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We discuss the low-energy properties of binary superfluids with density-dependent interactions.
Adding an intra-species coupling that induces an explicit soft symmetry-breaking, we determine
the background pressure and we show that the low-energy spectrum consists of a massless Nambu-
Goldstone boson and a massive (pseudo) Nambu-Goldstone boson. When the background velocities
of the two superfluids are transonic, the system is characterized by two distinct acoustic horizons:
the hydrodynamic analogue of the black hole event horizon. The Hawking-like emission occurring
at these horizons produces an effective friction on the fluids. We compute the viscosity-to-entropy
ratios close to the two acoustic horizons, finding that the emission of pseudo Nambu-Goldstone
bosons violates the bound conjectured by Kovtun, Son and Starinet.

I. INTRODUCTION

The current generation of quantum technologies opens
up the possibility of investigating the physics of ultra-
compact objects, like neutron stars or black-holes [1–13],
in analogue experiments involving quantum fluids with
tunable degree of correlations. Concerning black holes,
key aspects are the dissipative effects close to horizons,
as characterized by the shear viscosity-to-entropy ratio
η/s [14, 15]. This quantity is known to depend on the
degree of correlations in the fluid and reaches a minimum
in correspondence of a critical point [15]. Interestingly
enough, this minimum is of the order of ~/kB in strongly
correlated quantum fluids, kB being the Boltzmann con-
stant, with a value that is similar in quite diverse systems,
as for instance the quark-gluon plasma and ultracold
Fermi gases, irrespective of their so different microscopic
details. The lower bound η/s = 1/4π in units of ~/kB,
known from Kovtun, Son, Starinet (KSS) [16], has been
derived in different frameworks, i.e. gravity-dual the-
ories [17], analogue gravity [1], kinetic theories [18, 19],
and more generally from Kubo relations [1, 15, 17]. While
the KSS bound is seen to hold for a remarkably large
class of theories, specific situations show that it is non-
universal [15, 20]. These include translationally invariant
non-Fermi liquids in two dimensions [21], the presence
of higher curvature corrections in the dual gravitational
theory and massive gravity in a higher derivative the-
ory, such as the Gauss–Bonnet theory [22]. The latter
introduces a lower bound η/sGB = (1/4π)(16/25), which
in fact avoids violations of causality and of energy posi-
tivity [15]. Overall, lower bounds η/s establish that the
low-shear viscosity systems, i.e. nearly perfect fluids, are
also strongly correlated, bearing important information
to fully exploit the analogy between black hole horizons
and quantum fluids. Additionally, whether only one uni-

versal η/s bound does exist, comprising all possible the-
ories, remains a relevant open question. It is therefore
especially interesting to design a theoretical framework,
amenable to realistic experimental implementations, to
explore the degree of KSS-bound violation under the tun-
ing of specific external parameters.

Multicomponent quantum gases offer a versatile plat-
form for investigating a wide range of phenomena, for
instance due to the possibility to manage multiple lev-
els simultaneously, and to the high tunability of both
intraspecies and interspecies interactions. These fea-
tures have been shown to allow access to novel phases
of matter [23–25], possibly supporting nontrivial topo-
logical defects [26–32], as well as self-bound quantum
droplets [33, 34]. The first experimental realization of
two overlapping quantum bosonic mixtures was achieved
by sympathetic cooling of two integer spin states of 87Rb
atoms [35]. Subsequently, binary superfluids of fermions,
of bosons as well as of a mixture of fermionic and bosonic
gases have been explored to investigate various rele-
vant phenomena for elementary physics [36–42]. Among
them, we mention the Andreev-Bashkin effect [43], analog
black-holes [44–47] and bubble formation in first-order
phase transitions [48]. The possible phases of multicom-
ponent quantum gases are also of relevance to character-
ize the interior of compact stars [8]. Inside them, super-
fluid neutrons should coexist with superconducting pro-
tons, moreover, if deconfined quark matter is present,
baryonic superfluidity may be realized along with color
superconductivity [49–54].

In this work, we focus on a binary mixture of weakly in-
teracting bosons at vanishing temperature. In each com-
ponent, superfluidity arises when the global symmetry
associated with the conservation of number of particles
is spontaneously broken [55, 56], resulting in the presence
of massless Goldstone bosons in the low-energy spectrum,
i.e. the phonons. When an intra-species Rabi coupling
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is added, such symmetry is explicitly broken [26, 57] and
the low-energy spectrum of the binary mixture is mod-
ified. If the Rabi coupling has a subleading effect, the
low-energy spectrum consists of both a massless and a
massive phonon [58, 59]. These degrees of freedom may
be interpreted as density waves [60], and they can be de-
scribed as massless and massive scalar particles propagat-
ing on top of an emergent acoustic metric [1, 61–65]. This
system is particularly interesting when the flow of one
or both species is transonic, providing the hydrodynamic
analog of black-holes [14, 44, 47]. Similarly to astrophysi-
cal black-holes, Hawking-like emission of phonons occurs
at the acoustic horizon, imprinting a signature in the
density-density correlation functions [47, 66, 67]. This
spontaneous phonon emission is an irreversible process
that occurs at the expense of the fluid kinetic energy,
and can be described as effective shear and bulk viscosi-
ties of the superfluid [19].

Within this framework, we compute both the shear-
to-entropy density ratio and the bulk-to-entropy density
ratio associated to the spontaneous emission at the acous-
tic horizon of binary transonic superfluid, extending the
previous results for a single species [19]. We show how
the saturation of the bound occurs for the spontaneous
emission of massless phonons, while the bound is violated
when a massive phonon is emitted. In fact, in the latter
condition, the corresponding pressure and energy density
decrease, reducing the effective shear and bulk viscosi-
ties with respect to the massless case. These findings are
shown in the nonrelativistic limit and are directly appli-
cable to homonuclear bosonic mixtures of alkali atoms
with coupled hyperfine states [34, 35].

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly
review the analogue gravity set-up with a single-species
boson gas. In Sec. III, we describe the general features
of binary bosonic systems, while in Sec. IV we determine
the ground-state pressure. The low-energy field theory of
binary superfluids is developed in Sec. V. The Hawking-
like emission of massive phonons is studied in Sec. VI
and in Sec. VII we evaluate the resulting effective viscos-
ity coefficients. We draw our conclusions in Sec.VIII.
Two distinct and general derivations of the effective low-
energy Lagrangian are given in the AppendixA.
Along all the work, we use natural units ~ = c = kB = 1.

II. EFFECTIVE THEORY OF A SINGLE

ULTRACOLD BOSON FLUID

As a first step, we briefly recap some useful facts re-
garding dilute single-species boson gas with a U(1) global
symmetry. In particular, we show how the acoustic met-
ric emerges in the low-energy effective theory.

A. General considerations

We consider a complex scalar field, Φ, with non-
vanishing chemical potential and local interactions that
do not explicitly break the U(1) global symmetry asso-
ciated to the conserved number of particles. We assume
that the bulk temperature of the system is negligible. For
definiteness, we examine a simple model with contact
self-interaction; for a more general system see the Ap-
pendixA. The corresponding Lagrangian density, here-
after the Lagrangian, is given by

L = (DνΦ)
∗DνΦ−m2|Φ|2 − U |Φ|4 , (1)

where m is the mass of the bosons, 0 < U ≪ 1 a pertur-
bative dimensionless interaction constant, and

Dν = ∂ν + i
µ

γ
vν , (2)

is the covariant derivative, depending on the medium
properties, see for instance [68] for more details. We
identify µ with the boson chemical potential, while vν =
γ(1,v) is the fluid four-velocity: γ is the Lorentz factor,
such that vµvνηµν = 1, with ηµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−1)
the Minkowski metric. The non-relativistic limit of
Eq. (1) is the Gross-Pitaevskii (Hartree-Fock) Lagrangian
describing a diluted and weakly interacting boson gas at
vanishing temperature [56, 69]. The excitation spectrum
over the superfluid ground-state can be calculated lin-
earizing the Gross-Pitaevskii Lagrangian, this approach
being equivalent to the Bogoliubov formalism [24, 70].
Expanding the covariant derivative in Eq. (2), we have

L =∂νΦ
∗∂νΦ− i

µ

γ
vν(Φ

∗∂νΦ− Φ∂νΦ∗)

−
(

m2 − µ2

γ2

)

|Φ|2 − U |Φ|4 , (3)

showing that the chemical potential gives two distinct
contributions to the Lagrangian: an explicit Lorentz
symmetry breaking, due to the term linear in the chem-
ical potential, and the effective mass shift µ2/γ2. When
µ = γ m the effective mass of the scalar field vanishes, sig-
naling a spontaneous symmetry breaking. For µ > γm,
the U(1) global symmetry is indeed spontaneously bro-
ken [71], and the minimum of the potential

V =

(

m2 − µ2

γ2

)

|Φ|2 + U |Φ|4 , (4)

is

|Φ|2 =
µ2 −m2γ2

2Uγ2
. (5)

The fact that the potential depends only on |Φ| and not
on its phase, invites to use the Madelung representation

Φ =
ρ√
2
eiθ, (6)
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where the two real scalar fields ρ and θ are called the
radial and phase fields, respectively. In the Madelung
representation the Lagrangian in Eq. (3) reads

L =
1

2
∂νρ∂

νρ+
1

2
ρ2∂νθ∂

νθ +
ρ2µ

γ
vν∂

νθ

− m2γ2 − µ2

2γ2
ρ2 − U

4
ρ4 , (7)

where the radial field is massive and with quartic self-
interaction. On the other hand, the θ field is a phase,
thus it only appears in derivative terms. Since θ is a
cyclic variable, the current

Jν =
δL
δ∂νθ

= ρ2
(

µ

γ
vν + ∂νθ

)

, (8)

is conserved. In the ground state, the phase is homoge-
neous, therefore

Jν = ρ2
µ

γ
vν = nvν , (9)

where

n =
µ

γ
ρ2 , (10)

is the number density. From Eq. (8), it is clear that we
can introduce the chemical potential and the fluid ve-
locity in an alternative way. If we replace in Eq. (1) the
covariant derivative with the standard derivative, then in
the expression of the current, see Eq. (8), the first term
in the round brackets vanishes. Then, we can define a
mean field value of the phase field in such a way that

∂νθ =
µ

γ
vν , (11)

and thus the mean field value of the current is equal
to Eq. (9). This procedure implies that the mean field
value of the phase field is equal to µvνx

ν/γ. One can see
that this is equivalent to a gauge transformation: we can
replace the covariant derivative in Eq. (1) with a standard
derivative and then by the gauge transformation

Φ → Φ ei
µ

γ
vνx

ν

, (12)

we obtain the same Lagrangian reported in Eq. (3). This
procedure has the merit of treating the radial and the
phase field on the same footing: the background medium
properties are taken into account by appropriate mean
field values of ρ and θ. The former is related to the
number density, while the latter to the chemical potential
and the fluid four-velocity.
The radial field can be viewed as a variational parameter:
its mean field value, see Eq. (5),

ρ2 =
µ2 −m2γ2

Uγ2
for µ ≥ γm , (13)

corresponds to the solution of the stationary condition
that minimizes the potential in Eq. (3). This is equiva-
lent to maximize the ground state Lagrangian. Since the
grand potential per unit volume is given by

Ω = − 1

V

∫

d4xL , (14)

where V is the total volume, the configuration that max-
imizes the Lagrangian minimizes the thermodynamic po-
tential. Given that P = −Ω, substitution of Eq. (13) in
Eq. (7) yields the quantum pressure of the system:

P =
(µ2 −m2γ2)2

4Uγ4
. (15)

Notice that this includes only the contribution of con-
densation and neglects temperature as well as quantum
fluctuations. The velocity dependence, determined by
the Lorentz factor, gives the relativistic analogue of the
Bernoulli equation. Indeed, we have that

P +
µnv2

2
=

(µ2 −m2)2

4U
+O(v4) , (16)

where the number density is defined in Eq. (10). We re-
mark that θ is not a variational parameter: its derivative
determines the velocity of the fluid. If we were to take it
as a variational parameter, we should have considered the
value that maximizes the pressure, that is the value for
which the velocity vanishes [9]. This approach is however
incorrect, because the fluid current Jν in Eq. (8) is con-
served. On the other hand, it indicates that the addition
of dissipative interactions in the Lagrangian in Eq. (7)
would have the effect of changing θ so that the velocity
of the fluid is reduced and thus the pressure maximized.

B. Effective low-energy theory

We now determine the effective Lagrangian for the low-
energy excitations of the superfluid. We separate both
the radial and phase fluctuations, ρ̃ and θ̃, from their
mean field solutions as

ρ → ρ+ ρ̃ , θ → θ + θ̃ , (17)

where ρ and θ now indicate the solutions of the classical
equations of motion, corresponding to a stationary point
of the action.
Expanding around the mean field we have that

L =L0(ρ, ∂µρ, ∂µθ) + ρ̃

(

δL
δρ

− ∂µ
δL
δ∂µρ

)∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

+ δ∂µθ̃
δL
δ∂µθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

+ L2 + . . . , (18)

where the dots indicate neglected cubic terms and higher,
as well as surface terms. The term L0(ρ, ∂µρ, ∂µθ) is
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the background pressure previously evaluated in Eq. (15).
The linear term vanishes, because we are evaluating it at
the stationary point of the action. The quadratic part of
the Lagrangian reads

L2 =
1

2
∂ν ρ̃∂

ν ρ̃− m̃2

2
ρ̃2 + V ν ρ̃∂ν θ̃ +

ρ2

2
∂ν θ̃∂

ν θ̃ , (19)

where

m̃ =
√

2Uρ2 , (20)

is the radial field mass. The phase fluctuation is instead
massless, and is the Nambu Goldstone boson (NGB) as-
sociated to the spontaneous breaking of the U(1) sym-
metry. Hereafter, we will call it phonon. The vector
coupling between ρ̃ and ∂ν θ̃

V ν = 2ρ
µ

γ
vν , (21)

is determined by the background properties. Since the
radial field is massive, we can integrate it out using its
equation of motion

(�+ m̃2)ρ̃ = V µ∂µθ̃ . (22)

The formal inversion of the previous equation yields

ρ̃ =
1

�+ m̃2
V µ∂µθ̃ . (23)

For phonon momenta p smaller than the radial field mass,
the expansion of (� + m̃2)−1 gives terms suppressed as
powers of (p/m̃)2. Therefore, the relevant scale for the
momentum expansion is not m but m̃, that is the cur-
vature of the potential at the minimum. Close to any
second order phase transition point the curvature of the
potential vanishes, and the energy and momentum range
of validity of the low-energy effective Lagrangian shrinks.
Upon substituting Eq. (23) in Eq. (19), we obtain

Leff =
1

2
V µ∂µθ̃

1

�+ m̃2
V ν∂ν θ̃ +

ρ2ηµν

2
∂ν θ̃∂µθ̃ , (24)

and the leading order in p/m̃ consists in replacing

1

�+ m̃2
→ 1

m̃2
. (25)

We can finally rewrite the effective low-energy La-
grangian as

Leff =
ρ2

2

(

ηµν +
V µV ν

ρ2m̃2

)

∂ν θ̃∂µθ̃ ≡
√−ggµν

2
∂ν θ̃∂µθ̃ ,

(26)

where the emergent acoustic metric for the phonon field
is given by

√−ggµν = ρ2
(

ηµν +

(

1

c2s
− 1

)

vµvν
)

, (27)

and

cs =

√

Uρ2

2m2 + 3Uρ2
, (28)

is the adiabatic speed of sound. This quantity vanishes
for Uρ2 → 0, corresponding to the transition from the
broken to the normal phase, while its upper bound is
√

1/3.
We observe that retaining the leading order in p/m̃
in Eq. (26) is equivalent to neglect the kinetic term
∂ν ρ̃∂

ν ρ̃/2 in Eq. (19), and treat ρ̃ as a homogeneous field.
This will be useful in the development of the low-energy
theory of binary superfluids. More general approaches to
the effective low-energy theory are reported in the Ap-
pendix A. Now, we move to consider binary mixture of
superfluids.

III. BINARY BOSON SUPERFLUIDS

In the previous section, we have seen how it is possi-
ble to define an emergent acoustic metric for the long-
wavelength excitations of a single superfluid. We now
extend the same approach to a mixture composed of two
flavors A and B. In experiments with homonuclear gases,
they may correspond to two atomic hyperfine states. In
astrophysics, they may indicate the superfluid compo-
nents in the neutron star interior. We take a scheme-
independent approach and, as in the previous section, we
employ a relativistic framework. We assume vanishing
temperature and that the two fluids move with velocities
vA and vB with respect to an external observer.
If the number of particles of each flavor is separately

conserved, we have a U(1) symmetry group associated
to each flavor yielding to UA(1) ⊗ UB(1) as a symme-
try group. The spontaneous symmetry breaking of such
group can produce one or two NGBs, depending on the
interaction mechanism. We discuss in detail the case in
which a U(1) subgroup of UA(1)⊗UB(1) is explicitly bro-
ken by a soft coupling term. Then, we expect that the
spontaneous symmetry breaking mechanism could pro-
duce one genuine NGB and one pseudo-NGB, with a mass
proportional to the soft coupling.

A. Lagrangian of binary bosonic systems

The general form of the Lagrangian for two complex
scalar fields, ΦA/B, is

L = LK(ΦA,ΦB)−
1

2
m2

AΦ
∗
AΦA−

1

2
m2

BΦ
∗
BΦB−V (ΦA,ΦB) ,

(29)
where mA/B are the masses of the two fields. The kinetic
term is

LK = (Dµ,AΦA)
∗Dµ

AΦA + (Dµ,BΦB)
∗Dµ

BΦB , (30)



5

with the covariant derivatives defined as in Eq. (2), that
is

Dν
A = ∂ν + i

µA

γA
vνA , Dν

B = ∂ν + i
µB

γB
vνB , (31)

as each component has distinct chemical potential and
velocity. Here, γA/B = (1 − v2A/B)

−1/2 are the Lorentz

factors of each fluid component. We consider only quartic
intra- and inter-species interactions, VU , to which a Rabi
term, Vλ, is conveniently added:

V = VU + Vλ =
∑

i=A,B

Uii(Φ
∗
iΦi)

2 +
∑

i6=j

1

2
UijΦ

∗
iΦiΦ

∗
jΦj

+ λ (Φ∗
AΦB +Φ∗

BΦA) , (32)

with Uij dimensionless coupling constants. The strength
of the Rabi coupling, λ, has dimension of a mass squared
and it is assumed to be so small that it does not sensibly
modify the energy spectrum obtained for λ = 0. In this
setting, the quartic interactions are the leading terms,
while Vλ is assumed to be a subleading perturbation.
This aspect can be better clarified considering the non-

relativistic limit of Eq. (29), relevant to current and real-
istic experiments with ultracold atom platforms [38, 39].
The above description takes the form of a two-species
interacting Hamiltonian [56, 69] given by

H =
∑

l,i

[

b†l,i

(

− ~
2

2mi

∂2

∂r2l
+ Vtrap(rl)

)

bl,i + Ũii

(

b†l,ibl,i
)2

]

+
∑

i6=i

1

2
Ũij

∑

l,m

b†l,ibl,ib
†
m,jbm,j

+ λ̃
∑

l

(

b†l,Abl,B + b†l,Bbl,A

)

, (33)

where bl,i are the ladder operators, the indices (i, j) label
the two bosonic flavors, that in principle can have dif-
ferent numbers or fillings, while the indices (l,m) refers
to the position in a lattice or in continuous space. The
added one-particle potential, Vtrap(rl), is typically har-
monic and is necessary to provide particle trapping.
The above Hamiltonian can be obtained from the rela-
tivistic Lagrangian by rescaling the interaction couplings
as

Ũij = Uij
√
mi mj , λ̃ =

λ
√
mimj

, (34)

as a result all couplings have the same dimension and
can be compared. For harmonic Vtrap(rl), with isotropic
trapping frequency Ω, the requirement that all the cou-
plings are perturbative and that the Rabi term has a
subleading effect with respect to the quartic ones implies
that

λ̃ ≪ Ũij ≪ ~Ω ≃ 10−15 − 10−13 eV , (35)

with ~Ω being the scale of the energy difference between
the ground state and the first excited state. The esti-
mated value of ~Ω is obtained considering that in cur-
rent ultracold atom experiments, typical stable ranges

to avoid gravity effects (at lower frequencies) and three-
body losses (at higher frequencies) are Ω ∼ 10− 103 Hz,
then ~Ω ≃ 10−15 − 10−13 eV. This bound for the inten-
sity of the Rabi coupling can drastically change on a real
space lattice, where low values of λ̃ are needed to avoid
the population of excited bands [57].
Referring back to Eq. (32), the Uij quartic couplings

determine the strengths of the density-density boson in-
teractions. Perturbation theory holds when |Uij | ≪ 1,
moreover for

UAA > 0 , UBB > 0 , |UAB| < 2
√

UAAUBB , (36)

the two species are miscible and are homogeneously dis-
tributed in space [72]. Without loss of generality, we take

0 < UBB ≤ UAA ≪ 1 , (37)

while the sign of the inter-flavor coupling, UAB, is not
fixed.
As in the single fluid model, the quartic couplings can

produce the condensation of one or of both flavors. In
other words, they are responsible of the corresponding
spontaneous symmetry breaking. On the other hand, the
Rabi term in Eq. (32) mixes the phases of the ΦA and
ΦB fields, explicitly breaking the UA(1) ⊗ UB(1) global
symmetry. Given the relative richness of the set of pos-
sible symmetry breaking patterns, we characterize them
in detail in the following section.

B. Symmetries

In order to discuss the symmetries of the two-fluid sys-
tem, we introduce the vector notation

Φ =

(

ΦA

ΦB

)

, (38)

that allows a more compact representation. We refer to
the space spanned by the Φ field as the flavor space. We
begin with the discussion of the symmetries of the kinetic
term in Eq. (30). In the vector basis, it can be generalized
to

LK = (DνΦ)†(DνΦ) , (39)

where the covariant derivative is

Dν = I2 ∂ν − iAν , (40)

with I2 the 2 × 2 identity, and Aν the hermitian 2 × 2
matrix that represents a general external vector field. As
in Eqs. (30) and (31), we assume that it has only time-like
components that are diagonal in the flavor basis. Indi-
cating with σi the Pauli matrices, the only nonvanishing
terms in Aν can be cast as

Aν = AI
νI2 +A3

νσ3 =

(

µA/γA 0
0 µB/γB

)

δν0 . (41)
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Given the expression of these covariant derivatives, the
kinetic term in Eq. (39) turns out to be invariant under
the UA(1)⊗UB(1) symmetry group, which we rewrite as

G = U(1)V ⊗ U(1)A , (42)

where U(1)V is associated to a global phase change, gen-
erated by I2, while U(1)A is the axial group generated
by σ3. If the two species have the same chemical poten-
tials and velocities, then A3

ν vanishes and LK is invariant
under the symmetry group

GT = U(1)V ⊗ SU(2) ⊃ G , (43)

where SU(2) generates flavor rotations. The above re-
lation simply states that for two fluids having the same
chemical potentials and velocities, the kinetic term does
not distinguish the two fluids, thus it is invariant under
a global phase redefinition and flavor rotations.
In the vector notation, the mass –or quadratic– term

contains also the Rabi interaction and reads

1

2
m2

AΦ
∗
AΦA +

1

2
m2

BΦ
∗
BΦB + Vλ(ΦA,ΦB) =

1

2
Φ†MΦ ,

(44)
with mass matrix

M =

(

m2
A 2λ

2λ m2
B

)

= m2I2 +∆m2 σ3 + 2λσ1 , (45)

where m2
A/B = m2 ±∆m2.

Let us scrutinize the symmetries of this term in various
cases:

• if λ = 0 and ∆m2 = 0, the mass term symme-
try is GT : the two fields are indistinguishable and
invariant under global phase and flavor rotations;

• if λ 6= 0 and ∆m2 = 0, the mass term is invariant
under U(1)V times the U(1) group generated by
σ1. The mass eigenstates are distinguishable: they
have mass squared, m2 ± 2λ2.

• if λ = 0 and ∆m2 6= 0, the mass term symmetry is
G: the two fields are distinguishable because they
have different masses;

• if both λ 6= 0 and ∆m2 6= 0, the mass term is only
invariant under the U(1)V symmetry.

In this work, we will focus on the last two cases. For
sufficiently small values of λ, the perturbative Rabi term
produces a soft breaking of the axial symmetry. As a con-
sequence, in the spontaneously broken phase, we expect
to have one true NGB, originating from the breaking of
the U(1)V symmetry, plus a pseudo-NBG associated to
the breaking of the non-exact U(1)A symmetry: a mass-
less phonon and a massive phonon. In the remaining of
this paper, we will consider the corrections induced by
the Rabi term only at leading order O(λ), keeping in
mind that one-loop corrections are of order λ log(λ) [73].

We consider now the density-density interactions in
Eq. (32): in the vector basis both the inter-species and
intra-species interactions can be rewritten as

VU =UAA(Φ
†PAΦ)2 + UBB(Φ

†PBΦ)2

+ UAB(Φ
†PAΦ)(Φ†PBΦ) , (46)

with

PA =
I2 + σ3

2
and PB =

I2 − σ3

2
, (47)

the two flavor projectors. Since the interaction terms are
proportional to I2 and σ3, they are invariant under G but
not under the enlarged group GT: they distinguish the
two bosonic species. The terms proportional to σ3 vanish
only when UAA = UBB, and UAA = 2|UAB|, however, this
condition violates the stability requirement in Eq. (36).
Let us briefly recap the most important aspects of

the above analysis. For vanishing Rabi coupling, the
Lagrangian has the G symmetry given in Eq. (42). If
this symmetry is spontaneously-broken the system is ex-
pected to have two genuine NGBs, that is two massless
phonons. If λ 6= 0, the system has only the U(1)V sym-
metry and in the superfluid ground-state only one NGB
can appear. Furthermore, if the Rabi term can be treated
as a soft explicit symmetry breaking, the low-energy the-
ory is expected to include a pseudo-NGB, with a square
mass proportional to λ.

IV. PRESSURE OF BINARY SUPERFLUIDS

The considered system consists of two interacting gases
having both intra-species and inter-species interactions,
as well as a perturbative Rabi coupling. In absence of
both the inter-species and Rabi interactions, the two flu-
ids would be non-interacting and the total pressure of
the system would be equal to the sum of two partial ones
associated to each flavor. By adding the interactions be-
tween the two components, we might naively expect that
the total pressure be cannot be separated into two inde-
pendent contributions. Nevertheless, if the Rabi coupling
vanishes and the G symmetry holds, the ground-state
Lagrangian can be cast as a sum of two terms, and the
total pressure is the sum of two partial pressures. Fur-
thermore, the same separation can be extended for per-
turbative Rabi coupling. In the following, we investigate
which are the conditions for such separation.

A. Flavor rotation in the ground state

As for a single fluid in the broken phase, it is useful
to adopt the Madelung representation for both ΦA and
ΦB. Introducing two pairs of real scalar fields, ρi, θi,
such that

Φi =
ρi√
2
eiθi , i = A,B , (48)
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the Lagrangian in Eq. (29) with the potential in Eq. (32)
reads

L =
∑

i=A,B

[

1

2
∂νρi∂

νρi +
1

2
ρ2i ∂νθi∂

νθi −
1

2
m2

i ρ
2
i

+
1

2

µ2
i

γ2
i

ρ2i −
1

4
Uiiρ

4
i

]

− UAB

4
ρ2Aρ

2
B

− λρAρB cos(θB − θA) , (49)

where we have replaced the covariant derivatives with
standard derivatives. As illustrated in Sec. II, chemical
potentials and fluid velocities can be introduced as expec-
tation values of the phase fields. In the last line, the Rabi
term explicitly violates the conservation of the currents

Jν
i =

δL
δ∂νθi

, i = A,B , (50)

while conserving the total one Jν
B + Jν

A. Their difference
satisfies

∂ν(J
ν
B − Jν

A) = 2λρAρB sin(θB − θA) , (51)

which, for ρA ≃ ρB both homogeneous, reduces to the
sine-Gordon equation

�(θB − θA)− 2λ sin(θB − θA) = 0 , (52)

suggesting that solitonic solutions could be
present [74, 75]. Unlike the phase of a single fluid,
the relative phase (θB − θA) is an observable that is
accessible in ultracold atom experiments [60].

In the present section, we focus on the background
properties, while the effective action for the long-
wavelength excitations will be discussed in Sec. V. Here-
after, we will indicate with ρA, ρB, θA and θB the mean
field values. In analogy with Eq. (11), we write the gra-
dients of the phase fields as

∂νθi =
µi

γi
vνi , i = A,B , (53)

where vµA and vµB are the two fluids four-velocities. Hence,
from Eq. (49), we obtain the background Lagrangian

L0 =
ρ2A
2γ2

A

(µ2
A −m2

Aγ
2
A) +

ρ2B
2γ2

B

(µ2
B −m2

Bγ
2
B)

− 1

4
ρ4AUAA − 1

4
ρ4BUBB − 1

4
ρ2Bρ

2
AUAB

− λρAρB cos(θB − θA) .

(54)

Before estimating the mean field values of the radial
fields, we remark a subtle aspect about the phase fields.
They are not variational parameters, as they are con-
nected by Eq. (53) with the fluids’ flow (the same holds
in the single-fluid case). Since the Rabi coupling explic-
itly depends on the relative phase, it tends to fix such a
difference. For instance, in the broken phase, the mean

field values ρA and ρB are positive, thus if λ < 0 the
background pressure is maximized for

θA = θB . (55)

For this reason we shall refer to the last term in Eq. (54)
as the Rabi pressure. If at each space-time point the two
phases are equal, Eq. (53) implies that

µA

γA
vνA =

µB

γB
vνB . (56)

Since for each flavor vνi = γi(1,−vi), i = A,B, Eq. (55)
in turn implies that µA = µB and vA = vB. Thus,
the Rabi pressure tends to make the two fluids flow with
the same velocity and to have equal chemical potentials.
In the background Lagrangian of Eq. (54), we consider
θA 6= θB, because both the chemical potentials and the
fluids’ velocities are assumed to be externally fixed.
Following the same procedure of Sec IIA, we now deter-
mine the pressure by maximizing L0 with respect to ρA
and ρB, which are the two independent variational pa-
rameters. We introduce the flavor vector notation

ρ2 =

(

ρ2A
ρ2B

)

, µ2 =

(

µ2
A

µ2
B

)

, m2 =

(

m2
A

m2
B

)

,

(57)
where the subscripts indicate that they contain squared
quantities. For the sake of brevity, we define

λAB = λ cos(θB − θA) , (58)

and we redefine the chemical potentials

µi

γi
→ µi . (59)

The Lagrangian in Eq. (54) now reads

L0 =
1

2
ρ2 · (µ2 −m2)−

1

4
ρt
2Uρ2 − λABρAρB , (60)

where

U =

(

UAA UAB/2
UAB/2 UBB

)

, (61)

and we left the last term as a function of ρA and ρB.
Since we treat the Rabi term as a small perturbation, we
proceed first to diagonalize L0 in the sum of two inde-
pendent terms neglecting the contribution of the Rabi.
Any transformation

ρ′
2 = R(α)ρ2 , µ′

2 = R(α)µ2 , m′
2 = R(α)m2 , (62)

where

R(α) =

(

cosα sinα
sinα − cosα

)

= σ3 cosα+ σ1 sinα , (63)

is a matrix in flavor space depending on the mixing angle
α, leaves invariant the first term of the Lagrangian in
Eq. (60). This transformation clearly mixes the different
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flavors: the primed vectors are a mixing of the vector
components in the not-primed basis. We refer to this
transformation as rotation in flavor space.
Although the first term in Eq. (60) locks the flavor ro-

tation angles of ρ2, µ2 and m2 to be the same, the value
of α is not fixed. On the other hand, the diagonalization
of

VU =
1

4
ρt
2Uρ2 , (64)

sets

α = ± arcsin

(√

1

2
− ∆U
√

4∆U2 + U2
AB

)

, (65)

where

∆U =
UAA − UBB

2
. (66)

For later convenience, we also define the following quan-
tities

U =
UAA + UBB

2
, U± = U ±

√

∆U2 +
U2
AB

4
. (67)

Given the choice of ordering of the couplings in Eq. (37),
we have ∆U ≥ 0; moreover, in order to have positive-
defined squared radial fields, chemical potentials and
masses, we take the positive sign in the right-hand side
of Eq. (65).
Indicating the components of the rotated vectors as

ρ′
2 =

(

ρ2I
ρ2II

)

, µ′
2 =

(

µ2
I

µ2
II

)

, m′
2 =

(

m2
I

m2
II

)

,

(68)
the rotated squared radial fields are given by

ρ2I = ρ2A cosα+ ρ2B sinα ,

ρ2II = −ρ2B cosα+ ρ2A sinα , (69)

and, with our choice of the interaction couplings, it fol-
lows that

ρ2I ≥ ρ2II . (70)

Similar expressions hold for the squared masses and
chemical potentials.
Now, we consider some specific cases. For UAA = UBB,

i.e. ∆U = 0, the mixing angle is maximal α = π/4±nπ,
with n integer, and the rotation matrix is

R = ± 1√
2

(

1 1
1 −1

)

= ± 1√
2
(σ3 + σ1) . (71)

Close to maximal mixing,

ρ2I ≃ 1√
2
(ρ2A + ρ2B) , ρ2II ≃ 1√

2
(ρ2A − ρ2B) , (72)

and for ρA ≃ ρB, this implies that ρ2I ≫ ρ2II .

For general values of ρA and ρB, the rotation angle

α = arctan

(

ρ2B
ρ2A

)

, (73)

makes ρI maximal while ρII vanishes. Regarding the
masses in the rotated basis, in analogy with Eqs. (70)
and (73), the mass of the radial field II is smaller than
the mass of the field I, and it vanishes when

α = arctan

(

m2
B

m2
A

)

. (74)

We remark that the vanishing of mII is not associated to
any specific phenomenon: it does not signal a phase tran-
sition. The phase transition to the broken phase occurs
when the rotated chemical potentials exceed the corre-
sponding masses. This can be observed by rewriting the
Lagrangian in Eq. (60) in the I, II flavor basis

L0 =
ρ2I
2
(µ2

I −m2
I)−

ρ4I
4
U+

+
ρ2II
2

(µ2
II −m2

II)−
ρ4II
4

U− − Vλ , (75)

which, apart from the Rabi term, is the sum of two inde-
pendent pieces. We now determine the quantum pressure
of the system for vanishing Rabi coupling; we will include
it in Sec. IVC.

B. Vanishing Rabi coupling

For vanishing Rabi coupling, the Lagrangian in
Eq. (75) can be cast as that of two non-interacting fluids

L0 = LI + LII =
ρ2I
2
(µ2

I −m2
I)−

ρ4I
4
U+

+
ρ2II
2

(µ2
II −m2

II)−
ρ4II
4

U− , (76)

where the two Lagrangians, LI and LII , are independent.
We determine the expectation values of the radial fields
in the same manner as in the single-fluid case discussed
in Sec. II. The values maximizing the Lagrangian are

ρ2I =

{

µ2
I −m2

I

U+
if µI ≥ mI

0 if µI ≤ mI

, (77)

and

ρ2II =

{

µ2
II−m2

II

U
−

if µII ≥ mII

0 if µII ≤ mII

, (78)

and are the analogous of the expression for the single
scalar field in Eq. (13). In the I, II basis the conditions
to have nonvanishing expectation values of the scalar
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fields ρI and ρII , are µI > mI and µII > mII , respec-
tively. When expressing these conditions in the A,B ba-
sis, we have that

(µ2
A −m2

A) cosα+ (µ2
B −m2

B) sinα > 0 ,

(µ2
A −m2

A) sinα− (µ2
B −m2

B) cosα > 0 , (79)

which can be cast as

tanα > −µ2
A −m2

A

µ2
B −m2

B

and tanα >
µ2
B −m2

B

µ2
A −m2

A

, (80)

respectively. Since

µ2
B −m2

B

µ2
A −m2

A

> −µ2
A −m2

A

µ2
B −m2

B

, (81)

it is possible that ρI > 0, while ρII = 0. In the following,
we will assume for simplicity that the second condition
in (80) is satisfied, therefore both ρI and ρII are positive.
The quantum pressure of the system is given by the

value taken by the background Lagrangian at the sta-
tionary points and it is the sum of two partial pressures

P = PI + PII , (82)

with

PI =
(µ2

I −m2
I)

2

4U+

and PII =
(µ2

II −m2
II)

2

4U−

. (83)

Using standard thermodynamic relations, we obtain the
number density for each rotated component

nI = µIρ
2
I , nII = µIIρ

2
II , (84)

showing that when |UAB| = 2
√
UAAUBB, the number

density nII diverges. This signals the transition to a
dilute liquidlike droplet state [33].

C. Including the Rabi coupling

We examine the contribution of the Rabi interaction
to the background pressure. In the I, II basis, the Rabi
term takes the following form:

Vλ =
λAB√

2

√

(ρ4I − ρ4II) sin(2α)− 2ρ2Iρ
2
II cos(2α) , (85)

and is a non-trivial coupling between the ρI and ρII
fields. If the explicit breaking is small, we can treat Vλ

as a perturbation. In this case, we expand the mean field
solutions at leading order in λ as follows

ρj → ρj +
λAB

ρ2j
δρj , j = I, II (86)

where

|λAB|
ρ2I

≪ 1 and
|λAB|
ρ2II

≪ 1 . (87)

while δρI and δρII are two variations to be determined.
Upon substituting these expressions in the equations for
the stationary point of the Lagrangian, we find that the
leading order contributions are

δρI = − ρ3I sin(2α)− ρIρ
2
II

U+

√

2(ρ4I − ρ4II) sin(2α)− 4ρ2Iρ
2
II cos(2α)

,

(88)
and

δρII = +
ρ3II sin(2α) + ρIIρ

2
I

U−

√

2(ρ4I − ρ4II) sin(2α)− 4ρ2Iρ
2
II cos(2α)

.

(89)
Even when the Rabi coupling satisfies the conditions in
Eq. (87), the subsystems I and II are coupled: δρI and
δρII are functions of both µI and µII .
If we want to still write the pressure as the sum of two
independent terms as in Eq. (82), we have to impose an
additional constraint:

ρII ≪ ρI . (90)

This, in turn, implies that ρA ≃ ρB (see Eq. (73)) and
thus

δρI ≃ − ρI
U+

√

sin(2α)

2
,

δρII ≃ +
ρII cos(2α)

U−

√

2 sin(2α)
, (91)

meaning that each radial field depends on the cor-
responding chemical potential, see Eqs. (77) and (78).
Upon replacing these expressions in Eq. (86) we obtain
the shifts of the radial fields due to the Rabi term

ρI → ρI

(

1 +
λAB

U+ρ2I

√

sin(2α)

2

)

, (92)

ρII → ρII

(

1 +
λAB

U−ρ2II

cos(2α)
√

2 sin(2α)

)

. (93)

Comparing these expressions with the estimate in
Eq. (35), we better comprehend the condition to treat
perturbatively the Rabi term. In the broken phase, the
actual dimensionless expansion parameter is the ratio be-
tween the Rabi coupling and the expectation values of the
rotated radial fields. Since ρI,II are of the order of mA,B,

the condition λ̃ ≪ Ũij holds.
Upon substituting Eqs. (92) and (93) in Eq. (85), one ob-
tains that the two subsystems are decoupled and the pres-
sure can be expressed as the sum of two independent
contributions:

PI → PI(λAB = 0) + λAB δPI ,

PII → PII(λAB = 0) + λAB δPII , (94)

where λAB is defined in Eq. (58) and δPI and δPII are
the pressure variations depending only on µI and µII ,
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respectively. In this case, each subsystem is characterized
by its thermodynamic quantities that do not depend on
the properties of the other subsystem.
Alternatively, a more straightforward approach can be
used to derive the perturbative effect of the Rabi coupling
on the pressure. Combining Eq. (85) with the decoupling
condition ρII ≪ ρI , we have that

Vλ ≃ λABρ
2
I

√

sin(2α)/2− λABρ
2
II

√

sin(2α)/2 cot(2α) .
(95)

Consistently with the observations in Sec. III B, these
terms can be interpreted as small shifts of the mI and
mII masses, that is

m2
I → m2

I + λAB

√

sin(α) cos(α) ,

mII → m2
II − λAB

√

sin(α) cos(α) cot(2α) . (96)

In fact, the corresponding partial pressures can be readily
obtained from those in Eq. (83), with the above shifted
masses. In detail, we have that

PI =
(µ2

I −m2
I)

2

4U+

− λAB

√

sin(2α)

2
√
2U+

(µ2
I −m2

I) , (97)

and

PII =
(µ2

II −m2
II)

2

4U−

+
λAB

√

sin(2α) cot(2α)

2
√
2U−

(µ2
II−m2

II) .

(98)
We remark that for both non-vanishing UAB and λ, in
general, it is not possible to simultaneously diagonalize
VU and Vλ. They differ in the dependence in ρA and
ρB: quadratic for the inter-species interaction, and linear
for the Rabi term. Consequently, the diagonalization of
VU requires a non linear transformation of the fields, as
in Eq. (69), leaving the Rabi term non diagonal. The
specular situation occurs when the Rabi term dominates
over the inter-species interaction. If we diagonalize the
Rabi term, the transformed fields remain interacting due
to a non-vanishing UAB [57].

V. QUANTUM FLUCTUATIONS IN BINARY

SUPERFLUIDS

In the previous section, we characterized the mean field
Lagrangian of the boson mixture. Following the same
steps of the single-fluid model, we analyze the effective
action for the longwavelength excitations. We replace

ρi → ρi + ρ̃i , θi → θi + θ̃i , i = A,B , (99)

and throughout the remaining on this work, ρi and θi
indicate the mean field solutions, while ρ̃i and θ̃i are their
corresponding fluctuations. We expand the Lagrangian
as

L = L0 + L2 , (100)

with L0 the mean-field one in Eq. (54), while L2 is
quadratic in the fields’ fluctuations. In the following
sections, we will discuss the case for vanishing Rabi in-
teraction (λ = 0), and the non-vanishing case (λ 6= 0).
We will show that L2 can be written as the one of two
non-interacting scalar fields, propagating on an emergent
acoustic metric. The Rabi term will induce an effective
mass in one of the scalar fields.

A. Fluctuations with vanishing Rabi term

Given Eq. (99), we compute the Lagrangian, L2,
quadratic in the fluctuations. We consider a homoge-
neous and stationary background, with both fluids mov-
ing at the same velocity vν . For λ = 0, we have

L2 =
1

2
ρ̃2A

[

(µ2
A −m2

A)−
3

2
UAAρ

2
A − UAB

4
ρ2B

]

+
1

2
ρ̃2B

[

(µ2
B −m2

B)−
3

2
UBBρ

2
B − UAB

4
ρ2A

]

− UABρAρB ρ̃Aρ̃B

+
1

2
ρ2A∂ν θ̃A∂

ν θ̃A +
1

2
ρ2B∂ν θ̃B∂

ν θ̃B

+ 2ρAρ̃AµAv
ν∂ν θ̃A + 2ρB ρ̃BµBv

ν∂ν θ̃B , (101)

and we disregarded the kinetic terms of the radial fluc-
tuations because they give subleading corrections to the
low-energy effective theory (see Sec. II B). For later con-
venience, we introduce the rescaled fluctuations

ρ̂i = µiρ̃i , θ̂i = ρiθ̃i , i = A,B , (102)

and the corresponding flavor vectors

ρ̂ =

(

ρ̂A
ρ̂B

)

, θ̂ =

(

θ̂A
θ̂B

)

. (103)

Thus, the quadratic Lagrangian in Eq. (101) can be cast
as

L2 =
1

2
ρ̂tHρ̂+ 2vν ρ̂ · ∂ν θ̂ +

1

2
∂ν θ̂ · ∂ν θ̂ , (104)

where H is the 2× 2 symmetric matrix with elements

H11 =
1

µ2
A

[

µ2
A −m2

A − 3

2
UAAρ

2
A − UAB

4
ρ2B

]

,

H22 = H11(A ↔ B) ,

H12 = −UAB
ρAρB
2µAµB

. (105)

We diagonalize L2 with a suitable transformation in fla-

vor space of the fields ρ̂ and θ̂. The first and last term
in the r.h.s. of Eq. (104) are separately invariant under

any flavor mixing transformation of ρ̂ and θ̂, as the one
in Eq. (63). However, the invariance of the second term
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locks the mixing angle to be the same for ρ̂ and θ̂. The
locking implies that the vectors in the new basis are

ρ̃′ = R(β)ρ̂ and θ̃′ = R(β)θ̂ , (106)

where β is the common rotation angle. The flavor rota-
tion angle is still arbitrary, and we can use such freedom
to rotate the ρ̂ field to diagonalize H , similarly to the
the procedure in Sec. IVA. This is achieved choosing

β = ± arcsin

(

1√
2

√

1− H11 −H22
√

(H11 −H22)2 + 4H2
12

)

.

(107)

We remark that the flavor rotation angle required to dis-
entangle the radial fluctuations, differs from the one in
Eq. (63) used to diagonalize the background. As a con-

sequence, the components ρ̃a/b and θ̃a/b of the rotated
fields

ρ̃′ =

(

ρ̃a
ρ̃b

)

, θ̃′ =

(

θ̃a
θ̃b

)

, (108)

are not the fluctuations of ρI/II and θI/II . They can be

written as a linear combination of ρ̃a/b and θ̃a/b, respec-
tively.
In the a, b basis the matrix H is diagonal, thus no

mixing exists, in other words

L2 = L2a + L2b , (109)

where

L2a = −1

2
m̃2

aρ̃
2
a + 2vν ρ̃a∂ν θ̃a +

1

2
∂ν θ̃a∂

ν θ̃a , (110)

and L2b is given by an analogous expression. They have
the same formal expression obtained in the single-fluid
case, see Eq. (19), when neglecting the kinetic term of the
radial mode. Note that the radial modes have dimension
2, therefore their masses

m̃2
a = −H11 +H22

2
+

1

2

√

(H11 −H22)2 + 4H2
12 ,

m̃2
b = −H11 +H22

2
− 1

2

√

(H11 −H22)2 + 4H2
12 , (111)

are dimensionless. Upon integrating out the radial
modes, the effective Lagrangian can be written as

L2 =
1

2

(

ηµν +

(

1

c2sa
− 1

)

vµvν
)

∂µθ̃a∂ν θ̃a + (a → b) ,

(112)
where the two sound speeds are given by

c2sa =
2m̃2

a

1 + m̃2
a

, c2sb =
2m̃2

b

1 + m̃2
b

, (113)

and given the expression of the H–matrix components in
(105), each sound mode depends on the intra- and inter-
species couplings, as well as on the chemical potentials
µA and µB and the masses mA and mB.

B. Including the Rabi term in the fluctuations

Including fluctuations in the A,B flavor basis, the Rabi
term is given by

Vλ = λ (ρA+ ρ̃A)(ρB+ ρ̃A) cos(θA−θB+ θ̃A− θ̃B) , (114)

and it produces a pletora of terms. The linear terms in
the fluctuations vanish at the stationary point. There
are two quadratic terms in the fluctuations, which have
distinct effects. One term is proportional to ρ̃Aρ̃B and
thus contributes to theH12 matrix element, see Eq. (105).
This produces a trivial small shift of the effective masses
of the radial fluctuations. The second quadratic term in
the fluctuations is

Lλθ2 =
λAB

2
ρAρB(θ̃A − θ̃B)

2 , (115)

where λAB is defined in Eq. (58). This is an effective
mass term for the mode corresponding to the relative
phase fluctuations. However, this term is expressed in
the A,B basis, but to diagonalize the Lagrangian in the
fluctuations and write it as in Eq. (109), we performed
a rotation in flavor space by the angle β in Eq. (107).
Therefore, we need to express the Rabi quadratic term
(115) in the rotated basis a, b.
Before doing that, we observe that to have the total

pressure as the sum of two partial pressure in the back-
ground analysis, we had to assume that ρI ≫ ρII and,
correspondingly, a background flavor rotation angle close
to maximal mixing, that is α ≃ π/4. We expect that the
same conditions would lead to an effective theory with
two decoupled modes, one massless and one massive. To
this end, we follow the same procedure discussed for van-
ishing Rabi coupling. In particular, we rescale the phases
as in Eq. (102) and obtain that, close to maximal back-
ground mixing, the condition ρI ≫ ρII implies ρB ≃ ρA,
see Eq. (72). Then, Eq. (115) can be rewritten as

Lλθ2 ≃ λAB
ρ2I
ρ2A

√

sin 2α

2
(θ̂B − θ̂A)

2 , (116)

thus it corresponds to the mass term for the relative
phase mode in the rescaled basis, see Eq. (102). Now we
perform a flavor rotation to the a, b basis as in Eq. (106).
This is a necessary operation, because to integrate out
the radial mode we have first to obtain a Lagrangian that
is diagonal in flavor basis. Note that we are forced to
do this flavor rotation for the following chain of reasons:
we need to rotate the radial fluctuations to diagonalize
the H matrix, and the radial and phase fluctuations are
locked by the interaction term between radial and phase
fluctuations. In the rotated basis

θ̂B − θ̂A = θ̃a(sinβ − cosβ)− θ̃b(sinβ + cosβ) , (117)

the approximations ρA ≃ ρB and of maximal background
mixing lead to H11 ≃ H22, thus the fluctuation flavor
mixing angle β is close to maximal as well. In this case,
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we can neglect the mass of the θ̃a field and rewrite the
Rabi coupling as

L ≃ 2λAB θ̃2b . (118)

Upon integrating out the radial fluctuations using the
same procedure discussed for the single-fluid case in
Sec. II B, we obtain the quadratic effective Lagrangian
in the phases fluctuations

Leff = Leff,a + Leff,b , (119)

where

Leff,a =
1

2

(

ηµν +

(

1

c2sa
− 1

)

vµvν
)

∂µθ̃a∂ν θ̃a , (120)

and

Leff,b =
1

2

(

ηµν +

(

1

c2sb
− 1

)

vµvν
)

∂µθ̃b∂ν θ̃b −
1

2
m2

bc
2
sb θ̃

2
b ,

(121)

with

m2
b = −4λAB

c2sb
= −4λ

c2sb
cos(θA − θB) , (122)

the mass squared of the θ̃b phonon. A similar expression
was obtained in [14] with a different method. The above
expression implies that λ cos(θA − θB) must be negative,

otherwise the θ̃b field would be tachyonic. This is the
same condition needed to have a positive contribution of
the Rabi term to the background pressure, see Eq. (54).
Taking λ < 0, the Rabi pressure is maximal for θA = θB,
see Eq. (55), which is also the condition that maximizes

the mass of the θ̃b field. Alternatively, the favored state
may be a crystal of sine-Gordon kinks, see Eq. (52), and
the negative value of the squared mass would actually
indicate the presence of phonon excitations of the crys-
tal [76].
An interesting point is that, from Eq. (53), the differ-

ence of the background phases is related to a difference
in the chemical potentials and fluid velocities. Since in
the derivation we have assumed that the two velocities
are equal (it was not a necessary condition but it helped
to simplify the analysis), the condition to have a positive
defined squared mass can be related to a condition on the
chemical potentials. As we have previously discussed, it
is possible to prepare the system in such a way that

θA = θB +Θ(x) , (123)

where Θ(x) is determined by the chemical potential dif-
ference between the two fluids: from Eq. (53), we have
that for equal velocities of the two fluids

µA = µB + γ vµ∂
µΘ(x) , (124)

where γ is their common Lorentz factor. Considering for
simplicity the nonrelativistic limit, we have that

Θ = Θ0 + (µA − µB) t , (125)

where Θ0 is some constant phase that can be reabsorbed
in the definition of the background phases. Then, the
Rabi coupling will tend to make the two chemical po-
tentials equal; indeed any chemical potential difference
would produce a mode that oscillates in time between a
stable and a tachyonic configuration, signaling that the
system is not in the ground-state.

VI. SPONTANEOUS PHONON EMISSION

Having obtained the low-energy effective theory for bi-
nary superfluids, we now consider the effect of a back-
ground velocity profile. In particular, we are interested
to determine the effect of the phonon mass on the spon-
taneous emission process at the acoustic horizon [14, 77].
Given the two Lagrangians in Eqs. (120) and (121) for
the massless and massive phonons, respectively, the cor-
responding acoustic horizons are in the positions, xH

a and
xH
b , such that

v(xH
a ) = csa and v(xH

b ) = csb , (126)

where we assumed that the flow is along the x−direction
and thus the acoustic horizons are two planes centered
at xH

a and xH
b . More precisely, the horizon positions can

be determined with precision of the order of the healing
length, that is the threshold scale length required for the
validity of the hydrodynamic description of realistic su-
perfluids [69]. Close to the acoustic horizons, we consider
that the fluid velocity is given by v = −vx̂ with velocity
profile

v = cs − Cx , (127)

with C a constant and cs = (csa + csb)/2. Then we have
that

xH
a =

csb − csa
2C

= −xH
b , (128)

are the positions of the horizons of the two acoustic holes.
Notice that in our three-dimensional setup, the horizon
must be intended as a two-dimensional surface orthogo-
nal to the fluid flow.
For each acoustic hole it is possible to define the corre-

sponding Hawking temperature following the same rea-
soning used in one component superfluid, see for in-
stance [1]. Since the two species a and b are independent,
in principle they have distinct Hawking temperatures

Ta,b =
1

2π

( |csa,b − v|
1− |csa,bv|

)′
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H

, (129)

where the prime indicates the derivative with respect to
the direction orthogonal to the horizon. However, in the
nonrelativistic limit the two temperatures are equal and
given by

T ≃ C

2π
, (130)
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thus they only depend on the space gradient of the veloc-
ity field. Given the expression in Eq. (128), and consid-
ering Eqs. (113), in the nonrelativistic limit the relative
distance between the two horizons is

xH
a − xH

b ≃ m̃b − m̃a√
2πT

. (131)

Since the discussion of the Hawking emission of massless
phonons is equivalent to the one of a one component su-
perfluid, hereafter we focus on the massive mode. For
the sake of simplicity in the notation, in the following we
drop the b index on the corresponding quantities.

A. Dispersion close to the acoustic horizon

The emission of massive particles at the acoustic hori-
zon can be studied by one of the approaches used to
explain the Hawking radiation, for instance one may de-
termine how the tunneling probability depends on the
mass of the emitted particles [19, 78].
Here we present a qualitative description of the phe-

nomenon, based on semi-classical arguments. For this
purpose, it is useful to analyze first the dispersion law of
the phonons around the acoustic horizon. The equation
of motion of phonons with mass mph is

gµνp
µpν = m2

phc
2
s , (132)

then, taking pµ = (E,−p, 0, 0) and the metric from Eqs.
(27) and (121), we obtain the dispersion law

E± =
−(1− c2s) v px ± 1

γ

√

c2sp
2
x + (1− c2sv

2)m2
phc

4
s

1− c2sv
2

,

(133)
which is valid in the collinear regime, meaning that both
the fluid velocity and the phonon momentum are along
the x–axis. In the following, we restrict ourselves, to
positive energy states in the nonrelativistic limit (v ≪ 1
and cs ≪ 1). In this case the dispersion law of phonons
simplifies:

E+ = −vpx +
√

c2sp
2
x +m2

phc
4
s , (134)

which has still a relativistic-like form, because we did not
assume that |px| < mphcs. In this way we can take into
account the case of an arbitrarily small phonon mass.
The corresponding group velocity is given by

vg =
dE+

dpx
= −v +

cspx
√

p2x +m2
phc

2
s

, (135)

indicating that at the acoustic horizon, corresponding to
v = cs, the group velocity of massive phonons is negative:
they are trapped unless their momenta are larger than
the threshold momentum

pc =
mphcsv
√

c2s − v2
≃ mphc

3/2
s√

2Cx
≃ mphc

3/2
s√

4πTx
, (136)

where in the last equation we exploited Eq. (130) (x
being the distance form the horizon). Clearly, for mph =
0 we have pc = 0 and this is independent of x. Instead, for
nonvanishing phonon mass, the above expression implies
that the largest threshold momentum is obtained at the
shorter distance from the horizon, that is for x ≃ Lc,
where Lc is a distance, already introduced after Eq. (130),
of the order of the healing length [69] (see also [26] for a
discussion of healing lengths in binary superfluids with
Rabi coupling).
From the relation in Eq. (136), it follows that the

threshold energy is

Ec = −pcv +
√

p2cc
2
s +m2

phc
4
s ≃ mphc

3/2
s

√

4πTLc ,

(137)
where we have considered the regime

cs ≪
1

4πTLc
, (138)

so that the phonon threshold momentum is much larger
than mph cs. In other words, the phonon mass produces
a small variation of the phonon energy.

B. Thermodynamics close to the horizon

At a distance from the horizon smaller than the phonon
mean free path, phonons can be treated as an ideal Bose
gas at the Hawking temperature [79]. Therefore, in this
limit, the energy density of massive phonons is

ǫph =

∫

Ef(p)
d3p

(2π)3
≃ 1

2πL2
c

∫ ∞

pc

E

eE/T − 1
dpx , (139)

where the distribution function

f(p) =
1

eE/T − 1

2π

Lc
δ(py)

2π

Lc
δ(px) θ(px − pc) , (140)

takes into account that phonons are only emitted in the
direction orthogonal to the horizon [19, 80], that is along
the x–axis, and that the phonon momenta must be larger
than the threshold momentum, given in Eq. (136). Upon
changing variable, px → E, and then defining z = E/T ,
this expression can be rewritten as

ǫph(mph) =
T 2

2πL2
c(c

2
s − v2)

∫ ∞

zc

vz + csz
2√

z2−z2
c

ez − 1
dz , (141)

where zc = Ec/T . Close to the acoustic horizon, that
is at a distance x ∼ Lc, the approximation c2s − v2 ≃
4πTcsLc can be used, where we employed Eqs. (127)
and (130). Then, at the leading order in Ec/T we find
that

ǫph(mph) ≃ ǫph(0)

(

1− 3Ec

π2T

)

, (142)
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where

ǫph(0) =
T

24L3
c

, (143)

is the energy density of a massless phonon gas [79].
Naively, one may have expected a correction to the en-
ergy density of the order of mphc

2
s/T , but it is instead

given by

3Ec

π2T
=

6mphcs
π3/2

√

csLc

T
, (144)

then ruled not only by the Rabi coupling, entering the
phonon mass, but also by the ratio between Lc and the
Hawking temperature. Note that the correction is non-
perturbative, in the sense that it is of order λ1/2, see
Eqs. (122) and (137). This result is similar to the one
found in the calculation of the free-energy of a scalar
field in thermal field theory, see for instance [81]. Such
behavior reflects the breakdown of perturbation theory
due to the presence of infrared divergences.
We can estimate the energy density reduction due to

the Rabi coupling assuming that Lc = ξ, where ξ is the
healing length. In the set-up of [82], where the experi-
ment is performed with 87Rb atoms, the healing length
is ξ ≃ 2µm, the speed of sound is cs ≃ 0.3 mm/s, and
the estimated Hawking temperature is T ≃ 0.1mc2s ≃ 0.1
nK, where m is the mass of a 87Rb atom. Then, consid-
ering that mphcs ≃ 2

√
λ and that λ = mλ̃ (see Eq. (34))

with λ̃ ∼ 10−16 eV (see Eq. (35)), we have that

3Ec

π2T
≃ 0.2 , (145)

therefore the effect is a reduction of the order of 20%
with respect to the same value for vanishing Rabi cou-
pling. Note that the effect is proportional to λ̃1/2 and
it is independent of the mass of the used atoms. In a
similar way, we can expand the phonon pressure

Pph(mph) =
1

2πL2
c

∫ ∞

pc

E

eE/T − 1
v−1
g dp , (146)

obtaining

Pph(mph) ≃ Pph(0)

(

1− 6Ec

π2T

)

, (147)

where

Pph(0) = ǫph(0) , (148)

indeed for vanishing phonon masses the system is scale in-
variant in (1+1) dimensions: as already noticed phonons
are mostly emitted in the direction orthogonal to the
horizon. The effect of the phonon mass is to reduce both
the energy density and the pressure with respect to the
values obtained with massless phonons, in such a way
that

Pph(mph) < ǫph(mph) , (149)

where the difference between these two quantities at the
leading order in Ec/T is

ǫph(mph)− Pph(mph) ≃ ǫph(0)
3Ec

π2T
. (150)

Thus, the same difference is proportional to the square
root of the Rabi coupling.

VII. VISCOSITY AND THE CONFORMAL

LIMIT CLOSE TO THE HORIZON

As a consequence of the spontaneous phonon emission
close to the acoustic horizon, the transonic superfluid
loses energy because a non-equilibrium (relaxation) dy-
namics sets in [19, 79, 80]: the superfluid kinetic energy
is transformed in heat. At the effective level, this be-
havior can be characterized by effective bulk, ζeff, and
shear, ηeff, viscous coefficients, associated to the sponta-
neous phonon emission. As shown in [19], the shear-to-
entropy density ratio, ηeff/sph, of the phonon gas emit-
ted at the acoustic horizon saturates the so-called KSS
bound. First, we briefly recap the results of [19], ob-
tained for a single superfluid and then move to the eval-
uation of the ratios ζeff/sph and ηeff/sph in binary super-
fluids.
Let us first discuss the bulk viscosity for a fluid flowing

with no shear. Close to the acoustic horizon, the viscous
stress tensor is

σ′
ik = ζeff δixδkx∇ · v ≃ 2π T ζeff δixδkx , (151)

where we have taken into account that phonons are
mostly emitted along the direction orthogonal to the hori-
zon and on the r.h.s. we have used Eqs. (127) and (130).
Equating σ′

xx = Pph, where Pph is given in Eq. (146), we
have that

2π T ζeff = Pph , (152)

which relates the bulk viscosity to the pressure of the
phonon gas. This equation states that close to the acous-
tic horizon the only considered dissipative mechanism is
the spontaneous phonon emission; any other viscous pro-
cess is assumed negligible. However, it is well known that
scattering processes are dissipative and contribute to the
fluid viscosity [83]. Here we consider the phonon gas in a
region close to the acoustic horizon of extension smaller
that the typical phonon mean free path so that phonon
scattering processes can be neglected. Then, we use the
thermodynamic relation

ǫph = −Pph + Tsph , (153)

combined with the relation in Eq. (148), valid for a gas of
massless particles in 1+1 dimensions, to rewrite Eq. (152)
as

2πTζeff =
Tsph
2

. (154)
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and so it readily follows that

ζeff
sph

=
1

4π
. (155)

In a similar way, we can obtain the ratio between the
shear viscosity coefficient and the entropy density. In this
case, we have to assume that the flow has shear, thus that
the velocity, which is along the x–direction, depends on
a transverse coordinate, for instance vx depends on the
y–coordinate. In this conditions, there is a ”transverse”
pressure [19], such that

σ′
yx = K η = −K

C
Pph , (156)

where K = ∂yvx and C is given in Eq. (130). Using the
same reasoning used above, we readily obtain that

ηeff
sph

=
1

4π
, (157)

corresponding to the KSS bound.
These results can be easily extended to binary super-

fluids with vanishing Rabi coupling. In the particular
conditions considered in Sec. VA, the low-energy spec-
trum consists of two decoupled massless phonons that we
called a and b. We have assumed that both fluids move
with the same velocity v, however each phonon mode has
its specific speed of sound, see Eqs. (113), meaning that
in general there will be two distinct sonic horizons, cor-
responding to the conditions v = csa, and v = csb for
the modes a and b, respectively. Then, as in the single-
fluid case, one can determine the effective bulk and shear
viscosity to entropy ratios for each fluid.
For nonvanishing Rabi coupling, one of the two

phonons becomes massive and this is expected to change
the viscosity to entropy density ratios. The reason is that
for massive phonons the relation in Eq. (148) does not
hold. The basic reason is that the phonon mass breaks
the scale invariance. More in details, the needed ingre-
dients to saturate the KSS bound in the presence of an
acoustic horizon are the followings:

i) close to the horizon the system is effectively (1+1)-
dimensional;

ii) the relation ∇ · v = 2πT ;

iii) the relation Pph = ǫph.

While the conditions i) and ii) hold as well for a massive
phonon gas, the condition iii) is violated by the phonon
mass. As we have shown in the previous section, a mass
term implies Eq. (149), hence

Tsph = Pph + ǫph ≃ 2Pph

(

1 +
3Ec

2π2T

)

, (158)

and then

ηeff
sph

=
ζeff
sph

≃ 1

4π

(

1− 3Ec

2π2T

)

, (159)

and using the estimate in Eq. (145), we have a reduction
of about 10% with respect to the KSS bound. This is the
main result of the present work.
Let us remark an important aspect of the obtained

result: it holds because the phonon mass is not an inter-
action term, therefore it does not produce phonon scat-
terings. Its only effect is to break the scale invariance and
thus the phonon pressure must be less than the phonon
energy density. This means that the bulk and shear vis-
cosities can still be written as in Eqs. (154) and (156),
respectively, but now the phonon pressure is given by
Eq. (147). Since the phonon mass reduces the phonon
pressure, it follows that with increasing phonon mass the
effective viscosities are reduced, as well.
Concerning the effect of the interactions on the KSS
bound, we observe that they immediately violate the con-
ditions i) and iii) (encoding scale invariance), therefore
they are expected to induce deviations from the same
bound. This aspect deserves future investigation.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

Binary ultracold gases are versatile playgrounds for
producing nontrivial phases of matter [8]. In the present
paper, we have determined the properties of the super-
fluid ground-state for a two-boson mixture coupled by
intra- and inter-species interactions, as well as by a Rabi
exchange term. Later on, the corresponding effective low-
energy excitation theory has been determined. Assuming
a perturbative Rabi coupling, we have shown that when
the number densities of the two fluids are similar, it is
possible to write the total pressure of the system as the
sum of two partial pressures. Moreover, we have obtained
that in the same conditions, the low-energy excitations
of the binary superfluid are two decoupled modes, corre-
sponding to the relative and the total phase oscillations.
The former is massive, with a squared mass proportional
to the Rabi coupling, while the latter remains massless.
Separating the total system as the sum of two nonin-

teracting subsystems is useful when discussing the spon-
taneous phonon emission close to an acoustic horizon. In-
deed, we can treat the emission of the two phonon modes
as independent processes. The spontaneous phonon emis-
sion is an irreversible process, that at the hydrodynamic
level amounts to effective viscosities. In binary super-
fluids, the spontaneous emission of massless phonons
is analogous to the phonon process in a single super-
fluid, thus the viscosity-to-entropy ratios saturates the
KSS bound [16, 19]: it is equal to 1/4π. However,
the spontaneous emission of massive phonons at the
acoustic horizon violates the same bound: in this case,
ηeff/sph = ζeff/sph < 1/4π. The violation is estimated
of the order of 10% using the specific setup in [82]. In
general, the magnitude of the same deviation scales with
the square root of the Rabi frequency, and it is indepen-
dent on the mass of the used atoms. Therefore, it seems
that to enhance the deviation from the KSS bound one
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needs to design systems with the highest possible Rabi
frequency and with sufficiently tunable speeds of sound
and/or fluid velocity as necessary ingredients to have an
acoustic horizon. Our setup provides a versatile tool to
explore the degree of KSS-bound violation and even ad-
vance the exciting quest for a universal η/s bound, under
controllable external conditions that can be engineered in
current quantum technology platforms.
In actual experiments, the measurements of the local

values of the entropy density and viscosity are required
and seem feasible. The former may be achieved by
employing local-thermometry techniques, as in [84],
which allow to measure extremely small values of the
entropy by means of radio-frequency spectroscopy.
Local values of the shear viscosity may be obtained by
appropriate inversion of the cloud-averaged viscosity [85].
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Appendix A: General derivations of the acoustic metric and of the low-energy Lagrangian

We determine the effective low-energy Lagrangian for a superfluid, using two different methods. For simplicity, we
consider a single-species boson gas, but the two approaches can be straightforwardly extended to binary superfluids.

1. Expansion around mean field of a generic Lagrangian

In this first method we employ the same procedure used in Sec. II, but we start from an unspecified Lagrangian for
a complex scalar field in the Madelung representation,

L ≡ L(ρ, ∂µρ, ∂µθ) , (A1)

where ρ is the radial field and θ is the cyclic coordinate. We assume vanishing temperature and that the Lagrangian
is invariant under a global U(1) transformation. In the ground-state, such group is assumed to be spontaneously
broken.
We include fluctuations on top of the mean field by the as in Eq. (17), hence ρ and θ now indicate the solutions of

the classical equation of motion, while ρ̃ and θ̃ are the quantum fluctuations. Expanding in powers of the fluctuations,
and neglecting surface terms, we have that

L = L0(ρ, ∂µρ, ∂µθ) + ρ̃

(

δL
δρ

− ∂µ
δL
δ∂µρ

)∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

+ δ∂µθ̃
δL
δ∂µθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

+ L2 + . . . (A2)

where the dots indicate cubic and higher terms in the fluctuations. The first term on the right-hand side, when
evaluated in the stationary point, is the background pressure: it does not include the effect of fluctuations; in the
model with quartic interactions it is given in Eq. (15). Since ρ and θ are solutions of the classical equations of motion,
it follows that the terms linear in the perturbations vanish. Thus the first nontrivial term is the quadratic Lagrangian

L2 =
ρ̃2

2

δ2L
δρ2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

+ ρ̃∂µρ̃
δ2L

δρδ∂µρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

+
∂µρ̃∂ν ρ̃

2

δ2L
δ∂µρδ∂νρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

+ ρ̃∂µθ̃
δ2L

δρδ∂µθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

+

+ ∂ν ρ̃∂µθ̃
δ2L

δ∂νρδ∂µθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

+
∂ν θ̃∂µθ̃

2

δ2L
δ∂νθδ∂µθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

, (A3)

where we have taken into account that θ̃ has only derivative couplings.
We now discuss in some details the various terms in the right-hand side of Eq. (A3). The first term is proportional

to minus the curvature of the potential at the minimum:

ρ̃2

2

δ2L
δρ2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

= −m̃2

2
ρ̃2 , (A4)
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where m̃ is the effective mass of the radial field. The second term is a total derivative and can be neglected. The
third term is

∂µρ̃∂ν ρ̃

2

δ2L
δ∂µρδ∂νρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

=
Kµν

2
∂µρ̃∂ν ρ̃ , (A5)

where Kµν is a matrix depending on the background; in flat spacetime Kµν = ηµν . The fourth term can be written
as

ρ̃∂µθ̃
δ2L

δρδ∂µθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

= V µρ̃ ∂µθ̃ , (A6)

which is a mixing term. Since V µ is by construction a four-vector, it explicitly breaks the Lorentz symmetry. By
dimensional analysis it follows that it has dimension 2. The fifth term can be written as

∂ν ρ̃∂µθ̃
δ2L

δ∂νρδ∂µθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

= Aηµν∂ν ρ̃∂µθ̃ , (A7)

where A is a constant of dimension 1. It vanishes if the interactions in L stem from a potential term, thus the radial
field has no derivative couplings. Finally, the last term can be written as

∂ν θ̃∂µθ̃

2

δ2L
δ∂νθδ∂µθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,θ

=
Lµν

2
∂ν θ̃∂µθ̃ , (A8)

where Lµν depends on the background; in flat spacetime Lµν = B2ηµν , where B has dimension 1.
In the end, the quadratic Lagrangian reads

L2 =
1

2
∂ν ρ̃∂

ν ρ̃− m̃2

2
ρ̃2 + V µρ̃∂µθ̃ +

B2

2
∂ν θ̃∂

ν θ̃ +A∂µρ̃∂µθ̃ , (A9)

where θ̃ is clearly the NGB associated to the spontaneous symmetry breaking of the U(1) global symmetry.
Since ρ̃ field is massive, we can integrate it out. Its equation of motion reads,

(�+ m̃2)ρ̃ = V µ∂µθ̃ −A�θ̃ , (A10)

which we can formally invert to obtain

ρ̃ =
1

� + m̃2

(

V µ∂µθ̃ −A�θ̃
)

, (A11)

showing a generic feature of effective-field theories: the nonlocality. However, higher derivative terms are suppressed
as powers of p2/m̃2, where p is the momentum of the NGB. Note that the relevant scale for the expansion is m̃ and
not m. Since m̃ vanishes close to the second order phase transition point, it follows that the energy and momentum
range of validity of the low-energy effective Lagrangian shrinks close to the transition to the normal phase.
Upon substituting Eq. (A11) in Eq. (A9), we obtain

L2 =
1

2

(

V µ∂µθ̃ −A�θ̃
) 1

�+ m̃2

(

V µ∂µθ̃ −A�θ̃
)

+
B2ηµν

2
∂ν θ̃∂µθ̃ , (A12)

which is the most general form of the low-energy effective Lagrangian. At the leading order in momenta, we replace

1

�+ m̃2
→ 1

m̃2
, V µ∂µθ̃ −A�θ̃ → V µ∂µθ̃ , (A13)

so that we can rewrite the effective low-energy Lagrangian as

L2 ≃1

2

(

B2ηµν +
V µV ν

m̃2

)

∂ν θ̃∂µθ̃ ≡
√−ggµν

2
∂ν θ̃∂µθ̃ , (A14)

where gµν is the acoustic metric. The obtained low-energy Lagrangian is valid for momenta p ≪ m̃; alternatively, it
can be obtained neglecting the kinetic term 1

2
∂ν ρ̃∂

ν ρ̃ and taking as well A = 0 in Eq. (A9).
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2. Derivative expansion of the pressure

We now present a different method to derive the low-energy theory and the acoustic metric, based on the observation
that the low-energy Lagrangian at the leading order in momenta of any system with a U(1) broken symmetry can be
determined from the knowledge of the pressure [18, 68]. This method has the advantage of bypassing the integration

of the radial field: we start directly with the effective Lagrangian of the θ̃ field. However, it has the disadvantage
to include only the leading order terms in the phonon momentum. Taking the global symmetry as a local one, the
low-energy Lagrangian including leading order derivatives is given by

L = P

[

√

Dµθ̃Dµθ̃

]

, (A15)

where Dµθ̃ = ∂µθ̃ −Aµ and P is a functional having the same algebraic expression of the pressure. As in Eq. (2), we
take the external field given by

Aν =
µ

γ
vν , (A16)

thus we assume a background flow with four-velocity vν . Note that the present definition of the covariant derivative
slightly differs from the expression in Eq. (2), because here it acts on the phase field. For convenience we replace
µ/γ → µ. Upon expanding the right hand side of Eq. (A15) around µ, we obtain that

L = P (µ)− ∂P

∂µ
vµ∂

µθ̃ +
1

2

[

ηµν
1

µ

∂P

∂µ
+ vµvν

(

∂2P

∂µ2
− 1

µ

∂P

∂µ

)]

∂ν θ̃∂µθ̃ , (A17)

thus the quadratic term is

L2 =
n

2µ

(

ηµν +

(

1

c2s
− 1

)

vµvν
)

∂ν θ̃∂µθ̃ , (A18)

where we used the thermodynamic relations

n =
∂P

∂µ
and c2s =

n

µ∂2P
∂µ2

, (A19)

the second expression stemming from c2s = ∂P
∂ρ . The low-energy Lagrangian can be further expanded including higher

orders of ∂µθ̃; this generates interaction terms at the leading order in the momenta, see the discussion in [18].
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