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ABSTRACT

We consider dyonic black hole in hyperscaling violating Lifshitz theories arised in a
four dimensional Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton system along with axion fields. Consid-
ering the linearised equation of relevant fluctuations in metric and gauge fields, we
analytically compute thermoelectric conductivity of the dual theory using Dirichlet
boundary condition and find agreement with conductivities obtained in near horizon
analysis. We also study temperature dependence of the conductivities.
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1 Introduction

Holographic techniques has been proved to be quite successful in analysing strongly cou-
pled systems arised in condensed matter [IH8]. In the original proposal [9HIT] it was for
asymptotically anti de-Sitter spacetime and thus are amenable to theories at the bound-
ary characterised by relativistic invariance at the boundary. Soon it transpires it can
be generalised to other asymptotic spacetimes as well [12H19]. In particular, this has
been extended to systems having anisotropic scaling symmetry along temporal and spa-
tial direction. For such systems, asymptotically Lifshitz spacetimes turns out to be the
pertinent set up on the gravity side. An essential motivation for these is to understand
the novel behaviour of strongly correlated phases of matter, which cannot be explained
using conventional theories, as it does not show quasiparticle description. Application
of holographic methods for such phases are expected to provide new insights and deeper
understanding about dynamics of these systems.

In this vein, a number of works have considered non-relativistic geometries which are
asymptotically Lifshitz theories characterised by hyperscaling violation [20-H24]. A four
dimensional Einstein-Maxwell-Axion-Dilaton theory gives rise to such geometries charac-
terised by two parameters z and 6, corresponding to Lifshitz scaling and the hyperscaling
violation respectively. The Axion is chosen linear in space coordinates to introduce inho-
mogeneity in order to model the feature of underlying lattice structure [25-27]. It involves
two U(1) gauge fields, one of which is required to introduce Lifshitz like behaviour, other
playing the role of electromagnetic field.

Electrically charged black hole background in this theory has been considered and
electrical DC conductivity was computed [20] using near horizon analysis [28]. In [21],
a magnetic field has been introduced in addition and thermoelectric conductivity was
studied using near horizon analysis, once again. However, near horizon analysis [2§],
though very useful, does not provide the conserved current in the boundary theory. In
addition, it is not flexible to incorporate different boundary conditions of the fields in the
bulk. Instead, it chooses one boundary condition out of multiple possibilities.

In view of these, a different approach has been proposed in [22]. It considered linearised
fluctuations around the electrically charged black hole and from analysis of asymptotic
behaviour of the solutions they determine counterterms, obtain the physical observables
in the dual theory and compute the thermoelectric conductivities. Unlike near horizon
analysis, this approach is amenable to incoroporate different boundary conditions on the
fields, such as Dirichlet and Neumann or a combination of them.

In the present work, we have extended the approach of [22] in presence of magnetic
field. We consider a dyonic black hole background and from the analysis of linear fluctu-
ations of necessary fields we have computed the full thermal conductivity matrix. This
provides the dependence on magnetic field B and in particular enable one to compute Hall
angles. This analysis can accommodate different boundary coditions which may lead to
different behaviour of thermal conductivities. In the present case, we have used Dirichlet



boundary condition on spatial components of one of the gauge fields and find agreement
of conductivities derived in approach of near horizon analysis [21]. We have discussed
temperature dependence of thermoelectric cunductivities and Hall angle in several scaling
regimes.

This paper is structured as follows. In the next section we introduce the asymptotically
Lifshitz hyperscaling violating solution. In the section 3 we introduce the fluctuations in
metric and gauge fields, consider their linearised equations of motion and obtain solution
in low frequency limit. In section 4 we compute the thermoelectric coefficients and discuss
their temperature dependence. We conclude in section 5. Some of the materials related to
the necessary canonical transformation of the fields has been discussed in the appendix.

2 Hyperscaling violating Lifshitz Black Hole

In the present section we will discuss the asymptotically Lifshitz hyperscaling violating
solution, which we will use as the background. The electrically charged solution has been
discussed in [20,22] and the dyonically charged solution has been mentioned in [21],23].
They appear as a classical solution of an Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton-axion system. We will
consider two gauge fields coupled through a symmetric invertible matrix »;,, I,J = 1,2
which is a function of the dilaton ¢, having positive eigenvalues. In addition, there are two
axion fields, x®, with a running over 1, 2 required to violate the momentum conservation,
which is necessary for computation of direct conductivity. The Axion term in the action
has a dilaton dependent prefactor Z(¢).
The four dimensional action is given by

S = [ dey=glR-a(0o) - L F 200X V(o)) 5 [ vk, 21)

2kK2
oM
where 2 in the second Gibbons-Hawking boundary term is given by 87G. We consider
two axion fields and two guage fields with [ = 1,2. V/(¢) is the potential, which is
functions of dilaton fields.
From the action (Z1]) we get the following equation of motion. The Einstein, Maxwell

and dilaton, axion equations are

1 1
Ry = 00,00, + 5V (0)gw + Z(8)0ux"0oX" + 2515 (S) (Fn ™ =

VH(S(0)FL) =0, (2.2)
VH(Z(@)0x") =0 and 20006 — V'(¢) = 5, (¢) FL F7#°,

gMVFpIJFJpJ)7

respectively.
In order to obtain asymptotically Lifshitz hyperscaling violating solution we choose



the following ansatz for the metric, axion and the gauge fields.

ds% = Y datds” = dr* + **(—f(r)dt* + dadz®),

Xg = px?, o = ¢p(r), Al = ol = al(r)dt + Zeabx“dxb,
Where v, denotes background metric tensor. We have chosen a linear axion to break
the translation invariance to incorporate momentum relaxation. The first gauge field is
required to generate a Lifshitz like behaviour of the metric. while the second one gives
rise to the dyonic charge of the solution. For the sake of generality, we have kept the
constant magnetic field F, = %BI €qp associated with both the gauge fields.

Substituting the ansatz (2.3]) in the second equation of (2.2]) implies the elctric charges

qr = —f‘1/2eAZU8,,a;] is constant. The first and the last equation (2.2]), on substitution

of the ansatz (2.3]) reduces to the following equations:

P opsad S 22(6)e + 2674 (SH (B)qrqy + S0 (6) B BY)

2oF 2F 4f2—P 41qs + 3 =17 )

A + A/(3A/ + ﬁ) _'_p22(¢>€—2A + %V 4 6—4A(21J(¢)qqu + iEIJ((b)BIBJ)’

(64" + 4A’%> = a(0,6) 27 Z(0) —V = 2 (S (O)aags + 151, (0) B'BY),
2[62 + (3A' + 3)0,6] — V!(9) = 26 A(S7(8) (B)aras + ~5h,(6) B'BY).

2f 4

(2.4)

Given a form of Z(¢) and 3;,(¢) one can solve these equations to find out the metric,
the Maxwell field, the dilaton and the potential.

Like the electrically charged black hole, these equations do admit an exact dyonic
black hole solution [21}23], which depends on two parameters z and 6. We present the
solution in radial coordinate v, which is particularly suited for asymptotic behavior. The
metric in terms of this radial coordinate v is given by

dv?
v2F(v)?

ds® = v [—v¥ F(v)dt* + + 02 (da* + dy?)], (2.5)

where in our ansatz ([Z3) we set €24 = v27% and the blackening factor F'(v) is given by
7 om, 842 . B2y2:-6
(2—=0)(z —2)v2=0 p2t==0 (2 —0)(z — O)v2Et1-0)  16(4+ 60 — 32)(2 — 2)
(2.6)

Fv) =1+

In terms of v coordinate, the role of the blackening factor is played by F(v). This v
coordinate is related to r through
d
dr = —sgn(0)v= "2 F V2 (p) . (2.7)

v



Other fields and functions are given as follows: ¥7;(¢) and Z(¢) are

1 1 9, g 1 _
Yi1(o) = Ze[(@ /me Soo()) = Ze[@ 2=0/me 3, =0, Z(p) = §6[u/(9 2. (2.8)
where a = 1/2 and p is given by 2u2a = (2 — 0)(2z — 2 — 6). The dilaton, the axion and
the gauge fields are given by

. . Asgn(@)qr, 5s._ . Asgn(0)az, 9-. o
¢ = Iulogv’ X" = px?, atl — m(,UQ-i- 9—@2-‘1- 9)’ a't2 = 97_2(1)9 —'Uz )

(2.9)
The charge ¢; and the potential V(¢) are

22 —2—40

B2(0+2:-6)(6/1)
Az—2) €

¢ =2+2-0)(2—1)/8, V(¢) = —(2+2—0)(1+2—0)e"/"—
(2.10)

Unless otherwise mentioned we will keep our analysis general without commiting to
specific solution. The reason is as follows. For electrically charged case, B! = 0 it can
be shown that general solution with asymptotic behaviour exists. We expect a similar
general solution with specific asymptotic behaviour in the case of dyonic black hole, as
well. Therefore the present set up may be used to deal with general solutions. Though,
while studying the coefficients of conductivities we will use the specific exact solution
only.

3 Fluctuation

We will be interested in the thermoelectric coefficients, which are related to the correlation
function of operators. In order to compute those we consider linear fluctuations in the
metric and the gauge fields around its background solution.

Vi =Bij + hij, Al =Ah+al, d=9¢p+¢, X' =xL+7% (3.1)

where i, j takes values on ¢, x and y. Defining Sij = v*hy,, one can set S! = S =
SY¥ = S8Y¥ =0 and ¢ = af = 0 consistently, leaving nonzero fluctuations to be Sy, St, a}

a’

and 7% S! is related to S{ and so we will not consider the former. In what follows, we
will assume these fields depend on ¢ and r only. With such dependence the linearised
equations satisfied by these fluctuations for the background given in the ansatz (2.3)) turn



out to be as follows:

(02 + (30, A — 2; )0, — e 24 (2p*Z + €724 ;BT BY)]S8 = —2e7*A[pZ(0,7) + 2%14(0,al ) (0.a))
+ e_zAZIJ(atag)eabB‘]],

8r8t5£1 —+ 26_2A21J(8Ta{)BJ€abe = —2pr&rTa — 46_2A21J8Taf8tai — 2fe_2AZUBJeab8Ta£
1
O X e fY2[(0,a])SE + fO,al]} = Y2 A8, (02a) + §eabatSfBJ,

—2A
0 071 o ef

2f 7 872’Ta = _f_16_2Ap8th7

0P + (30, A +
(3.2)
where we have not included equations for S, which follows from the above set of equations.

Considering the time dependence of the various functions is given by e, the above set

of equations reduce to the following

[0 + (30,A — 2; )0, — e 24 (2p%Z 4 7248 ;BT BY)] S8 = —2e A [—iwpZ7® 4 251 ;(0,al)(0,a])

. —2A I J
+ we Z]]&b EabB ],

w0, 5S¢ + 272451 5(0,al) B €0y, S? = —2pf 20,7 — diwe A% j0,alal — 2fe 4% ;B eq0yal
oS fY2[(0,a])SE + fO,al]} = fH2e A8y (—w?al + Z%}eabeB‘]),
O[3 f12 20,7 = —iwpZe fY2(S® — Z%7‘”).
(3.3)
Following [22] we introduce new field
O =5 — %T“. (3.4)

The boundary operator associated with ©% plays the role of energy operator in the bound-
ary theory. Introducing 2 = w? — 2p*fZ we write down the equations in terms of this
new field ©%. Some of the terms, however, we have written in terms of Sy, which can be

expressed in terms of ©% and 7¢.
0, [2p2fZQ_1(—f_1/263A8,,@“ + 4qral) — 2iwQ Bl (q1.S? — fl/zeAZU&,a;,])]
— APV Z 4 8 BIBY)O = e A V2 BB — 2iwe ™ [ 2e 1B dl,
p

2 2,,2
[0, (£ Srs0,0] — 27 F 2071 10" — S 2 0, 2)ar0" + WP (1
CoN1 W
— 49_16_2qu1qj)ag + 24w 16 2A€aquBJ(QJSf - 6Af1/2EJKaTCL£() - 7.]0 1E[J€ab5thJ = 0,
2i 2ipfZ

8TS§L -+ 46_2A21J(8Taf)ai = —6_2AE[JBJ€ab(8Ta%]Sf + farag,]) + 8rTa,
w

o34 12 Z20,1%] = —iwpZel f20°,



(3.5)

In order to obtain near horizon limit, we will use another radial coordinate u, which
is related to r through du = — f(r)"/2e=4(")dr. In terms of v the metric becomes

ds? = AW (= f(u)dt* + “dz®). (3.6)

du?
f(u)
The derivative in u is related to that in r through

= —\fe 0y, 0u=—fe", (3.7)

u is related to v through the relation du = sgn(f)v*~3dv where z and 6 are parameters
determining behavior of the metric. The horizon of the black hole solution is given by
u = uy, where f(up) = 0 and at the near horizon limit f(r) = 47Tp + O(p?), where
p=up—u. A, Z and X; approaches constant values at the near horizon limit. The near
horizon limit of the four equations can be arranged in the following manner.

2 i 2
L0 J0 O] + 220" D5y B [0, FOuad) + waf) + L ar 0 fol)

— EqIB Eabﬁust + E[JBIBJSa = O,

2]? ZCII

21
Srlf0u(fuay) + wiay] — f20.0% — e *qrq, fa;] +5 e 2 qr B eanS i fO0uay

21 W
+ o€ 2Aewqrqs B’ fSE — ?EIJEabStB

2ip

21 21
8qu — —Z€_2A€aquBISIE7 -+ 46_2Aq1a£ — —Ze_%eabEUB‘]faua;,] — fauT = 0
w w

fO.(fZ0,e*'1%) = —iwpZe* 0.
(3.8)

Considering the terms contributing in leading order of p we obtain

A %
P2 [fou(fou(e*0) + 2p° Ze* 07 — —Zeabsz [f8u(fOuai) + w?al] + S, B'B?Se = 0,
EU[f&L(faua )"—(A) a ] — ?E[JEM,S B
(3.9)
Introducing
nl=al + e Bleyr, (3.10)
2p

and choosing the in-falling behaviour, we obtain the following near horizon behaviour

—iw —iw

2A(’—‘)a ~ p47‘rT ’]7 ~ p47‘rT (311)



We will use the above near horizon behaviour to determine the relations among the
constants that appear in the solutions of the various fields.

In order to study direct conductivity, we require the solution of the fields ©%, a! and
7% However, the differential equations are quite involved and since we will be interested
in the direct conductivity which depends on the behaviour of the fields at low frequency
limit we will expand the fields in powers of frequency and from there we will determine
the low frequency behaviour of the fields. So we consider the following expansions

0% = 040 4E W 4+4,20°P 4 ol = a!O4walW4u?2a@ 4. 70 = 79O LW 2@y
(3.12)

We will substitute these expansions in the equations and will determine the fields at
different orders of frequency in an iterative manner.

First we will consider the equations at the order of zero frequency. Substituting the
expansions of (3.12)) in (3.5) we obtain from the second equation in (3.5])

o (fY2e% 0,070 — ;090 = 0, (3.13)
which suggests it is convenient to define a new function

Cf = fl/zeAZU&,ag — q;0%. (3.14)
Then (B.13) implies C}I(O) is a constant. From the first equation in (3.5])) we get

O, 220, (f710°®) + 4al C7"] = 0, (3.15)

where we have used the equation of background fields (2.4]). From the third equation of
(B5) one obtains for axion

C?(O)BI
e2A7

8u7—a(0) = €ab

. (3.16)
From (B.13) and (3.15) we write the solutions in terms of integrals

aldu

a a du a(0)
=f91+f@2/7f2‘4f0f ez
10 1(0) o) [ 2" a o a o
() =a, —C; fdu—qj@ /Z du—q@/Z /eQAf2
—4QJC /dUZIJ/ 2Af2,

a(0) _ ( C
T —+ €ab / 62AfZ

(0)

(3.17)

a0

where 0, 04, a,,’ and 7, are constants of integration.



At the near horizon limit, A, Z and ¥;; are approaching constant value A(h), Z(h)
and Y7;(h). Behaviour of f(u) near u — uy, is f ~ 4nTp and al ~ O(p), which leads to

o3 407”0,
O = Unlp)Or + Foraa®y ~ Gmream ¢ o8P
10 4,95 a0y =7 () a
i = agf + (ng(h) + 5% T logpt 4,075 (h)p, (3.18)
" Cb(O)Bl
Ta((]) =T, (0) — €a I

log p.
AnTe2AM Z (h) o8P

The equations at the zeroeth order of frequency are very much similar to that obtained
in absence of magnetic field [22] as in the equations B appears at the first order of w.
Next we will consider the equations at first order of frequency. As we have already
mentioned, we will use a recursive procedure to determine the solutions at different orders
of w, by using solutions obtained in the lower orders. Substituting the ([BI12))in the second

equation in (3.0)) we get

9
f_l/zeA&(fl/zeAEuarag(l) . qI@a(l)) -5 2;26—2A6aquBJ(qJ@b(0) . eAfl/ZZJKaragf(O))
p
- %f_lszEab@b(o)BJ =0,

(3.19)

which leads to

b(0) b(0)
a(l) . p—1 7, Gy ©

8uC’I = —Zf eabB (_p2262A + Z[JT). (320>

By integrating (B.20) we can write C}l(l) in terms of the zeroeth order terms. Similarly,
0™ and 7% satisfy

Bu[e* f20,(f 0] — 4CT M, al + 2iewr, B al”

. ) ) .
+ ]%eabe fC,(O)au(f—Z) - ]%EUBIBJT“(O) =0, (3.21)
au [62Afzau7'a(l)] _ 'épZ62Af_l@a(0),

)

while aé(l can be obtained from

&Lal(l) _ _f—lzlva;(l) _ qu_l@a(l). (3.22)

a

Like C’?(l), all these equations can be integrated to obtain expressions at first order in
terms of the zeroeth order fields.

The near horizon behaviour of the fields at first order can be obtained by integrating
the above equations after substituting the near horizon behaviour of f, A, Z and ¥ and



using the expressions obtained for the zeroeth order fields. For C}l(l) we obtain,

o =Ci +

’iEabB‘] [ _qICS(O) @gEU(h)
e2AMAr T\ p2Z(h) 81T

) log p + %@%ZIJ(h)eQA(h)élﬁTp
(3.23)
22[]0?((0)8”@{(

* An’T

(plogp—p)] + ...,

1) . . .
where C}lé ) is an integration constant.
Using this expression a similar near horizon expression can be obtained for %% from

B21)) as follows

CH i eaB'CHY

@a(l) —
e2AMArT — p2 Z(h)

log p+ ©447Tp + ..., (3.24)

where ©F and ©} are new integration constants. The fluctuation in gauge field at first

(

order, ait” at the near horizon limit follows from B22) and is given by

1J a
a1y, 20(h) [ qs03 a(1)
a,’ =a,,’ + T 62A(h)47TT+CJ0 logp+ ..., (3.25)

where we have introduced the constant term of integration as aéél). Finally the 7¢ at first
order turns out to be

a(1) a(1) e A

b1) L a 1(0 { b(0
=73 _ T2 () [eabBKC’K(O) — 5(62A47TT@1 + 4%‘%8 )) + Z—)q;BleabTo( " logp + ...

(3.26)

The constants of integration introduced at different orders can be determined by com-
paring with the near horizon behaviour with the full fledged expressions of the various
fluctuations, obtained in (B.11]). For that we need to consider the equations to the second
order in w.

At the second order of w we obtain the following equation for C’?(Q)

—2A

0,07 =T [(£249,070 4+ 44,07 ) + ey, (CUV — Zq;70) B
2p°fZ p (3.27)
2 J(0) i b(1) i b(0)\ RJ .
- —|a,"" — (0" + -7"")B
110 - 5@ + L7203
On the other hand for 62 we get
- a a 1 a
Dl 20,(f 710" =4C* @ d,a! — fau[W[(e“@u@ O+ 4g,a]®)
(3.28)

+2i€ab(03(1)—%qﬂ”(o))B"] + Z%ZIJBIBJTQ(D — 2iega, .



aé(z) can be obtained as usual, from

a(2 = f12eA%,,0,07® — 4,09, (3.29)

In order to compare to the boundary condition at horizon we need to find the leading
order behaviour of the fields near the horizon. Substituting the expressions we have
obtained for fields upto zeroeth order and first order on right hand side of (8:27)) one can
easily find that the leading order terms of C}l(z) near horizon are of the order of log p and
(log p)?. In particular, it does not have any 1/p in its expression near the horizon. It
follows from equation for ©%? that the leading order expression of ©%? is given by

du
1o = g4 + @5/ o2 2 + Slogp+ ... (3.30)

where Of and ©f are constants of integration and S is given by

1 240a I , b1) L b0 I (O
= 2p2Z(h) [(_47TT6 @1 + 4q1aa0) + 2Z€ab(C[0 - 561]7_0 )B ] + (47TT)2 (331)

Collecting expressions of ©% at different orders of frequency together, we can write
near horizon expression of ©¢ valid upto O(w?) as

o° :& + 47TT@‘11p + ( 1 [iweabC?O 2(—7TT62A(h)@Clb + QIGQIL?)) )
e2AMArT ArTe2 A 27 () A0
2 a (3.32)
w

b(0)
Tz TP

In this equation, following [22] we have absorbed all the pertinent integration constants

B+ u?

5)logp+ ...

in ©f, 05 and CY,, without any loss of generality, by redefining ©F, ©f and Cf,. Similarly
the expression for the fluctuation in gauge field at near horizon limit is

E‘U(h) q O¢
I _ T a JY9
G0 = Qoo+~ (Coo + At

where we have absorbed all the constants of integration in af;. Fluctuation in the axion

)logp+ ... (3.33)

7% at near horizon turns out to be

a a ~000)
T Ty 1 I b ~ 24 a I
; — ;+47TT62A(h)p2Z(h) [—EabB CIO+22w(—7TT6 (h)@1+an0a)+ZW( [B )EabT] log p+...

(3.34)

where constants are absorbed in 7.
. . . . b . .
ring wi r horiz viour = B e = iven i
Comparing with the near horizon behaviour of © and 1} = al + 3 B’ - as given in

(B.11]), we obtain

b I
(ZIJ(h) + 1 To B

Bleab )

BIBJ ZIJ(h>QJ .
@ ZW{( a0+ 2 D - €2A(h) 27

2p2Z62A(h)) 70 T 2AM) 4T [€ab

(~mTe* M O7 + grag,) + (QJBJ)p}

a AT I : 2A(h) Oya I : N
0F = _pQZ(h) lean B Cy — 2iw(—nTe 0% + qray,) —iw(qsB )eab;].

10



(3.35)

: a o -
From the two equations above (B.38) we can express Cf, and O3 in terms of other
constants al,, ©¢ and 7¢ in the following manner,

, 299k Yyn(h)BY g 2nT
a J - k
Cro = iw(M;”)ap{ —[(Zsx (h) + P22 (h) A )0be + D2Z(h) e AB) €be) Ay + 2200 (q.70ab
1 N c 1 4quK K M EJK(h)BK Tg
+ §ZJN(h)B €c|OF — 5[(ZJK(h) + W)B e — (quB )W&C]E},
AnT An’T b
(o . BICb . W—nT 2A(h)@a I BI “ ‘o
2 p2Z(h)€b IO+pr2Z(h)[ (—nTe 14 qrag,) + (@1 )Ebp]’
(3.36)
upto leading order in w, where we have introduced the matrix (M), satisfying
Yin(h)BN B/ q B’
J IN I Ky _ 5K
(07 + 5z 7 yezam 0o = iz oy ezt Corl (M Doe = 07 b (3.37)

In absence of magnetic field it reduces to 67 d,s.

In order to identify the operators in the boundary theory, we require the asymptotic
solution of ©%, al and 7¢. Tt is sufficient to determine the asymptotic solution of the
fields upto lowest order in frequency. From the linearised equations of motion of the
fluctutations it is clear that magnetic field contributes at a higher order in frequency.
Therefore, upto lowest order of frequency, expressions remain the same as those obtained
in absence of magnetic field [22]. To this end we introduce

¥(0) = sgn(®) [
Yi(v) = %(_0?2_9\1}(2}) + sgn(6) /dvv_2z+lF_2), (3.38)

v2(w) = PIUO% (png0) 1 sgn(o) [awip,

In terms of these functions we can write the asymptotic expansions of the solutions of the
fields at small frequency

0% = 2D R (1) (0% + 04U (v) + 407V (v)),
ol = aly — Ofal — sgn(0)0aq, [ doSuu(0) (3:39)

_ sgn(0) / QMo (F162 + dg VYK (0)) e

From (3.39) one can establish a relation between the parameters describing the asymp-
totic behaviour of the solutions and operators in the boundary theory. This relation has

11



been discussed elaborately in [22] and we have included their discussion in the appendix.
As explained there, a basis of symplectic variables that parametrize the asymptotic so-
lutions can be identified from asymptotic behaviour of the generalised coordinates and
momenta. To this end one considers the radial Hamiltonian formulation and express
asymptotic solutions of the linear fluctuations of the fields @49 at® and 7% and their
conjugates in terms of the modes 0%, 04, al,, C and 7. Then one makes a suitable
canonical transformation, that can be realised by adding appropriate counterterms, lead-
ing to holographic renormalisation of the action. From the asymptotic behaviour of these
transformed canonical variables the operators can be identified in terms of the modes
parametrizing the asymptotic solution.

Choice of the boundary condition turns out to play critical role in this identification.
As explained in [22] adding an additional finite term in the renormalised on-shell action,
the Dirichlet boundary condition can be imposed on the gauge field. In the case of
electrically charged black hole as the background, it has been found that the expressions
of the conductivities obtained using the near horizon method agrees with the Dirichlet
boundary condition. In the present case, where we have magenteic field in addition, we
are considering the Dirichlet boundary condition so as to compare the results already
obtained using near horizon method. With the present set up generalising it to Neumann
or mixed boundary condition is quite straightforward.

In case of Dirichlet boundary condition, we are interested in energy operator £* and
current operator Jj as shown in [22]. Their expressions in terms of different modes are

given by (A.10) and (A.11))

2 wqr , 2w

a 1 a a a a
& :_—(@2"'4#] 10)7 Jr = ( 10_77'0)> XQZ_WQIOZ@‘ (3.40)

2K2 K2

1

where a,

is obtained from the asymptotic behaviour for the renormalised variables as
given in ([A.I2)). From these expressions we can obtain the various correlation function,
that leads to computation of the coefficients of thermoelectric conductivity.

4 Thermoelectric DC conductivities

In this section we obtain thermoelectric conductivities for the present model. In the last
section we have derived ©F and C{, in terms of other constants in (3.35). We substitute

12



these expressions in the energy operator £ given in ([3.40), we get

&= _%H?—;QK‘SMJ N (_j;zr—geabBI + 4" 6o ) (M7 ) [(Sk + %) ed %ecd}aﬁ)
+ (Z—;(qu R TeA)5 + (—g—;eab B!+ 416, (M )bc{%(q ot + %EJM B,
~ ot %)“‘K@d * %ecd]})@? + {—%(—g—;eaby 4 50) (M)
[(Zsx + %) BXe,y — (QKij)Zigf BM U+ 4;7;; (a1 B )ens) %31 _
(4.1)

where we have used the asymptotic value of fluctuation in gauge field, o givn in (A12)). In
this section, to simplify the notation, unless otherwise mentioned A, ¥;; and Z represents
their respective values at the near horizon limit.

Similarly, the current operator [J; turns out to be

Ji = %[(ij)ab[(zm + %)% + %%}ag
= Ol a0+ 5 E 0B )
(St s+ I ey (42)
0Dl Rarc + S8 B, — (B D 6] + rd} S
X, = —%;qzai,
Pk

where the matrix (M7)y is given by (3.37).
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From the above expressions one can obtain the following two-point functions

a 21w 2qkqr SkuBYq
(T T3 = 5 O el (S + 0+ = T,
21w 2nT 1
(E(-)TH) =~ (M el @ + 5D B )
2959k Y BM i
—[(Zsk + 27 — 1) 0 + T 2Ze2A bel ™},
" 2w, 27T vl
(T (~w)E¥(w)) = ?[(—pg—zqﬁba - (——ZBJQ,C + 117 0e) (M) ca
2qkqr YeuBYq
(ks + m) Weda]}a
“ 2iw 27T o A
(EY(—w)E (W) = [ 27 (qrep®™ — 7Te*) 5y, + (_p2Z62A€b B+ 44" 63.)
2rT 2459k T qrp®
(Mj])cd[(p A Xk + W)MK]%CL + EJMBM(pzz - p2Z62A>€da]
. 2iw 1 449K kB .,
(X(=w) T (W) = ?[Q(Mj])bc[(z:][( + W)BK% —(¢sB7) 2L A 6] + qr6ba,
2iw
(TF (~w) X" (W) = == q16™,
DK
(4.3)
with rest of the two point functions vanishing.
Next following [22] we introduce the heat current
Q=& — W Jp. (4.4)
The two point function for heat current and electric currents are given by
a b 2iw T 27 2A sab M J 1 N
(Qp(-w)Qp(w)) = —52( Z) {p° 270" + B eac(Myj )eal@s0aa + 5 Esn B eaal}
" 21w 27rT 1
(Qh(—w) T} (w)) = _Fpg—z[(M[J)bc[qJ(sca + §ZJKBK€ca]a
2iw 27T 7T 2 Y BM
(77 (=) Q) = =~ + B (M) (Sxes + QqZKqQ;)ada SIETA e
“ 21w 29K q Y BMg
(T )TN = 22Ol (B + Sy, + AT )
(4.5)
We obtain the thermoelectric conductivities from the above two point functions as
follows.
ch _ <TKab T@ab) _ <<Q(II)(_M)QbD(w)> <Q%(_w)j})(w)>> ) (46)
Taf off (Tf(—w)Qp (W) (T (—w)Qh(w))



In order to obtain the following expressions for the components of the conductivity matrix
in a compact form we have introduced the following parameters

1 J s B!
T = §EIJB ; b = 27 A" (4.7)
In terms of these parameters the matrix (M;”),;, is given from (B.37)
1+7b D)qr)da — [(1 b)qr — (q.b)rrleq
(M]J)ab :5}]5ab_ [( +r )TI+(q )QI] b [( +r )ql (q )TI]€ bbJ (48)

(1 +17.b)2+ (¢.b)?
where we have used (r.b) = r7b’, (¢.b) = q;b' and A = (1 + r.b)*> + (q.b)%.. With these

expressions, components of conductivity matrix becomes

78T [(1 4 7r.b)dpa + (¢.b)€pa]

rab
K™ = R2p27 A ’
4 _
dfflb = O‘?b - s_TKbC(QIaca + T1€ca)]; (49)
ab 2 ba 16 g be
0y = 58010 K (018t r60a) (@1 + vr6aa).

where we have used 4me?4 = s. All the components of the conductivity matrix reduce to
the expressions of the same given in [22] for setting B! = 0 It may be observed that both
the U(1) gauge fields are on the same footing and that we have got a%® = a%.

We have obtained the thermoelectric conductivities for the general case and in this
form the symmetry between and electric and magnetic fields is also becomes apparent.
We can apply this general result to the case of dyonic black hole discussed in section
2. Substituting values of the various quantities in the above expressions We obtain the
following forms for conductivities. For the solution we get A = (p? + ZZp%76-0)2 4
(2¢2 Bv?*~*)? and using that we get,

- 87T2T 2 )(p ‘l‘ 4z 6— 0)5ba+2q2B'U2Z 4 b

K2p? Un A )

a® — 8%2}22 09— 2(17 + _Uﬁz o= 9)Q15ba+2q1q2Bv22 dba

ab _8_7T 22_9_2p2q25ba+[(p 4B 4z 6— 9)3 22— 9+2q szz 4]€ba

ab 1 —4 8 2, 22— 4(p + 42 6= 6)5ba+2quU2Z depa

ab 8 qp 5ba [QqSszz 4 gvi'z_z_e(p2 + B2 U;tz 6— 9)]€ba
O12 = 5 X ’

ab _ p2 62z—8-20 4 + h 4Z+9(P2+16Q§v2 2)5 —+ Q2B 82—12—20 4 ‘l' (2p +166£va 2) ;4Z+6+6
Og0 = 2/{2”}; A ba 2 h A €a,

(4.10)
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Hall angle can be obtained from the above conductivities by taking the ratio of coef-
ficients of €4, and d,; in the expression of . We get
2 4, _

B+ 0, 50 (2p + 164305 )

5o 02 4 16030, %)

2¢:B
®H: 222 Uiz—4[

(4.11)

As explained in [29] since the factor in the square bracket lies between 1 and 2 Hall
coefiicient can be approximated as

2¢,B
Oy = ? v, (4.12)

these expressions,after setting § = 1 — z, agree with the results obtained in [21] using the
near horizon method.

With the explicit expressions of various components of thermoelectric matrix we can
study temperature dependence. For the analytic black hole solution the temperature is

given by T = —%ﬁmv;“}?’ (v,) which for the case of dyonic solution reduces to
sgn(0) 845 20-sa e B’ 326
T=— 2 —0)v; — e ey 4.13
At [(Z + )Uh 9 _ H,Uh 2 _ Q,Uh 4(2 . Z) Uh ( )

The expression of temperature is quite involved and it is difficult to obtan an analytic
expression of the conductivities in terms of the temperature. Nevertheless, choosing
appropriate limits of the quantities we can identify regimes, where one can discuss scaling
behaviour of the coefficients with the temperature.

We begin with # < 0, where the first term is positive while rest of the terms are
negative in the expression of temperature. To identify a regime of large temperature,

following [22] we consider ¢2v2?~*? << vZ, p2! ™ << v7 and B2:" ? << v, In this
2
regime one can identify T' = %vﬁ. The behaviour of thermoelectric conductivity

matrix will depend on the relative strengths of the different terms in the temperature.
We have considered the following three regions of parameters. Apart from that one can
also obtain the cases, where two terms are comparable, but there it is difficult to identify
the scaling behaviour of the conductivities.

We begin with the range of parameters where momentum dissipaion is strong compared

to charge and magnetic field, which is given by, Bzvi(z_z),qgvie_z_z << piTF << i,
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In this limit we obtain

82T aem B

Kab ~ ’;;p4 [ 2(2—0) 9) (Sba 4 2quT4 20— 4€ab]’

a 8(] 2(] B
O-li) /{ ! [T z 5ba 2 T = Eba]
0-(113 K,ng [8q25ba Eba]

ab 1 22-2-6 2 6 4QQB 42-6-0 (414)
03~ 55T Oba + = e e )

a 8Tqy (. 22— 0=2 2q2B

lb ~ — H2p2[ 6ba T z Eba]

a 8 B 42-20—4 29 4

The Hall angle is 05 ~ T**. Since 6 < 0 we cannot get linear resistivity for o33 in this
regime. Choosing z = 1 we get 0y ~ 1/T? and 0% ~ T~ showing a positive power of T'

for conductivity. Instead if we choose, 3202(2_2) << PPl << o << i, p? >>
2q23v2z 1 all the coefficients will remain the same except oq2. It becomes
8 2¢q,B
o2 = 4 [T 6 + 2227, (4.15)
K2p?

In this regime, 037 and Hall angle have similar temperature dependence. So for z = 1
both scale as ~ T72. Choosing z = 4/3 one gets 0% ~ T~ implying linear resistivity.
However, Hall angle also becomes 0y ~ T71.

Another scaling regime, that one may consider corresponds to the range where the
charge is strong compared to momentum dissipation and magnetic field. That is given by
B2,U2(Z—2)7p2vz 7 e q2UF2L€ z2—2

82T 1 20-0-2) 1 22-0)

ab 2 3(Z 2) 2 60—z
~ T = Opy + T €w), for B << puy 7,
k2(2¢2B) 2q,B p? ) h

<< v} and leads to the following conductivities:

adt ~ —8:2(]1 [%Tﬂig)éba + Qq%Tie ) for pPul << BQU2(Z_2),
2
o’ ~ _%[4532 T 2;T2ze€ba]a o
ol ~ 2—;2[(;212—]9322 = Opa + 212636ba] for p*vf >> (guBuiT"h)?,
~ 2q—52[T¥5b + 212636ba] for p?uj << (guBuiT?™h)?
of3 ~ 8q—12q2[4q122)2BzT225ba + 2quT4z2z €bal;
‘213 2,1{2 [43—]922 4222)55)(1_"%5@]-

17



In this regime, 035 and Hall angle have opposite temperature dependence. Choosing z =1
one gets temperature dependence to be T2 and T'~? respectively. For z = 2, however both
will be independent of temperature. Similarly one can consider the regime where magnetic
field will be stronger compared to the momentum dissipation and charge. In that regime,

055 ~ 79 with Hall angle having opposite temperature dependence, once again.

For small temperature, one can identify the following regions of parameters.

3(2—2 s _ 3(2—2 _ L
B2vh(z ),qgvie P p%fl * <, Bzvh(z ),pzvz << q%vff =2 <7 and

PPl gt << 3202(2_2) < v . However, obtaining an analytical expression for
temperature for this region is difficult. The dependence on v, can be obtained from above
by replacing 7" by v; in (£I4) and (£I6) a respectively in the three regimes.

For # > 0 first term is negative and so large temperature may corresponds to the
regimes depending on whether p?v!=* ¢2v2 =72 or Bzvz(z_z) dominates. In these regimes,

2 2
: — P 00—z — 845 20—z—2 —
temperature can be approximated by T = o lh T = 20y Uh or T =
B3 32—6

Tl respectively. The scalings of conductivity matrix for various regimes will be
as follows:

For the parameter region corresponding to strong momentum dissipation, Bzvi(z_z) ,

G << PPl ™7 we get

2(z—0) 4z—20—4

87T (T o= @B (T\ 7-
ab
@~ Srl() et () T e
—2

22—6 22—4
8mqr [T\ = 2B (T o=
ab
e l(a) T () e

p
—0—2 4z-20-4

2z
. 8t [T\ 7 B(T\ 7
a2b ~ - /€2p2 [q2 (E) 6ba + = (E) €ba]7

8
82 [T\ o+ 2B (T
ab ql o Q2 —F

(4.17)

For z — 2 0% ~ T~! but Hall angle becomes independent of temperature.
For the regime, where charge is strong compared to other two factors, given by
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Bzvz(z—% 2 06—z 20—2z—2

, PPup 7 << @3y , conductivities turn out to be

8—2z—

z—260 2(2-6)
. 87T2T pP (T 1 T 2022 22 2

2242-36 2(2-0)

87T2T 1 T\ 20-=-2 1 T\ 20—2-2
~ (5 G+ —— [ = Wl for prof << B,
7 T6g (@é) T 2. (qé) €l for p)
8 2 T 2072273 1 T 202;92
ab T, P o - 2, 3(2—2) 2 60—z
o~ — 12 [461232 <_) 5ba + 2QQB (?) Cba] for B Uy, << py, T,
8 1 T ) 1 T\ T
ab ™ - - 2,0~ 5 3(z—2)
o 2 [16q§ (q%) Opa + 0B (q2) €a) for pv;TF << B, ,

8 9 T 6072279 1 T 0279

ab T p 20—2z—2 20—2z—2

Ty ) 6 a A 5 a |
Qg H2[4q232 (qg) b +2B <qg) 66]

8q2 p2 T\ 20-=-2 1
ab 41 z4+60—4
1~ 5 [4q%Bg P Oba + 5 2B€ba] for p*vj >> (2g.Bvi T2

1 T 20—2—2 1 5 o b
~ 5l 2 7 Oba + 5 2B€ba] for p*vl << (2 Bvit0=4)?,
2

8q1 1 T 20—7-2 1 2 f— 2 3(2’ 2)
— Oba o f * << B%v ,
K2 [16q2 ( ) bt 5 2361’] or P

W 8q. 1P T\ 223 5 1 /T\ 2z
7z~ 2 1B <_) " 3B (q_g) e

—2z
1 4]9 T 297z72 8(]2
ab
W galp (g) el

As observed from above, 037 and Hall angle has opposite temperature dependence. for

(4.18)

For z = 1 0% ~ T~!, but Hall angle becomes independent of time. Small temperature
limit can be chosen in a similar way as in the case of # < 0. The bahaviour will be similar
to those obtained in the case of 6 < 0.

We have seen the behaviour of the various thermoelectric coefficients depends on com-
peting contributions from different terms. For high temperature limits we have discussed
several regimes where the scaling with temperature can be identified. For small tempera-
ture, however, the dependence is quite involved and it is difficult to identify the behaviour
with specific powers of temperature. In general, a numerical procedure can be used for
obtaining temperature dependence.

5 Conclusion

We have used holographic techniques to analyze thermoelectric properties of systems dual
to hyperscaling violating Lifshitz geometry. Considering a dyonically charged black hole
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as the background we have turned on necessary fluctuations in metrics and gauge fields.
Solving the equations of motion of the fluctuations and imposing in-falling boundary con-
dition at the horizon we have obtained the thermoelectric coefficients from the asymptotic
behaviour of fluctuations in low frequency limit. Compared to the near horizon method,
this method [22] has the advantage that it enables one to identify the boundary operators
explicitly and is amenable to accommodate different boundary conditions.

We have discussed the temperature dependence of various thermoelectric coefficients.
Because of the background solution is too involved, we can analytically discuss only a few
specific regimes. In one of the regimes, z = 4/3 leads to linear resistivity but Hall angle
goes as 1/T, though for z = 1 it shows 1/7? behaviour. Here we have explicitly consider
the dyonic background. It may be interesting to obtain the result in the case of electrically
charged background, by using mixed boundary condition on the gauge field. A natural
extension of the present work is to explore AC conductivity using numerical techniques
and study temperature dependence for intermediate frequencies. Another direction is
to consider turning on mass for the bulk gauge field [30], which gives rise to additional
exponents. The present method may also be applied to explore properties of the other
models towards obtaining agreement with experimental observations.

A Appendix

In order to determine the thermoelectric DC conductivities in this method we need to
identify the operators in the boundary theory with the parameters describing the asymp-
totic behaviour of the solutions. These has been elaborated in [22] and in this appendix
we include a brief review for convenience. First we will consider a new set of coordinates
parametrizing “dual frame”, where radial coordinate is 7, which is related to the Einstein
frame radial coordinate r through the relation dr = —sgn(@)e%d)dr. The advantage of this
dual coordinate is it allows both positive and negative values of # and the UV boundary
lies at © — oo.

In order to identify the operators living in the boundary theory and the fields in
the bulk theory one considers [19,22] the symplectic set of variables consisting gener-
alised coordinates and its canonically conjugate momenta in the bulk Hamiltonian radial
formalism. This enables one to identify the natural basis of symplectic variables that
parametrize the space of asymptotic solutions.

The metric in the Einstein or the dual frame can be decomposed in the following
manner. ds® = dr? + v;;dz'dz?, where ' = t,2° In the Hamiltonian formalism the
metric and the gauge field can be decomposed as

ds® = (N* + N;N')dr* 4 2N;drda’ + v;da'da’,  Alda* = Aldr + Aldz’, (A1)

where NV and N; are the lapse and shift function and ;; is the induced metric on radial
slices at fixed values of r. Similarly A, and A; are transverse and longitudinal components
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of the gauge fields to the radial slices. We also write down the extrinsic curvature, which
can be expressed as

Kij = 37«%’;’ - DiNj - DjNi)7 (A-2)

=
2N
where D; is the covariant derivative with respect to the metric ;;. We will use barred
quantities for dual frame and unbarred one for Einstein frame.
The lagrangian in the dual frame, as obtained in [22] is given by

1 3 == 52 i o Q¢ i 25
_ . _ . 1 .
NQMWM—WHMW—MWW7WQW@%<WMW

+ R[] — agd;¢d'¢ — B3, FLF7 — Ze0iy"0'x" — Ve — 20,]e*,

(A.3)

The canonical momenta in the dual frame can be obtained from the above lagrangian
as

0L . 0L oL oL
’ﬁ'” = —-—, /ﬁ-}:_’ 77]'(1): —_—, ﬁ'xa = —, (A4)
Vi SA! 5 ox*
with conjugate momenta of the non-dynamical fields, N, N; and A, being zero.
Expressing them in terms of quantities in the Einstein frame one gets

' . . 2
zzJ—ﬁw VI KY), @ ==/ E,
1I<L K (A.5)

1
Ty = ?\/—7(261( —a0,p), Tya= a2V 40"

These expressions evaluated around the background in linearised order of perturba-
tions in metric and other fields reduce to the following expressions.

a 1 —3A A Qa
7Tt _ ” — 2§¢Be 3 f 1/28 ( 4 St)7
Ty = —;eAfl/QZu((?rai + f_l(araij)sta)a (A.6)
1
Tya = ——2€3Af1/228r7'a.
K
In order to make connection to the asymptotic expressions we will express the above

equations in terms of ©%, a! and 7. We will consider only the expression in zeroeth order
of w. Furthermore, we will use the radial coordinate v instead of r. Substituting the
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background values of the fields and using dr = —sgn(0)v=2F~1/2(v)% we obtain,

(2

71_ta _ Sgn(e) 0—2—1av(v4—26(@a(0) + iﬁTa(O)))’
p

=g Y
; .
ﬁg:fﬂil@ﬂ*%w@aﬂyn+4wnwmxewn+ﬁﬁmmm
2K2 P (A7)
0 : ‘
7 = S F )0 + gm0+ L)
Tya = e [—sgn(0)v°>790,090) — 4q;al V]
X 2p/{:2 g v QI a .

Substituting the expressions for the fields in small frequency limit we can obtain the

expressions of the canonical momenta. As has been explained in [22] the asymptotic

expressions provide a map between the two sets. One set is given by the fluctuations,

e0), aé(o), 7%0) along with their conjugate momenta. The other set consists of the modes
¢, 09, a%,, Cf and 7.

The set of fluctuations should be identified with the local sources and operators in the
boundary theory but with these expressions they will not be independent of radial variable
v. In order to identify the local sources and operators one needs to consider holographic
renormalisation of the action. Since our case is very similar to [22] we refer their analysis
for details. This identification involves a canonical transformation among the fluctuations
and their conjugate momenta, which can be realised by adding appropriate counterterms
in the regularised action. The canonical transformation, in absence of magnetic field has
been described elaborately In [22]. They have considered on shell regularised action for the
model with the black hole solution as the background. Through addition of counterterms
at the boundary the variables 7/, A% and X" undergo canonical transformations, keeping
A$ and its canonical conjugate momentum unchanged.

As has been mentioned earlier, since the effect of the magnetic field appears at the
linear order in frequency or higher, small frequency expansion of the fluctuations ©*©),
aé (0)’ —a(0)
differences in the expression of the blackening factor F(v) and so the counterterms will be

remain the same as in the case of zero magnetic field. However, there are

modified in this case. In presence of magnetic field we are assuming one can make a similar
canonical transformation through addition of counterterms and obtain the transformed
variables which are appropriate to make identification of the local sources and operators on
the boundary. A similar addition of counterterms will give rise to the following asymptotic
expression of the transformed variables,

1

' = —— v #(05 + 44'CY) + ..., al =al,— 'O+ ..,

A i (A.8)
I 2 2 2
the :WQI%%—..., a, = Qo — (O + ...,
where the chemical potentials are given by
4sgn(0)qrv>T*7° 45gn(0) g’ —*

,ul — ( ) h ’ ,u2 — _#. (A9)

2+2z—0 0 —z
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These transformed variables are related to the original symplectic variables through a
canonical transformation. Following [22] we identify the asymptotic expressions of these
transformed variables with the observables in the dual field theory as follows. One can
define different holographically dual theory by imposing different boundary conditions.
For Dirichlet boundary condition on A{, which requires addition of an additional boundary
term to the on shell action along with counterterms [22], the observables and the sources
for energy flux are given by

- 1 _
£ =2 lim > = ——— (05 +4p'CY), O} = lim e *™n,, (A.10)
T—00 2[{2 T—00

respectively where 7 is related to r through r ~ %e‘%

decomposition of the metric ¥;; as ¥;jdzida? = —(n* — n,n®)dt* + 2n,dtdz® + odz®da?,
a,b =1,2. Similarly the observable for U(1) currents and pseudoscalars are given by

and n, is the shift function in the

u ) a 2, 0 wqr o, ) 2w
Ji' = lim 17 = ——(Cjo — TTo)a A, = lim T = o240 (A.11)
respectively and ! is given by
ol =al — ey (A.12)
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