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Abstract

In the previous paper we studied the transport coefficients of quark—gluon plasma in finite temperature
and finite density in vector and tensor modes. In this paper, we extend it to the scalar modes. We work out
the decoupling problem and hydrodynamic analysis for the sound mode in charged AdS black hole and
calculate the sound velocity, the charge susceptibility and the electrical conductivity. We find that Einstein
relation among the conductivity, the diffusion constant and the susceptibility holds exactly.
© 2009 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The discovery of low viscosity in the theory with gravity dual [1] and its possible relation to
the RHIC (Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider) experiment induced a great deal of efforts to establish
the relevant calculational scheme that may be provided by AdS/CFT correspondence [2—4]. An
attempt has been made to map the entire process of RHIC experiment in terms of the gravity
dual [5]. The way to include a chemical potential in the theory was figured out in the context of
probe brane embedding [6—13]. Phases of these theories were discussed and new phases were
reported where instability due to the strong attraction is a feature [§—10].
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In spite of the difference between QCD and N =4 SYM, it is expected that some of the
properties are shared by the two theories based on the universality of low energy physics. In this
respect, the hydrodynamic limit is particularly interesting since such limit can be shared by many
theories. The calculation scheme for transport coefficients is to use Kubo formula, which gives a
relation to the low energy limit of Wightman Green functions. In AdS/CFT correspondence, one
calculate the retarded Green function which is related to the Wightman function by fluctuation—
dissipation theorem. Such scheme has been developed in a series of papers [14-18].

For the hydrodynamic analysis, one may need to have master equations for the decoupled
modes in vector and scalar at hands. Although the analysis for the decoupling problem were an-
alyzed in [19], it was based on SO(3) decomposition while more useful work for hydrodynamics
should be based on SO(2) decomposition, where longitudinal direction of the spatial direction
is distinguished. For this purpose, Kovtun and Starinets worked out the decoupling problem
based on SO(2) for the AdS black hole case [18] before doing the hydrodynamic analysis. For
the charged cases, there are extra difficulties: vector modes of gravity and those of the gauge
fields couple. Furthermore there are extra couplings in scalar modes which are not present in the
chargeless cases.

In the previous paper [20], some of us extended this work to charged case using the Reissner—
Nordstrom—Anti-de Sitter (RN—AdS) black hole, which corresponds to the diagonal (1,1, 1)
R-charged STU black hole.! However, analysis for the scalar mode of charged case was not done
due to difficulties caused by extra mixing between various scalar modes in charged AdS black
hole. In this paper, we work out the decoupling problem and hydrodynamics for the sound (scalar)
mode in such case. Green functions are explicitly obtained. Our results show that the behavior of
the transport coefficients in RN-black hole are very different from those in the (1, 0, 0) charged
black hole: the formers are much more smoother than the latters. We find that Einstein relation
among the conductivity, the diffusion constant and the susceptibility holds exactly.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce RN—AdS black hole and review
correlation function calculation at finite temperature in AdS/CFT correspondence. In Section 3,
a formulation on the metric and the gauge perturbations in RN—AdS background is considered.
We then solve linearized perturbative equations of motion in hydrodynamic regime and obtain
retarded Green functions in Section 4. We also observe the transport coefficients including the
speed of sound, the diffusion constant for U (1) charge and the electrical conductivity in this
section. Conclusions and discussions are given in the final section. Three appendices are pro-
vided. In Appendix A, we summarize the results in the vector and the tensor type perturbations
in our previous work [20]. The details of calculations to solve equations of motion are given in
Appendices B and C.

2. Basic setup
2.1. Minkowskian correlators in AdS/CFT correspondence

Before introducing RN—AdS black hole, we briefly summarize to obtain Minkowskian corre-
lators in AdS/CFT correspondence. We follow the prescription proposed in [14]. We work on the

1 In fact much works had been done for charged case by various groups [21-25]. In [21,22], thermodynamics for STU
black hole [26,27] and the hydrodynamic calculations for the (1, 0, 0) charge were performed. In [23,24], charged AdS5
and AdS4 black hole backgrounds were considered, respectively, and it was shown numerically that the ratio (n/s) was
1/(4mr) with very good accuracy. Later, it was also proven that the ratio might be universal in more general setup [25].
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five-dimensional background,

ds? = gy dx™ dx’ 4 gy, (du)?, (2.1)

where x* and u are the four-dimensional and the radial coordinates, respectively. We refer the
boundary as u = 0 and the horizon as u = 1. A solution of the equation of motion may be given,

d4k ikx 0
¢(M,X)=/We Ji)g™ (k), (2.2)

where fi(u) is normalized such that f;(0) = 1 at the boundary. An on-shell action might be
reduced to surface terms by using the equation of motion,

u=1

S[¢"] = f d'k ¢*(—k)G (k. u)¢° (k) 23
) emn? ’ ~ :

u=0

Here, the function G(k, u) can be written in terms of fix(u) and 9, fir(u). Accommodating
Gubser—Klebanov—Polyakov/Witten relation [3,4] to Minkowski spacetime, Son and Starinets
proposed the formula to get retarded Green functions,

GR (k) = 2G (k, u) =0, (2.4)

where the incoming boundary condition at the horizon is imposed. In general, there are several
fields in the model. We write the Green function as G;;(k), where indices i and j distinguish
corresponding fields.

In this paper, we work in RN—AdS background and consider its perturbations so that essential
ingredients are perturbed metric field and U (1) gauge field. Here we define the precise form of
the retarded Green functions which we discuss later:

Guv po (k) = —i / d*xe 0 (O[T (). Tpo (0)]),
Gy plk) = —i / d*x e 0 (1)([ Tyw (x), I, (0)]),

Guv(k) =—i/d4xe_ikx9(t)<[Jﬂ(x), L O)]), (2.5)

where the operators 7),,(x) and J,(x) are energy—momentum tensor and U (1) current which
couple to the metric and the gauge field, respectively.

2.2. Reissner—Nordstrom—AdS background

The charge in RN—AdS black hole is usually regarded as R-charge of SUSY [28]. We here
consider an another interpretation in the following way: One can introduce quarks and mesons
by considering the bulk-filling branes in AdSs space. The overall U(1) of the flavor branes is
identified as the baryon charge. The U (1) charge in this model [29] minimally couples to the
bulk gravity since the bulk and the world volume of brane are identified. Then, the baryon charge
and the R-charge have the same description in terms of the U (1) gauge field living in the AdSs
space. A charged black hole (RN—AdS black hole) is then induced by its back reaction. Therefore
the U(1) charge in RN—AdS can be identical to the baryon charge. As a result, we can interpret
our result as a calculation of the transport coefficients in the presence of the baryon density.



596 Y. Matsuo et al. / Nuclear Physics B 820 [FS] (2009) 593-619

The effective action of this gauge field is given the quadratic piece of Dirac—Born-Infeld
action’

SoBI="~7— Ex /=g Tr(FpunF™), (2.6)
where the gauge coupling constant e is given by [29]

I NcNy

— =7 2.7

ez 4x? @7)

with [ the radius of the AdS space. We pick up an overall U (1) part of this gauge field in order to
consider the baryon current at the boundary. Together with the gravitation part, we arrive at the
following action which is our starting point:

So = dx/=g(R - 2A)—— f Ex =g Fn F™, (2.8)

2K N2
where we denote the gravitation constant and the cosmological constant as k> = 87 G5 and A,
respectively. The U (1) gauge field strength is given by F,, (x) = 9, A, (x) — 9, A1 (x). The
gravitation constant is related to the gauge theory quantities by

?  N?

k2 4m?’
Suppose we have baryon charge Q. This should be identified to the source of U (1) charge on
the brane hence on the bulk. Then we can relate it to the parameter in RN black hole solution by
considering the full solution to the equation of motion,

2.9)

1
Ryn — EgmnR + gmnA = K2Tmm (2.10)

where energy—momentum tensor 7, (x) is given by

1 1
Ton=— (fmkfnzg“ - ngnszf“) (2.11)

An equation of motion for the gauge field A,, (x) gives Maxwell equation,

Vo F™ = Fan1(¢ 2e" g (kA1 — 91 AL) =0. 2.12)

Here we assumed that there is no electromagnetic source outside the black hole. One can confirm
that the following metric and gauge potential satisfy the equations of motion (2.10) and (2.12),

2 3 2
. l
a2 == rman?+ 3 (dx)? ) + ar)?, 2.13
s 12< £(r)(dn) E( ) il (2.13a)
Azz—%ﬂL, (2.13b)
with
mi*>  q%I? 6
f(r)zl—r—4+r—6, AZ—Z—Z,

2 The indices m and n run through five-dimensional spacetime while © and v would be reserved for four-dimensional
Minkowski spacetime. Their spatial coordinates are labeled by i and .
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if and only if ¢ is related to the Q by

2 2
o2 332 2 (2.14)

It should be noted that a ratio of the gauge coupling constant e to the gravitation constant « 2 is

2
N,
€ = e, (2.15)
K> Ny

Since the gauge potential .4, (x) must vanish at the horizon, the charge Q and the chemical poten-
tial 4 are related.’ The parameters m and ¢ are the mass and charge of AdS space, respectively.
This is nothing but Reissner—Nordstrom—Anti-de Sitter (RN—AdS) background in which we are
interested throughout this paper.

The horizons of RN—AdS black hole are located at the zero for f(r),*

2 g 1
f(r):l—n;—4+qr—()=r—6(r2—ri)(r2—r%)(r2—rg), (2.16)

where their explicit forms of the horizon radiuses are given by

s [ m o 4 -

ry = 32 1+ 2cos §+§JT , (2.172)

5 m 0 -

2 W(l—}—Zcos(g)) , (2.17b)
-1

r§=<3m?(1+2cos<g+§ﬂ>)> , (2.17¢)

with
3vV3¢%\/4m312 — 2744
6 = arctan ,
2m312 — 27q*
and satisfy a relation r_%_ +r2 = —rg. The positions expressed by r4 and r_ correspond to the

outer and the inner horizon, respectively. It is useful to notice that the charge g can be expressed
in terms of 6 and m by

4m31? 0
q4= e sin?{ = ).
27 2

3 The chemical potential u can be expressed by using gauge invariant quantity as
o0
ﬂ:/dr]:rt = A (00),
r+
where r4 and oo represent the horizon and the boundary, respectively. This definition gives thermodynamic relations

consistently.
4 In order to define the horizon, the charge ¢ must satisfy a relation q4 <4m3i? /27.
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The outer horizon takes a value in

m
/#g&gﬂl,

where the upper bound and the lower bound correspond to the case for ¢ = 0 and the extremal
case, respectively.

We shall give various thermodynamic quantities of RN—AdS black hole [28,29]. The temper-
ature is defined from the conical singularity free condition around the horizon r,

riflry) r 1 g% 1 a
(s S ey (V. S N (. 0), 2.18
4l 7112( 27,8 > 2nb< 2) (>0) @.18)

where we defined the parameters a and b by
272 2
l l
a=-—, b=—. (2.19)
r+ 2}".;,_

In the limit ¢ — 0, these parameters go to

13/2
a — O, b —> 2””—1/4,
and the temperature becomes
ml/4
T — T() = m

The entropy density s, the energy density €, the pressure p, the chemical potential u and the
density of physical charge p can be also computed as

27r3 nl?
— =T 2.20
K23 4b3k? (2.20)
3 303
e=—"" — > _(l+a), 2.21)
26213 32b%k?2
€
=< 2.2
P=3 (2.22)
0  4b*0
_L_we (2.23)
ry [
2 I
0 [ n (2.24)

Pmean =~ o
In order to obtain a well-defined boundary term from the gravitational part, we have to add
the Gibbons—Hawking term into the action, which is given by

1
Sa= - / dx [—g @K, (2.25)
K
where integration is taken on the boundary of the AdS space. The four-dimensional metric g,(fv) (x)

is the induced metric on the boundary and K (x) is the extrinsic curvature. We also need to add
counter terms to regularize the action [30],

1 3 1
Sei=— | d*x/—g® (= —=R®). 2.26
ct K2/ X g <l 4 ( )
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3. Perturbations in RN-AdS background

In RN-AdS background, we study small perturbations of the metric g,,,(x) and the gauge
field A, (x),
8mn = g,g?,g + hyn,
An=A0 1A, 3.1)

where the background metric g,(,?,)l (x) and the background gauge field A,(,(,) ) (x) are givenin (2.13a)
and (2.13b), respectively. In the metric perturbation, one can define an inverse metric as

gmn — g(())mn _ pmn ~|—hmlh1n + O(hS),

and raise and lower indices by using the background metric g,(,?,), (x) and g(o)m" (x).

Let us now consider a linearized theory of the symmetric tensor field 4,,,(x) and the vec-
tor field A, (x) propagating in RN-AdS background. We shall work in the %, (x) =0 and
A, (x) =0 gauges and use the Fourier decomposition

d*k .
(2m)*

_ d4k —iwt+ikz
A/l.(ta Zvr)_ (271)46 A[L(kvr)a

h“«l)(t’ Zar)= _iwt+ikthU(k’r)a

where we choose the momenta which are along the z-direction. In this case, one can categorize
the metric perturbations to the following three types by using the spin under the SO(2) rotation
in (x, y)-plane [15]:

o vector type: iy # 0, hyx # 0, (others) = 0 (equivalently, i, # 0, h;y # 0, (others) = 0);
e tensor type: hiyy # 0, (others) = 0 (equivalently, iy = —hyy # 0, (others) = 0);
o scalar type: hyy #0, hy; #0, hyx =hyy #0, and hy; #0, (others) = 0.

First two types of the perturbations were studied in [20]. We list the result in Appendix A. In this
paper we consider the scalar type perturbation.

3.1. Linearized equations of motion

From explicit calculation, one can show that ¢ and z-components of the gauge field A, (x)
could participate in the linearized perturbative equations of motion. Thus independent variables
are

hy (x), hez(x), hxx(x):hyy(x)v hzz (x),
A (x), Az (x).

In the hydrodynamic regime, it is standard to introduce new dimensionless coordinate u =
r}r/ r2 which is normalized by the outer horizon. In this coordinate system, the horizon and the
boundary are located at # = 1 and u = 0, respectively. We also define new field variables

1%u
hi = g(o)”htt = _z—htta
rif
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12u
hé = g(())zzhzt — _tht’
¥
12u
h§ = g(o)xxhxx = _2hxx»
ry
12u
h? — g(())zzhzz — _2hZZs
¥
A 14
B,="t=—_4,
" M 4Qb2 1

where u is the chemical potential given by (2.23). Nontrivial equations in the Einstein equa-
tion (2.8) appear from (z,1t), (¢t,u), (t,z), (u,u), (u,z), (x,x) and (z, z) components, respec-
tively:

0=h!"+ 1?/( n' + h§’+1h§’>—%‘jm
2b2 2 x 2,2 . u_, u_,
uf2< hy + a) h +wkh)+2a?h,+4a?B,, (3.2a)
ozw(zh;’ +hi %(hﬁ + %hﬁ)) +k(h§’ - J%hf), (3.2b)
0=hi" — 5%15’ + Zb:;’kh; —3auB), (3.2¢)
0=h!"+2n%" +h" + J;( nl + h§’+lh§’)+2afh’+4 7B (3.2d)
0= kh”+2kh)”—?hz/+%h’+3af(k3,+w3) (3.2¢)
0=h"+ u_ij})/hX’——(h”+hZ’)+b722(w — k2 f)h2
- a%hf - Za?Bl’, (3.20)
0=h"+ (”__Z)/hg’ - %(%hi +h;’) + ub—;(w2h§ + 2wkhi — k* fh} — 2k* f 1Y)
u
- a%hf - 26%3;, (3.2¢)

with

fw)y=>10-— u)(l +u —auz),

where the prime implies the derivative with respect to u. On the other hand, in the Maxwell
equation (2.12), ¢, u and z-components give nontrivial contributions

b? 1
0=B/ - ﬁ(sz’ +kwB:) + (b = 2my = b)), (3.32)

0=wB] +kf B, + = (h! — 2h* — h%) — Kk, (3.3b)

w
2
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0=5"+ L 2B 4 wkB,) — ~h¥’ 33

— Z+7 Z+M—‘f2(w Z+(,() t)_?t' (C)

Egs. (3.3a) and (3.3b) imply (3.3c). In the set of equations for the metric perturbation (3.2a)-
(3.2g), together with (3.3a) and (3.3b), the following four independent relations are obtained:

o3RO +Euf Wt o [Of—uf) -4’
' 223 —ufy ' fGf—ufH" AfGf—ufy
o(f'Gf —uf)—4b?® ( . o, :
3aw’u® / N dau
+ m(hl +2B)) - %(kB, + wB), (3.4)
o 3o+ kuf o 2%k
T ORGf-uf) 3f —uf
P
fQf —uf’)
1
T2 G —uf)
_o(f/Gf —uf) —4b’w?)
k2f2Bf —uf)
3au(w? + k> f)

(h} +2n})
(0 (21% + hY) + 2wkh)

((FBf —uf) — 4b*w?)h; — 8b*w*hY)

(wh; T gh i khf)

3
TGl —uf) (hf +2B;) + kL;(kB, T wB.), (3.4b)
2b%wk

7 3of ¢ t x
SR T ()
f'Gf —uf) =4 (e

3awu?

k@f —uf’)

(n! +2B]), (3.4c)

_ptr ; _ Y gt
0=h"+ sz =y | 30—/ VCF —uf
+ 407 (=K £y + (207 + (f — uf )R} + o k% + 20kh])
+aut (151 = Tuf') (! +28;) . (3.4d)

The equations of motion (3.2a)—(3.2g) can be derived by using the above relations. Taking the
limit g — 0, the relations (3.4a)—(3.4d) coincide with the result in [18].

3.2. Surface terms

Before solving the equations of motion, we shall give a surface action in oder to obtain Green
functions. By using the equations of motion, bilinear parts of on-shell action (2.8) reduce to
surface terms:

3 d*k f f f 3
Sy = —— - Zhtht + Lppr £ LpEpe - ZpEipe!
0= 32p* (271)4{ 14’t—+_uxx—|_1/tZz u 1
f f f f f f
— ;h;h;’ — ﬂhﬁhi’ — ;h;hﬁ’ — ;h;hﬁ’ — Zh;h;’ — ;hﬁhﬁ’
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+

f'=f I '+ f
! 12 (r)? —4—2(h) ! ey (h)?
——“f/_thghx —f —2 h 4 Lz

2u? * 4y? u? e

1 1
+3a(B, — fB.B. + 2B,h’ + B;hi — B;h} — EB,hg)}

Relevant terms of the Gibbons—Hawking term (2.25) are explicitly given by

B d*k foon f . 4 ,
32k2b4 (2n)4{_;hfh‘ =l A hih

2f fhzht/_'_ﬁh hx/_’_ﬁhzhx/_'_

3.5)
u=0

SeH =

f 2f

h"h”+ hhz’+—hxhz’

f 4f uf' =4f 2 uf '+4f
4M2 ( l) 4y 2 (hZ) 2}(‘ ( l)

uf' —4f . uf —4f
2u? oz it u?

The counter term (2.26) also can be evaluated as

33 d*k 1 1
Sz b —ﬁ{——(hi)z - L+

322t | 2m)t 4u? 4u?

uf' u_ 4 RRE + h*h?} (3.6)

\2
W(ht)

1 1
s hih 5 hihE + —hxhz}, 3.7)

X"z
up to O(w?, k2, wk).
4. Pole structures and transport coefficients from hydrodynamics

We now look for solutions of our set of equations (3.4a)—(3.4d), and (3.3a) and (3.3b). We
will consider these equations of motion in low frequency limit so-called hydrodynamic regime.
In this regime we could obtain the sound velocity, the diffusion constant for U (1) charge and the
electrical conductivity from retarded Green functions.

4.1. Master variables

By using master variables derived by Kodama and Ishibashi in [19], the following field & ()
is introduced:

1
T 4udAAp2UE 3 f7)

For the gauge field, the corresponding variable is given by

((40°K* = 3f')h% +2f (2h% + hZ')). 4.1

A=2a(—hj+3hy —2B/). (4.2)
In terms of these new variables @ («) and A(u), Einstein equations (3.4a)—(3.4d) and Maxwell
equations (3.3a) and (3.3b) can be combined as follows:

1
16u3/2 f (4b2k2 =3 f')2

0=(u'fa') - [—160202u(4b2k> = 3 £)°
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+ fH(16(=b*k* + 108ab*k*u? + 162a*u*) + 27 f' (86K + 16au® +5 1))
+duf (467K — 3 ) (160K (k> + 3au®) + f'(8b°k* + 36au” +9f")) }q>

1
T SR _377)2

[3F (462 + 31 + 18au?) + u(16b*k* — 9(f)2) } A,

(4.3a)
0: (qu/)/
1 / ‘ /
- m{b2(4b2k2 —3f )(5')2 - sz) - lSaufz}A —48au f
4da
ul/4(4b2k2 — 3 f")

+ {326%K*u + 12.f (b*k* + 9au®) + 3 f'(—8b*K*u +9f) } ®.

(4.3b)

Next we would like to try to obtain decoupled equations from Egs. (4.3a) and (4.3b). This will
be done by introducing the following linear combinations of the variables:

P =a+P+ A, 4.4)

where the coefficients oy and S are

o+ = Cy — 3au,
ul/4

ﬂ=T,

with the constants

Cy=(14a) £V +a)?+4ab2k2.

As a result, we can obtain second order ordinary differential equations in term of these new
variables,

(ul/Zf)/

4
0=P:+~ns

¢/i + Vidy, 4.5)

where potentials V4 (1) are given by

1
16u? f2(4b2%k2 — 3 f7)?
— duf (4b%K* = 3 f') (16b°K* (b*k* — Cxu + 3au?)

—4f"(2b%* + 3C1u — 9au®) — 3(f')?)

+ FH16(b*k* + 12C1b*k>u — 108ab’k*u’ + 54C Lau® — 162a°u)

Vi =

{1602 (@ - 357y

— 247" (BK2 — 6Cu — 18au®) +9(£} . (4.6)

Considering the perturbative expansion with respect to small w and k, it might be convenient
to introduce new variables @4 (u),

&L =H. D, 4.7)
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where the factors Fi (1) are

u—34 (for @),
Hy = ul/4
m (fOI' QD_),

so that the second order differential equations (4.5) are reduced to be much simpler forms to
solve,

., (HIu'Zfy . .
-/ ’

0_¢i+7Hiul/2f D +Vidy, 4.8)

where the potential Vi (u, w, k) is newly defined from the original potential Vi (u, w, k),

Vi(u,w, k)= Vi(u, w, k) — Vi(u,0,0). 4.9
4.2. Perturbative solutions

Let us proceed to solve the differential equations. First we consider the equation for @ (u).
Following the usual way to solve differential equations, we impose a solution as @, (1) = (1 —
u)' Fy (u), where F.(u) is a regular function at the horizon u = 1. Plugging this form into the
equation of motion, one can fix the parameter v as v = iw/(4n T) where T is the temperature
defined by Eq. (2.18). We here choose

w
AnT

as the incoming wave condition. We are now in the position to solve the equation of motion in
the hydrodynamic regime. We start by introducing the following series expansion with respect to
small w and k:

(4.10)

V=—i

Fi(u) = Fro) + @Fy1(u) + kK> G11 () + 0* Fya(u) + O(o0?, wk?), 4.11)

where Fio(u), F+1(#) and G41(u) are determined by imposing suitable boundary conditions.
The solution can be obtained recursively.” The result is as follows:

Fiow)=C (const.), (4.12a)
Fii(u) = % {log(l +u—au®) — %}, (4.12b)
G+1(u)=%cz;2{ Kie 1 } (4.12¢)
3 V1+4a (I+a)u
r cp?

Fealn) = / du (1 —uw)(1+u—au?)
{ (1—u)(1+au)10g(1+u—au2) 31 —u)(1 + au)K,(0)
X {1l —u+ —

22— a)? 22 -a)*V1+4a
_+oKMu  B+G+3a— 6a% + 2a%)u — 3au2)K2(14)} (4.12d)
JTTda 22— a)*V/1+4a ’ '

5 The derivation of the solution is given in Appendix B.
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where
1 2au
Ki(u) = -log(1 +u —au?) —1o <1—7>,
1) = 5 log( ) -ree\ T
14+ V1+4a —2au
K>(u) =log .
—1+4+V1+4+4a+2au

Next, we shall study the equation of motion for d_(u). Assuming again S_(w)=(1—
u)" F_(u) where F_(u) is a regular function at u = 1, the singularity might be extracted. We
fix the constant as v = —iw/(4w T) to use the incoming wave condition. We now impose a per-
turbative solution as

F_(u) = F_o(u) + @F_1(u) + K*G_1(u) + @* F_2(u) + O(o?, wk?), (4.13)

and then we obtain the following result®:

F_o(u)=C (const.), (4.14a)
iCh
Foi(u) = m{s(l +a)*log(u) — 2+ a)(1 +4a) log(1 + u — au?)
—2V/1+4a2+5a)K1(w)}, (4.14b)
2
G_1(u):(:’b2{— 3a‘u : B 2(1 +a)(2+a2)log(u)
2(14+a)>(1 +a — sau) 2—-a)
(A4+a)2+a)logl +u—au®) 2Q2+5a —|—6a2)K1(u)}
4.14
* (2—a)? Q—a)?J/1+4a | (414c)

o )_/"d Ch?
2= S T 0 (1 + 40320 — wu(l + u — an?)
x {8(2 —a)(1+a@)*(1 +4a)*?u(1 4+ u — au®) log(u)

— 2 —a)(1 +4a)*?(4(1 +a)* + (2 — 3a — 8a®)u + (2 + 9a + 13a*)u?
—a2+a)(1 +4a)yu’)log(1 + u — au?)

+ (1 +4a)*(2 + 5a)K2(0)(1 — u) (4(1 +a)? + (2 — 3a — 8a*)u — (2 — a)au?)
—2(1 +a)(2 — 2a + 41a%) K2 (1) (2(1 + a) — 3au)’

—@2—a)(a(+4a)*Q2 +5a)u’ — (2 —a)(1 + 11a + 46a* + 18a>)u?

— (2+49a+ 1800 + 224 + 24a*)u — 4(1 + @) (1 = 100 — 20%)) K2(w) .

(4.14d)

Using these, we can get behaviors for the solutions of @, (1) and @_ (1) around the boundary
u=0,

+

C { 2k%b?
U

=—J1-—— k2 +30?)bPu+ -}, 4.15
u3/4 3(14+a)u ( +w) “r } ( X

1
3

6 The detail is given in Appendix C.
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- 1 4i(1 b 212 b2k?
q)_:Cum{ ( il+abo  22+a) +b2D_a)2>log(u)+--~},

l14+a (2 —a)? 2—a)?
(4.15b)
where the constant D_ is
2
D_= {272 — a)a* VT +4a +4(1 +4a)*/*(1 + a)*log(2 — a)

2 —a)*(1 +4a)’/?
+4(2-2a+41a*)(1 +a)* K1 (D}

Let us now consider the integration constants C and C. These could be estimated in terms of
boundary values of the fields

lim h'u) = (r))°,  lim B,(u) = (B)", etc.
u—0 u—0

Using equations of motion, the integration constants C and C are determined as

1
C= @300 {3ak*(B)° + 3akw (B.)°
+ (14 a) (=2 (1) + 2keo (hF)° + (k2 — %) (12)° + * (1)) ), (4.162)
G (2 — a)*abk(k(B)® + w(B;) )’ (4.16b)
2Dy (w, k)
where

Dp(w, k) =22+ a)bk* — 4i(1 + a)w — (2 — a)*bD_w’.

In Egs. (4.16a) and (4.16b), one can observe the existence of the sound and diffusion poles in the
complex w-plane.

4.3. Retarded Green functions

Let us evaluate the Minkowskian correlators. The relevant action is given by the sum of three
parts (3.5), (3.6) and (3.7),

S = So+ Sgu + Sct

B d*k (1 f f f

_ / 1 tpx/ typz/
T 322t | @2n)t {Ehfh’z + Zh% + Zh’hi + thh?
f S S S
+ ;h;hﬁ’ + ;hjhg’ + Zh;hﬁ’ + ;hgh;/

+ %(f — V) () + 4—;2(3f —uf' =3JF)(h2)’
3 1 / t1x
2 U =VD0) = 5567 —uf' =67,

1 1
— m(6f—uf’—6\/?)hfh§ - F(3f—uf’—3\/?)h§h§
/ U 1 t V4 X 1 Z
+3a( BiB] — f BB, + S Bihj + B:hi — Bili} — S Bih? 4.17)
u=0
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Table 1

—(1+a)P
G o i 2507

tt XX 2z 154
1t 3(5k2 = 3w?) 6(k% + w?) 32 + w?) 24(k2 + w?)
XX - 16w? 20k + a)z) 16kw
4 - - —k2 +70? 8kw
tz - - - 4(k% 4 9w?)

Using equations of motion and solutions of @, (1) and @_(u), derivatives of #’s and B’s can be
expressed in terms of their boundary values:

%h;’ N ﬁ {—3ak(k(B,)° +w(B,)°)

+ 1+ (k1) = 20k(5)" — (1) + (1)) | (4.182)
%h;’ ~ ﬁbak(k(&)o +w(B.)°)

+ (@) (k2 (1)° + 2keo () + 02 (2(83)° + (1)) ) | (4.18b)
%hﬁ’ > 3 [3ak(k(Bt)0 +(B;)°)

2 t 0 z 0 2 X 0 z 0

+ (1 +a) (=2 () + 2k () + 0 (2(3) + (2))) . (4.18¢)
1 1
- = m{—%w(kw,)o +o(B.)°)

— (U ak(205)° + w(=3(1)° +2015)° + (1)) | (4.18d)

1

’ o .
B om0y !_9ak(k(Bt) +w(B,)°)

+ (1 a)((2k2 +307) (1) = ko () = 307 2(13)" + (19)")) ]
_ (2—a)’bk(k(B)° + 0 (B,)")

, (4.18¢)
(1+a)Dp(w, k)
/ 1 0 0
B~ a5 [9aco(k(B)° + 0 (B))
+ (1 a)(=3keo (k)" + 262 (45)° + ko (2(2)° + (1))
2= a)’bok(B)’ + @ (B)") 4.180)

(I+ @) Dp(@, k)

Substituting these expressions to the surface term (4.17), we can read off the Green functions
defined by (2.5). Through the counter terms, the singularities around the boundary vanish com-
pletely. The results are listed in Tables 1, 2 and 3.

In the final expression we rescaled the gauge field (BM)0 to the original one (AM)0 =

4%172 (BM)0 and raised and lowered the indices by using the flat Minkowski metric 7, =

diag(—, +, +, +) in four-dimensional boundary theory. Taking the limit which the charge goes to
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Table 2 .
)

G** */(482[)2(/(273(4)2) )

tt xx 2z 1z
t 3k2 2k2 k2 6kw
z 3kw 2kw ko 60?2
Table 3 )

—1 9a 2Q2—a)°b
G**/(462(l+a)b2(k273w2 + Dp(a),k) ))
t Z

t k2 ko
Z — a)2

zero, the correlators for energy—momentum tensors coincide with the known ones in [15]. In this
limit, the correlators for the energy—momentum tensor and the U (1) current vanish, while ones
for the U (1) currents have no sound poles, as we could see in the case of vector type perturbation
for (1, 0, 0) R-charged [22] and RN-AdS black holes [20].

Remember 13 /k? = N2 /(47?) and it should be noticed that the factor [ /e?> = N2 /(16x?) for
the R-charge since e = 2« /[ in that case, while [ /e* = N.N 7/ (47?) for the brane charge [29].

4.4. Transport coefficients

From the obtained Green functions, we can observe the value of the speed of sound without
the medium effect,

1
= 4.19
v 7 4.19)

One should notice that there is no effect of the charge on the sound velocity.
We can also find the diffusion pole in the current—current correlators. The diffusion constant
can be read off

2+ a)b
“2(+a)
It should be compared with the diffusion constant for gravitation fields Dy obtained in the pre-
vious work [20],

b
“2(+a)

so that the relation between them is

Dy (4.20)

Dy

Ds=(2+a)Dy. 4.21)

In the chargeless case, we can reproduce the result in [15].
The electrical conductivity o of the medium could be also determined by the current—current
correlators via Kubo formula,

2
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where e is a four-dimensional gauge coupling. Together with the result for vector type pertur-
bation [20], we can obtain

leg(2 — a)? ! 22—
o= tECma o (L)\TeC-a) 4.22)
24e2(1 +a)?b ez ) 2(1+a)?
We can also access to the charge susceptibility & defined by
1 2
== & (4.23)
T (volume)

Using Green function G, (k) which might give an expectation value of Q2, one can obtain the
following relation in thermal equilibrium,

2 d
(vf)fm)w) - f % (—Im(G (@, k — 0)))np (@), (4.24)

where ny(w) = ﬁ is Bose—Einstein distribution function [31]. From Table 3, we can see

—Im(Gzz(a)7 k)) = e2(1+a)2+a) \w? + (Dsk?)?

It should be noted that a quantity Dak?/(@w* + (Dak?)?) approaches to 27§ (w) for k — 0 limit.
Taking the relation (4.23) into account, we can read off the charge susceptibility = as

o (1 472 )

We can then observe that Einstein relation

472 T? ( wD Ak? )

o/(ee’E) = Da (4.26)

holds exactly. (See also [32].)

In R-charge case, taking the charge-free limit, the electric conductivity and the charge suscep-
tibility coincide with the results in [31].

It is interesting to express physical constants in terms of the boundary variables: the tempera-
ture and the chemical potential. In fact, it is easy to verify that

4 1 1
a=2— = , b= (—) = , 4.27)
1+14+4(1/T)? mT )1+ 1+4(/T)>?
~ _ x . ~ 1 .
where 1 = Nt Notice that for the R-charge, i = ENEELs while for the brane charge,
= % . The behaviors of the diffusion constants D4 and Dy, the electrical conduc-

tivity o and the charge susceptibility = are drawn as functions of the i/ T in Figs. 1, 2, 3 and 4,
respectively. Notice that for the fixed temperature, all of them are decreasing functions of the
chemical potential. One should notice that there is no upper bound of w/T for any of these
quantities unlike (1, 0, 0) charged black hole studied in [22].

It is particularly interesting to observe that the charge susceptibility modulo T2 factor, which
is an indicator of the degree of freedom, shows rapid change between low and high temperature

7 1tis interesting to notice that (dp/du)r gives a different value for Z given in Eq. (4.25). The authors thank J. Mas
and J. Shock for pointing this out.
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Fig. 3. 0/(Tlek/e?) vs. i/ T.
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151 1\

=/T?

10

Fig. 4. E/(Tzl/ez) vs. it/ T: Notice the rapid change between two finite values as 7' runs from 0 to co.

(density) indicating a mild phase transition. Such behavior does not exist for chargeless case. See
also [33].

5. Conclusions and discussions

In this paper, we worked out the decoupling of scalar modes of the charged AdS black hole
background in SO(2) basis for the mode classifications. We also perform the hydrodynamic anal-
ysis for the holographic quark—gluon plasma system. Master equations for the decoupled modes
are worked out explicitly. The sound velocity is not modified by the presence of the charge.
We calculated the diffusion constants, the charge susceptibility and the conductivity as a con-
sequence and observed that Einstein relation holds between them. These transport coefficients
are modified due to the charge effect. Interestingly, the susceptibility modulo T2 factor, which
is an indicator of the degree of freedom, shows rapid change between low and high temperature
(density) indicating a mild phase transition. Such behavior does not exist for chargeless case.

One can give an explanation of hydrodynamic mode in meson physics. In our interpretation,
the Maxwell fields are the fluctuations of bulk-filling branes, therefore they should be interpreted
as master fields of the mesons. Then hydrodynamic modes are lowest lying massless meson
spectrum. In terms of brane embedding picture, this masslessness is due to the touching of the
brane on the black hole horizon. Near the horizon, the tension of the brane is zero due to the
metric factor and it can lead to the massless fluctuation. Then the massless spectrum cannot go
far from the horizon in radial direction. In this picture, hydrodynamic nature is closely related
to the near horizon behavior of the branes. We will discuss the spectrum of meson mode by
considering the quasinormal mode [34] of the vector modes in elsewhere.
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Table 4
I

Gt/ ( 16k2b3 (io—D g k2) )-

tx X
tx k2 —wk
X — a)2
Table 5 .
AT T P

Ix X

: b

X —2iw mwk

Table 6 5
Guen/( da_ _ GLarhy)

! _
4¢2(14a)b? (ia)—DHk2 2(1+a)

Appendix A. Results for the vector and the tensor type perturbations
A.1. Vector type perturbation

In the vector type perturbation, independent variables are

hix (x), hzx(x), Ax(x).
One can observe the diffusion constant for the metric perturbation Dy as
b
“2(+a)
We list the retarded Green functions in Tables 4, 5 and 6. Notice that [3/k2 = NC2 /(47?) and
l/e* =N f /(1672) for the R-charge, [/e*> = N.N r/ (47?) for the brane charge. From the Green

function for U(1) currents G, (w, k), one can read off the thermal conductivity 7 via Kubo
formula,

Dy (A.1)

(e + p)?
Kp=——5—"—

1 2 Ne T
lim —Im(Gxx(a),k=0)) =27"— —. (A2)
,02T o—0 w Nf ,bL2

A.2. Tensor type perturbation

In the tensor type perturbation, an independent variable is just

By ().
By using Kubo formula, one can obtain the shear viscosity 7 as

3

1
n= = lim (G @k =0)) = 75

where the retarded Green function is given by Table 7.

(A3)



Y. Matsuo et al. / Nuclear Physics B 820 [FS] (2009) 593-619 613

Table 7
Gsnes [ (— 16/i—2b3>'

Xy
Xy iw+ bk?

One can confirm the universal (within Einstein gravity®) ratio that is the ratio of the shear
viscosity to the entropy density s,

n 1 (A4)
s 4w’ '
Appendix B. Perturbative solutions for <1~5+
Substituting Eq. (4.11) into Eq. (4.8), one can read off one for Fo(u),
0= (u ' —w)(1+u—au?)Fl)". (B.1)
A general solution is given by
3K>(u) }
Fyo(u) = Co+ Do 2log(l —u) —log(1 + u — au®) — ———==1. B.2
o) = Co 0{ g( ) —log( ) Ve (B.2)

Constants of integration Cy and Dy should be determined to be a regular function at the horizon.
So we here choose Dy = 0 and set

Fio(u)=Co=C (const.). (B.3)

By using this solution, one can get an equation for F.|(u) from Eq. (4.8),

_ Ch(1 + au?)
1 2 ro
A general solution is
i(C(1—a)b—(2—a)Dy)log(1 —u)
Fii(u)=C + o8
2—-a)
i(Cb+ (2 —a)Dy)log(l +u —au®)  3i(Chb+ (2 —a)Dy)Ka(u)
+ > + . (BS)
22 —a) 22 —a)?/1+4a
Removing the singularity at the horizon, the constant D; should be
1—
D;=Cb a .
2—a

We also impose a boundary condition F.j(# = 0) = 0 so as to fix the constant C. Therefore the
final form is

iC 6K
Fii(u)= ﬁ{log(l +u— auz) - \/%} (B.6)

8 If one consider higher derivative corrections to Einstein gravity, the viscosity bound could be modified [35-39].
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A differential equation for G (u) is

Ch*(6 — (1 +a)u?)

_ -1 2 / /
0=@w A—uw(l+u—au”)G' ) + A (B.7)
A general solution is
s =€ + 1 4C(2 — a)b?
u)= —
! T2 —a1+a) u

N (C(1 +5a —2a%)b?> —9(1 +a)D))Ka(u)
V1 +4a

+(C —a)b* +3(1 +a) D) (2log(1 — u) —log(1 +u — auz))}, (B.8)

and the constant 51 can be fixed as
-~ C(—a)b?
)

From the condition (uG11)’|,—0 = 0, we can fix the constant C;. The final form of the solution
becomes

G1(u) 2(:1:2{ K1G) ! } (B.9)
u)=-— — . .
! 37 |V1tda (+au
A differential equation for Fly;(u) is
0= [u_l(l —u)(1+u — au?)
Ch%log(1 — u) ibFy(u) B iblog(l — u)Fjrl(u) N Fjrz(u) /
2—-a)?1-u) Q-a)(1—u 2—a
c? (B.10)
w21 —w)y(1 +u —au?)’ ’
Integrating over u, we have
Flo(u) !
u)—=
+2 202 —a)2V/T+4a(l — u)(1 +u — au?)
x {2v/1+4a(2 — a)*(Cb* — Dyu) —3CH*K>(0) (1 + u — au?)
+ Cb2(3 + (5 +3a — 6a% + 2a3)u - 3au2)K2(u)
+ CVT+4ab*(1 — u)(1 + au)log(1 + u — au?)}, (B.11)
and the constant D, can be fixed as
3K,(0 1 K>(1
DFCbz{l_ 2(0) (1+a) 2()}
22 —a)s/1+4a v14+4a

so that ((1 — u)F4/_2(u))|u:1 = 0. Then, we find

Fly(u) = Cb* + Ou). (B.12)
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Hence, we can write the solution of F5(u) as

u

F _ (4 Ch?
+2() _/ U= +u—au?)

{ (1 —u)(1 4 au)log(1 +u — au?)
X1l —u+
2(2 —a)?
3K —w( +au)  (1+a)Ka(Du
212 —a)?/1+4a V1 +4a
(3 + (54 3a — 6a* 4+ 2a%)u — 3au®) Ko (u) }
22— a)2J1+4a '

which satisfies a boundary condition F,,(0) = 0.

Appendix C. Perturbative solutions for d_

For F_o(u), one can get an equation

3 -2 1
0= (u(l —u)(l4u— au2)(l +a-— Eau) F/_O) )
A general solution is given by
F_o(u) = Co+ Do{(Z —a)log(l —u) —4(1 +a)*log(u)

VI1+4a(2 4 5a) K2 () }
5 :

Since the function F_o(u) should be regular at the horizon, we choose Dy = 0 and get

1
+5C+a +4a)log(1 +u — au®) —

F_ou)=Co=C (const.).

Substituting the solution to Eq. (4.8), we get an equation for F_(u),

-2 I
0= (u(l —uw)(1+u —au2)<1 +a— %au) FL1>

N iCbQ2(1+a) + (4 +Ta)u — 6a(l + a)u® + 3au?)
2Q2—a)(l14+a— %au)3 .

A general solution is given as
i
542 — a)a?
x {81+ @(C (1 +4a)b - 27D1 2 - )a?) log(w)

F_i(u)=C1 —

—2(C(2+7a +23a*)b — 27D (2 — a)*a*) log(1 — u)
— 2+ a)(1 +4a)(C(1 +4a)b — 27D1 2 — a)a*) log(1 + u — au?)
+1T+4a2+5a)(C(1 +4a)b —27D; (2 — a)az)Kz(u)].

615

(B.13)

(C.1)

(C.2)

(C.3)

(C4)

(C.5)
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The constant of integration D; should be

_ Cb(2+7a+23a%
T T2 0kl

so that the singularity at the horizon could be removed. In addition, we require the condition

[F 1 () — log (1) hm(F‘l(“)ﬂ -0
- u—0 log(u) u=0

to fix the constant C;. Then we get the final form of the solution

Foi(u) = 2(%1"1)2 {8(1 +a)*log(u) — (2 +a)(1 + 4a) log(1 + u — au®)

— 24/ 1+4a(2+ 5a)K, (u)}. (C.6)

Similarly we have a differential equation for G_1 (u),

-2 /
0= (u(l —uw)(1+u —au2)<1 +a— %au) G’_1>

Ch?
+ —— {4 +a)(2+ 6a +3a* +24°)
8(14+a)(14+a— 5au)’
+2a(10 4 30a + 57a* + 10a®)u — 42a*(1 + a)*u* + 21a’ (1 + a)u’}. (C.7)

A general solution of this equation can be obtained
Ca®b? . 1
a(l+a)(1+a—3ua) S4a(l+a)2-a)

G_1(uw)=Cy —

x {4(1 +a)*(2 — a)(7Ch* + 54D1a(1 + a)) log(u)

— (2C(14 + 13a + 17a%)b* + 54D1 (2 — a)*a(1 + a)) log(1 — u)
— 2+ a)(C(7+ 11a — 14a*)p*

+27D1a2 — a)(1 +a)(1 + 4a)) log(1 + u — au?)

1 _
— (C(14+57 la® — 16a3)b?

+m(C( +57a + 8la 6a)

+27D1a2 —a)(1 +a)(1 + 4a)(2 + Sa))Kz(u)}. (C.8)

The constant of integration D; might be fixed to remove the singularity at u = 1,

- CP*(14+ 13a + 174?)
' T a0 a2 —a)?

Another constant of integration C; is fixed to satisfy the condition

[G_l (1) — log(u) lim (G‘l @) )} —0.
u u=0

-0\ log(u)
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The final result of the solution is
9a%u 6(1 +a)©2+a)
2(1+a)?!(1+a— %au) a (2 —a)?
3(1+a)2+a) 6(2+ 5a + 6a*)
T e-a? Q-a?VT+4a
A differential equation for F_;(u) is
u(l4u — au?)
- [(2 —a)(1 +a— 3au)?
x (2 —a)*(1 —w)F y(u) +i(2— a)bF_ ()

G_1(u) = %ébz{— log(u)

log(1 +u — au®) + K, (u)}. (C.9)

—i(2—a)b(1 —u)log(l —u)F" | (u) + Ch*log(l — u))}
N Ch?
(I +a—3aw?(1— w1 +u—au?)

Integrating over u, we have

(C.10)

(I14a-— %au)2
(1 —wu(l +u —au?)
18Cab?
+
2 —a)2(1 +4a)(1 +a — 3au)
N 4C(1 4 a)?b*u(1 + u — au®) log(u)
2—a)(1+a—3au)?
2Ch? Q+a)1 +4a)u(l +u —au
B (2—a)3( 4(1 +a — 3au)?
CVT+4a2+5a)b*K>(0)u(l + u — au?)
B 22 —ay(1+a—3au)?
2CD?
+ (2 —a)3(1 + 4a)3/?
2 2
n 2+ 5a)£(11 + 4a) u3(l +2u —au ))Kz(u)},
(1+a—5au)
and the constant D, can be fixed as
4Cbh?
T 2—a)*( +4a)32

Fl_z(u) =

X {Dz

%)
) log(l +u— auz)

(1 —2a(5+a)

(C.11)

D> {«/1+4a(2(1~|—4a)(1—|—a)210g(2—a)—9a(2—a))

+ %(2+ 5a)(1 +4a)*K>(0) — (1 +a)(2 —2a +41a2)K2(1)},

so that ((1 — u)FLz(u))|u=1 = 0. Then, we can write the solution as
u ~
Foat) / q Cbh?
o(u) = u
2 22— a)*(1 + 40321 — wyu(l + u — au?)
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X {8(2 —a)(1+a)*(1 +4a)*?u(1 + u — au®) log(u)

+ @2 —a)(1+40)** (a2 +a)(1 +4dayu® — (2 +9a + 13a*)u?
— (2 —3a — 8a2)u -4 + a)2) log(l +u— auz)
+(1+4a)*2 + 50 K200 (1 — ) (4(1 + @)

+ (2 —3a — 8a2)u —a2— a)uz)

2
-8(1+a)(2—2a +41a2)K2(1)<1 +a-— %au)
-2 -a)(a(l +4a)*2+5a)u® — 2 — a)(1 + 1a + 46a* + 18a°)u*
—a(1+ 11a +46a* + 18a%)u — 4(1 + a)*(1 — 10a — 2a2))K2(u)}. (C.12)

Expanding this expression around # = 0, we have
F_5(u) = Ch’D_(1+a) log(u) + C2 + Ow), (C.13)

where C; is an integration constant.
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