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Abstract: We study the ground states of CFTs with a global U(1) symmetry on R× S2

in the regime of large charge Q and large angular momentum J , using large charge EFT.

We find that in the range Q ≪ J ≪ Q2, the ground state solution is a superfluid densely

populated with vortices rotating at a constant angular velocity Ω. This is a relativistic

generalization of the known (non-relativistic) rigid rotation phase, which corresponds to

the small Ω limit of our solution. In the regime Q3/2 ≪ J ≪ Q2, our solution achieves

lower energy than previously identified states. In this regime, most of the vortices move

near the speed of light, and we obtain the chiral fluctuation modes propagating at the

speed of light. Interestingly, we find that our ground state can be interpreted as a zero

temperature charged normal fluid rotating at a constant angular velocity Ω. We rederive

this solution purely from the fluid dynamics. Based on the (already established) applica-

bility of fluid description to large non-supersymmetric extremal AdS black holes, we find

that the boundary stress tensor and U(1) current of extremal AdS Kerr-Newman black

hole align with those of our solution.
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1 Introduction

Finding the ground state of a conformal field theory (CFT) on R×Sd−1 at fixed quantum

numbers is an intriguing problem as it corresponds to determining the local operator with

the smallest scaling dimension. Significant progress has been made in determining the

relationship between the ground state energy and conserved quantities, at large charge

[1–16] and large angular momentum [17–26].
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For large charge, by now the canonical approach is to study an effective field theory

(EFT) of the CFT. By assuming a large charge, we introduce a new scale in the CFT. In

the Wilsonian effective action, the hierarchy of scales is given as follows:

1

R
≪ Λ ≪ ρ

1
d−1 ∝ Q

1
d−1

R
, (1.1)

where R is the radius of the sphere, Λ is the UV cut-off scale of the effective action, ρ

is the charge density on a sphere, and Q is the total charge. This hierarchy allows the

effective action in the large charge sector to be written perturbatively in 1
Q ≪ 1. Assuming

a homogeneous ground state with non-vanishing energy density in the large volume limit,

i.e. in the thermodynamic limit, the effective action can be expressed in terms of the

U(1) Goldstone mode, while all other massive excitations can be neglected, describing a

superfluid state [1, 2]. The ground state, determined by a U(1) charge Q, has the ground

state energy E (or the corresponding scaling dimension ∆ = ER) as:

∆ = c1Q
d

d−1 + c2Q
d−2
d−1 + · · · . (1.2)

The coefficients c1 and c2 are model-dependent parameters.

For a large angular momentum, on the other hand, a conformal bootstrap method has

been used to determine the ground state energy. In particular, [17–19] showed that the

ground state energy in a CFT at large angular momentum is given by

∆ = J +∆ΦQ+ · · · , (1.3)

where ∆Φ is the dimension of the parton, an elementary constituent of the theory, with unit

charge. This large angular momentum regime, where the ground state can be described

by this expression, is commonly referred to as the Regge limit. Physically, this can be

understood as Q partons rotating around the equator of the sphere with J derivatives

acting on the partons [17]. When the angular momentum is sufficiently large, interactions

between the partons become negligible, making the total energy simply the sum of each

parton’s energy.

A natural question arises: how does the ground state behave when both charge and

angular momentum are large? Specifically, we are interested in the ground state’s behavior

in the region between large charge and the Regge limit. This work will primarily examine

the case in d = 3 (though the analysis can be generalized to higher dimensions, d > 3).

With large angular momentum in addition to the large charge, the analysis becomes

complex as spatial homogeneity is no longer expected. Additionally, for a superfluid state

to host angular momentum, vortex configurations that carry singularities near the vortex

cores must be taken into account.

In [27], the authors proposed the ground states for CFTs with U(1) charge on the

sphere S2 × R in the range Q1/2 ≪ J ≪ Q and Q ≪ J ≪ Q3/2 by solving an EFT for

vortex dynamics on S2. For Q1/2 ≪ J ≪ Q, a single vortex–anti-vortex pair configuration

emerges as the ground state, with the energy given by

∆ = c1Q
3/2 +

√
Q

6c1
log

J(J + 1)

Q
+ · · · . (1.4)
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For Q ≪ J ≪ Q3/2, many vortices appear, densely populated, and the superfluid’s flow

resembles that of a (non-relativistic) rigidly rotating fluid:

∆ = c1Q
3/2 +

1

2c1

J2

Q3/2
+ · · · , (1.5)

where corresponding the angular velocity is given as ΩR ≈ J
c1Q3/2 ≪ 1. The effective field

theory breaks down for Q3/2 ≲ J as the angular velocity becomes relativistic Ω ≲ 1/R.

This paper aims to deepen our understanding of universal charge relations within the

charge regime Q ≪ J ≪ Q2. Our main result is that the universal large charge expansion

formula in this charge regime is given by

∆2 = J2 + c21Q
3 + · · · (1.6)

where c1 is the same constant defined earlier.1 Note that (1.6) encompasses (1.5), as they

coincide in the regime Q ≪ J ≪ Q3/2. Interestingly, we find that the energy expression

in (1.6) matches that of a normal fluid rigidly rotating with an angular velocity Ω in the

zero-temperature limit. Not only does the functional form of the energy coincide, but

the energy-momentum tensor and charge density also coincide. Despite the fundamental

differences between superfluids and normal fluids—where the latter is characterized by

macroscopic entropy while the former is described by a nearly unique ground state—this

result suggests that the stationary configurations of the superfluid ground state can be

effectively represented as a zero-temperature fluid.

To be specific, our solution (1.6) not only reproduces a slow rigid rotation phase with

Ω ≪ 1/R but describes a fast rigid rotation phase that corresponds to a rigid fluid rotating

relativistically with Ω up to 1/R. In particular, the regime Q3/2 ≪ J ≪ Q2 corresponds to

a relativistic fluid rotating with angular velocity approaches as Ω → 1/R. In this regime,

the large charge expansion for the energy takes the form:

∆ = J +
c21
2

Q3

J
+ · · · . (1.7)

We also investigate the excitation modes for Q3/2 ≪ J and demonstrate the existence of

chiral fluctuation modes, whose excitation energies scale as δE ∼ δJ/R. As the angular

momentum J increases for a fixed charge Q, the system approaches the regime J ∼ Q2. In

this limit, the chiral excitation modes with energy δE ≈ δJ/R are expected to condense,

signaling a transition towards the Regge limit, where Q2 ≪ J .

Apart from the correspondence between the superfluid ground state and the zero-

temperature normal fluid established in this paper, the dynamics of conformal fluids are

interesting by themselves due to the connection with the fluid-gravity correspondence (see,

e.g., [28–31] and references therein). For example, for holographic theories dual to Einstein-

Maxwell gravity in AdS, zero-temperature fluid state corresponds to extremal black holes

1As demonstrated in §3.4, the subleading terms arise at orders O(Q2) and O(JQ). For (1.6) to remain

valid, both J2 and Q3 should be much larger than these subleading terms. This requirement translates to

the condition Q ≪ J ≪ Q2.

– 3 –



with event horizon radii r+ much larger than the AdS radius. It has been known that large

black holes in AdSd+1 can be effectively described by fluids on Sd−1 × R [32, 33].

In a different context, it was discovered that the functional form of the energy of ex-

tremal AdS4-Reissner-Nordström black holes matches exactly with the ground-state energy

of the linear sigma model with a U(1) global charge. This remarkable correspondence has

been termed the AdS/EFT correspondence [34–36]. We suggest that the matching energy-

charge relations (at least at leading order) arise from the fact that both extremal large AdS

black holes and superfluid ground states can be described as zero-temperature fluids. This

observation provides indirect evidence in favor of the AdS/EFT correspondence, even for

systems with large angular momentum J . However, it is important to highlight again the

fundamental differences between superfluid and fluid descriptions, particularly regarding

their entropies—where the former has zero entropy density, while the latter has a finite

density—which suggest they are not entirely equivalent. For a detailed discussion of these

distinctions, see §4.3.
As a final but important remark, we highlight that the authors of [37] also studied the

large charge expansion in the regime Q3/2 ≪ J ≪ Q2 and proposed that the ground state

energy is given by

∆ = J +
9c21
4π

Q3

J
+ · · · . (1.8)

This configuration, referred to as the giant vortex state, describes a superfluid rotating

around the sphere with angular velocity Ω → 1/R, where the superfluid is supported only

near the equator. We note that the fast rigid rotation phase shares qualitative similarities

with the giant vortex state, particularly in the concentration of the stress-energy tensor

and charge density around the equator. However, there is a notable difference in the

coefficients appearing in (1.7) and (1.8), which results in the rigid rotation phase having

lower energy compared to the giant vortex configuration. We will explore these similarities

and differences in more detail in §3.7.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 provides a review of the large

charge effective field theory on a sphere for the regime J ≪ Q3/2. Section 3 presents the

solution to the effective field theory for Q ≪ J ≪ Q2 and establishes a connection with the

non-relativistic limit. It also investigates fluctuations around the ground state and argues

that these fluctuations condense as J approaches Q2, reaching the Regge limit. Section 4 re-

views conformal fluid dynamics, deriving the energy-charge relation for a zero-temperature

fluid in terms of its charge and angular momentum. It also discusses holographic theo-

ries as concrete examples and study a relativistic fluid on a sphere with both large charge

and angular momentum. Section 5 concludes the paper and outlines directions for future

research.

2 Large Charge EFT with Spin

In this section, we briefly review the large charge EFT on the cylinder R× S2 with metric

ds2 = −dt2 +R2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2), at varying spins.
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For a CFT with global U(1) symmetry, an effective action for large charge ground state

on the cylinder was written down by [1], which is nothing but the action of a conformal

superfluid:

L = α|∂χ|3 + · · · . (2.1)

Here χ ∼ χ+2π is the goldstone boson for the spontaneously broken U(1) symmetry, and

|∂χ| =
√
−∂µχ∂µχ. The ellipsis represents higher derivative terms which are suppressed

by ∂2

|∂χ|2 . The current and stress-energy tensor are:

jµ = 3α|∂χ|∂µχ, Tµν = α
(
3|∂χ|∂µχ∂νχ+ gµν |∂χ|3

)
. (2.2)

This effective action is supposed to be expanded around the static solution χ = −µt,

which is the large fixed charge ground state. The U(1) charge of this ground state is

Q = 12παµ2R2, and the energy is E = 8παµ3R2. Therefore, the relation between the

ground state energy and charge can be written as:

∆ = c1Q
3/2 + c2Q

1/2 + · · · , (2.3)

where c1 = 1
33/2

√
πα

. The second term, with coefficient c2, arises from subleading terms

in the action suppressed by ∂2

|∂χ|2 ∼ 1
µ2R2 ∼ 1

Q . Therefore, we observe that the higher-

derivative terms are suppressed only when Q is large. In this regime, µ serves as the

effective field theory cutoff, enabling analytical analysis of the system.

Here we should note that we assume an ‘extensive’ ground state, meaning that ther-

modynamic quantities like energy and charge scale proportionally with the volume of the

sphere. (This is reflected in the EFT action (2.1)) This assumption does not hold in theo-

ries with a moduli space of vacua, such as supersymmetric theories and free theories, where

the ground state is non-extensive as was emphasized in e.g. [1, 6, 9, 38]. For example, in

supersymmetric theories with the moduli space, the ground state for fixed large charge Q

is a BPS state satisfying

ER = ∆ = Q. (2.4)

Extensivity cannot be maintained for a BPS state because if E ∝ Rd−1 and Q ∝ Rd−1,

the left-hand side (Rd) and right-hand side (Rd−1) of the equation cannot match in the

large R limit. In fact the uniform energy density (E/Rd−1) and charge density (Q/Rd−1)

must vanish in the large radius limit, and the analysis of [38] implies that Q ∼ Rd−2 and

E ∼ Rd−3.

To describe the theory away from the static phase, we expand the action around

χ = −µt, such that χ = −µt − φ, where φ is the massless Goldstone mode. The effective

action for the Goldstone mode around a static superfluid is given by

√
−gδL = 3µ2α

√
−g∂0φ+ 3µα

√
−g

[
(∂0φ)

2 − 1

2
(∂iφ)

2

]
. (2.5)

The first term is a total derivative, so it can typically be neglected.

– 5 –



The fluctuations around the static superfluid follow the phonon dispersion relation

characteristic of a conformal fluid in d = 2 + 1 dimensions, with a phonon velocity of
1√
d−1

= 1√
2
, as observed from the quadratic terms in the effective action. The corresponding

scaling dimension at large Q and finite J is then given by:

∆ = c1Q
3/2 + c2Q

1/2 +

√
J(J + 1)√

2
+ · · · . (2.6)

This expansion is valid for angular momentum J ≪ Q1/2. For higher angular momentum,

the phonon description breaks down as the wavelength of the phonon approaches the cutoff

length scale, leading to the proliferation of vortices, which we will explain shortly. Config-

urations incorporating vortices that solve the EFT (2.5) for large angular momentum are

discussed in [37], and we briefly review them here.

First, we should emphasize that the vortex configuration is not single-valued and the

phase around the core is quantized as 2πq, where q is the vorticity of the vortex. To

describe the configuration, we choose a normal coordinate yi(i = 1, 2) near the center of a

vortex yi0(t), such that φ = φ(yi − yi0(t)). Near the vortex core, the linear term in (2.5),

previously neglected for the phonon mode, becomes significant. This term can be expressed

as:

3µ2α

∫ √
−gd3x∂0φ = 3µ2α

∫
dtd2y

∂φ

∂yi
ẏi0(t). (2.7)

If the vorticity is q, the field φ satisfies the following equation:

∂i
∂φ

∂yj
− ∂j

∂φ

∂yi
= 2πqϵijδ

2(yi − yi0). (2.8)

Therefore, the linear term can be written as

3µ2α

∫
dtd2y

∂φ

∂yi
= 3µ2α

∫
dtπqϵiky

kẏi0(t). (2.9)

This can be thought of as a world-line action for a particle with charge q:

q

∫
dtAi(y(t))ẏ

i, (2.10)

where the one-form field A is defined to satisfy the following: ∂iAj−∂iAj = −6αµ2πϵij
√
g.

This picture manifests the vortex-particle duality. Namely, a vortex can be thought of as

a particle on a uniform magnetic field and the vorticity corresponds to the electric charge

of the particle.

On the other hand, the quadratic terms in (2.5) can be thought of as the interactions

between vortices. For simplicity, we assume that the vortex velocity is sufficiently small

(much less than the speed of light), allowing us to neglect the time derivative term. Under

this assumption, the spatial derivative terms generate an electric potential between particles

with charges. The electric potential at a point particle located at r is:

ϕ(r) = −3πµα
∑
p

qp log
(
(r − R⃗p)

2
)
, (2.11)
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where r, R⃗p are 3-vectors in the embedding space R3 of S2. R⃗p and qp are the location and

charge of a p−th particle, respectively. The Lagrangian of the vortex can be expressed as:

δL = qAiẏ
i −

√
Q

12c1

∑
p ̸=r

qpqr log

(
(R⃗p − R⃗q)

2

Q

)
. (2.12)

The energy and angular momentum that comes from the vortex configuration are given by

Evort = 3πµα
∑
p

qp log
(
(r −Rp)

2
)
,

J⃗ = −
∑
p

qp
Q

2

R⃗p

R
. (2.13)

Next, we examine stable configurations of vortices. The simplest scenario to consider

is a vortex–anti-vortex pair. 2 For a vortex–anti-vortex configuration to be stable (station-

ary), the vortices must move on the sphere with a constant velocity. This motion generates

a Lorentz force that counterbalances the electric force between the charged particles. A

static configuration can only occur when the vortex and anti-vortex are positioned at the

north and south poles, respectively. If the distance between the two vortices is L, the

energy and angular momentum of this configuration are given by:

E = 8πR2αµ3 + 6πµα log(µL),

J = 6πRµ2αL. (2.14)

where we have neglected the kinetic energy of the vortex since we are assuming a small

vortex velocity. The vortex-anti-vortex configuration (and its EFT) is valid for L larger

than the charge density scale 1
µR ∼ 1√

Q
, or equivalently, Q1/2 ≲ J . The large charge

expansion of the vortex-anti-vortex configuration is written as

∆ = c1Q
3/2 +

√
Q

6c1
log

J(J + 1)

Q
. (2.15)

The maximum angular momentum for a vortex-anti-vortex pair is achieved in the static

configuration, where each vortex is located at the poles, corresponding to J = Q.

To achieve higher angular momentum, two possible approaches emerge: (1) adding

additional vorticity at each pole, or (2) increasing the total number of vortices. Adding

vorticity at each pole is energetically unfavorable because the self-energy of the vortex scales

quadratically with the vorticity. Therefore, the vortex-anti-vortex is valid for Q1/2 ≪ J ≲
Q since the maximum angular momentum when vortex and anti-vortex are located at the

pole scales with J ∼ O(Q).

As the angular momentum J exceeds the charge Q, the number of vortices increases.

Since increasing the vorticity of individual vortices is energetically unfavorable, the ad-

ditional vortices all have a vorticity of 1 or −1. For Q ≪ J , their distribution can be

2Since the total vorticity on a closed surface must vanish, a single vortex cannot exist in isolation.
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approximated as a continuous function of θ and ϕ, as the vortices are densely distributed.

The vortex distribution that minimizes the interaction energy (2.11) is given by [27]:

ρv(θ) =
3

2πR2

J

Q
cos θ, (2.16)

where ρv(θ) represents the vortex density. The equation of state is expressed as:

∆ = c1Q
3/2 +

J2

2c1Q3/2
+ · · · . (2.17)

Interestingly, the energy of the ground state takes the same form as that of a rigidly rotating

fluid with a constant angular velocity Ω ≪ 1 (see equation (4.24) for the equation of state

of a zero-temperature fluid rotating with Ω ≪ 1). In other words, the interaction energy

between vortices—equivalent to the kinetic energy of a superfluid—shares the same form

as the kinetic energy of a rigidly rotating fluid.

The effective field theory breaks down when the superfluid velocity reaches O(1) in

units of the speed of light, corresponding to the angular velocity of the rigid fluid reaching

O(1). This occurs when J ∼ Q3/2.

3 Relativistic Rigid Rotation Phase

For a larger angular momentum (Q3/2 ≲ J), we must consider the relativistic effects

that were previously neglected in (2.12). In this section, we show that the rigid rotation

phase remains valid even within the relativistic limit. Namely, we complete the rigid

rotation phase to larger-J regime. More specifically, we derive a new solution that is

valid for Q ≪ J ≪ Q2 which reduces to the previously described rigid rotation phase for

Q ≪ J ≪ Q3/2. The energy, charge, and angular momentum of this solution satisfy:

∆2 = J2 + c21Q
3 + · · · . (3.1)

where c1 =
1

33/2
√
πα

is the same c1 in the previous section.

3.1 Emergent Degrees of Freedom

In order to derive a new solution of

∂µ(
√
−g|∂χ|∂µχ) = 0 (3.2)

that minimizes the energy for given charge and angular momentum, we use the following

ansatz: ∂µχ(x) = ξµ(x) where we treat ξ as independent fundamental variables. This

is because scanning over all possible vortex distributions give rise to emergent degrees of

freedom associated to the vortex density and its flow. Let us elaborate on this point.

In the presence of vortices, χ is multi-valued by 2π times an integer amount: by going

around a vortex with vorticity q, χ gets shifted by 2πq. For the regime Q ≪ J ≪ Q3/2, we

have seen in the previous section that the ground state is a superfluid densely populated

with vortices, allowing the vortex density to be approximated as a smooth function. In this
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case, we essentially treat χ as multi-valued by 2π times any real number, because going

around any circle will shift χ by 2π times the integral of vortex density inside that circle.

Consequently, χ itself lacks a well-defined value, and only dχ = ξ remains well-defined.

Moreover, due to the smooth distribution of vortices, ξ is no longer constrained by the

condition dξ = 0. Instead, F ≡ dξ serves as a measure of the vortex density and the flow

of vortices in the following sense. In three dimensions, any closed 2-form F gives rise to a

trivially conserved current:

jµv =
1

4π

ϵµνρ√
−g

Fνρ , (3.3)

where ϵ012 = 1. This is covariantly conserved i.e. ∇µj
µ
v = 1√

−g
∂µ(

√
−gjµv ) = 0. We call

this vortex current, because its time component is nothing but the vortex density. Indeed,

integrating the time component for some spatial region A,∫
A
d2x

√
−gj0v =

1

2π

∫
A
d2xF12 =

1

2π

∮
∂A

ξµdx
µ, (3.4)

we get the number of vortices (more precisely, total vorticity) inside the area A. Since this

is a conserved current, its spatial components should be interpreted as the flow of vortices.

Note that integrating j0v over the entire sphere yields zero, implying that the total vorticity

must remain zero through any dynamical process.

This current, of course, also exists in the presence of finitely many vortices.3 In such

cases, the components of the current are represented as sums of delta functions rather

than smooth functions. Consequently, determining the ground state configuration with

finitely many vortices amounts to fixing a finite set of parameters—such as the positions

and vorticities of the vortices—along with the single-valued part of χ. Since these finite

parameters do not constitute a functional degree of freedom, the system has only one degree

of freedom, which is associated with χ, in the case of finitely many vortices.

When we can approximate the vortex density as smooth functions, on the other hand,

we naturally approximate the whole vortex current as smooth functions. Therefore, finding

a ground state configuration corresponds to fixing 3 functions: one is the single-valued part

of χ, and the remaining two are the components of the vortex current. Note that the vortex

current is a conserved quantity hence out of 3 components, only 2 are independent degrees

of freedom. That is, we have 2 emergent degrees of freedom, which are components of the

vortex current.

Consequently, ξµ can be treated as a new set of independent variables, detached from

its origin as a gradient. This treatment, which we will refer to as effective description of

vortices, will later be shown in §3.5 and §4 to be equivalent to a normal perfect fluid when

combined with the continuity equations for jµ and Tµν .

Two points should be noted. First, the approximation of the vortex density as a

smooth function neglects the mass of the vortices, which originates from the singularity in

3Here, “finitely many” means that the separation length scale between vortices is comparable to the

length scale of interest, which is of order O(R). In §3.4, we demonstrate that this condition is equivalent

to J ∼ Q.
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the field profile near the vortex core. As a result, this approximation is valid only when

the total mass of the vortices is negligible at leading order. In §3.4, we will demonstrate

that this condition holds for Q ≪ J ≪ Q2. For the time being, we assume this validity

and proceed with our analysis.

Second, since vortices are too heavy to be excited, the number of vortices remains fixed

within the effective field theory. However, we note that there exist fluctuation modes of

the vortex distribution itself within the EFT.4 Consequently, when considering fluctuations

around the ground state, it is necessary to account not only for the fluctuations of the single-

valued component of χ but also for the fluctuations of the vortex current. This will be

discussed in greater detail in §3.6.

3.2 The solution

The solution is determined as follows. We find ξµ(x) by minimizing the energy E for fixed J

and Q. This procedure corresponds to determining the vortex distribution that minimizes

the energy. To achieve this, we use the Lagrange multiplier method i.e. we extremize the

following quantity with respect to ξµ, λ1, and λ2.

L ≡ E − λ1(J − J0)− λ2(Q−Q0). (3.5)

A conserved charge associated with an isometry of spacetime is generally given by

Q[kµ] = sgn(k2)

∫
d2x

√
−gT tµgµνk

ν , (3.6)

where kν is the corresponding Killing vector. Here, the sign factor is chosen to offset the

negative sign of gtt. Hence the energy (associated to ∂t) and angular momentum (associated

to ∂ϕ) are

E = R2

∫
dθdϕ sin θTtt, (3.7)

J = R2

∫
dθdϕ sin θ(−Ttϕ), (3.8)

and the charge is

Q = R2

∫
dθdϕ sin θjt, (3.9)

The stress-energy tensor and charge current are given by (2.2), which we reproduce here,

with ξµ = ∂µχ.

jµ = 3α|ξ|ξµ , Tµν = α
(
3|ξ|ξµξν + gµν |ξ|3

)
, (3.10)

where |ξ| =
√
−ξµξµ. Then, the Lagrange multiplier function L is given by

L = R2

∫
dθdϕ sin θαf + λ1J0 + λ2Q0 , (3.11)

4We thank Gabriel Cuomo for highlighting this point.
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where

f =3|ξ|ξ2t − |ξ|3 − λ1(−3|ξ|ξtξϕ)− λ2(−3|ξ|ξt) . (3.12)

Using e.g. ∂|ξ|
∂ξµ

= − ξµ

|ξ| , it is straightforward to show that

∂f

∂ξt
=

3

|ξ|
(ξ2t + |ξ|2)(ξt + λ1ξϕ + λ2) ,

∂f

∂ξθ
=

3ξθ

|ξ|
[
|ξ|2 − ξt(ξt + λ1ξϕ + λ2)

]
,

∂f

∂ξϕ
=

3

|ξ|

[
|ξ|2(ξϕ + λ1ξt)− ξϕξt(ξt + λ1ξϕ + λ2)

]
,

(3.13)

Setting these to zero, we get

ξt =
−λ2

1− λ2
1R

2 sin2 θ
,

ξθ = 0 ,

ξϕ =
−λ2

1− λ2
1R

2 sin2 θ
(−λ1R

2 sin2 θ) .

(3.14)

If we decide to call λ1 as Ω and λ2 as µ, we get the following solution:

ξµ = µγ2(1, 0,Ω) , γ =
1√

1− Ω2R2 sin2 θ
. (3.15)

This configuration (trivially) satisfies the equation of motion, ∂µ(
√
−g|ξ|ξµ) = 0. Addi-

tionally, the parameter Ω is constrained by an upper limit, Ω < 1/R. As we will discuss

in §3.5 and §4, the normalized vector uµ ≡ ξµ/|ξ| = γ(1, 0,Ω) can be interpreted as the

3-velocity of a relativistic normal fluid. In this interpretation, the angular velocity is given

by uϕ/ut = dϕ/dt = Ω. Therefore, the velocity profile corresponds to a (relativistic) rigid

rotation.

Substituting ξ into J = J0, Q = Q0 using (3.8),(3.9), one can determine Ω, µ in terms

of J0, Q0, which we will just call J,Q. The components of stress-energy tensor that is

relevant to E and J are given as follows:

Ttt = αµ3 2 + Ω2R2 sin2 θ

(1− Ω2R2 sin2 θ)5/2
, Ttϕ = −3αµ3 ΩR2 sin2 θ

(1− Ω2R2 sin2 θ)5/2
. (3.16)

Also, the charge density is given by

ρ = j0 =
3αµ2

(1− Ω2R2)3/2
(3.17)

Figure 1 displays the energy density on the sphere as a function of latitude angle θ. With

Ω = 0.001, the energy density is nearly uniform across the surface, while for Ω = 0.999, it

becomes highly concentrated near the equator, reflecting the effects of increased angular

velocity.
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Figure 1: The energy density on a sphere as a function of θ, the latitude angle, 0 ≤ θ ≤ π in units

of αµ3. Left: with ΩR = 0.001, where the energy density is almost uniform. Right: ΩR = 0.999.

The energy density is concentrated on the equator.

Also, it is instructive to evaluate the vortex current (3.3) jµv = ϵµνρ

2π
√
−g

∂νξρ for the

solution (3.15):

ρv ≡ jtv =
µΩ

π

cos θ

(1− Ω2R2 sin2 θ)2
,

jθv = 0 ,

jϕv =
µΩ2

π

cos θ

(1− Ω2R2 sin2 θ)2
.

(3.18)

The equation (3.18) agrees with the vortex distribution of the non-relativistic rigid rotation

phase (2.16) when Ω gets small (but not as small as 1/R2µ, as we will see later in (3.31)).

ρv =
3

2πR2

J

Q
cos θ(1 +O(Ω2R2)) . (3.19)

Also, the equation (3.18) is consistent with the fact that the non-relativistic rigid rotation

phase (which ignores flow of vortices) is valid for J ≪ Q3/2 because jϕv = ρvΩ ∼ ρv
J

RQ3/2 .

Note that the angular velocity of vortices (and anti-vortices on the southern hemisphere)

is jϕv /jtv = Ω.

Figure 2 shows the distribution of vortex density on a spherical surface, varying with

angular velocity Ω. For small Ω, the vortex density peaks near the poles and decreases

toward the equator. As Ω approaches 1/R, the vortex density is concentrated near the

equator, with its peak located at θ ≈ π
2 ±

√
1−Ω2R2√

3
.

The energy, angular momentum, and charge of this configuration can be computed by

plugging in (3.16), (3.17) into (3.7), (3.8), (3.9). The result is

E =
8παR2µ3

(1− Ω2R2)2
, J =

8παR4µ3Ω

(1− Ω2R2)2
, Q =

12παR2µ2

1− Ω2R2
. (3.20)

From this, we obtain an exact relation (up to vortex self energy contribution and higher

– 12 –



Figure 2: The absolute value of vortex density R2|ρv| on the sphere (we have set µR
π = 1 for

simplicity). Left: ΩR = 0.001. The vortex density is the largest at the poles, and vanishes at the

equator. Right: ΩR = 0.999. The vortex density is concentrated near the equator. The peaks are

located at θ ≈ π
2 ±

√
1−Ω2R2
√
3

.

derivative terms5) among these quantities, given by the following equation:

∆2 = J2 + c21Q
3 (3.21)

where c1 =
1

33/2
√
πα

. This proves (3.1).

3.3 Non-relativistic limit and the worldline EFT

It is straightforward to see that the non-relativistic limit of the energy-charge relation

(3.21) reproduces the result obtained in (2.17). Similarly, the non-relativistic limit of the

vortex density derived in (3.19) aligns with the result (3.18) in the regime where Ω ≪ 1.

In this subsection, we perform an additional consistency check by taking the new

EFT introduced in 3.1, where ξµ serves as the elementary degree of freedom, to the non-

relativistic limit and comparing it with the vortex world-line EFT defined in §2 at the

Lagrangian level. This analysis confirms that the new EFT accurately captures all inter-

action energies between vortices and between a vortex and the magnetic field.

In the non-relativistic limit, the Lagrangian can be expanded perturbatively as:

L = α|∂χ|3 = α
(
(µ+ φ̇)2 − (∂iφ)

2
)3/2

(3.22)

= αµ3 + 3αµ2∂0φ+ 3αµ

[
(∂0φ)

2 − 1

2
(∂iφ)

2

]
+

α

2

(
−3φ̇(∂iφ)

2 + 2φ̇3
)
+ · · · . (3.23)

where χ = −µt − φ. Since φ is of order O(µΩ2) the expansion can be thought of as an

expansion with respect to Ω2, and thus is valid only in the non-relativistic limit where

ΩR ≪ 1. As explained in §2, the second term in equation (3.23), 3αµ2∂0φ, corresponds to

the world-line action q
∫
dtAi(y(t))ẏ

i, in (2.10).

As a simple exercise, let us re-check this for the solution (3.15). In the non-relativistic

limit, the term 3αµ2∂0φ, on-shell, is expressed as:

3αµ2∂0φ|on-shell ≈ −3αµ2(ξ0 + µ) ≈ 3αµ3Ω2R2 sin2 θ. (3.24)

5See §3.4 for more details on the subleading corrections.
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where we used ξ0 = −µ− ∂0φ. Integrating (3.24) over the sphere yields:∫ π

0
2πR sin θdθ3αµ3Ω2R2 sin2 θ = 8παµ3Ω2R3. (3.25)

On the other hand, the world-line action given in (2.10) evaluates to:∑
p

qp

∫
AµdX

µ
p ≈

∫
2πR2 sin θdθρv

Q

2
(1− cos θ)Ω = 8παµ3Ω2R3, (3.26)

which matches the above result.

In the relativistic limit, higher-order terms in Ω in (3.23), become relevant as ΩR

approaches O(1). From the perspective of the world-line EFT, writing down all such

terms is theoretically possible but practically challenging. However, in the framework of

our effective description of vortices, where the vortex density is treated as a fundamental

degree of freedom, it becomes more straightforward to account for these terms—by writing

down all possible terms with ξµ. Due to the Weyl invariance, there is only one term at the

leading order i.e. |ξ|3. From this, all the coefficients of higher-derivative terms that are

of order ∼ µ3 are determined. Thus, all higher-derivative terms that are significant in the

world-line EFT are systematically incorporated into our action.

It is worth noting, however, that our EFT assumes a smooth configuration of ξ. Con-

sequently, the self-energy of the vortices must be accounted for separately, which we will

address in the next subsection.

3.4 Regime of Validity

Let us examine the regime of validity of this solution. Firstly, we want the vortex density

(3.18) to be much smaller than the charge density,

jt = 3α|ξ|ξt = 3αµ2

(1− Ω2R2 sin2 θ)3/2
. (3.27)

This is because the (local) length scale of the charge density corresponds to the UV cutoff

of the original superfluid EFT, and we want the separation length scale between vor-

tices—which serves as the new UV cutoff length scale—to be much larger than that.

ρv/j
t =

1

3απ

Ω

µ

cos θ

(1− Ω2R2 sin2 θ)1/2
≤ 1

3απ

Ω

µ
. (3.28)

Last inequality can easily be seen by rewriting cos θ as (1 − sin2 θ)1/2 and noting that

ΩR < 1. From this, we obtain the following simple condition,

Ω

µ
≪ 1 , (3.29)

which is always satisfied because we require Ω < 1/R ≪ µ. This is interesting because no

matter how we take Ω close to 1/R, which is the upper limit, vortices are not too close to
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each other as long as the chemical potential is large. Also, we can rewrite this condition

using equation (3.20) as

Ω

µ
= 18πα

J

Q2
≪ 1 , (3.30)

or, just simply as J ≪ Q2.

On the other hand, our effective description of superfluid vortices is reliable when the

length scale of interest (which is ∼ R) is much larger than the separation length scale

between vortices which should be ∼ |ρv|−1/2. In other words, we require 1/R2 ≪ |ρv|.6

Taking a typical point on the sphere for the value of ρv, we get

1

R2
≪ µΩ =

3

2R2
(1− Ω2R2)

J

Q
, (3.31)

Therefore, we see that we can’t make Ω as small as 1/R2µ as mentioned before (above the

equation (3.19)), and also, we see that our solution is valid for Q ≪ J .

It is also important to note that the assumption of a smooth vortex current in the

solution (3.15), representing a coarse-grained picture, ignores the self-energy (i.e. mass)

of the vortices. In the fine-grained picture (in which we can distinguish each vortex),

the field is singular at the core of a vortex, and this leads to the self-energy of a vortex.

Thus, we must examine whether the self-energy of the vortices compromises the solution’s

validity as a candidate for the ground state configuration. In the rest frame of the vortex,

the self-energy is of order O(µ). For a rotating vortex with angular velocity Ω, the self-

energy becomes of order O(γµ), where γ = 1√
1−Ω2R2

. Therefore, the total self-energy and

self-angular momentum of the vortices (Ev, Jv) are written as:

Ev = cself

∫
d2x

√
−gγµ |jtv| =

2cselfΩ(3− 2Ω2R2)µ2R2

3(1− Ω2R2)3/2
,

Jv = cself

∫
d2x

√
−gγµ |jϕv | R sin2 θ =

2cselfΩ
2R3µ2

3(1− Ω2R2)3/2
.

(3.32)

where cself is some order 1 theory-dependent constant (a new Wilson coefficient) and jµv
is given in (3.18). We computed Jv from Jv =

∑
imir⃗i × v⃗i. One can observe that the

self-energy and angular momentum are much smaller than the leading-order energy and

angular momentum written in (3.20). More specifically,

Ev

E
∼ Jv

J
∼ Ω(1− Ω2R2)

µ
. (3.33)

Therefore, accounting for the self-energy of the vortices does not require changing the

solution at the leading order. Moreover, it can be shown that the energy-charge relation

6This might seem problematic at the equator, as ρv vanishes. However, since the width of the strip near

the equator where |ρv| ∼ 1/R2 is parametrically small (width ∼ (1−Ω2R2)2

RµΩ
≪ 1), vortices are still typically

separated by the length scale (1−Ω2R2)2

RµΩ
, because if we go out of this strip, there are large enough number

of vortices.
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(3.1), ∆2 − J2 − c21Q
3 = 0, remains unchanged. The change to the equation due to the

self-energy contribution from the vortices, is:

δ(∆2 − J2) ≈ 2∆EvR− 2JJv = O

(
ΩR6µ5

(1− Ω2R2)5/2

)
, (3.34)

which is always much smaller than c21Q
3 that is of order O

(
µ6R6

(1−Ω2R2)3

)
. Therefore at the

leading order, one can still trust the equation (3.1).

Finally, we compute how much higher derivative terms—which were neglected in the

effective action (2.1)—are suppressed. The exact forms of those terms can be found in e.g.

[1],[8],[37]. Let us use the expression of [37] and evaluate each term for the solution (3.15).

There are 5 terms at the O(∂2/|∂χ|2) order relative to the leading term |∂χ|3. Each of

them evaluates to:

R
|∂χ|2

=
2

R2µ2
(1− Ω2R2 sin2 θ),

∇2(|∂χ|1/2)
|∂χ|5/2

=
1

R2µ2

[
− Ω2R2

4
sin2 θ +

1

4
(5− Ω2R2)− 5

4

1− Ω2R2

1− Ω2R2 sin2 θ

]
,

Rµν
∂µχ∂νχ

|∂χ|4
=
Ω2R2 sin2 θ

R2µ2
,

∇2|∂χ|
|∂χ|3

=
1

R2µ2

[
3− Ω2R2 − 3(1− Ω2R2)

1− Ω2R2 sin2 θ

]
,

∂µχ∂νχ∇µ∇ν(|∂χ|−1)

|∂χ|3
=

1

R2µ2

[
− Ω2R2 sin2 θ − (1− Ω2R2) +

(1− Ω2R2)

1− Ω2R2 sin2 θ

]
.

(3.35)

From this, we see that all the terms are of order 1
R2µ2 ≪ 1 compared to the leading term.

Here, we have written down the right hand sides such that every term manifestly does

not diverge near the equator as Ω → 1/R. Physically, the suppression of these terms

as Ω → 1/R arises from the fact that most vortices are concentrated near the equator.

Higher-derivative terms of this kind are associated with vortex acceleration, but since the

vortices’ motion is nearly geodesic, these terms are suppressed.7

In summary, in order for our solution (3.15) to be valid, we require 1/R ≪
√
|ρv| ≪

√
ρ

which translates to Q ≪ J ≪ Q2.

3.5 Perfect fluid

We started from the EFT of conformal superfluid (2.1) and then proposed a new description

of vortices (plus the single-valued part of χ) in terms of fundamental variables ξµ. In fact,

this effective description of vortices can easily be shown to be equivalent to a (normal)

perfect fluid, when our system is seen at late times and large distances.

Recall that our charge current and stress tensor are given by

jµ = 3α|ξ|ξµ , Tµν = α
(
3|ξ|ξµξν + gµν |ξ|3

)
, (3.36)

7We thank Gabriel Cuomo for offering this microscopic interpretation.
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On the other hand, perfect fluid’s charge current and stress tensor are given as (4.1):

(jµ)perfect = ρuµ, (Tµν)perfect = ϵuµuν + PPµν (3.37)

where uµ is the normalized 3-velocity of the superfluid, ρ is the proper charge density8, P
is the pressure, and ϵ is the proper energy density. From the traceless condition, we have

P = ϵ/2. We also defined Pµν = gµν + uµuν . These kinds of details are further explained

in §4.
One can immediately see that the current and stress tensor are exactly in the form of

perfect fluid with the identification

uµ =
ξµ

|ξ|
,

ρ = 3α|ξ|2,
ϵ = 2α|ξ|3.

(3.38)

Also, the dynamics of a perfect fluid is determined by the continuity equations of the charge

current and the stress tensor. These equations hold in our case due to the EOM obtained

from the variation of the single-valued part of χ.

Obviously, this identification does not care about whether the curl-free condition dξ = 0

is violated or not. This is just the reflection of the well-known fact that our starting point

(EFT of U(1) goldstone boson) is the theory of zero-temperature superfluids [39], whose

equation of state is fixed by conformal invariance.

3.6 Fluctuations and Phase transition to the Regge limit

Here, we analyze the fluctuations around the fast rigid rotation phase (Ω → 1
R) by per-

turbing the field around the solution (3.15). We propose that a fluctuation mode, which

is stable in the rigid rotation phase, become unstable as J approaches Q2, signaling a

transition to the Regge limit.

We introduce the fluctuation field φ with χ → χ+φ, where the term |∂χ|3 transforms

as follows:

|∂χ|3 → |∂χ|3 − 3|∂χ|∂µχ∂µφ− 3

2
|∂χ|∂µφ∂µφ+

3

2|∂χ|
∂µχ∂νχ∂µφ∂νφ+O(φ3), (3.39)

Plugging in dχ = µγ2(−dt + ΩR2 sin2 θdϕ), (|∂χ| = µγ, ∂µχ∂µφ = µγ2(∂tφ + Ω∂ϕφ)) we

get the Lagrangian as follows

L = αµ3γ3 − 3αµ

2
γ∂µφ∂

µφ+
3αµ

2
γ3(∂tφ+Ω∂ϕφ)

2 +O(φ3), (3.40)

8Note that this charge density ρ = ±|jµjµ|1/2 is measured from a local observer flowing with the fluid,

which is in general different from just the time component of the current, a coordinate dependent quantity.
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Here, we are going to consider single-valued fluctuations only, hence we dropped the linear

term which becomes a total derivative due to EOM. In other words, we do not consider

fluctuations in vortex current. 9

We redefine θ variable as cos θ ≡
√
(1− Ω2R2)x and further redefine the variable as

x

(1 + x2)1/2
= y,

dx

(1 + x2)3/2
= dy, (3.41)

where the domain of y is
[
− 1√

2−Ω2R2
, 1√

2−Ω2R2

]
. The effective action is written as

3αµ

2(1− Ω2R2)3/2

∫
dtdydϕ

[
(∂0φ+Ω∂ϕφ)

2 − (1− y2)2∂yφ∂yφ− 1− Ω2R2

1− y2
(−∂0φ∂0φ+ ∂ϕφ∂ϕφ)

]
(3.42)

The equation of motion ∂L
∂φ = ∂µ

∂L
∂(∂µφ)

is written as:

(∂0 +Ω∂ϕ)
2φ− ∂y

[
(1− y2)2∂yφ

]
− 1− Ω2R2

1− y2
(−∂2

0φ+ ∂2
ϕφ) = 0. (3.43)

At the leading order in O (1− ΩR), and assuming a solution independent of y, the

EOM simplifies to

(∂0 +
1

R
∂ϕ)

2φ = 0,

J = m, E ≈ m

R
.

(3.44)

where m is an integer. This describes chiral (de)excitation modes, which can be interpreted

as modes rotating on the sphere at the speed of light. Since there are infinitely many such

chiral modes at leading order, they can combine to form an infinite vacuum degeneracy.

However, this degeneracy is expected to be lifted when subleading corrections are taken

into account [37].10

The rigid rotation phase should remain stable under fluctuations of the form χ → χ+φ,

as the energy of the vortex configuration has been explicitly extremized (see §3.2). If this
were not the case, the chiral excitation mode would condense, causing a breakdown of

the superfluid phase—a scenario we do not expect. Thus, the energy cost of exciting the

chiral mode must exceed the energy required to remain in the superfluid phase at the same

angular momentum. Similarly, the energy reduction from de-excitation must be smaller

than the corresponding energy decrease in the superfluid phase.

9We note that there might be additional light modes arising from fluctuations in the vortex densities,

which cannot be captured by single-valued fluctuations [40]. Since the mass scales of the vortex lattice

fluctuation and the single-valued mode differ at leading order, we assume that the mixing with vortex

lattice fluctuations is small enough to be neglected at this order. However, this assumption needs to be

justified through concrete computation, which we leave as a future study. We thank G. Cuomo for pointing

out this possibility.
10The mode dependent on y is massive, whose energy E is strictly larger than the absolute value of the

angular momentum |J/R|. Therefore it does not contribute to the degeneracy of the vacuum.
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To investigate this, we consider the energy of the large charge expansion for the rigid

rotation phase with Ω → 1
R :

∆ = J +
c21
2

Q3

J
. (3.45)

As J increases by δJ , the change in energy δE with fixed charge Q is given by:

δE

δJ
=

1

R

(
1− c21

2

Q3

J2

)
. (3.46)

Since we are assuming Q3/2 ≪ J , the leading-order energy-to-angular momentum ratio

is 1/R, matching that of the chiral mode. This indicates that the superfluid solution is

marginally stable at the leading order.

To confirm the stability, one has to study the subleading corrections to the chiral

fluctuations from higher order derivative terms and vortex density fluctuations to prove

δE−
δJ

<
1

R

(
1− c21

2

Q3

J2

)
<

δE+

δJ
, (3.47)

where E± are the lightest excitation and de-excitation energies, respectively. However, to

find the full spectrum of the fluctuation turns out to be very difficult. As a consistency

check, we note the presence of a conformal descendant mode with δE
δJ = 1

R . Since this mode

only increases the energy (so that it offers an upper bound of δE+

δJ ), it does not contradict

our identification of the ground state.

What happens between the rigid rotation phase J ≪ Q2 and the Regge limit Q2 ≪ J

is an interesting question. Here, we address it in a rather qualitative way. Consider fixing

Q and increasing J by raising the angular velocity Ω → 1/R. Since the charge Q is fixed,

the chemical potential µ must decrease. At some point, µ is no longer large and becomes of

order 1. As a result, the EFT breaks down, and the large charge expansion of the energy,

as described by equation (3.1), is no longer valid. In the regime where J ∼ Q2, chiral

fluctuation modes are expected to condense as Ω → 1/R. For small µ ≲ 1, we expect δE
δJ

to exceed 1/R. At this point, it becomes energetically favorable to excite chiral modes

with E = J to approach the Regge limit, where the phase is governed by chiral modes of

partons.

Interestingly, a similar phenomenon occurs for black holes in AdS. Consider a black

hole with ΩR ≈ 1 and µR < 1. At fixed charges, the slope ∂E
∂J of the black hole is always

greater than 1/R, making it energetically favorable for chiral modes to appear. In AdS, the

condensation of the chiral modes can be interpreted as a form of “hair” that rotates around

the black hole with angular velocity Ω → 1/R. These modes are located far from the black

hole’s center, allowing the hair and the core of the black hole to interact minimally. This

type of gravitational configuration has recently been constructed and is referred to as the

“Grey Galaxy” [41].

Since the superfluid state does not have a macroscopic number of states, it is possible

that the superfluid does not correspond directly to a geometry that has an event horizon.

However, even if this is not the case, the large-charge superfluid state might be understood

as a heavy bosonic star [35]. We believe that the grey galaxy analogy provides a framework

for understanding our setup as well.
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3.7 Remarks on giant vortex solution

We point out an additional solution to the EFT (2.1), referred to as the “giant vortex,”

which arises in the regime Q3/2 ≪ J ≪ Q2 [37]. The giant vortex solution is described by

the ansatz

χ = −µt− lϕ. (3.48)

The ansatz remains valid on the sphere as long as −∂µχ∂
µχ is positive. The domain of

validity is therefore confined to the region where −∂µχ∂
µχ is positive, which corresponds

to π
2 − δ < θ < π

2 + δ, where cos δ = |l|
Rµ . Outside this domain, the field must vanish.

The boundary condition jθ = 0 is imposed on the boundary, which is the only consistent

condition that can be imposed [42].

From (2.2) and (3.48), it is straightforward to obtain stress-energy tensor and current

density, which is given as

jt = 3αµ2R2

√
1− cos2 δ

sin2 θ
,

Ttt = αµ3R2

[
3

√
1− cos2 δ

sin2 θ
−
(
cos2 δ

sin2 θ

)3/2
]
.

(3.49)

for π
2 − δ < θ < π

2 + δ. Upon integrating the densities, we obtain the relation between E, J ,

and Q (Note that J is given as J = lQ).

∆ = J +
9c21
4π

Q3

J
+ · · · (3.50)

Given that the coefficient is larger
9c21
4π than that of the fast-rotating superfluid

c21
2 , we

believe that the giant vortex cannot be the ground state.

Now, let us compare the energy density profile of the giant vortex and rigid rotation

phases. For the giant vortex, the energy density can be rewritten as

T tt ∝
√

1− cos2 δ

sin2 θ

(
2 +

cos2 δ

sin2 θ

)
, for

π

2
− δ < θ <

π

2
+ δ,

T tt = 0, elsewhere,

(3.51)

where δ = 1
π
√
3α

Q3/2

J . For the relativistic rigid rotation phase, on the other hand, as the

angular velocity Ω approaches 1, which is equivalent to Q3/2 ≪ J ≪ Q2, the θ dependence

on the energy density is given as

T tt ∝ 1

(1− Ω2 +Ω2 cos2 θ)5/2
∼ 1(

1
27απ

Q3

J2 + cos2 θ
)5/2 . (3.52)

Near the equator, the energy density decays as quickly as

T tt ∼ 1(
δ2

9 +
(
π
2 − θ

)2)5/2 (3.53)
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Both solutions are similar in that the energy density is concentrated around the equator,

with the width of the strip being of order δ ∼ Q3/2/J . However, a key difference is that in

our solution, the energy density is smooth at finite δ, whereas in the giant vortex solution,

the energy density is non-smooth.

It would be interesting to verify the profile of the ground state energy density by

experiment or numerical analysis. There have been some numerics [43, 44] and experiments

[45–47] on the vortex configuration, by considering a bose einstein condensation trapped in

a confining potential with sufficiently large angular momentum. They both find that at the

fast rotating regime, the vortex configuration looks very similar to the fast rotating/giant

vortex configuration. However, since δ is a very small parameter for Ω ≈ 1/R (with

δ2 ∝ 1− ΩR), high resolution is required to capture the details accurately.

4 Stationary normal fluid

As discussed in §3.5, the emergent three degrees of freedom can be interpreted as those

describing a perfect fluid. In this section, we demonstrate that the exact solution (3.15)

can also be derived directly from fluid dynamics. Specifically, we reproduce the solution

(3.15) by taking the zero-temperature limit of a general stationary solution of a fluid on

R× Sd−1, as obtained in [32].

We further show that the zero-temperature limit of the stationary fluid solution can

be connected to extremal black hole solutions, as large AdS black holes can be effectively

described as conformal fluids via the fluid-gravity correspondence. As a concrete example,

we demonstrate that the energy and charge structure of large extremal AdS4 Kerr-Newman

black holes aligns with that of fluid dynamics on a sphere with angular momentum.

Finally, we compare the energy and charge structures of the superfluid ground state,

the zero-temperature fluid, and the extremal black hole, and discuss their implications for

the AdS/EFT correspondence.

4.1 Review of fluid dynamics

In this subsection, we review the relativistic (conformal) fluid mechanics, following [32].

Let us first consider a QFT on d-dimensional spacetime, with several conserved currents.

While our primary focus will be on CFTs defined on R × Sd−1 with radius R, for the

purpose of this subsection, we assume a general manifold and a generic QFT.

Let us consider generic states with finite energy density supported across the entire

system and suppose we focus on physics at late times and over long distances. In this

regime, it is reasonable to assume that the dynamics are governed entirely by conserved

currents, as these are protected by continuity equations. All other microscopic excitations

are short-lived and eventually decay into functions of the conserved currents and their

derivatives. Consequently, to describe the state of a QFT with finite energy density at

late times, it suffices to consider the stress tensor Tµν and the charge currents Jµ
i , where

i = 1, 2, · · · label the conserved currents.

Fluid mechanics goes a step further. It describes systems in local thermodynamic

equilibrium. Thus, instead of the full stress tensor and charge currents, it treats the local
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proper energy density ϵ (= T 00), local charge densities ρi (= J0
i ), and fluid velocities

uµ = γ(1, v⃗), where uµu
µ = −1, as the fundamental degrees of freedom. The stress tensor

and charge currents are then expressed as functions of ϵ, ρi, uµ, and their derivatives.

Such functional relations are referred to as constitutive relations. These local quantities

ϵ, ρi, and uµ completely specify a fluid dynamical state, and the equations of motion are

given by the continuity equations for the stress tensor and charge currents. Due to local

thermodynamic equilibrium, it is often convenient to use the local temperature T and local

chemical potentials µi as variables instead of energy density and charge densities, and we

will adopt this convention frequently.

4.1.1 Constitutive relations

As an effective theory valid at late times and long distances, fluid mechanics admits a

derivative expansion. This expansion can also be understood as an expansion in the mean

free path lmfp, which serves as the UV cutoff of the effective description. The expansion

parameter is determined by the ratio lmfp/Lfluid, where Lfluid represents the typical length

scale of the fluid solution and sets the scale of the derivatives. As we will see later, the

fluid length scale Lfluid corresponds to the radius of the sphere R in our case.

To zeroth order in derivative, Lorentz invariance and the correct static limit uniquely fix

Tµν , Jµ
i , and the entropy current Jµ

S as functions of fundamental fluid mechanics variables.

In other words, constitutive relations are uniquely fixed at zeroth order as follows.

Tµν
perfect = ϵuµuν + PPµν ,

(Jµ
i )perfect = ρiu

µ,

(Jµ
S )perfect = suµ,

(4.1)

where s(T , µi) is the rest frame entropy density. Here, we defined a projector,

Pµν = gµν + uµuν , (4.2)

which projects vectors onto a subspace orthogonal to uµ. Also, the coefficient of this

projector, P, is nothing but the pressure. At this order, there is no dissipation, no entropy

production. Therefore, the fluids described by (4.1) are called perfect fluid.

At the first-order in derivative, constitutive relations are given as (see e.g. subsection

14.1 of [48] for derivations)

Tµν
dissipative = −ζϑPµν − 2ησµν + qµuν + uµqν ,

(Jµ
i )dissipative = qµi ,

(Jµ
S )dissipative =

qµ − µiq
µ
i

T
,

(4.3)

where ζ is the bulk viscosity and η is the shear viscosity. These first-order terms all

contribute to the dissipative effects. Also, we defined expansion ϑ, shear tensor σµν , heat
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flux qµ and diffusion currents qµi as follows.

ϑ = ∇µu
µ,

σµν =
1

2

(
Pµλ∇λu

ν + P νλ∇λu
µ
)
− 1

d− 1
ϑPµν ,

qµ = −κPµν(∂νT + T uρ∇ρuν),

qµi = −DijP
µν∂ν

(µj

T

)
.

(4.4)

where κ is the thermal conductivity, and Dij are diffusion coefficients. Note that these

tensor and vectors are all orthogonal to uµ, hence all spatial. σµν , qµ, qµi being spatial is

actually important, because from (see e.g. [48])

T ∇µJ
µ
S =

qµqµ
κT

+ T (D−1)ijqµi qjµ + ζϑ2 + 2ησµνσµν , (4.5)

we see that the entropy production is always non-negative due to the first-order effects, as

we assume that the parameters κ,D, ζ, η are non-negative.

Once we have constitutive relations, equations of motion of fluid mechanics are given

by
∇µT

µν = ∂µT
µν + Γµ

µλT
λν + Γν

µλT
µλ = 0 ,

∇µJ
µ
i = ∂µJ

µ
i + Γµ

µλJ
λ
i = 0 .

(4.6)

So far, we haven’t imposed conformal invariance. It turns out that it suffices to require

the stress tensor to be traceless.11 The conditions we get are,

P =
ϵ

d− 1
,

ζ = 0 .
(4.7)

In fact, there is an ambiguity of field redefinition of T , µi, u
µ, which is absent at the

zeroth order. One way of fixing this ambiguity is to require

uµT
µν
dissipative = 0 , (4.8)

hence

qµ = 0 . (4.9)

This convention is called ‘Landau frame’ and we will work on this convention from now on.

4.1.2 Validity of fluid description

Unless there exist some other protected operators that live as long as conserved currents

(which will be the case for superfluid), the validity of fluid description translates to the

validity of derivative expansion.

11In even dimensions, due to the Weyl anomaly, a trace of the stress tensor is proportional to linear

combinations of appropriate powers of curvatures. But since the Riemann tensor has two derivatives in the

background metric, it should contribute to the second order or higher in the derivative expansion. This

holds true when the fluid solution’s typical length scale is the same as the curvature radius.
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By looking at the equations (4.1), (4.3), (4.7), and (4.9), we see that the derivative

expansion at the first-order makes sense when

η ≪ ϵLfluid , (4.10)

where Lfluid is the typical length scale of the fluid. The quantity η/ϵ appears as the mean

free path in the kinetic theory. Therefore, the condition (4.10) is saying that the mean free

path lmfp should be small.

For holographic theories, it is known that η ≈ s
4π [49]. Therefore, the condition of

η ≪ ϵLfluid is equivalent to s ≪ ϵLfluid. For generic theories without known dual AdS, it

was conjectured by [49] that η ≥ s
4π . Therefore, s ≪ ϵLfluid is not a sufficient condition for

the derivative expansion to be valid. However, for many known interacting theories, η
s is

not parametrically bigger than 1
4π .

12

In weakly coupled theories, this ratio can be parametrically greater than the lower

bound. For example in the λϕ4 theory in 4 dimensions, η ∼ s
λ2 [30], and the condition (4.10)

becomes s
λ2 ≪ ϵLfluid. We will see later that ϵLfluid

s is proportional to the chemical potential

for the solution we consider, and we take the chemical potential to be parametrically large.

Thus the condition (4.10) is satisfied when the chemical potential is much larger than 1
λ2 .

Therefore, we assume that the criterion s ≪ ϵLfluid can be applied generically—even

for weakly coupled theories as long as we take the chemical potential sufficiently large—for

the purpose of verifying the validity of derivative expansion.

4.1.3 Extensivity

On the other hand, conformal invariance constrains the grand canonical partition function

of the static conformal fluid as follows:13

1

V
logZgc = T d−1h(µ/T ) = T d−1h(ν), (4.11)

where V is volume of the space and ν is defined as the ratio between temperature and

chemical potential ν ≡ µ
T . The thermodynamic potential of the static fluid is given as

Φ = E − T S − µR = −V T dh(ν). Therefore, h(ν) is a function that determines the

thermodynamics of the static fluid in AdS. The first law of thermodynamics is written as

dΦ = −SdT − PdV −Rdµ. (4.12)

Based on this, we obtain thermodynamic quantities as follows

ρ = (d− 1)P = (d− 1)T dh(ν),

J t
i = T d−1hi(ν),

s = T d−1(dh− νihi), (4.13)

where hi(ν) ≡ h(ν)
∂νi

.

12For the specific values of these ratios for various fluids, see [49] for example.
13For free theories, however, this does not hold, reflecting the fact that they are not well described by

a fluid. Additionally, if a BPS moduli space exists in a theory, we encounter a similar problem. In this

section, we only consider thermodynamic states and address the exceptional cases later.
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4.2 Stationary solution on R× Sd−1

In this subsection, we extend the static solution (4.13) to find the solution for a stationary

fluid, following the results of [32]. In this section, we usually set the radius of the sphere

R to be unity unless explicitly stated otherwise. Since R was consistently traced in the

previous section, it should be straightforward to recover R by the dimensional analysis.

Our primary focus is on the system in equilibrium, where Tdissipative vanishes at order

∼ O
(
s
ρ

)
. We do not address terms of order O

(
s2

ρ2

)
. For a stationary fluid on a sphere, the

condition Tµν
dissipative = 0 is equivalent to σµν = 0, q = 0, and qi = 0. First, σµν = 0 requires

the fluid motion to be a rigid rotation with angular velocities Ωa, where a = 1, . . . , [d/2].

Additionally, q = 0 and qi = 0 require that T
γ = T and µi

T = νi are constants on the

sphere. The grand canonical partition function for the rotating fluid can be expressed by

modifying the non-rotating fluid’s partition function with a universal factor that depends

on the angular velocities [32]:

logZrot = log

[
Tr exp

(
1

T
(−H +ΩaLa + ζiRi)

)]
=

logZnon−rot∏[d/2]
a=1 (1− Ω2

a)
, (4.14)

where La is the angular momentum, Ri is a global charge, ζi is the chemical potential

associated with Ri, and Ωa is the chemical potential associated with La. It is important

to note that T and T are distinct, as are µi and ζi.

For concreteness, let d = 3. We can choose the plane of rotation using an SO(3)

transformation, so that uµ = γ(1, 0,Ω) and γ = (1−Ω2 sin2 θ)−1/2. Stress-energy tensor is

given by (4.1) and non-vanishing components are explicitly written as

T tt = T 3h(ν)(3γ5 − γ3),

T tϕ = T 3h(ν)3γ5Ω,

T ϕϕ = T 3h(ν)(3γ5Ω2 + γ3 csc2 θ),

T θθ = T 3h(ν)γ3,

(4.15)

Note that T t
t + T θ

θ + T ϕ
ϕ = 0, ∇µT

µν = 0. Also, charge and entropy density are written as

J t
i = T 2γ3hi(ν), J t

S = T 2γ3(3h(ν)− νihi(ν)). (4.16)

The charges for the fluid are given by integrating charge density functions over the

sphere, and written as follows.

E =
2V3T

3h(ν)

(1− Ω2)2
,

S =
V3T

2[3h(ν)− νihi(ν)]

(1− Ω2)
,

J =
2V3T

3h(ν)Ω

(1− Ω2)2
= EΩ,

Ri =
V3T

2hi(ν)

(1− Ω2)
.

(4.17)

where V3 = V ol(S2) = 4π and hi =
∂h(ν)
∂νi

.
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4.2.1 Zero temperature limit

Suppose a zero temperature limit exists, as described by fluid dynamics. For the thermo-

dynamic quantities in equation (4.17) to be well-defined in the T → 0 limit, the function

h(ν) should be expressed as follows:

h(ν) = α1ν
3 + α2ν

2 + · · · = α1

(
ζ

T

)3

+ α2

(
ζ

T

)2

+ · · · . (4.18)

where we assumed that there is only one internal charge R1 ≡ Q, and one corresponding

chemical potential, ζ1 ≡ ζ. Therefore, at T = 0, the stress-energy tensor, charge density,

and entropy density can be computed from equations (4.15) and (4.16). Consequently, the

charges and entropy can be written in terms of ζ and Ω as follows: 14

E =
8πα1ζ

3

(1− Ω2)2
,

S =
8πα2ζ

2

(1− Ω2)
,

J =
8πα1ζ

3Ω

(1− Ω2)2
= EΩ,

Q =
12πα1ζ

2

(1− Ω2)
.

(4.20)

The charge relation between energy and other conserved charges is expressed as:

∆2 = J2 + c21Q
3 + subleading terms, (4.21)

where c1 = 1
3
√
3πα1

. Given that the ratio between the leading and subleading terms is

of the order l2mfp ∼
(
S
E

)2 |Ω=0 ∼ 1
ζ2

≪ 1, the subleading term in (4.21) is of the order

O(ζ4). Therefore, for the relation (4.21) to accurately capture the leading-order physics,

we require J2 ≫ ζ4 ∼ Q2, meaning J ≫ Q.

In situations where the angular momentum is of order O(1), a static fluid features a

phonon mode. The transition from phonon modes to collective modes occurs when the

wavelength of the phonon becomes comparable to the mean free path of particles in the

fluid. In our system, the mean free path is of order O(1/ζ) and the wavelength of the

excitation λ ∼ 1/J. Therefore, we observe phonon modes for J ≪ Q1/2. Therefore we

expect that the energy of the zero-temperature fluid given as

∆ = c1Q
3/2 + c2Q

1/2 +
1√
2

√
J(J + 1) + · · · . (4.22)

14We could also consider the high-temperature limit, where T ≫ ζ ≫ 1.

∆2 = J2 +
1

8πh(ν)
(S + νQ)3 ≈ J2 +

1

8πh(0)
S3 (4.19)

This relation is well known [32, 50, 51]
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c2 is a constant determined by the large charge expansion of the static fluid. For Q1/2 ≪
J ≪ Q, subleading terms in (4.21) dominate over J2. Therefore, the leading-order descrip-

tion is inaccurate. The energy of the zero-temperature fluid can be expressed as:

∆ = c1Q
3/2 + f(Q, J)Q1/2 + · · · , (4.23)

where f(Q, J) is a coefficient that depends on both Q and J . Determining the exact value

of f(Q, J) necessitates a careful analysis of subleading effects, which we leave for future

investigation.15

For Q ≪ J ≪ Q3/2 (1ζ ≪ Ω ≪ 1), the equation (4.21) can be rewritten as

∆ = c1Q
3/2 +

J2

2c1Q3/2
+ · · · . (4.24)

For Q3/2 ≪ J ≪ Q2 (Ω ⪅ 1), the charge relation is written as

∆ = J +
c21
2

Q3

J
+ · · · . (4.25)

4.3 Holographic fluids and AdS/EFT

For holographic theories, large AdSd+1 black holes (with event horizon radius r+ much

larger than lAdS) can be effectively described as fluids on Sd−1×R [32]. The condition for a

large event horizon corresponds to the fluid’s mean free path being small. This relationship

arises because the mass of the black hole scales as rd+, while the entropy scales as rd−1
+ ,

leading to the mean free path of the fluid being lmfp ∼ S
E ∼ 1

r+
≪ 1. In this subsection,

we compute the stress-energy tensor and charge density of large-charge extremal black

holes and compare these results with the fluid dynamics calculations presented in §4.2,
establishing their agreement. We then discuss the similarities and differences between the

zero-temperature fluid and the superfluid ground state identified in §3, particularly from

the perspective of holography.

4.3.1 AdS4 Kerr-Newman Black hole

As a concrete example, we consider AdS4 Kerr-Newman black hole with an electric charge

Q and angular momentum J , which is given as a solution of the Einstein-Maxwell equation

[52] 16. The metric of the AdS4 Kerr-Newman black hole is given as

ds2 = −(r2 + a2)(1 + r2)− 2mr + q2

r2 + a2 cos2 θ

[
dt− a sin2 θ

1− a2
dϕ

]2
+

r2 + a2 cos2 θ

(r2 + a2)(1 + r2)− 2mr + q2
dr2

+
r2 + a2 cos2 θ

1− a2 cos2 θ
dθ2 +

(1− a2 cos2 θ) sin2 θ

r2 + a2 cos2 θ

[
adt− r2 + a2

1− a2
dϕ

]2
, (4.26)

15We observe that this expansion is consistent with the single vortex–antivortex pair configuration that

appears in a superfluid, as described (2.15).
16While we focus on this particular case, the identical analysis can be applied to general non-

supersymmetric black holes.
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and the vector field is given as

A = − qr

(r2 + a2 cos2 θ)2
(dt− a sin2 θ

1− a2
dϕ). (4.27)

The solution is determined by three parameters m, q, and −1 < a < 1.

In order to obtain stress-energy tensor and charge density of the boundary theory, we

transform the metric to make it manifestly asymptotically AdS4 by the following transfor-

mation [53]

ϕ′ = (1− a2)ϕ+ at, t′ = t

r′ cos θ′ = r cos θ

(1− a2)r′2 = r2 + a2 sin2 θ − a2r2 cos2 θ.

(4.28)

The transformed metric is written as

ds2 = ds20 + hµνdx
µdxν , (4.29)

where ds20 is the metric of the global AdS4 and hµν is given by

htt =
2m

r
(1− a2 sin2 θ)−5/2 +O(r−3),

htϕ = −2ma sin2 θ

r
(1− a2 sin2 θ)−5/2 +O(r−3)

hϕϕ =
2ma2 sin4 θ

r
(1− a2 sin2 θ)−5/2 +O(r−3)

hrr =
2m

r5
(1− a2 sin2 θ)−3/2 +O(r−7)

hθr = −2ma2

r4
(1− a2 sin2 θ)−5/2 sin θ cos θ +O(r−6)

hθθ =
2ma4

r3
(1− a2 sin2 θ)−7/2 sin2 θ cos2 θ +O(r−5)

(4.30)

From this, one can obtain the stress-energy tensor of the boundary state:

8πGT t
t = −

m
(
a2 sin2 θ + 2

)(
1− a2 sin2 θ

)5/2
8πGT ϕ

ϕ =
m
(
1 + 2a2 sin2 θ

)(
1− a2 sin2 θ

)5/2
8πGT t

ϕ =
3ma sin2 θ(

1− a2 sin2 θ
)5/2

8πGT θ
θ =

m(
1− a2 sin2 θ

)3/2 ,
(4.31)

and similarly the charge density:

ρ =
1

4π

q

(1− a2 sin2 θ)3/2
. (4.32)
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Thermodynamic quantities of the black hole are given as

E =
m

(1− a2)2
, J =

ma

(1− a2)2
, Q =

q

1− a2
,

β =
4π(r2+ + a2)

r+(1 + a2 + 3r2+ − (a2 + q2)/r2+)
, S = 4π

r2+ + a2

1− a2
.

(4.33)

where the radius of event horizon r+ is given as the largest root of the equation ∆r =

(r2+a2)(1+ r2)−2mr+ q2 = 0. Also, angular velocity Ω and electric potential ζ are given

as

Ω =
a(1 + r2+)

r2+ + a2
, ζ =

qr+
r2+ + a2

. (4.34)

Now, we determine the regime of charges for black hole states that can be described

by fluid dynamics. The mean free path lmfp is given by

lmfp ∼ S

4πE

∣∣∣∣
a=0

=
r2+

2r3+ + r+
. (4.35)

Thus, taking the fluid dynamics limit corresponds to taking the horizon radius much larger

than the radius of AdS4, i.e., r+ → ∞. In this limit, Ω ≈ a and ζ ≈ q
r+

. We are particularly

interested in the extremal limit T → 0 because we want to find the charge relation of the

lowest-energy state. The extremality condition is given by

q2 = 3r4+ + (1 + a2)r2+ + a2. (4.36)

The thermodynamic potential at zero temperature, Φ = E−Qζ−ΩJ = − 1
β logZ, can

be expressed in terms of (r+, a) or (Ω, ζ):

Φ = −
r5+

(r2+ + a2)(1− a2)
=

1

3
√
3

(
− ζ3

1− Ω2
+

3ζ(1 + Ω2)

2(1− Ω2)
+ · · ·

)
. (4.37)

In the fluid dynamics limit, which corresponds to large r+ (or large ζ) limit, the leading

term is given by Φ = − 1
3
√
3

ζ3

1−Ω2 . This result is consistent with (4.11) and (4.14).

For zero angular momentum, a = Ω = 0, and a black hole is described by a static fluid

E = 2r3+ + r+,

Q =
√
3r4+ + r2+,

(4.38)

and the charge relation is written as

E =

√√
12Q2 + 1− 1

(√
12Q2 + 1 + 2

)
3
√
6

= c1Q
3/2 + c2Q

1/2 + · · · , (4.39)

where c1 =
2

33/4
, c2 =

1
2·31/4 .

For Q1 ≪ J ≪ Q2, energy and charge of the black hole are consistent with that of the

stationary rotating fluids given in (4.13).

E =
2r3+

(1− Ω2)2
+ · · · , J =

2r3+Ω

(1− Ω2)2
+ · · · , Q =

√
3r2+

1− Ω2
+ · · · . (4.40)

The charge relation is given by

E2 = J2 + c21Q
3 + subleading. (4.41)
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4.3.2 AdS/EFT

The authors of [34] made the interesting observation that the energy-charge relationship

of the extremal AdS4-RN black hole, as given in equation (4.39), precisely matches that of

the classical ground state in the O(2) linear sigma model on S2 × R with fixed charge Q,

whose Lagrangian is expressed as

L = −∂µφ∂
µφ∗ − R

8
φφ∗ − λ

3
(φφ∗)3 (4.42)

where R = 2
R2 is the scalar curvature of the sphere with radius R. This model is classically

conformal invariant. The ground state energy at charge Q is given by17

E =
π

3
√
2R

1√
λ

(
2 +

√
1 +

4λ

π2
Q2

)√√
1 +

4λ

π2
Q2 − 1. (4.43)

The functional form of equation (4.39) and (4.43) are exactly the same.

In fact, this correspondence can be extended to arbitrary dimensions, establishing a

connection between extremal AdSd+1-RN black holes and ground states of the linear sigma

model on Sd−1 × R. Further details on the derivation of the correspondence are provided

in Appendix B. The agreement between the energy-charge relations in extremal AdS black

holes and the superfluid ground state is referred to as the AdS/EFT correspondence [34–

36]. At large charge, this correspondence is intuitive at leading order: large AdS black

holes can be described by fluid dynamics, while the energy of the superfluid ground state

is effectively described by a zero-temperature fluid.

Even in scenarios involving large angular momentum J , the presence of fluid-like de-

scriptions in both theories does not invalidate the AdS/EFT correspondence. Further

evidence supporting AdS/EFT at large spin comes from the matching stress-energy tensor

and charge density of the AdS Kerr-Newman black hole (4.31), (4.32) with those of the

ground state of the O(2) linear sigma model at leading order (A.17).

Although the AdS/EFT correspondence appears appealing, it is important to recognize

fundamental differences between the superfluid (the ground state of the EFT) and the zero-

temperature normal fluid (the AdS extremal black hole). The former possesses a nearly

unique ground state, whereas the latter exhibits a macroscopic number of states. Conse-

quently, there has been speculation that the superfluid phase might correspond to a geom-

etry without a horizon in holographic theories. For example, as suggested in [35], boson

stars—which reduce to holographic superconductors in the thermodynamic limit—emerge

as potential candidates for the dual of the superfluid. Furthermore, whether this corre-

spondence holds at all orders in the large charge and large angular momentum expansions

beyond the leading approximation, particularly in the presence of quantum effects, remains

an open question for future investigation.

Nonetheless, it is also known that in the extreme zero-temperature limit of an extremal

black hole, the density of states vanishes due to the so-called Schwarzian mode living at

the boundary of the AdS2 throat [54]. Specifically, when quantum effects are accounted

17The details of the derivation is in Appendix A.

– 30 –



for, the density of states should vanish even for black hole states (and their corresponding

fluid states). This observation raises the possibility that the EFT might, albeit indirectly,

capture certain aspects of extremal black hole physics.

That said, the near-ground state spectrum of the black hole remains dense, with an

average energy gap of order ∼ e−S0 , where S0 is the classical extremal entropy—giving

the appearance of a continuous spectrum. In contrast, the spectrum in the EFT is sparse.

Thus, while some aspects of the correspondence might hold, the connection remains poorly

understood, albeit for somewhat different reasons.

5 Conclusions and Future directions

In this paper, we investigate the ground-state energy spectrum of CFTs on S2 with large

charge and angular momentum. The system is governed by an EFT formulated in terms

of a scalar field χ.

In the large angular momentum regime Q ≪ J ≪ Q2, the system generates densely

populated vortices, introducing vortex currents as emergent degrees of freedom in addition

to χ. In §3, we solve the EFT using these three fundamental degrees of freedom (χ+ two

components of the vortex current) and establish the universal behavior of the energy E

across various parametric regimes of charge Q and angular momentum J . Specifically, we

show that the large-charge expansion of the energy has the same functional form of the

energy-charge relationship of a zero-temperature fluid state, as derived in (3.20) and (4.20).

It is crucial to emphasize again that the similarity in the functional forms of the energy

and charge density between the stationary superfluid and the zero-temperature fluid does

not imply identical microscopic dynamics. A simple example is the J = 0 case, where

the superfluid exhibits a unique ground state. Conversely, the zero-temperature fluid in a

holographic theory corresponds to an extremal black hole, which supports a macroscopic

number of states 18 Furthermore, the quasi-normal modes in the black hole background are

dissipative, while the phonon modes in the superfluid background are non-dissipative. It

is therefore interesting to study the subleading order behavior, including quantum effects,

to see whether there is a characteristic that distinguishes zero-temperature fluid from the

superfluid phase.

Another interesting question is how black hole states, which exhibit extensive entropy,

can be described from the perspective of EFT. One possibility is the existence of metastable

macroscopic states above the ground state, which could provide a description of a fluid-

like phase. To explore this possibility, it might be necessary to incorporate additional

terms—such as matter contributions—into the effective action proposed in (2.1). However,

we do not have any concrete proposals at this stage.

18Note that when the temperature is of order O
(

1

Q1/2

)
∼ O

(
1
r+

)
, the quantum effects (Schwarzian)

become significant, causing the density of states to vanish [54]. However, in the leading-order fluid dynamics

description, subleading terms of order δE ∼ O(r+) are neglected. This implies that only temperatures

of order T ∼ O(1), much larger than the temperature scale where quantum effects become significant

(T ∼ O
(

1
r+

)
), are resolved. As a result, the fluid dynamics description at the leading order does not

capture quantum effects.
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Furthermore, we have not conducted an exhaustive analysis of the fluctuations and full

dynamics of the fast rigidly rotating phase. In particular, we have not addressed the vortex

lattice fluctuation modes, which arise due to vortex-vortex interactions and self-energy

contributions [40, 55]. We believe that these fluctuation modes could emerge by including

one-derivative terms in the effective action for ξ. Notably, the subleading corrections to

the chiral mode might be influenced by vortex lattice fluctuations, potentially leading to

mixing effects. A detailed investigation into these emergent dynamics, particularly the

possible connection to fluid dynamics arising from vortex density fluctuations would be an

intriguing direction for future study.

In the paper, we exclusively studied d = 3 with U(1) global symmetry. Here we briefly

comment on the ground state of the higher-dimensional CFTs with non-Abelian global

symmetry. We expect that the ground state should be effectively described by a zero-

temperature fluid state in general dimensions, where the energy and angular momenta are

given by (See, e.g. [32] for the expression at the finite temperature):

E =
Vd−1h(µ)∏
b(1− Ω2

b)

[
2
∑
a

Ω2
a

1− Ω2
a

+ d− 1

]
,

Ja =
Vd−1h(µ)∏
b(1− Ω2

b)

[
2Ωa

1− Ω2
a

]
, a =

(
1, · · · ,

[
d

2

])
,

Ri =
Vd−1hi(µ)∏
b(1− Ω2

b)

(5.1)

where Vd−1 = Vol(Sd−1) = 2πd/2

Γ(d/2) . h(µ) is a function of µis, homogeneous polynomial of

degree d. h(µi) =
∂h(µ)
∂µi

. As an illustration, let us consider the case of d = 4 with a U(1)

charge Q and two angular momenta J1 and J2.

E =
V3αµ

4

(1− Ω2
1)(1− Ω2

2)

[
2

Ω2
1

1− Ω2
1

+ 2
Ω2
2

1− Ω2
2

+ 3

]
,

Ja =
V3αµ

4

(1− Ω2
1)(1− Ω2

2)

[
2Ωa

1− Ω2
a

]
, a = (1, 2),

Q =
V3αµ

3

(1− Ω2
1)(1− Ω2

2)
,

(5.2)

19 where V3 = 2π2. For a zero angular momenta state, we obtain

E = c1Q
4/3 + c2Q

2/3 + · · · (5.3)

where c1 =
3

(V3α)1/3
.

Below, we identify key parametric regimes of J1 and J2 where the energy simplifies.

The results depend on the angular velocities Ω1 and Ω2, and we provide the corresponding

conditions under which the expansions are valid:

19Here we see that J1J2 ≪ Q3 as long as µ ≫ 1. Also, each angular momentum: Ja ≪ Q2.
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1. For small angular velocities (Ω1,Ω2 ≪ 1): In this regime, the energy expansion is:

E ≈ c1Q
4/3 +

3

4c1

J2
1 + J2

2

Q4/3
. (5.4)

Here, the leading term is proportional to Q4/3, and the subleading correction involves

J2
1 + J2

2 . The expansion is valid when the subleading term is larger than Q2/3, which

requires Ja ≫ Q for a = 1, 2.

2. For one angular velocity close to unity (Ω1 ∼ 1,Ω2 ≪ 1): When Ω1 approaches unity,

the energy becomes:

E ≈ J1 +

(
2c1
3

) 3
2 Q2

J
1/2
1

. (5.5)

In this case, the dominant contribution is linear in J1, with a subleading correction

proportional to Q2/J
1/2
1 . The validity of this expansion requires Q4/3 ≪ J1 ≪ Q2

and Q ≪ J2 ≪ Q4/3.

3. For both angular velocities near unity (Ω1,Ω2 ∼ 1): When both angular velocities

approach unity, the energy simplifies to:

E ≈ J1 + J2 +
c31
27

Q4

J1J2
. (5.6)

The leading terms are linear in J1 and J2, with a subleading correction proportional

to Q4/(J1J2). This expansion is valid in the regime Q8/3 ≪ J1J2 ≪ Q3.

In each case, the energy captures the interplay between the charge Q and the angular

momenta J1, J2, with the parametric regimes ensuring the validity of the approximations.

For d ≥ 4, the ground state is expected to correspond to a densely populated higher-

dimensional generalization of vortices, such as vortex strings in d = 4 [12, 56]. Exploring the

effective field theory of higher-dimensional defects would be an interesting future direction.

It is possible that such configurations exhibit intriguing topological structures that warrant

further investigation.

Also, another promising avenue involves studying CFTs with moduli spaces [1, 6, 9, 38],

such as supersymmetric theories, and examining how the addition of angular momentum

impacts these setups. As explained briefly in the introduction, the ground state at J = 0

does not follow the large charge expansion of the energy ∆ ≈ c1Q
3/2, but ∆ ≈ Q. In the

presence of angular momentum. It is presumably that the ground state energy is given by

∆ = Q+ J + subleading. (5.7)

that almost saturates the unitarity bound. It would be interesting to see how angular

momenta influence the structure of the moduli space and its near-ground state spectrum

and whether they give rise to novel phenomena.

Finally, we would like to mention that in [37], the authors identified a giant vortex

solution within the EFT, which appears to exist as a metastable phase. This finding
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suggests the presence of a rich landscape of metastable states, potentially sharing similar

properties with the giant vortex and the rigid rotation phase. Investigating the stability

criteria and possible transitions between these states could provide deeper insights into

the structure of the EFT. For instance, it would be interesting to determine the precise

conditions under which such metastable configurations decay and whether these processes

can be characterized universally within the EFT framework.
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A Linear sigma model

In this Appendix, we investigate the large charge expansion of a CFT, whose ground state

is a superfluid state. As one of the simplest examples, let us consider a O(2) linear sigma

model, whose Lagrangian is written as

L = −∂µφ∂
µφ∗ − R

8
φφ∗ − λ

3
(φφ∗)3 (A.1)

where R = 2
R2 is the scalar curvature of the sphere with radius R. This model is classically

conformal invariant. The equation of motion is written as

1√
−g

∂µ
√
−g∂µφ− R

8
φ− λ(φφ∗)2φ = 0, (A.2)

or equivalently,

λ(φφ∗)3 = φ∗∇µ∇µφ− R

8
φφ∗. (A.3)

We now assume the ground state with charge Q to be homogeneous and static. It is

convenient to rewrite the complex scalar as φ ≡ ϕ1+ iϕ2 ≡ ueiα where u, α are real. Then,
Q

4πR2 = ρ = ϕ1ϕ̇2 − ϕ2ϕ̇1 =
1
2i(φ

∗φ̇− φ̇∗φ) = u2α̇. The equation of motion is written as

u2α̇ = ρ, (A.4)

ü = uα̇2 − R

8
u− λu5. (A.5)

Plugging α̇ = ρ/u2 into the second equation,

ü =
ρ2

u3
− R

8
u− λu5 ≡ −dVeff

du
, (A.6)

Veff =
ρ2

2u2
+

R

16
u2 +

λ

6
u6 + (const.). (A.7)
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From this, we see that the classical ground state is given by

α = µt+ (const.), u = u0, ϕ3 = 0, (A.8)

where µ, u0 are constants and determined by (in terms of Q = 4πR2ρ)

µ = ρ/u20, λu40 = µ2 − R

8
. (A.9)

from which we get

u40 =
R

16λ

√1 + 4λρ2
(

8

R

)2

− 1

 . (A.10)

Then, the ground state energy is,

E = 4πR2

(
u̇2 + u2α̇2 +

R

8
u2 +

λ

3
u6
) ∣∣∣∣

u=u0,α̇2=µ2=λu4
0+

R
8

= 4πR2

(
R

4
u20 +

4λ

3
u60

)
= 4πR2 4

3

(
λu40 +

3

16
R

)
u20

=
π

3
√
2R

1√
λ

(
2 +

√
1 +

4λ

π2
Q2

)√√
1 +

4λ

π2
Q2 − 1

= c1Q
3/2 + c2Q

1/2 + · · · (A.11)

where c1 =
2λ1/4

3
√
π
.

A.1 Rigid rotation phase

We consider the following ansatz for the rigid rotation phase

φ = uPexp

[∫
if(θ)(dt− Ωsin2 θdϕ)

]
. (A.12)

The equation of motion is written as

λ|u|4 = f2(θ)(1− Ω2 sin2 θ), (A.13)

because

∇ρ∇ρφ =

[
−∂2

t +
1

sin2 θ
∂2
ϕ + ∂2

θ + cot θ∂θ

]
φ

≈ f2(θ)
(
1− Ω2 sin2 θ

)
φ. (A.14)

where we neglect the terms containing ∂θ because f(θ) is a large parameter. The following

equations solve the EOM and minimize the total energy.

f =
µ

1− Ω2 sin2 θ
and λ|u|4 = µ2

1− Ω2 sin2 θ
. (A.15)
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The stress-energy tensor of the theory is written as

Tµν = 2∂{µφ
∗∂ν}φ− gµν

[
∂µφ∗∂µφ+

R

8
φ∗φ+

λ

3
(φ∗φ)3

]
+

1

4
(Rµν + gµν∇2 −∇µ∇ν)(φ

∗φ) (A.16)

where Rµν = diag(0, 1, sin2 θ) is the Ricci tensor of the sphere. The stress-energy tensor

and charge density at the leading order are given as

Ttt =
2√
λ

µ3(2 + Ω2 sin2 θ)

3(1− Ω2 sin2 θ)5/2
,

Ttϕ = − 2√
λ

µ3Ωsin2 θ

(1− Ω2 sin2 θ)5/2
,

Tϕϕ =
2√
λ

µ3(sin2 θ + 2Ω2 sin4 θ)

3(1− Ω2 sin2 θ)5/2
,

Tθθ =
2√
λ

µ3

3(1− Ω2 sin2 θ)3/2
,

ρ =
2√
λ

µ2

(1− Ω2 sin2 θ)3/2
,

(A.17)

thereby reproducing (3.20) and the large charge expansion of the energy E2 − J2 = c21Q
3.

B AdS/EFT correspondence for general dimensions

In this section, we demonstrate that the AdS/EFT correspondence holds not only for d = 3

but also for general dimensions with d > 2. First, we identify the homogeneous ground

state of the O(2) model on Sd−1 × R for a fixed charge and compare its energy to that of

the extremal AdSd+1-RN black hole with the same charge.

The Lagrangian of an O(2) model on Sd−1 × R is given by

L = −∂µφ∂
µφ∗ − (d− 2)R

4(d− 1)
φφ∗ − d− 2

d
λ(φφ∗)

d
d−2 , (B.1)

where R is the curvature scalar of Sd−1. The equation of motion is

λ(φφ∗)
d

d−2 = φ∗∇µ∇µφ− (d− 2)R

4(d− 1)
φφ∗. (B.2)

We employ the following homogeneous ansatz: φ = ueiµt. This reduces the equation of

motion to

λu
2d
d−2 = u2µ2 − (d− 2)R

4(d− 1)
u2, (B.3)

which provides the relationship between u and µ. The charge density ρ and energy density

ϵ are then given by

ρ =
1

2i
(φφ̇∗ − φ∗φ̇) = u2µ = u2

√
λu

4
d−2 +

(d− 2)R

4(d− 1)
,

ϵ = u2µ2 +
(d− 2)R

4(d− 1)
u2 +

d− 2

d
λu

2d
d−2 =

(d− 2)R

2d(d− 1)
u2 +

2d− 2

d
λu

2d
d−2 . (B.4)
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Let us consider the Reissner-Nordström-AdSd+1 (RN-AdSd+1) black hole solution, (as

discussed in [57], for example), with the action given by

1

16πGd+1

∫
dd+1x

√
−g

(
R+

d(d− 1)

L2
− L2

g2s
FµνF

µν

)
. (B.5)

The metric of the black hole is

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
dr2

f(r)
+ r2dΩ2

d−1,

A = a

(
1−

rd−2
+

rd−2

)
dt, (B.6)

where

f(r) = 1− M

rd−2
+

q2

r2d−4
+

r2

L2
, (B.7)

a =

√
d− 1

2(d− 2)

gsq

Lrd−2
+

. (B.8)

The mass E and charge Q are given by

E =
(d− 1)MΩd−1

16πGd+1
,

Q =

√
2(d− 1)(d− 2)qΩd−1

8πGd+1gs
. (B.9)

The radius of the event horizon, r+, is determined by the equation f(r+) = 0:

M = rd−2
+ +

q2

rd−2
+

+
rd+
L2

. (B.10)

The extremality condition is given by:

1− d− 2

d

L2(q2 − r2d−4
+ )

r2d−2
+

= 0. (B.11)

These two equations determine the charge and mass of the black hole in terms of the event

horizon radius r+:

Q ∝ q =

(
r2d−4
+ +

d

d− 2
r2d−2
+

)1/2

,

E ∝ M = 2rd−2
+ +

2(d− 1)

d− 2
rd+. (B.12)

One can demonstrate the AdS/EFT correspondence by equating the variables as fol-

lows:

r+ =

√
4(d− 1)

d
λu

2
d−2 , (B.13)

such that the large charge expansion of the classical conformal field theory (B.4) matches

that of the extremal black hole (B.12).
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