFT, thereby expanding our analysis of

these conjectures.

– 16 –



Appendix

A The Linearization

The Riemann tensor, Ricci tensor, and the scalar curve in d+2-dimensions, used in equations

(3.9) and (3.10).

R̄acbd =
2Λeff

d(d+ 1)
(ḡabḡcd − ḡadḡcb) , R̄ab =

2Λeff

d
ḡab , R̄ =

2(d + 2)Λeff

d
, (A.1)

We present the linear equation of motion used in section 3.1. These calculations are in

d+ 2-dimensions.

R2
ab

∣

∣

L
=

4Λ

d
RL, RRab

∣

∣

L
=

2Λ

d
((d+ 2)RL

ab + ḡabRL),

RL
acbdḡ

cd
∣

∣

L
=

2Λ

d(d+ 1)
(ḡabh− hab) +RL

ab, Rd
aRbd

∣

∣

L
=

4Λ

d2
(dRL

ab − Λhab),

RacbdR
cd
∣

∣

L
=

2Λ

d+ 1
(RL

ab +
ḡab
d
RL +

2Λ

d2
hab), RabcdR

abcd
∣

∣

L
=

8Λ

d(d+ 1)
RL,

RaecdRb
ecd

∣

∣

L
=

8Λ

d(d+ 1)
(RL

ab −
Λ

d
hab), R2

abcd − 4R2
cd +R2

∣

∣

L
=

4Λ(d − 1)

(d+ 1)
RL,

(A.2)

∇f∇c(Ra
qpfRc

qpb)
∣

∣

L
=

2Λ

d(d + 1)
∇̄a∇̄bRL +

4Λ2(d+ 2)

d2(d+ 1)2
((RL

ab −RL
ḡab

(d+ 2)
)− 2Λ

d
hab),

∇f∇c(Ra
cpqRpq

f
b)
∣

∣

L
=
−8Λ

d(d + 1)
(�̄RL

ab +
1

2
∇̄a∇̄bRL) +

16Λ2

d2(d+ 1)2
((d+ 1)�̄hab −RLḡab

− (d+ 2)RL
ab)−

16(d+ 2)Λ3

d3(d+ 1)2
hab,

∇f∇c(RaqpbR
cqpf)

∣

∣

L
=
−2Λ

d(1 + d)
(∇̄a∇̄bRL − �̄(RL

ab −
ḡab
2
RL)) +

8Λ2

d2(1 + d)2
((2 + d)RL

ab

+
(1 + d)

2
�̄hab −RLḡab)−

16(2 + d)Λ3

d3(1 + d)2
hab,

(A.3)

RdapcR
pcmnRd

bmn

∣

∣

L
=

24Λ2

d2(d+ 1)2
(RL

ab −
4Λ

3d
hab),

Rn
acdR

cq
pnR

d
q
p

b

∣

∣

L
=

8Λ2

d2(d+ 1)2
((d− 1)RL

ab +
ḡab
d
RL −

(d− 2)Λ

d
hab),

(A.4)

B The Ansatz Solutions

The solution is calculated by placing the gravitational mass (3.14) in principal action (2.1).

In fact, according to the solution non-corrections (3.16) and the cosmological constant
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(3.10), we compute the perturbation equations of motion up to the first order for each

action term. This does, corrections the mass in the metric.

gtt =
[

− r4+2z−θ +Mr2−2z+θ+ θ
d
−d −Q2r2(3+θ− θ

d
−d)

]

+ α1

[

2Aj − (d2 + 2 + 3d)Ai

]

− α2

[

(d2 − 3d+ 2)Ai

]

+ α3

[

Ak +Aj − (1 + d)Ai

]

− 12β1
[

2Ak +Aj + (d− 3

2
)Ai

]

+ 3β2

[

Ak + (
3d2

2
− d)Ai

]

+ (γ1 + 2γ3)
[

16Aj − (2 + 3d+ d2)Ai

]

+ 2γ2
[

16Aj + (2 + d)Ai

]

(B.1)

grr =
[ r−2( θ

d
+3)

1−Mrθ−d−z +Q2r2(θ+1−d−z)

]

+ α1

[

2Bj − (d2 + 3d+ 2)Bi

]

− α2

[

(d2 − 3d+ 2)

Bi

]

+ α3

[

Bk +Bj − (d+ 1)Bi

]

− 12β1
[

2Bk +Bj + (d− 3

2
)Bi

]

+ 3β2
[

(
3d2

2
− d)

Bi +Bk

]

+ 2(γ1 + γ3)
[

16Bj − (d2 + 3d+ 2)Bi

]

+ 2γ2
[

16Bj + (2 + d)Bi

]

(B.2)

and,

gxx =r2(1−
θ
d
) + α1

[

2Cj − (d2 + 3d+ 2)Ci

]

− α2

[

(d2 − 3d+ 2)Ci

]

+ α3

[

Ck + Cj − (1 + d)

Ci

]

− 12β1
[

2Ck + Cj + (d− 3

2
)Ci

]

+ 3β2
[

Ck + d(
3d

2
− 1)Ci

]

+ 2(γ1 + 2γ3)
[

16Cj−

(d2 + 3d+ 2)Ci

]

+ 2γ2
[

16Cj + (2 + d)Ci

]

(B.3)

We have summarized the above equations and is written by.

Rxx = r2(1− θ

d
)
[

θ − z − 1

d
+Q2 r

2(θ+1)

r2(z+d)
(z − θ − d)

]

,

Rtt =
[

r2z −M rz+θ

rd
+Q2 r

2(1+θ)

r2d
][

(d− θ + z)(z − θ

d
) +Q2 r

2(1+θ+z)

r2d
(z − θ + d− 2)

(d− 1− θ + θ

d
)
]

,

Rrr =
(θ − d)rz+d−2

[

1 + z
d + z (z−1)

(d−θ) −
Mrθ

rz+d (
θ
d − z + 1) +Q2 r2(θ+1)

r2(z+d) (
(2θ−z+2)

d − θ + d− 2)
]

r−z−d −Mrθ +Q2r2θ
,

R = r
2θ
d

[

(2z − θ)θ
d
− d(2z + d+ 1)− 2z2 + 2θ(z − θ + d+ 1)

]

−M rθ+
2θ
d

rz+d

[

d− zθ + θ3

d

+ dz
]

+Q2 r
2(1+θ+ θ

d
)

r2(z+d)

[

2z − θ(6 + θ)− 4 + d(3 + 2θ − d) + (4 + 3θ − 2z)
θ

d

]

,

(B.4)

Υi =Rιι + gιι(d+ 1− R

2
), Υj = (d+ 1)(gιιR+

R′′

g′′ιι
), Υk = gιι((d+ 1)R +

Υ′′
i

g′′ιι
),

Υ(gιι)→ A(gtt), B(grr), C(gxx),

(B.5)
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C The Hawking Temperatur

By placing correction solutions B in the Hawking temperature equation (3.17), we obtain

the temperature of the hyperscaling charged AdSd+2 black brane. We consider d = 5, z = 1

and we get an average of θ = 4.5 from equation d+ z− 2 ≤ θ ≤ d+ z− 1. We also consider

r = rh and M = r1/2(1 +Q2r) by inserting the given values,

T =
1

4π
(1.5r5 + 0.5Q2r4 + α1A1 + α2A2 + α3A3 + β1B1 + β2B2 + (γ1 + γ3)C1 + γ2C2),

(C.1)

A1 =
[

0.1Q4r
−12
5 − 2.3Q8 + 2.9Q2r

−7
5 + 12.5r

−2
5 − 21.8Q6r − 62.4Q4r2 − 31.9Q2r3−

73Q6r
16
5 + 69.7r4 + 0.1Q8r4 − 750.5Q4r

21
5 + 1.4Q6r5 − 2550.2Q2r

26
5 − 35.1Q4r6−

2873.2r
31
5 − 203.5Q2r7 − 272.4r8

]/[

(0.1Q4r + 0.7Q2r2 + 1.2r3)((−0.05Q2 − 2.6r

− 1.1Q4r
17
5 − 1.1Q6r

32
5 − 1.1Q2r

33
5 − 1.08Q4r

37
5 − 1.1Q2r

42
5 )1016 + 47.2Q2r

22
5 +

63r
27
5 + 552r

47
5 )

1
2
]

,

A2 =0,

(C.2)

A3 =r
41
10
[

0.07Q8 − 0.05Q4r
−12
5 − 1.7Q2r

−7
5 − 7.5r

−2
5 + 0.6Q6r + 1.9Q4r2 + 1.01r3Q2+

1.7Q6r
16
5 − 1.9r4 − 0.1Q8r4 + 17.8Q4r

21
5 − 0.4Q6r5 + 60.5Q2r

26
5 + 4.3Q4r6 + 24.8

Q2r7 + 68.2r
31
5 + 33.6r8

]/[

(0.2Q4 + 2.05Q2r + 3.7r2)i(1 + 48.4rQ−2)
1
2
]

,

(C.3)

B1 =r
51
10
[

16.5r4 − 0.6Q4r
−12
5 − 21.6Q2r

−7
5 − 90.8r

−2
5 − 3.9Q6r − 11.4Q4r2 − 3.9r3Q2−

23.1Q6r
16
5 − 0.4Q8 − 1.6Q8r4 − 237.03Q4r

21
5 − 6.2Q6r5 − 804.9Q2r

26
5 + 51.2r6Q4−

907.5r
31
5 + 304.1Q2r7 + 416.4r8

]/[

(Q4r + 7.2Q2r2 + 13.04r3)i(1 + 48.4rQ−2)
1
2
]

,

(C.4)

B2 =Qr
12
5
[

4.8Q8 + 45.8Q6r + 130.9Q4r2 + 62.5Q2r3 + 150.7Q6r
16
5 − 144.2r4 − 1.1r4Q8+

1541.3Q4r
21
5 − 3.3Q6r5 + 5234.3Q2r

26
5 + 48.8Q4r6 + 5901.09r

31
5 + 259.1Q2r7 + r8

344.1
]/[

(
√
2Q4 + 10.2Q2r + 18.4r2)(3Q4r4 − 2Q4 + 64Q2r

16
5 + 256r

21
5 − 32r6)

1
2
]

,

(C.5)

C1 =r
46
10
[

0.03Q4r
−12
5 − 0.1Q8 + 1.1Q2r

−7
5 + 4.7r

−2
5 − 1.03Q6r − 2.9Q4r2 − 1.5Q2r3 − 3.4

Q6r
16
5 + 3.3r4 + 0.03Q8r4 − 35.6Q4r

21
5 + 0.19Q6r5 − 121.02Q2r

26
5 − 2.6Q4r6 − 136.3

r
31
5 − 15.6Q2r7 − 20.9r8

]/[

(0.1Q2r + 0.7r2 + 1.2r3Q−2)(0.05Q2r
22
5 − 4.8 × 1012Q2

− 2.3× 1014r − 1.27 × 1013Q4r
17
5 + 0.07r

27
5 − 1.27 × 1013Q6r

32
5 − 1.27 × 1013r

33
5 Q2

− 7.9× 1012Q4r
37
5 − 1.27× 1013Q2r

42
5 + r

47
5 )

1
2
]

,

(C.6)
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C2 =r
46
10
[

0.03Q8 + 0.06Q4r
−12
5 + 1.9Q2r

−7
5 + 8.19r

−2
5 + 0.29Q6r + 0.84Q4r2 + 0.4Q2r3+

0.99Q6r
16
5 − 0.9r4 + 0.06Q8r4 + 10.2Q4r

21
5 + 0.2Q6r5 + 34.7Q2r

26
5 − 1.5Q4r6 + r

31
5

39.09 − 9.19Q2r7 − 12.3r8
]/[

(−0.1Q2r − 0.7r2 − 1.2r3Q−2)(−1.4 × 1013Q2 − 7.06

× 1014r + 6.3× 1012Q4r
17
5 − 0.02Q2r

22
5 − 0.03r

27
5 + 6.3 × 1012Q6r

32
5 + 6.3 × 1012

r
33
5 Q2 + 2.07 × 1013Q4r

37
5 + 6.3× 1012Q2r

42
5 + r

47
5 )

1
2
]

,

(C.7)

D The Ratio η/s

We obtain the ratio η
s = TD using equations appendix B, C, and (4.6) for Q2 = −3r and

M = r1/2(1 +Q2r), r = rh.

η

s
=

1

4π
(−1.36 − 0.45Q2 + α1A1 + α2A2 + α3A3 + β1B1 + β2B2 + γ1C1 + γ3C1 + γ2C2)

(D.1)

A1 =
[

(0.149 − 1.19Q2 + 19.07Q4 + 1.19Q32 − 0.018Q36 + 0.0005Q38 − 0.000009Q40)

10−7 + 0.00003Q8 − 0.00003Q10 + 0.0002Q16 − 0.0001Q18 − 0.0002Q20 − 0.00001

Q26
]/[

74.08 + 1069.3Q2 + 7263Q4 + 30894Q6 + 92400.7Q8 + 206870Q10 + 360336

Q12 + 500836Q14 + 564680.6Q16 + 521348Q18 + 395338.9Q20 + 245366.7Q22 +Q24

123362 + 49346.06Q26 + 15277.4Q28 + 3511.9Q30 + 561Q32 + 55.3Q34 + 2.5Q36
]

,

A2 =0,

(D.2)

A3 =
[

1.16 + 18.6Q2 + 74.5Q4 − 596.04Q8 − 2384.1Q10 − 4768.3Q12 − 2384.1Q14 − 4768

Q16 − 2384.1Q18 − 149.01Q26 − 37.2Q28 + 0.03Q34 + 0.002Q36 + 7× 10−5Q38 + 2.2

× 10−6Q40
]

10−10
/[

38.4 + 521.9Q2 + 3289.9Q4 + 12764.5Q6 + 34075.6Q8 + 66253.8

Q10 + 96848.1Q12 + 108285.1Q14 + 93275.7Q16 + 61832Q18 + 31250.3Q20 + 11814.8

Q22 + 3234.3Q24 + 607.05Q26 + 70.8Q28 + 4.17Q30 + 0.06Q32 − 1.1× 10−13Q34
]

,

(D.3)

B1 =
[

10−8(5.9Q2 − 71.5Q4 − 572.2Q8 + 762.9Q10 − 47.6Q26 − 2.98Q28 + 0.01Q36−
0.001Q38)− 0.00003Q12 + 0.00003Q14 − 0.00001Q16 + 0.00003Q18

]/[

461.4 +Q2

6263 + 39478Q4 + 153174Q6 + 408908Q8 + 795045.9Q10 + 1162177Q12 + 1299422

Q14 + 1119309Q16 + 741984Q18 + 375004.5Q20 + 141778Q22 + 38812.5Q24 +Q26

7284.6 + 850.15Q28 + 50.1Q30 + 0.7Q32 + 1.36 × 10−12Q34 + 7.1 × 10−14Q36
]

,

(D.4)
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B2 =
[

1862.6 + 14901Q2 + 238418.5Q4 + 357627.8Q6 + 238418.5Q8 − 476837Q10 −Q12

953674.3 + 476837Q14 + 476837Q16 + 119209.2Q20 + 7450.5Q22 + 1862.6Q24+

Q280.01 + 0.05Q30
]/[

698.4Q6 − 1.81 − 291.03Q4 + 931.3Q8 + 465.6Q12 − 465.6

Q14 − 232.8Q16 − 58.2Q18 − 29.1Q20 + 3.6Q22 + 0.02Q24 − 0.007Q26
]

,

(D.5)

C1 =
[

(76.2Q2 − 4.7 + 38.1Q30 − 9.5Q32 − 1.1Q34 − 0.1Q36 − 0.002Q38)10−7 + 0.00003

Q4 − 0.0002Q8 + 0.0009Q12 + 0.001Q16 − 0.0009Q18 + 0.0009Q20 − 0.0001Q26−
0.00003Q28

]/[

1185.4 + 16220.06Q2 + 103269.5Q4 + 405972.2Q6 + 778772.5Q22+

318289.9Q24 + 109098Q26 + 30833.5Q28 + 6834.7Q30 + 1090.4Q32 + 108.9Q34+

5.04Q36 + (1.1Q8 + 2.1Q10 + 3.3Q12 + 3.8Q14 + 3.6Q16 + 2.65Q18 + 1.5Q20)106
]

,

(D.6)

C2 =
[

((4.7Q2 + 19Q4 + 38Q26 + 1.1Q30 − 0.14Q32)105 − 174.6Q34 − 58.2Q36 − 3.6Q38

)10−12 + 0.00002Q6 + 0.00003Q8 − 0.0001Q10 − 0.00006Q12 + 0.0001Q14 + 0.0001

Q16 − 0.0001Q18 − 0.0001Q20 − 0.00001Q24
]/[

− 1185.4 − 16071.8Q2 − 101112Q4

− 391249.8Q6 − 798581.7Q20 − 254256.5Q22 − 42372Q24 + 4307.6Q26 + 4767.5Q28

+ 1391.3Q30 + 224.3Q32 + 20.3Q34 + 0.8Q36 + (−1.04Q8 − 2.01Q10 −Q122.9−
3.2Q14 − 2.6Q16 − 1.7Q18)106

]

,

(D.7)
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