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Universal aspects of holographic quantum critical transport with self-duality
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We prove several universal properties of charge transport in generic CFTs holographic to non-
minimal extensions of four-dimensional Einstein-Maxwell theory with exact electromagnetic duality
invariance. First, we explicitly verify that the conductivity of these theories at zero momentum is a
universal frequency-independent constant. Then, we derive their analytical expressions for non-zero
momentum in any holographic duality-invariant theory for large frequencies and in the limit of small
frequencies and momenta. Next, in the absence of terms that couple covariant derivatives of the
curvature to gauge field strengths, two universal features are proven. On the one hand, it is shown
that for a general-relativity neutral black-hole background the conductivities at any frequency and
momentum are independent of the choice of duality-invariant theory, thus coinciding with those in
the Einstein-Maxwell case. On the other hand, if higher-curvature terms affect the gravitational
background, the conductivities get modified, but the contributions from nonminimal couplings of
the gauge field to gravity are subleading. We illustrate this feature with an example.

The AdS/CFT correspondence [1-3] has become a
powerful and fruitful tool for the study of strongly-
coupled systems in the vicinity of quantum criti-
cal points, leading to the development of the so-
called AdS/Condensed Matter (AdS/CMT) duality [4—
9]. Among other aspects, it has been possible to identify
a variety of holographic models which exhibit proper-
ties characteristic of condensed-matter systems, such as
superfluidity, superconductivity or (quantum) Hall con-
ductivity [10-15]. Further scrutiny of such interesting
features have turned AdS/CMT into a highly active topic
of research — see e.g. [16-22].

On the other hand, the potential of higher-order the-
ories of gravity to unveil generic aspects of CFTs has
become evident in the recent years. Apart from being
able to capture finite N and finite coupling effects within
the canonical holographic correspondence between Type
IIB String Theory and A/ = 4 Super-Yang-Mills theory
[23-25], higher-order gravities make it possible to ex-
plore holographic CFTs whose correlators take the most
generic form allowed by conformal symmetry [26-30] or
to identify new universal relations that hold for arbi-
trary CFTs [31-39]. These features have motivated the
study of (charge) transport properties of holographic du-
als of higher-order gravities, observing novel and intrigu-
ing phenomena in the shear viscosity to entropy density
ratio [40-42], holographic superconductivity [43-45] and
(electrical) conductivities [46-50].

In this work we explore various aspects of charge trans-
port in CFTs holographic to duality-invariant theories of
electrodynamics with nonminimal couplings to gravity.
Duality invariance is a symmetry of the equations of mo-
tion of Einstein-Maxwell theory in vacuum, so it is justi-
fied to consider higher-order modifications that respect
this symmetry. Explicit examples of duality-invariant
theories are known to exist both with minimal couplings
(see e.g. [b1] for a review) and with nonminimal cou-

plings to gravity [52, 53].

In particular, we study CFTs holographic to duality-
invariant theories whose equilibrium state is character-
ized by vanishing expectation values of all global charges
(i.e. systems without chemical potentials). We begin by
explicitly checking that the conductivity at zero momen-
tum is a frequency-independent universal constant. Then
we are able to derive the explicit expressions for the con-
ductivities in any holographic duality-invariant theory in
the regimes of large frequencies and for sufficiently small
frequencies and momenta. The latter depend on both
the gravitational background selected and the duality-
invariant theory under study, so that conductivities at
non-zero momentum will generically differ with respect
to their Einstein-Maxwell values.

Nonetheless, when dealing with CFTs holographic to
duality-invariant theories which do not couple covariant
derivatives of the curvature to gauge field strengths, it
turns out that conductivities do possess two remarkable
universal features. First, whenever a general-relativity
black hole background is considered, the conductivities
for any frequency and momentum are the same for all
such holographic theories. Secondly, if the black hole
background is modified by higher-curvature terms, the
conductivities get corrected, but the contributions com-
ing from nonminimal couplings between the curvature
and the gauge field are subleading. We corroborate this
feature with an explicit example.

Duality-invariant bulk setup. Let us consider
generic nonminimal extensions of Einstein-Maxwell the-
ory in four dimensions described by the following action:
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where Rz(.") stands for curvature invariants of n-th order
— the index ¢ denoting every such inequivalent term —,
L is the cosmological-constant length scale and agn) are
dimensionless couplings characterizing the theory. Eq.
(1) may also be interpreted as a generic effective action
[54] obtained by adding to Einstein-Maxwell theory all
possible terms quadratic in F,, which are compatible
with diffeomorphism and gauge invariance. The reason
why it suffices for our purposes to work at O(F?) will
become apparent afterwards.

Let 7,, be a traceless and symmetric tensor con-
structed from contractions of the curvature tensor and
its covariant derivatives, and let b,, be the coefficients ap-
pearing in the Taylor series v1 + 22 =1+ | b,z?".
If we take the tensor x,,,”” in (1) to be[55]
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then the action (1) describes the most general exactly
duality-invariant theory of electrodynamics with nonmin-
imal couplings to gravity and having at most quadratic
terms in the Maxwell field strength [53]. More concretely,
this means that the set of equations formed by the equa-
tions of motion of (1) and by the Bianchi identity for
F,,, is invariant under rigid U(1) rotations of the com-
plex tensor F),, +iH,,, = ¢"*(Fy, +iH,,), where
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In the case of Maxwell theory minimally coupled to a
higher-curvature gravity, x,,”” = 5[H[p 6V]U] and H,, is
just the Hodge dual of F),,,.

With the goal of studying thermal CFTs in flat
Minkowski space, we consider gravitational backgrounds
of (1) (i.e. we take F,,, = 0) which correspond to AdS
black holes with a planar horizon — usually called (AdS)
black branes in the literature:
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where 7o is a constant of dimension of length, L de-
notes the AdS length scale, generically differing from the
cosmological-constant scale L because of the higher-order
corrections [27, 56, 57], and

N=14N, f=1-u*+7F, (6)

where N and f are u-dependent functions encoding the
higher-order corrections with respect to the GR solution
(N = f = 0) such that lim,_,o f = lim,_,o N = 0. In
this coordinate system the AdS boundary is located at
u = 0, while the horizon (which we assume to exist) is at
u = up. The black hole temperature is
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Retarded correlators from the AdS/CFT cor-
respondence. We are interested in computing the re-
tarded two-point current correlator Cy;, of CFTs at finite
temperature which are holographically dual to exactly
duality-invariant theories quadratic in F},, .

In a generic three-dimensional QFT with a current J,
(a = t,x,y), the retarded current-current correlator in
momentum space p® = (w, k) is given by

Cap(p) = —i / d*x e O (t)([a(z), Js(0)]) .  (8)

where 2% = (¢, x,y) are boundary coordinates and © g (t)
is the Heaviside step function.

Specifically, we will assume that the expectation values
of all global conserved charges vanish in the equilibrium
state, which is equivalent to exploring systems with no
chemical potential [46, 58]. In such a case, the correlator
Cap can be derived holographically via studying linear
perturbations A, which solve the classical equations of
motion around a neutral black brane background (5). To
this aim, we impose the gauge A, = 0 and decompose
the remaining non-vanishing components in momentum
space:

e Wk XA (u,w, k). (9)
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Working in momentum space and taking the spatial mo-
mentum vector to be k = (k,0), the equations of motion
for A, in a duality-invariant theory given by Egs. (1) and
(3) can be expressed in the following compact form[59]:

SA" —S'A’ + E52 (w2S — ’“2) A=0 (10)
3 B o

wSBA, + kAL =0,  (11)

where prime denotes derivative with respect to u, A =
(BAj}, Ay) and where B and S are identified after evalua-
tion of 7, on the black brane background (5) as follows:
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where we used that (12) represents the most general form
for a symmetric and traceless tensor built from the cur-
vature of (5) and its covariant derivatives (see appendix).



The reason for the equations of motion of A, to take such
a compact form is due to duality invariance [58].

Now, applying the holographic prescriptions originally
presented in [60, 61], it is explained in the appendix that
Cyp can be obtained as follows:
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where M, is defined by[62] the relation A, = M,®A4,(0),
with Ap(0) = Ap|u—0. We impose infalling boundary con-
ditions at the horizon for all components of A,. This
implies, on account of Egs. (10) and (11), that both BA;
and A/,/S are proportional to A,. Then, transforming
these equations into an explicit second-order differential
system for A, (see Footnote [59]) and adapting the com-
putations presented in [58], one may identify M, |,—o
and obtain the non-vanishing components of Cg, from

(14):
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Having at our disposal the correlator C,,, one may
compute the so-called longitudinal and transverse self-
energies K'(w,k) and K7 (w, k), defined as [58]

Cyy = VE2 —w2KT. (17)
Comparing (15) with (16), we find that the product of

K' and K7 is the following universal constant for all
frequencies and momenta:
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K™ (w, k)K" (w,k) = 16K3 . (18)
The above relation holds for all CFTs holographic to
duality-invariant theories, since its derivation just re-
quires to know their form up to quadratic order in the
vector field, captured by the theories defined by Eqs. (1)
and (3). It matches[63] with the result obtained in [46]
in the particular case of a background (5) with N =1
after requiring duality invariance.

Conductivity of holographic duality-invariant
theories. Following the usual holographic prescriptions,
a gauge vector field on the bulk couples to a current on
the boundary CFT. We are interested in studying the
subsequent longitudinal and transverse conductivities o,
and o, for the holographic theories defined by Egs. (1)

and (3). According to the Kubo formula [64], they are
given by
Cis
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w

Particularly simple is the computation of the conduc-
tivities at zero momentum k£ = 0. In this case, spatial

rotational invariance ensures that K% (w,0) = K7 (w,0)
and o,(w,0) = oy(w,0). Using (18) and the expression
for Cy, given in (16), one obtains[65]

0z(w,0) =0y (w,0) =4kpN . (20)

Therefore, the conductivity at zero momentum in any
CFT holographic to a duality-invariant theory is a uni-
versal constant, independent of the frequency. Evidently,
this is a consequence of the universal relation (18), as re-
marked in [46, 58]. If duality symmetry is absent, Eq.
(20) may not necessarily hold — see [46].

For non-zero momentum k, the longitudinal and trans-
verse conductivities o, and o, are no longer the same and
possess an explicit frequency dependence, as already ob-
served in Einstein-Maxwell theory [58]. Although an ex-
act analytical expression for the conductivities at any fre-
quency and momentum in an arbitrary duality-invariant
theory seems currently out of reach (it remains elusive
even in the Einstein-Maxwell case), it is in fact possi-
ble to obtain explicit results in certain limits. For large
frequencies, straightforward application of the WKB ap-
proximation shows that
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Therefore, the behaviour of conductivities for large fre-
quencies is theory-independent. Besides, we note that
they tend to the universal value (20) as w — co. On the
other hand, in the limit of sufficiently small frequencies
and momenta w,k << 7y /I?, one may generalize the
results in [61] for the retarded correlators to obtain
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where we have implicitly defined
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These expressions show that the conductivities for non-
zero momenta will generically depend on both the gravi-
tational background and the particular choice of duality-
invariant theory (since this is the case for small frequen-
cies and momenta). Also, a closer look at Egs. (21)
and (23) reveals that the longitudinal conductivity under-
goes a hydrodynamic-to-collisionless crossover[66] as we
go from small to large frequencies. This is signaled by the
fact that Eq. (23) possesses a pole at w = —iDk? (which
is precisely the dispersion relation of diffusion modes in
the heat equation), while (21) presents a pole at w = k



(which is the dispersion relation for free particles). More-
over, as a consistency check of our results, we have ver-
ified that the expression for the diffusion constant that
can be derived from the membrane paradigm [41, 67, 68]
coincides with our formula (25) for D.

Away from the small/large frequency regimes, it ap-
pears to be challenging to obtain specific formulae for
the conductivities. Despite that, a universal statement
regarding their form in generic duality-invariant theories
can be made by noticing that every traceless and sym-
metric tensor 7, built from algebraic combinations (i.e.
with no covariant derivatives) of the curvature of (5) van-
ishes identically when evaluated on the GR AdS black
brane solution:

7,-LLV|N:1,f:17u3 == 0 (26)

The explicit proof of this result is given in the appendix.
Therefore, the retarded correlators Cy;, and the conduc-
tivities o (w, k) and oy (w, k) will coincide with those of
Einstein-Maxwell theory for any duality-invariant theory
with no covariant derivatives of the curvature in 7,, as
long as the GR AdS black brane background is consid-
ered. It is important to note that taking the background
to be that of GR does not imply that ng{} =0in (1). In-
deed, there exist myriads of higher-order gravities which
do not correct the GR AdS black brane solution (e.g.
the well-known f(R) gravities [69, 70]). Therefore, one
may interpret duality invariance as a very powerful tool
to constrain observables to have a simple and fixed ex-
pression: that of Einstein-Maxwell theory.

If higher-curvature terms correct the GR solution, the
retarded correlator, and hence the associated conductiv-
ities, will generically differ from|[71] those of Einstein-
Maxwell theory. In such a case, the subsequent charge
transport will no longer be independent of the choice of
duality-invariant theory. However, in spite of this lack
of universality, if 7,,,, contains no covariant derivatives of
the curvature it turns out that duality invariance forces
corrections with respect to the case 7,, = 0 to be highly
suppressed, since Eq. (26) implies that 7, |n 7 is sub-
leading with respect to the leading-order corrections in
the gravitational background. Therefore, corrections as-
sociated to the specific choice of 7, (without covariant
derivatives of the curvature) are subleading with respect
to those arising from the choice of the gravitational back-
ground (or equivalently, of ﬁg%f;).

Holographic conductivities in an explicit exam-
ple. Now we illustrate the previous aspects with the
simplest non-trivial choices for 7, and L&), Regard-
ing 7., this corresponds to

Tow = AR, , (27)

where R;w denotes the traceless part of the Ricci tensor
and A is a dimensionless coupling. Demanding 7,, to
respect the Weak Gravity Conjecture [72] and causality
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FIG. 1. Longitudinal (above) and transverse (below) conduc-
tivities in units of L? /rg = 1 for Einstein-Maxwell (E-M) the-
ory and for an ECG background. We have picked pu = 1/10,
k =1 and several values of \.

[46], we find that the acceptable range for A is 0 > X\ 2
—0.50105 (see appendix) for the specific choice of L}g!
we are about to make.

To pick a suitable Egiﬁl\} one needs to consider gravita-
tional theories which contain at least terms of cubic order
in the curvature, since quadratic terms do not correct the
(four-dimensional) GR AdS black brane solution. Among
this class of theories, there is a unique subset admitting
black brane solutions (5) with N(u) = 1 and second-
order equation for f. All such theories are equivalent on
ansétze of the form (5), so it is enough to select a conve-
nient representative. We will choose it to be Einsteinian
Cubic Gravity (ECG) [56, 73], whose higher order terms
have the following form:
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where ;1 is a dimensionless coupling. The equation of
motion for f(u), though second-order, is too complicated
to be solved analytically for generic u, so we will resort



to numeric methods (details are given in the appendix).
We will pick p to be within the range 0 < p < 4/27,
since this ensures the existence of both a unique stable
vacuum and black hole solutions [29].

In Fig. 1 we present the longitudinal and transverse
conductivities we get for Einstein-Maxwell theory and
for the choices (27) and (28). We have set p = 1/10,
L?k/ro =1 and A = 0,—1/2,—1/4, since the qualitative
behaviour of the conductivities turns out to replicate for
any 0 < p < 4/27 (approaching of course the Einstein-
Maxwell case as 1 — 0) and k (approaching the constant
universal value (20) as k& — 0). By direct inspection of
the graphs we check that corrections associated to the
specific choice of A — i.e. of 7, — are clearly sublead-
ing with respect to those arising from the choice of the
gravitational background (characterized, in this case, by
the parameter p).

Final comments. We have examined various univer-
sal aspects of the holographic quantum critical transport
associated to duality-invariant theories. In the first place,
we have explicitly checked that the conductivity at zero
momentum is a universal constant for all these theories.
Next we have obtained the expressions for the conduc-
tivities in the limit of large frequencies and for small
frequencies and momenta in every CFT holographic to
a duality-invariant theory. From their form in this latter
regime, we have concluded that conductivities at non-
zero momentum generically depend on both the gravita-
tional background and the theory under study.

Despite that, we have proven that the conductivities
in CFTs associated to duality-invariant theories which do
not couple covariant derivatives of the curvature to gauge
field strengths display two universal features. First, we
have shown that, as long as a GR background is cho-
sen, conductivities are universal and equal to those of
Einstein-Maxwell theory for any frequency and momen-
tum. Secondly, when the gravitational background is cor-
rected by higher-curvature terms, we have proven that
conductivities get modified in such a way that contribu-
tions from nonminimal couplings of the gauge field to
gravity are subleading.

In another vein, there are several directions that would
be interesting to address. Firstly, one could study other
correlators of CFTs holographic to duality-invariant the-

ories. For instance, consider the Euclidean correlators
(Jodp) g and (TypJ.Jq) g at zero temperature, where Ty
is the stress-energy tensor. Conformal symmetry fixes
the form of such correlators as follows [74, 75]:
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where Z,, and fopeq(Cy, az) are fixed tensorial structures,
Tmn = Tm—Tn, Cy is the current central charge and as is
a parameter that controls, together with C, the energy
flux measured at infinity after the insertion of a current
operator [76]. The holographic expressions for C; and
as for the most general effective four-derivative theory
were presented in [30, 76]. Applying their results to the
choice (27) and L}&h = 0, one finds ay = 0 and that
C; takes its Einstein-Maxwell value, so the Euclidean
correlators at zero temperature are not modified to the
fourth-derivative order. This is another manifestation of
the strength of duality invariance to constrain the form
of correlators to be those of Einstein-Maxwell.

Secondly, it would be intriguing to extend our re-
sults to systems with chemical potentials (i.e. with non-
vanishing expectation values of global conserved charges
in the equilibrium state). This is carried out by consid-
ering linear fluctuations of the vector field on top of a
fixed charged gravitational background with a non-zero
background electromagnetic field, as in [77-83].

Finally, one could also examine higher-point correla-
tors. Indeed, it is natural to wonder what constraints
duality invariance could impose on generic (current) n-
point correlators. This would require the construction of
(all) duality-invariant nonminimal extensions of Einstein-
Maxwell theory of arbitrary order in F},,, which remains
as an outstanding open problem.
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Appendices

Traceless and symmetric two-tensors evaluated on black brane backgrounds

Assume the following black brane ansatz for the metric:

2
ds? = "o
L2y?

(=N?(u) f(u)dt® + dz* + dy®) + ”

(31)



for certain functions N and f. We set the asymptotic (boundary) region to be at u — 0, so that lim, o f =
lim,_,o N = 1, while the horizon (assuming it exists) is at u = wu,. Here we prove the following two features of
traceless symmetric tensors 7, evaluated on a black brane ansatz (31):

e Any 7, built out from contractions of the curvature tensors and covariant derivatives thereof satisfies
’7;”|N)f =20+ ¢)8," 6" +2(0 — ©)5,"5." — 0s," , (32)
for certain functions 6 and ¢ of the coordinate w.

e Any 7,, built out from algebraic contractions of the curvature tensors (without covariant derivatives) vanishes
when evaluated on the GR black brane solution given by N =1 and f =1 — u3:

7;w|N:1,f:1—u3 =0. (33)

Let us start by showing the first property. Using the Ricci decomposition of the Riemann tensor, 7,, may be entirely
expressed in terms of the Ricci scalar R, the traceless part R, of the Ricci tensor and the Weyl tensor W,,,,°7. If we
define the mutually orthogonal projectors 7,” = 5;5;’, pu” =90,%,” and 0,” =46,%6," +6,%5,” onto the ¢, u and
(z,y) directions respectively, then the traceless Ricci tensor and the Weyl tensor on gravitational configurations (31)
read
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where (= Ty + puv. If T is constructed from algebraic combinations of curvature tensors (with no covariant
derivatives), then (32) follows by direct inspection of (34), which ensures that any contraction of curvature tensors
will be expressed in terms of the projectors 7., p, and o,,,. Now, assume that 7, contains covariant derivatives of
the curvature. We observe that
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Consequently, it turns out that any contraction of curvature tensors and covariant derivatives thereof will be entirely
expressed in terms of the projectors 7., puv, 0, and in terms of ;. Moreover, since each of the terms composing
7T,.» must possess an even number of covariant derivatives (otherwise, the number of indices does not match), we can
always pair up tensors d, into projectors p,,,. Hence we deduce that

Tuvln = it + Fapp + F304, . (38)

Demanding 7, [y ; to be traceless, we arrive at (32).
Regarding the proof of (33), observe that (34) and (35) imply that R, ; , = 0. Hence all potential non-
N=1,f=1—-u
trivial contributions to 7,, may only come from terms containing just Weyl tensors. However, from (34) we realize
that the expression for the Weyl tensor is symmetric under the exchange of ¢, and ¢,”. Therefore, any contraction
of Weyl tensors must be symmetric under this exchange, so that

W,L(I.’IZ) = Cn(C;w + U;w) = CnYuv (39)

where Wff,ﬁ) denotes any term formed by n Weyl tensors. The traceless part of any W,(f,) is clearly zero and thus we
arrive at (33). Note that (33) is no longer true if 7, possesses covariant derivatives of the curvature. An explicit
counterexample is provided by the traceless part of V,Wegsy, AV, WP which is non-zero on the GR black brane
solution N =1 and f =1 —u>.



Holographic Prescription for Retarded Correlators

Let us consider a generic duality-invariant theory with nonminimal couplings to gravity which is quadratic in the
Maxwell field strength. According to [53], it can be written as follows:

I= ﬁN/d zv/]9] {R+ — = X" Fu o + LOE (40)
where rky = (167G) 1 cgg}; stands for purely-gravitational higher-curvature terms and x***? is given by
X" = 0,0, 4+ 0,,77 + > b,0%",,07 (41)
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where 7,,,, is a traceless and symmetric tensor constructed from the curvature tensor and covariant derivatives thereof.
Consider now fluctuations of the bulk vector field A, on top of the neutral gravitational background (31). After
integration by parts, the piece I4 of the action (40) which is quadratic in the vector field reads

= —4mN/d x0yu (V|g|x""° A,0,A ) —|—2/£N/d 2\ 9|V (X! Fpe) Ay . (43)
If we assume that A, solves its field equations V,, (x**?? F,,) = 0, then
14 = —drn / d4x8#< |g\x“”p"AV8pAg) . (44)
Taking into account Eqs. (42) and (32), one may derive that x,,”? evaluated on the metric (31) adopts the form
ol o, ol O R N N S T
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NB=60++1+62, NS =p+ 142, (46)

For instance, if one chooses 7, = )\L2RW (as in the main text), then §# = AL?X and ¢ = AL?Y/2, where X and Y
were defined back at (35). Now, using the gauge A, = 0, direct application of Stokes’ theorem on (44) reveals that

U=UR

Iy =~y [ &Pz /g x| Audy u=0

; (47)

where prime denotes differentiation with respect to the coordinate u and where Latin indices refer to boundary
coordinates z% = (¢, z,y). If p* = (w, k), let us write 4, in momentum space:

d3p —iwt4ik-x dgp —iwt+ik-x
Autn) = [ s e A k) = [ o N, Yl A .10 (48)

where A? = A,|,—o and where we have implicitly defined the tensor M," satisfying that M,%(u = 0,w,k) = §,°.
Substituting (48) into (47) and performing the integration in the spacetime coordinates, we arrive to

U=Up,

d3p "
I = [ G At 7 ) 40| (49)
where we have defined
27‘ K »C a € e Sa 1 a
P = EU 1, M), 1 = (- B) B0+ (50

with 7% the Minkowski metric and M’ db = 0.M db. Following the holographic prescription put forward in [58, 60],
we find the following result for the current-current retarded correlator Cyp:

drokn

L2
where we used that B and & must satisfy that lim,_,o B = lim,_,oS = 1. It is important to note that (51) holds for
all holographic duality-invariant theories (even with higher order terms in F},,,). The reason for this lies in the fact
that one just needs to work with terms up to quadratic order in A, to fully determine C,p. On a different front, we
note that a similar derivation of such retarded correlators for generic theories (40) (not necessarily duality-invariant)
but in the particular case of N(u) =1 can be found in [46].

Cab =2 ‘Fab|u:0 = ; (51)

u=0

ab




Einsteinian Cubic Gravity

Up to topological terms, every four-dimensional six-derivative higher-order gravity may be mapped, via perturbative
field redefinitions of the metric, to the following theory:

6 uL?*
_ 4 ECG
I—,%N/dx g|[R+L2— 8£ ,

LFG =12R,%, Ry Ry# 5" + Ry’ Rpo"* Ros"” — 12Ry1p0 R R + 8RRV R, .

(52)

where 1 a dimensionless coupling and where LFCS receives the name of Einsteinian Cubic Gravity [56]. The theory

(52) possesses two remarkable properties: it only propagates the usual massless and traceless graviton on maximally
symmetric backgrounds [56] and admits solutions of the form (31) with N =1 and such that the equation of motion
of f can be integrated into a second-order differential equation [84, 85].

Before examining gravitational backgrounds of the form of (31), first one needs to derive the vacua of the theory, i.e.
its maximally-symmetric solutions. In GR, this is somewhat trivial, since the cosmological constant scale L coincides
with the corresponding AdS radius L. However, this is not the case when higher-curvature terms are present [56, 85].
For the theory (52), the relation between L and the background scale L reads as follows:

L2
= 7
This equation admits real and positive solutions for v when p < 4/27. Demanding the existence of both a unique
stable vacuum and black hole solutions further restricts p to lie within the range 0 < p < 4/27, so that 1 < < 3/2
[29]. When g = 0 the theory (52) reduces to GR, while pn = 4/27 corresponds to the so-called critical Einsteinian
Cubic Gravity [86], for which the effective Newton constant diverges. Therefore, we will assume 0 < p < 4/27.

Let us now study black brane solutions of (52). The equations of motion on such backgrounds may be obtained
through the so-called reduced action method [85, 87, 88|, according to which one just needs to evaluate the action

(52) on (31) and vary with respect to f and N. For the case at hands, if Iy s denotes such reduced action, one finds
that

l—y+u’*=0, =~ (53)

0N s
Of In=1

so there exist black brane solutions with N = 1. The equation of motion for f is obtained by varying Iy ; with
respect to N and then setting N = 1. Eq. (54) ensures that the equation for f can be integrated into the following
second-order equation:

=0, Vf, (54)

4—43 =27’ — 4y f +47°puf? + P’ (f)° = 3P f 7 =0, (55)

where the arbitrary constant arising from the integration has been carefully chosen so that, asymptotically (i.e. as
u—0), f=1-u®+0Ou").

Eq. (55) is a non-linear second-order differential equation for f whose analytical resolution is extremely challenging.
Nevertheless, one can always obtain an asymptotic expansion for f, which reads

5 21(y—=1) § (v—1)(3763y —3786) 4 3(y— 1)%(535373y — 540192) ,, 15
f=1-u +mu - 13 =277 u’ + 827 —3)7 u= 4+ O0(u”). (56)

However, such asymptotic expansion does not provide an accurate description of the near-horizon profile for f, so it
is necessary to solve (55) numerically to capture both asymptotic and near-horizon behaviours.

The differential equation (55) becomes extraordinarily stiff as « — 0 and one should proceed with utmost caution
to extract a correct numerical solution. In particular, as described in [29], one should first demand f to be regular
around the horizon u = uy,:

Flu) = 4W%T(uh —u)+ > anun —w)”, (57)
n=2

where T is to be identified with the black brane temperature. Substituting this expression into (55), one fixes all
coefficients a,~2 in terms of as, which remains free. This is the parameter to adjust in order to guarantee the proper
asymptotics for f. Through a shooting algorithm, it is possible to find a unique value for as which allows one to
extend the solution from the horizon into the region where the asymptotic expansion (56) applies, thus finding the
numerical solution for f with the wanted physical properties.



Weak Gravity Conjecture and causality constraints

Let us consider an exactly duality-invariant theory of the form (40) with

Tow = A\L?R phien _ ML pecc (58)

pv 122 grav 8 9
where ) is a dimensionless coupling. The goal of this appendix is to derive bounds for the dimensionless coupling A by
demanding the theory defined by (58) to respect two physically-meaningful conditions: the Weak Gravity Conjecture
and causality.

On the one hand, the Weak Gravity conjecture (WGC) was originally stated for asymptotically flat black holes
[72, 89]. In its mild form, the WGC claims that the decay of an extremal black hole into smaller black holes should
be possible, at least from the point of view of charge and energy conservation [90, 91]. However, in AdS space such
requirement is somewhat trivial, since perturbative (arbitrarily small) higher-order corrections cannot violate it [92].
Instead, one could make use of the proposal put forward in [90], according to which the corrections to the black hole
entropy for any mass and charge ought to be positive for thermodynamically-stable black holes. This is a natural
candidate for the generalization of the WGC to AdS spaces, since it has been shown that corrections to the near
extremal entropy are related to corrections to the extremal mass [93, 94]. Therefore, this is the condition we will
explore here.

Focusing on black brane configurations of the type (31), the argument requires to consider a complete charged black
brane solution that takes into account the backreaction from the gauge field strength (in other words, we must find
the appropriate corrections to the Reissner-Nordstrom solution). Imposing F' to have the same symmetries as (31),
we may write

2
_To 4y 7o
F=-2®dt Adu+ Z5Pde Ady, (59)

where & = ®(u) is the electric potential and P is a constant related to the magnetic charge. To derive strong
constraints on A from the WGC conjecture, it suffices to consider the following O(L?) truncation of (58):

6
I=ky / d*z+/g] [R + 73 - F? = A\L*R,, Ty | , (60)

where T, = Fo F,* — g F 2/4 is the Maxwell stress-energy tensor. Expand the solution in terms of A:
f=fo+t AX+0O(N?), N=Ny+NA+ON), &=o5+ DA+ 0O(\?). (61)
where the zeroth-order solution corresponds to the Reissner-Nordstréom one,
fo=1—-u®+(Q*+PHu*, Noy=1, ®)=Qu, (62)
with @ being a constant related to the electric charge. The computation of the leading-order corrections gives

2 2\,5
, q)lzw. (63)

(Q? + P?)ut
20

_u4(Q2 + P?)

(30 + (14(Q* + P*)u — 15)u®) , Ny = 1

fi=

Observe that both f; and N; are invariant under rotations of Q and P, as required by duality invariance.
Let uy, be the location of the outermost horizon. We express it as

up = up + w A+ O(\?). (64)
From the condition f(up) =0, one derives that

up(16 — ud) (ug — 1)

1— o3 24 P2t — 0 — 65
There exist positive solutions for ug only if and only if
5 > Q>+ P*>0. (66)
4v/4
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This imposes[95] ug € (1, V/4), so that u; > 0. Since (60) contains no higher-curvature terms, the entropy density s
associated to the black brane may be derived with the aid of the Bekenstein-Hawking formula, getting

drknTd  AmkNTE (16 — ud) (ug — 1) 9
= = - O(N\). 67
TTIEE T IR o@a-uy ) TN (67)

For the correction to be positive, we must require[96] A < 0.

Let us now examine the constraints that may be derived by requiring causality for the CFT dual to (58). Following
the analysis of [46], one should guarantee that no superluminal modes of the vector field on top of a gravitational
background of the form (31) are propagated, since this would signal causality violation in the holographic CFT. Such
modes are absent when GR configurations are considered, but may appear after inclusion of higher-curvature terms.
Therefore, we will explore which values of A\ ensure that causality is respected for the full theory (58).

To this end, we have to study the equations of motion of A,. In the gauge A, = 0, such equations were presented
in the main text in momentum space. It was explained that the equations for A,, BA; and A/ /S are completely
equivalent, so here it suffices to analyze that of A,. Defining roz = L2 fou S(u')dw’, this equation can be written as:

24,
dz2

_
B(2)S(z)

By direct inspection of (68), we observe that the existence of a region for z in which V(z) > 1 will generically give
rise to modes with superluminal propagation [97, 98]. Indeed, if zy is a point for which V' (z) > 1, then around this
point the renormalizable modes (which need to satisfy w? — &2V (zp) > 0) will be such that w?/k? > 1. Therefore, we
need to determine which values of A ensure that V(z) < 1 in the domain of z corresponding to u € (0, up).

The potential V(z) depends on the parameter p as well. We will fix it to be g = 1/10, which is the value explored
in the main text. Then, obtaining numerically the black brane background associated to (52) (characterized by N = 1
and the second order equation (55) for f), in Fig. 2 we present the profile for the potential for different values of A.
Only negative values of A are considered, since, as shown above, positive values are forbidden by the WGC conjecture.
We observe that, as |\| increases, the function V(z) develops a maximum which gets more and more peaked. In
particular, we have checked that V(z) <1 if

+EV(2)A, =w?A,, V(z)= (68)

0> A= —0.50105. (69)

This is the range for A\ considered in the main text, obtained in the specific case p = 1/10. Now, one might wonder
whether additional conditions to further constrain the values of A could be found. For instance, one could explore
if the energy flux measured at infinity after the local insertion of a current operator [76] is positive in all directions
[46] or study the existence of unstable modes of the vector field [99]. However, none of these requirements provide
additional constraints, since the energy flux is exactly the same as that of Einstein-Maxwell theory (as explained at
the end of the body of the manuscript) and since the potential has no negative minima for the probed values of A [46].

12
10
0sf — A=0
g A=—1/4
Z os] — A= —1/2
~ —A=-1
M — A=-3)2
02l T A=2
09
00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07

u

FIG. 2. Profile of V(u). Here we have turned back to the use of the variable u to make the representation clearer. We observe
the appearance of a maximum that gets more and more pronounced as || increases.
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