arXiv:1111.0714v2 [gr-qc] 2 Dec 2011

Holographic superconductor models with the Maxwell field strength corrections

Qiyuan Pan^{1,2∗}, Jiliang Jing^{1,2†}, Bin Wang^{3‡} 1Institute of Physics and Department of Physics, Hunan Normal University, Changsha, Hunan 410081, China 2 Key Laboratory of Low Dimensional Quantum Structures and Quantum Control of Ministry of Education, Hunan Normal University, Changsha, Hunan 410081, China and 3 INPAC and Department of Physics, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240, China

Abstract

We study the effect of the quadratic field strength correction to the usual Maxwell field on the holographic dual models in the backgrounds of AdS black hole and AdS soliton. We find that in the black hole background, the higher correction to the Maxwell field makes the condensation harder to form and changes the expected relation in the gap frequency. This effect is similar to that caused by the curvature correction. However, in the soliton background we find that different from the curvature effect, the correction to the Maxwell field does not influence the holographic superconductor and insulator phase transition. PACS numbers: 11.25.Tq, 04.70.Bw, 74.20.-z

∗ panqiyuan@126.com † jljing@hunnu.edu.cn ‡ wang b@sjtu.edu.cn

I. INTRODUCTION

As the most remarkable discovery in string theory, the anti-de Sitter/conformal field theory (AdS/CFT) correspondence states that a string theory on asymptotically AdS spacetimes can be related to a conformal field theory on the boundary [1–3]. Recently, this principle has been employed to study the strongly correlated condensed matter physics from the gravitational dual (for reviews, see [4–6]). It was shown that the instability of the bulk black hole corresponds to a second order phase transition from normal state to superconducting state which brings the spontaneous U(1) symmetry breaking [7]. Due to the potential applications to the condensed matter physics, the gravity models with the property of the so-called holographic superconductor have been studied extensively, see for example [8–29] and references therein.

Recently, motivated by the application of the Mermin-Wagner theorem to the holographic superconductors, there have been a lot of interest in exploring the effect of the curvature correction on the (3 + 1)-dimensional superconductor [30] and higher dimensional ones [31] by examining the charged scalar field together with a Maxwell field in the Gauss-Bonnet-AdS black hole background

S = ∫ d^dx √ −g { 1 16πG [ R + (d − 1)(d − 2) L^2

+ L_R2 ] + ( − 1 4 F_{μν} F^{μν} − |∇ψ − iAψ|^2 − m^2|ψ|^2 )} , (1)

with the curvature correction reads

L_R2 = α̃ ( R_{μνγδ} R^{μνγδ} − 4R_{μν} R^{μν} + R^2 ) , (2)

where α̃ is the Gauss-Bonnet coupling constant with dimension (length)^2. It was observed that the higher curvature correction makes the condensation harder to form and causes the behavior of the claimed universal ratio ω/T_c ≈ 8 unstable [30–43].

As a matter of fact, in the low-energy limit of heterotic string theory, the higher-order correction term appears also in the Maxwell gauge field [44]. Thus, in order to understand the influences of the 1/N or 1/λ (λ is the ’t Hooft coupling) corrections on the holographic superconductors [30], it is interesting to consider the high-order correction related to the gauge field besides the curvature correction to the gravity. In this work, in order to grasp the influence of the correction to the gauge field, we will turn off the curvature correction and study in a pure Einstein gravity background for simplicity. We will consider a gauge field and the scalar field coupled via a generalized Lagrangian S = ∫ d^dx √ −g { 1 16πG [ R + (d − 1)(d − 2)

L^2 ] + ( − 1 4 F_{μν} F^{μν} + L_F 4 − |∇ψ − iAψ|^2 − m^2|ψ|^2 )} , (3) where L_F 4 is determined by a quadratic field strength correction to the usual Einstein-Maxwell field [45–49]

L_F 4 = c_1(F_{μν} F^{μν} )^2 + c_2F_{μν} F^{νδ}F_{δκ}F^{κμ}, (4)

with the real numbers c_1 and c_2. When c_1 and c_2 are zero, it reduces to the models considered in [8–10]. Interestingly, just as shown in the following discussion, the constraint can be relaxed to the case 2c_1 + c_2 = 0 where the model (3) reduces to the standard holographic superconductors studied in [8–10].

Recently the solutions of electrically charged black hole with the higher correction term in the Maxwell field have been discussed widely [45–48], it is interesting to study the coupling of the scalar field with the higher order corrected Maxwell field, explore the effect of the higher correction in the Maxwell field on the scalar condensation and compare with the effect of the curvature correction.

Besides the black hole background, we will also extend our discussion to the AdS soliton background. There have been a lot of work discussing the holographic insulator and superconductor phase transitions in the fivedimensional AdS soliton background [50–57]. The discussion with the curvature correction in the Ricci flat AdS soliton in Gauss-Bonnet gravity was discussed in [31, 57]. It would be of great interest to examine the influence of the correction to the Maxwell field on the holographic insulator and superconductor system. In this work, we will compare the correction to the gauge field with the correction to the curvature on the condensation in the AdS soliton background.

In order to extract the main physics, in this work we will concentrate on the probe limit to avoid the complex computation. The organization of the work is as follows. In Sec. II, we will study the holographic superconductor models with F^4 corrections in the Schwarzschild-AdS black hole background. In Sec. III we will extend our discussion to the Schwarzschild-AdS soliton background. We will conclude in the last section of our main results.

II. HOLOGRAPHIC SUPERCONDUCTING MODELS WITH F^4 CORRECTIONS

We consider the background of the d-dimensional planar Schwarzschild-AdS black hole

ds^2 = −f(r)dt^2 + dr^2 f(r) + r^2dx_idx^i, (5) where f(r) = r^2 L^2 ( 1 − r^{d−1}_+ r^{d−1} ) , (6)

L is the AdS radius and r_+ is the black hole horizon. The Hawking temperature can be expressed as T = (d − 1)r_+ 4πL^2 , (7)

which can be interpreted as the temperature of the CFT.

Taking the ansatz ψ = |ψ|, A_t = ϕ where ψ, ϕ are both real functions of r only, we can obtain the equations

of motion from the action (3) in the probe limit ψ^{′′} + ( d − 2 r + f^′ f ) ψ^′ + ( ϕ^2 f^2 − m^2 f ) ψ = 0 , (8)

( 1 + 3εϕ^{′2} ) ϕ^{′′} + d − 2 r ( 1 + εϕ^{′2} ) ϕ^′ − 2ψ^2 f ϕ = 0 , (9)

where we have set ε = 8(2c_1 + c_2) which can be used to describe the F^4 correction to the usual Maxwell field.

Obviously, Eqs. (8) and (9) reduce to the standard holographic superconductor models discussed in [8–10]

when ε = 0.

The equations of motion (8) and (9) can be solved numerically by doing integration from the horizon out

to the infinity. At the horizon r = r_+, the regularity gives the boundary conditions

ψ(r_+) = f^′(r_+) m^2 ψ^′(r_+) , ϕ(r_+) = 0 . (10)

At the asymptotic AdS boundary r → ∞, the solutions behave like ψ = ψ_− r^{λ−} + ψ_+ r^{λ+} , ϕ = μ − ρ r^{d−3} , (11)

where μ and ρ are interpreted as the chemical potential and charge density in the dual field theory respectively,

and λ_± =^1_2 [(d − 1) ± √ (d − 1)^2 + 4m^2L^2 ]. It should be noted that the coefficients ψ_− and ψ_+ both

multiply normalizable modes of the scalar field equations and they correspond to the vacuum expectation

values < O_− >= ψ_−, < O_+ >= ψ_+ of an operator O dual to the scalar field according to the AdS/CFT

correspondence. Just as in Refs. [8, 9], we can impose boundary condition that either ψ_+ or ψ_− vanishes.

A. The condensation of the scalar operators

In order to discuss the effects of the F^4 correction terms ε on the condensation of the scalar operators, we

will solve the equations of motion (8) and (9) numerically. Since we focus on the effects of the F^4 corrections, we will set d = 4 and m^2L^2 = −2 for concreteness. As a matter of fact, the other choices of the dimensionality of the spacetime and the mass of the scalar field will not qualitatively modify our results. It should be noted that, unlike the Gauss-Bonnet holographic superconductors which should be in 3 + 1 dimensions at least, we can even construct (2 + 1)-dimensional holographic superconducting models with F^4 corrections.

FIG. 1: (color online) The condensates of the scalar operators O− and O+ as a function of temperature for the mass of the scalar field m^2L^2 = −2 in d = 4 dimension. The four lines from bottom to top correspond to increasing correction term, i.e., ε = −0.01 (red and dashed), 0.01 (blue), 0.1 (green) and 0.2 (black and dashed) respectively.

In Fig. 1 we present the condensates of the scalar operators O_− and O_+ as a function of temperature with various correction terms ε for the mass of the scalar field m^2L^2 = −2 in d = 4 dimension. Obviously, the curves in the right panel of Fig. 1 have similar behavior to the BCS theory for different ε, where the condensate goes to a constant at zero temperature. However, the curves for the operator O_− will diverge at low temperature, which are similar to that for the usual Maxwell electrodynamics in the probe limit neglecting backreaction of the spacetime [8]. The behaviors of the condensates for the scalar operators O_− and O_+ show that the holographic superconductors still exist even we consider F^4 correction terms to the usual Maxwell electrodynamics.

TABLE I: The critical temperature Tc for the operators O− and O+ with different values of ε for d = 4 and m^2L^2 = −2. We have set ρ = 1 in the table.

ε -0.01 -0.001 0 0.001 0.01 0.1 0.2 0.3 O− 0.2260 0.2256 0.2255(4) 0.2255(0) 0.2251 0.2219 0.2189 0.2163 O+ 0.1233 0.1188 0.1184 0.1181 0.1151 0.0993 0.0900 0.0836

From Fig. 1, we see the higher correction term ε makes the condensation gap larger for both scalar operators O_− and O_+, which means that the scalar hair is harder to be formed when adding F^4 corrections to the usual Maxwell field. In fact, the table I shows that the critical temperature T_c for the operators O_− and O_+ decreases as the correction term ε increases, which agrees well with the finding in Fig. 1. This behavior is reminiscent of that seen for the Gauss-Bonnet holographic superconductors, where the higher curvature corrections make condensation harder, so we conclude that the F^4 corrections to the usual Maxwell field and the curvature corrections share some similar features for the condensation of the scalar operators.

B. Conductivity

Now we are in a position to investigate the influence of the F^4 correction term on the conductivity. Since the condensation gap and the critical temperature depend on the correction term ε which is similar to the Gauss-Bonnet correction term in the holographic superconductor, we want to know whether the correction term ε will change the expected universal relation ω_g /T_c ≈ 8 in the gap frequency [10] as the Gauss-Bonnet term did.

Considering the perturbed Maxwell field δA_x = A_x(r)e^{−iωt}dx, we obtain the equation of motion for δA_x which can be used to calculate the conductivity

A^{′′}_x + ( d − 4 r + f^′ f + 2εϕ^′ϕ^{′′} 1 + εϕ^{′2} ) A^′_x + [ ω^2 f^2 − 2ψ^2 f(1 + εϕ^{′2}) ] A_x = 0 . (12)

We still restrict our study to d = 4 for simplicity. Though the above equation is more complicated than that in usual Einstein-Maxwell electrodynamics, the ingoing wave boundary condition near the horizon is still given by

A_x(r) ∼ f(r)^{− iω3r+} , (13)

and in the asymptotic AdS region

A_x = A^{(0)} +

A^{(1)} r . (14)

Thus, we can obtain the conductivity of the dual superconductor by using the AdS/CFT dictionary [8, 9]

σ = − iA^{(1)} ωA^{(0)}

. (15)

For different values of F^4 correction term ε, one can obtain the conductivity by solving the Maxwell equation numerically. We will focus on the case for the fixed scalar mass m^2L^2 = −2 in our discussion.

In Fig. 2 we plot the frequency dependent conductivity obtained by solving the Maxwell equation (12) numerically for ε = −0.01, 0, 0.01, 0.05, 0.1 and 0.2 at temperatures T/T_c ≈ 0.2. The blue (solid) line and red (dashed) line represent the real part and imaginary part of the conductivity σ(ω) respectively. We find a gap in the conductivity with the gap frequency ω_g. For the same mass of the scalar field, we observe that with the

FIG. 2: (color online) Conductivity of (2 + 1)-dimensional superconductors with the F^4 corrections for the fixed mass of the scalar field m^2L^2 = −2 and different correction terms, i.e., ε = −0.01, 0, 0.01, 0.05, 0.1 and 0.2.

increase of the F^4 correction term ε, the gap frequency ω_g becomes larger. Also, for increasing F^4 correction term, we have larger deviations from the value ω_g/T_c ≈ 8. This shows that the high F^4 corrections really change the expected universal relation in the gap frequency, which is similar to the effect of the Gauss-Bonnet coupling.

III. HOLOGRAPHIC SUPERCONDUCTOR/INSULATOR TRANSITIONS WITH F^4 CORRECTIONS

In Refs. [31, 57], we discussed the holographic dual to Gauss-Bonnet-AdS soliton in the usual Maxwell electrodynamics. It shows that although the Gauss-Bonnet term has no effect on the Hawking-Page phase transition between AdS black hole and AdS soliton, it does have an effect on the scalar condensation and conductivity in Gauss-Bonnet-AdS soliton configuration. In this section we will examine the effect of F^4 correction in the Schwarzschild-AdS soliton background and explore its influence on the insulator and superconductor phase transition.

A. Superconductor/insulator phase in the AdS soliton

Making use of two wick rotations for the AdS Schwarzschild black hole given in (5), we can obtain the d-dimensional AdS soliton

ds^2 = −r^2dt^2 + dr^2 f(r) + f(r)dφ^2 + r^2dx_j dx^j , (16) with f(r) = r^2 L^2 ( 1 − r^{d−1}_s r^{d−1} ) . (17)

Note that there does not exist any horizon in this solution and r = r_s is a conical singularity. Imposing a

period β =^{4πL2}_{(d−1)rs} for the coordinate φ, we can remove the singularity.

Beginning with the generalized Lagrangian (3), we can get the equations of motion for the scalar field and

gauge field in the probe limit ψ^{′′} + ( d − 2 r + f^′ f ) ψ^′ + ( ϕ^2 r^2f − m^2 f ) ψ = 0 , (18) ( 1 + 3εf r^2 ϕ^{′2} ) ϕ^{′′} + [ d − 4 r + f^′ f + ε ( 2f^′ r^2 − f r^3 ) ϕ^{′2} ] ϕ^′ − 2ψ^2 f ϕ = 0. (19)

Using the shooting method, we will solve these two equations numerically with appropriate boundary condi-

tions at r = r_s and at the boundary r → ∞. At the tip r = r_s, the solutions behave like

ψ = ψ̃_0 + ψ̃_1(r − r_s) + ψ̃_2(r − r_s)^2 + · · · ,

ϕ = ϕ̃_0 + ϕ̃_1(r − r_s) + ϕ̃_2(r − r_s)^2 + · · · , (20)

where ψ̃_i and ϕ̃_i (i = 0, 1, 2, · · · ) are integration constants, and we impose the Neumann-like boundary

condition to keep every physical quantity finite [50]. Obviously, we can find a constant nonzero gauge field

ϕ(r_s) at r = r_s. This is in strong contrast to the AdS black hole, where ϕ(r_+) = 0 at the horizon. Near the

AdS boundary r → ∞, the solutions have the same form just as Eq. (11). For clarity, we will take d = 5 and

still use the probe approximation in our calculation.

It is well-known that the solution is unstable and a hair can be developed when the chemical potential is

bigger than a critical value, i.e., μ > μ_c. However, the gravitational dual is an AdS soliton with a nonvanishing

profile for the scalar field ψ if μ < μ_c, which can be viewed as an insulator phase [50]. Thus, around the

critical chemical potential μ_c there is a phase transition between the insulator and superconductor phases.

We will examine the effect of the F^4 correction term on μ_c numerically.

In Fig. 3 we plot the condensations of scalar operators O_+ and O_− with respect to the chemical potential μ

in the 5-dimensional AdS Soliton for different F^4 correction terms with the fixed scalar mass m^2L^2 = −15/4.

From this figure, we find that the critical chemical potential μ_c is independent of the correction term ε. As

a matter of fact, selecting the mass of the scalar field in the range −^{(d−1)2}_4 < m^2L^2 < −^{(d−1)2}_4 + 1 for d = 5

where both modes of the asymptotic values of the scalar fields are normalizable, we obtain μ_{c−} and μ_{c+} for

FIG. 3: (color online) The condensates of the scalar operators O+ and O− with respect to the chemical potential μ for the mass of the scalar field m^2L^2 = −15/4 in d = 5 dimension. In each panel, the four lines from bottom to top correspond to increasing correction term, i.e., ε = −0.5 (red and dashed), 0.0 (blue), 0.5 (green) and 1.0 (black and dashed) respectively.

scalar operators ⟨O_−⟩ and ⟨O_+⟩ with different values of m and ε respectively μ_{c−} = 0.409 and μ_{c+} = 2.261, for m^2L^2 = −13/4 and ∀ε, μ_{c−} = 0.598 and μ_{c+} = 2.099, for m^2L^2 = −7/2 and ∀ε, μ_{c−} = 0.836 and μ_{c+} = 1.888, for m^2L^2 = −15/4 and ∀ε. (21) It is shown the critical chemical potentials μ_{c−} and μ_{c+} are independent of the correction term ε for the fixed mass of the scalar field, which is in contrast to the case of considering the Gauss-Bonnet correction term [31, 57]. However, the critical chemical potentials μ_{c−} and μ_{c+} depend on the mass of the scalar field, i.e., μ_{c−} for the scalar operator O_− becomes smaller with the increase of the scalar field mass, but larger scalar filed mass leads higher μ_{c+} for the scalar operator O_+, which is in agreement with the results in Refs. [31, 50].

FIG. 4: (color online) The charge density ρ as a function of the chemical potential μ with fixed mass of the scalar field m^2L^2 = −15/4 when ⟨O+⟩ ≠ 0 (left) and ⟨O−⟩ ≠ 0 (right). Their derivatives jump at the phase transition points. In each panel, the four lines from bottom to top correspond to increasing correction term, i.e., ε = −0.5 (red and dashed), 0.0 (blue), 0.5 (green) and 1.0 (black and dashed) respectively.

In Fig. 4, we plot the charge density ρ as a function of the chemical potential μ when ⟨O_+⟩ ≠ 0 (left) and

⟨O_−⟩ ≠ 0 (right) for m^2L^2 = −15/4. For each chosen ε, we see that when μ is small, the system is described

by the AdS soliton solution itself, which can be interpreted as the insulator phase [50]. When μ reaches μ_{c−}

or μ_{c+}, there is a phase transition and the AdS soliton reaches the superconductor (or superfluid) phase for

larger μ. Still, we can find that the correction terms ε do not have any effect on the critical chemical potentials

μ_{c−} and μ_{c+} for the fixed mass of the scalar field.

B. Analytical understanding of the superconductor/insulator phase transition

Here we will apply the Sturm-Liouville method [26] to analytically investigate the properties of holographic

insulator/superconductor phase transition with F^4 corrections. We will analytically calculate the critical

chemical potential which can accommodate the phase transition.

Introducing a new variable z = 1/r, we can rewrite Eqs. (18) and (19) for d = 5 into

ψ^{′′} + ( f^′ f − 1 z ) ψ^′ + ( ϕ^2 z^2f − m^2 z^4f ) ψ = 0 , (22)

(1 + 3εfz^6ϕ^{′2})ϕ^{′′} + [ 1 z + f^′ f + εz^5(7f + 2zf^′)ϕ^{′2} ] ϕ^′ − 2ψ^2 z^4f ϕ = 0, (23)

where the prime denotes the derivative with respective to z.

At the critical chemical potential μ_c, the scalar field ψ = 0. Thus, near the critical point Eq. (23) reduces to (1 + 3εfz^6ϕ^{′2})ϕ^{′′} + [ 1 z + f^′ f + εz^5(7f + 2zf^′)ϕ^{′2} ] ϕ^′ = 0. (24)

With the Neumann-like boundary condition (20) for the gauge field ϕ at the tip r = r_s, we can obtain the

physical solution ϕ(z) = μ to Eq. (24) when μ < μ_c. Considering the asymptotic behavior given in Eq. (11),

close to the critical point μ_c, this solution indicates that ρ = 0 near the AdS boundary z = 0, which agrees

with our previous numerical results.

As μ → μ_c, the scalar field equation (22) reduces to ψ^{′′} + ( f^′ f − 1 z ) ψ^′ + ( μ^2 z^2f − m^2 z^4f ) ψ = 0, (25)

which is the master equation to give the critical chemical potential μ_c in the Sturm-Liouville method.

Before going further, we would like to comment Eq. (25). Although Eq. (24) for ϕ depends on ε, but

the correction terms ε are absent in the master Eq. (30). Thus, we can immediately conclude that the F^4

correction term do not have any effect on the critical chemical potential μ_c for the fixed mass of the scalar field. However, for the black hole background, due to the difference of boundary conditions at the horizon,

the physical solution ϕ(r) of Eq. (9) depends on ε, this results in the appearance of the correction term ε in

the master equation derived from Eq. (8). Thus, in this case the F^4 correction terms do have effect on the

critical temperature T_c for the AdS black hole, which agrees well to the numerical results.

Still, we will work on Eq. (25) to understand the dependence of the critical chemical potential on the mass

of the scalar field analytically. As in [26], we introduce a trial function F (z) near the boundary z = 0 which

satisfies ψ(z) ∼ ⟨O_i⟩z^{λi} F (z), (26) with i = + or i = −. Note that the function F (z) has the boundary condition F (0) = 1 and F^′(0) = 0 [26].

So the equation of motion for F (z) is

F^{′′} + [ 2λ_i z + ( f^′ f − 1 z )] F^′ + [ λ_i(λ_i − 1)

z^2 + λ_i z ( f^′ f − 1 z ) + 1 z^4f

(μ^2z^2 − m^2) ] F = 0. (27)

Defining a new function

T (z) = z^{2λi−3}(z^4 − 1), (28)

we can rewrite Eq. (27) as

(T F^′)^′ + T [ λ_i(λ_i − 1) z^2 + λ_i z ( f^′ f − 1 z ) + 1 z^4f

(μ^2z^2 − m^2) ] F = 0. (29)

According to the Sturm-Liouville eigenvalue problem [58], we obtain the expression which will be used to

estimate the minimum eigenvalue of μ^2

μ^2 =

∫_1 0 T ( F^{′2} − UF^2 ) dz ∫_1 0 V F^2dz

, (30)

with U = λ_i(λ_i − 1)

z^2 + λ_i z ( f^′ f − 1 z ) − m^2 z^4f , V = T z^2f

. (31)

In the following calculation, we will assume the trial function to be F (z) = 1 − az^2, where a is a constant.

For clarity, we will take i = + and one can easily extend the study to the case of i = −. From Eq. (30), we

obtain the expression for i = +

μ^2 = Σ(a, α) Ξ(a, α) , (32) with

Σ(a, m) = − 4a^2 12 + m^2 + 6 √ 4 + m^2 − 8 + m^2 + 4 √ 4 + m^2 2 ( 1 2 + √ 4 + m^2 − 2a 3 + √ 4 + m^2 + a^2 4 + √ 4 + m^2 ) , Ξ(a, m) = − 1 2(1 + √ 4 + m^2) + a 2 + √ 4 + m^2 − a^2 2(3 + √ 4 + m^2)

. (33)

For different values of the mass of scalar field, we can get the minimum eigenvalue of μ^2 and the corresponding value of a, for example, μ^2_{min} = 5.121 and a = 0.361 for m^2L^2 = −13/4, μ^2_{min} = 4.416 and a = 0.348 for m^2L^2 = −14/4, and μ^2_{min} = 3.574 and a = 0.330 for m^2L^2 = −15/4. Then, we have the critical chemical potential μ_c = μ_{min} [55], i.e.,

μ_c = 2.263, for m^2L^2 = −13/4, μ_c = 2.101, for m^2L^2 = −7/2, μ_c = 1.890, for m^2L^2 = −15/4. (34)

Comparing with numerical results in Eq. (21), we find that the analytic results derived from Sturm-Liouville method are in good agreement with the numerical calculation.

Thus, we conclude that, unlike the holographic superconductor models, the holographic superconductor/insulator transitions is not affected by the F^4 correction terms but only depends on the mass of the scalar field.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the behavior of the holographic superconductors in the presence of the a quadratic field strength correction F^4 to the usual Maxwell field. Different from the same order curvature correction in the Gauss-Bonnet holographic dual models which only appears in spacetime with dimension higher than 3 + 1, F^4 correction can appear basically in all dimensions. We found that similar to the curvature correction, in the black hole background, the higher F^4 correction term can make the condensation harder to form and result in the larger deviations from the universal value ω_g /T_c ≈ 8 for the gap frequency. Thus, the F^4 corrections and the Gauss-Bonnet corrections share some similar features for the holographic superconductor system. However, the story is completely different if we study the holographic superconductor/insulator transitions with the F^4 correction. In contrast to the curvature correction effect we observed in the Gauss- Bonnet AdS soliton background that the critical chemical potentials are independent of the F^4 correction term, which tells us that the correction to the Maxwell field will not affect the properties of the holographic superconductor/insulator phase transition. We confirmed our numerical result by using the Sturm-Liouville

analytic method and concluded that different from the AdS black hole background, the corrections to the

gravity and gauge field do play different roles in the holographic superconductor and insulator phase transition.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China; the National Basic Research

of China under Grant No. 2010CB833004, PCSIRT under Grant No. IRT0964, the Construct Program of the

National Key Discipline, and Hunan Provincial Natural Science Foundation of China 11JJ7001.

[1] J. Maldacena, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2, 231 (1998) [Int. J. Theor. Phys. 38, 1113 (1999)]. [2] S.S. Gubser, I.R. Klebanov, and A.M. Polyakov, Phys. Lett. B 428, 105 (1998). [3] E. Witten, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2, 253 (1998). [4] S.A. Hartnoll, Class. Quant. Grav. 26, 224002 (2009). [5] C.P. Herzog, J. Phys. A 42, 343001 (2009). [6] G.T. Horowitz, arXiv: 1002.1722 [hep-th]. [7] S.S. Gubser, Phys. Rev. D 78, 065034 (2008).

[8] S.A. Hartnoll, C.P. Herzog, and G.T. Horowitz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 031601 (2008). [9] S.A. Hartnoll, C.P. Herzog, and G.T. Horowitz, J. High Energy Phys. 12, 015 (2008). [10] G.T. Horowitz and M.M. Roberts, Phys. Rev. D 78, 126008 (2008). [11] E. Nakano and W.Y. Wen, Phys. Rev. D 78, 046004 (2008).

[12] G. Koutsoumbas, E. Papantonopoulos, and G. Siopsis, J. High Energy Phys. 07, 026 (2009). [13] P. Basu, A. Mukherjee, and H.H. Shieh, Phys. Rev. D 79, 045010 (2009); arXiv:0809.4494 [hep-th]. [14] K. Maeda, M. Natsuume, and T. Okamura, Phys. Rev. D 79, 126004 (2009). [15] J. Sonner, Phys. Rev. D 80, 084031 (2009).

[16] S.S. Gubser, C.P. Herzog, S.S. Pufu, and T. Tesileanu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 141601 (2009). [17] J.P. Gauntlett, J. Sonner, and T. Wiseman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 151601 (2009). [18] R.G. Cai and H.Q. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 81, 066003 (2010). [19] S.B. Chen, L.C. Wang, C.K. Ding, and J.L. Jing, Nucl. Phys. B 836, 222 (2010). [20] J.L. Jing and S.B. Chen, Phys. Lett. B 686, 68 (2010).

[21] M. Ammon, J. Erdmenger, V. Grass, P. Kerner, and A. O’Bannon, Phys. Lett. B 686, 192 (2010). [22] R.A. Konoplya and A. Zhidenko, Phys. Lett. B 686, 199 (2010).

[23] S. Franco, A.M. Garcia-Garcia, and D. Rodriguez-Gomez, Phys. Rev. D 81, 041901(R) (2010). [24] F. Aprile and J.G. Russo, Phys. Rev. D 81, 026009 (2010). [25] C.P. Herzog, Phys. Rev. D 81, 126009 (2010); arXiv:1003.3278 [hep-th]. [26] G. Siopsis and J. Therrien, J. High Energy Phys. 05, 013 (2010). [27] J.W. Chen, Y.S. Liu, and D. Maity, J. High Energy Phys. 05, 032 (2011). [28] D. Momeni, M.R. Setare, and N. Majd, J. High Energy Phys. 05, 118 (2011). [29] J.P. Wu, Y. Cao, X.M. Kuang, and W.J. Li, Phys. Lett. B 697, 153 (2011). [30] R. Gregory, S. Kanno, and J. Soda, J. High Energy Phys. 10, 010 (2009).

[31] Q.Y. Pan, B. Wang, E. Papantonopoulos, J. Oliveria, and A.B. Pavan, Phys. Rev. D 81, 106007 (2010). [32] Y. Brihaye and B. Hartmann, Phys. Rev. D 81, 126008 (2010); arXiv:1003.5130 [hep-th]. [33] X.H. Ge, B. Wang, S.F. Wu, and G.H. Yang, J. High Energy Phys. 08, 108 (2010); arXiv:1002.4901 [hep-th]. [34] Y.Q. Liu, Q.Y. Pan, B. Wang, and R.G. Cai, Phys. Lett. B 693, 343 (2010).

[35] L. Barclay, R. Gregory, S. Kanno, and P. Sutcliffe, J. High Energy Phys. 12, 029 (2010); arXiv: 1009.1991 [hep-th]. [36] Q.Y. Pan and B. Wang, Phys. Lett. B 693, 159 (2010). [37] R.G. Cai, Z.Y. Nie, and H.Q. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 82, 066007 (2010).

[38] X.M. Kuang, W.J. Li, and Y. Ling, J. High Energy Phys. 12, 069 (2010); arXiv:1008.4066 [hep-th]. [39] M. Siani, J. High Energy Phys. 12, 035 (2010); arXiv: 1010.0700 [hep-th]. [40] S. Kanno, Class. Quant. Grav. 28, 127001 (2011); arXiv:1103.5022 [hep-th]. [41] J.L. Jing, L.C. Wang, Q.Y. Pan, and S.B. Chen, Phys. Rev. D 83, 066010 (2011). [42] H.F. Li, R.G. Cai, and H.Q. Zhang, J. High Energy Phys. 04, 028 (2011); arXiv:1103.2833 [hep-th]. [43] X.H. Ge, arXiv:1105.4333 [hep-th].

[44] D.J. Gross and J.H. Sloan, Nucl. Phys. B 291, 41 (1987).

[45] Y. Kats, L. Motl, and M. Padi, J. High Energy Phys. 12, 068 (2007). [46] D. Anninos and G. Pastras, J. High Energy Phys. 07, 030 (2009). [47] J.T. Liu and P. Szepietowski, Phys. Rev. D 79, 084042 (2009). [48] H. Maeda, M. Hassaine, and C. Martinez, J. High Energy Phys. 08, 123 (2010). [49] R.G. Cai and D.W. Pang, Phys. Rev. D 84, 066004 (2011); arXiv:1104.4453 [hep-th]. [50] T. Nishioka, S. Ryu, and T. Takayanagi, J. High Energy Phys. 03, 131 (2010). [51] G.T. Horowitz and B. Way, J. High Energy Phys. 11, 011 (2010).

[52] A. Akhavan and M. Alishahiha, Phys. Rev. D 83, 086003 (2011); arXiv:1011.6158 [hep-th]. [53] P. Basu, F. Nogueira, M. Rozali, J.B. Stang, and M.V. Raamsdonk, New J. Phys. 13, 055001 (2011);

arXiv:1101.4042 [hep-th].

[54] Y. Brihaye and B. Hartmann, Phys. Rev. D 83, 126008 (2011); arXiv:1101.5708 [hep-th]. [55] R.G. Cai, H.F. Li, and H.Q. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 83, 126007 (2011); arXiv:1103.5568 [hep-th]. [56] Y. Peng, Q.Y. Pan, and B. Wang, Phys. Lett. B 699, 383 (2011); arXiv:1104.2478 [hep-th]. [57] Q.Y. Pan, J.L. Jing, and B. Wang, J. High Energy Phys. 11, 088 (2011); arXiv:1105.6153 [gr-qc]. [58] I.M. Gelfand and S.V. Fomin, Calculaus of Variations, Revised English Edition, Translated and Edited by R.A.

Silverman, Prentice-Hall, Inc. Englewood Cliff, New Jersey (1963).