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Abstract

The AdS/CFT correspondence, or holography, has provided numerous important insights
into the behavior of strongly-coupled many-body systems. Crucially, it has provided a
testing ground for the construction of new effective field theories, especially those in the
low frequency, long wavelength limit known as hydrodynamics. We review the study
of strongly-coupled rotating fluids using holography, and we examine the hydrodynamics
emerging from the study of rotating Myers-Perry black holes. We discuss three regimes in
which holographic rotating fluids display either (1) hydrodynamic behavior of a boosted
fluid, (2) hydrodynamic behavior distinct from a boosted fluid, or (3) no obvious hydrody-
namic behavior. We describe techniques to obtain hydrodynamic and non-hydrodynamic
modes, and we compute the radius of convergence for the hydrodynamic regimes. The
limitations of hydrodynamics under rotation are discussed alongside our findings.
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1. Introduction

From eddies in rivers to rotating binary systems of merging black holes (BHs) or
neutron stars, rotating fluids are found everywhere, with a vast variety in a huge range
of scales. Having a universal and effective description of rotating systems (in an appro-
priate regime) that is independent of their microscopic details is thus of high interest,
and hydrodynamics provides just such a universal effective description when discussing
excitations around an equilibrium state at low energy and long wavelength.

Hydrodynamics has found important applications in describing relativistic fluids, pro-
viding guidance in creating, probing, simulating and analyzing such fluids. A prime exam-
ple is the Quark-Gluon-Plasma (QGP) produced in the relativistic heavy-ion collisions at
RHIC. The QGP has the characteristics of a strongly interacting quantum fluid, and it ex-
hibits hydrodynamic behavior. It could also possess large vorticity, as the STAR measure-
ment of the hyperon polarization in 2017 indicates [1]. This garnered much attention, and
much effort has been focused on how to properly incorporate vorticity and (spin) angular
momentum into relativistic hydrodynamics [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16].

As the QGP is a strongly interacting system, understanding its nature theoretically
in terms of a strongly-coupled quantum field theory is difficult, as few tools are available
for finding analytical solutions to the governing dynamical equations. This difficulty is
overcome in the Anti-de Sitter/Conformal Field Theory (AdS/CFT) correspondence, or
holography, by translating the problem into a geometrical one in an appropriate higher-
dimensional gravity dual (having one more spatial dimension than the CFT) for which
there is computational tractability. In this way, holography has been able to offer fresh
perspectives and valuable insights on strongly interacting quantum matter that cannot
be obtained otherwise.

Rotating BHs have long been investigated in the context of gravity [17, 18]. This
laid the foundation to construct holographic duals of strongly interacting rotating fluids,
and to study their properties and dynamics using rotating BHs [19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24,
25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33]. Rotation introduces nontrivial inertial effects into
the dispersion relations of rotational eigenmodes (with respect to an inertial observer
in the rest frame) compared to non-rotational ones. For fluids, these eigenmodes are
typically hard to calculate using field theoretic methods. However, the same problem
when mapped to the gravity side is a straightforward computation of quasinormal modes
(QNMs), making it much easier to study how the eigenmodes behave and change under
rotation using holography. In this way, holography can be applied, on the one hand,
as a discovery tool to reveal unknown transport effects [34], and on the other, to test
the validity of hydrodynamic descriptions [35]. In addition, holography can be used to
construct novel solutions to hydrodynamics, such as an analytical vortical fluid flow [36]
that plays a central role in this review.

In this article, we review recent results obtained on rotating holographic fluids. We
also report findings newly obtained for this review by us. The holographic, dual gravity
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systems we focus on are the large, five-dimensional AdS Myers-Perry (MP) BHs with
two equal angular momenta 1. These are solutions to type IIB supergravity, and they
are dual to rotating fluids in the N = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills (SYM) theory, a
strongly-coupled CFT. Below, we give a roadmap of the topics and results that we focus
on in this review.

1.1. Roadmap of this review

When viewed as an expansion in gradients of hydrodynamic quantities (temperature,
fluid velocities), what limits the power and applicability of hydrodynamics is the radius of
convergence of this series expansion. While it is not possible in general to determine the
radius of convergence of a hydrodynamic gradient expansion for every microscopic theory
(particularly when it is strongly-coupled), it is possible for the SYM theory. Thanks to
the AdS/CFT correspondence, the spectrum of QNMs characterizing perturbations of
asymptotically AdS BHs is equivalent to that of the poles of retarded Green’s functions
in the dual CFT (SYM) [38], and this makes computing the radius of convergence of
SYM hydrodynamics feasible through the dual AdS gravity [39, 40, 41].

Besides shedding light on the reliability of the hydrodynamic gradient expansion, the
connection between the QNM spectrum, BH horizon dynamics, and Green’s functions in
the dual field theory has led to a wealth of striking discoveries. One surprising revelation
is the connection between late time hydrodynamic evolution of conserved quantities and
early time chaotic dynamics. First explored in [42], this relationship links the out-of-time-
order-correlators (OTOCs) used to characterize chaos in quantum many-body systems 2

and the hydrodynamics of energy-energy correlations [48, 49]. Particularly interesting is
the demonstration that the Lyapunov exponent and butterfly velocity—both measures
of operator growth—associated with quantum chaos in the SYM theory are robustly
related to the locations of a family of pole-skipping points in the energy response, which
are captured by additional infalling solutions of the linearized Einstein equations near
the event horizon [48, 49].

Novel ideas have sprung from the exploration of this remarkable correspondence be-
tween BH QNMs and the poles of retarded Green’s functions in the dual CFT, and many
of these facilitate a better understanding of strongly interacting rotating fluids. With the
advances in the understanding of the MP BH geometry [23, 24, 25] and its dual fluid de-
scription [50, 36], the research community was able to pursue and implement these ideas
which would have been very difficult (or even impossible) otherwise [29, 32, 33]. This
article is dedicated to reviewing the recent progress in the highly interconnected study
of strongly-coupled rotating plasma. We shall bring together results scattered through-
out the literature, we shall discuss them in a unified context under the framework of
holography, and we shall report findings obtained by us in the study of MP BHs that are
completely new.

After a quick overview in Sec. 2 of the importance of rotation in heavy-ion collision
experiments and modelling (hydrodynamics and holography), we discuss in detail in Sec. 3
the holographic framework used for studying strongly-coupled rotating plasma like the

1In D spatial dimensions, there are generically ⌈(D − 1)/2⌉ independent planes of rotation and thus
a corresponding number of angular momenta [37]. For five-dimensional MP BHs, D = 4, and there are
two angular momenta.

2The OTOCs are calculated using holography [43, 44] by considering gravitational shockwave colli-
sions [45, 46, 47] in the bulk of the dual gravity.
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QGP. We go into detail about the geometry of the MP BH (Secs. 3.1 and 3.2.1), we
exhibit the separability of the associated linearized Einstein equations (Sec. 3.2.2), which,
as we shall see, confers great computational power, and we clarify the general ansatz for
metric fluctuations (spin-2 fields) used in the past (Sec. 3.2.3). We close the section with
a discussion on the holographic interpretation of the MP BH geometry and the fluid
behavior of the dual CFT (Sec. 3.3). In particular, we discuss how to obtain the vacuum
expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor (Sec. 3.3.1), the relation between two
methods to compute conserved charges of the asymptotic geometry (Sec. 3.3.2), and
a sequence of coordinate transformations used to stereographically project the energy-
momentum tensor obtained in Sec. 3.3.1 to flat spacetime (Sec. 3.3.3).

Equipped with these technical tools, we turn to discuss the results in Sec. 4. There
are three major themes: QNMs displaying hydrodynamic and non-hydrodynamic behav-
ior, critical points providing the convergence radius of the hydrodynamic expansion, and
the pole-skipping phenomenon yielding information about the dynamics of many-body
quantum chaos in rotating fluids. After a short introduction explaining what are the
QNMs and their key features (Sec. 4.1), we begin by reviewing the hydrodynamic QNMs
obtained in [29] (Sec. 4.2.1). We then report results we obtained on non-hydrodynamic
modes from our study of the QNMs. We characterize these by their angular momen-
tum quantum numbers, and we organize them into three sectors, the tensor fluctuations
(Sec. 4.2.2), vector fluctuations (Sec. 4.2.3), and scalar fluctuations (Sec. 4.2.4). A com-
bined view of all three sectors is given by a cross spectrum comparison (Sec. 4.2.5). We
discuss the dependence on the horizon radius in our results, which provides a unique
way to determine when a transition into the hydrodynamic regime has occurred in the
dual fluids (Sec. 4.2.6). We discuss also how the QNMs can indicate BH instability. In
the large BH limit given by Eqs. (112) and (113), the MP BH is perturbatively stable
against all metric fluctuations [29]. But near extremality, they become unstable. This
is the so-called superradiant instability previously documented in [24, 26, 51, 52]. We
look into this instability for horizon radii on the order of the AdS radius (Sec. 4.2.7), and
we demonstrate that the BH becomes unstable for small values of the angular quantum
number of the fluctuation.

Having examined closely both previous and new results concerning the spectrum of
QNMs of the MP BH, we focus next on a set of special QNMs, the so-called critical points,
which determines the radius of convergence of the hydrodynamic expansion in the dual
field theory [32] (Sec. 4.3). We review first the progress made in [39, 40, 41] concerning
the interpretation of dispersion relations in terms of complex implicit functions and local
series expansions of these functions (Sec. 4.3.1). We then discuss how to locate the critical
points in the complex frequency plane as the dual fluid rotates (Sec. 4.3.2). This bears
crucial consequences for the hydrodynamic description as it would break down if the
critical points failed to remain at a finite distance from the origin in the complex plane.

Lastly, we turn our attention to another set of special QNMs, the so-called pole skip-
ping points, which indicate the existence of additional infalling solutions to the linearized
Einstein equations at the event horizon [33] (Sec. 4.4). Pole skipping points may sig-
nal a hydrodynamic origin for many-body quantum chaos, and we discuss how they can
be obtained from a simple analytic expression of the OTOC when derived for operator
configurations on interlocking Hopf circles (Sec. 4.4.1). In the large BH limit these ex-
pressions yield the Lyapunov exponent and butterfly velocity of the SYM rotating state
dual to the MP BH. Furthermore, we demonstrate that the dispersion relations obtained
from QNMs in this limit pass through exactly the pole-skipping points (Sec. 4.4.2).

5



We conclude in Sec. 5 with a summary of all the results, both old (Sec. 5.1) and new
(Sec. 5.2), and a discussion of the implications of our results (Sec. 5.3). We end with an
outlook on the still many open problems and interesting avenues left unexplored in this
work (Sec. 5.4).

In the appendices we provide supplementary details on the expressions derived, the
QNMs computed, and the methods employed. Appendix A contains the full form of the
energy-momentum tensor of the MP BH in general. Appendix B contains the data of the
six lowest QNMs in all three sectors of fluctuations for some reference values of rotational
parameters. Appendix C contains technical details on the numerical methods used to
compute QNMs. Appendix D contains details on the coordinate transformation to null
coordinates, including both Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates and Kruskal coordinates.
Appendix E contains conventions for dispersion relations and expected values of transport
coefficients and power law scaling. Appendix F contains details about the Wigner D
functions essential to our decomposition of metric fluctuations and their behavior in the
large BH limit.

Key results are summarized and highlighted in boxed paragraphs at the end of several
sections throughout this review.

1.2. Preview of a key result

A key result of our analysis here that we would like to emphasize from the outset is
the following:

Even though in the large BH limit hydrodynamic fluctuations at large temperatures
perceive the rotating holographic fluid (dual to the MP BH) as if it was a boosted
fluid, the rotating holographic fluid is not a boosted fluid.

Indeed, if one probes the background metric of a large rotating BH with only metric
fluctuations having small frequency and momentum compared to the horizon radius, then
these fluctuations effectively see a boosted black brane metric. 3 This can be explicitly
seen from the equations of motion obeyed by the metric fluctuations around the rotating
BH background metric, as we explain in Sec. 4. But, as we emphasize above, this should
not be taken to indicate that the hydrodynamic description of the rotating holographic
fluid studied here is trivial. In this article, we analyze to what degree the hydrodynamic
behavior of the holographic fluid persists to lower temperatures and, in particular, away
from the large BH limit that was the focus of [29]. We show that although the behavior is
hydrodynamic, transport coefficients deviate significantly from those of a boosted fluid,
see Sec. 4.2.6.

2. Rotation in heavy-ion collisions, hydrodynamics, and holography

In this section, we first outline how vorticity has become important in heavy-ion
collisions. We then briefly discuss how rotation is incorporated in hydrodynamics. Lastly,
we review how the description of rotation developed in the context of holography.

3We stress, however, that the background metric itself is not that of a boosted black brane.
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2.1. Rotation in heavy-ion collisions

The observation of global hyperon polarization in heavy-ion collisions at RHIC by the
STAR collaboration [1, 53] brought rotation and vorticity into the sharp focus in heavy-ion
research. In such non-central collisions between gold ions, the global angular momentum
axis and the spin axis of individual emitted Λ (and Λ̄) hyperons are found to be aligned [1].
This indicates that the hyperons were aligned with the orbital angular momentum of
the colliding nuclei through the coupling between spin and orbital angular momentum
(spin-orbit coupling). This bears important implications for the fluid generated in these
collisions [54, 55, 56, 57, 58], and the fluid is inferred to be highly vortical [2, 3, 10]. The
global hyperon polarization appears to decrease with collision energy, as indicated by the
RHIC data at

√
sNN = 7.7−200GeV [59, 1]; it also increases in more peripheral collisions,

and depends weakly on the hyperon’s transverse momentum and pseudorapidity [59].
This energy dependence is confirmed at the higher energies of

√
sNN = 2.76 and 5.02TeV

at the LHC, where the global hyperon polarization is found to be consistent with zero [60].
There is another polarization observable, namely the (local) longitudinal hyperon po-

larization, which is the polarization of hyperons in the longitudinal direction (i.e. along
the beam line), and it was first observed at

√
sNN = 200GeV at RHIC [61]. The vortic-

ity and the corresponding polarization exhibits a quadrupole structure in the transverse
plane. This nonzero longitudinal polarization was later measured at higher energies in
Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC by the ALICE Collaboration [60, 62], though the amplitude
of the polarization is smaller than for Au-Au collisions at the lower RHIC energies.

Intuitively, a global vorticity (or rotation) that leads to a global polarization can come
from having two ions, each carrying linear momentum, colliding at a nonzero impact pa-
rameter; the resulting nonzero angular momentum is then carried by the system along an
axis through its center of mass. In this case, one can consider a globally rotating, ther-
modynamic equilibrium state around which collective thermodynamic excitations can be
studied. Local longitudinal polarization and local vorticity are conceptually less intuitive.
Having local vorticity implies that each fluid element carries information encoding the
non-trivial vorticity at the its own location. Because of the spin-orbit coupling, this then
implies that each fluid element should also carry non-trivial information about the spin
degrees of freedom at the location of the fluid cell. The possible presence of strong local
and global vorticities in heavy-ion collisions thus provided a strong impetus to develop
a proper fluid dynamic descriptions of rotating fluids interacting with particles carrying
spin [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 63, 13, 14, 15, 16].

2.2. Rotation in hydrodynamics

Vorticity, rotation, and shear flow are interrelated in fluids, and they are all encoded
in the fluid velocity. One way to sort out these rotational phenomena systematically
is to consider the conserved angular momentum. One type of the angular momentum,
which is implicit in the standard formulation of hydrodynamics [64], is the orbital angular
momentum encoded in the energy-momentum tensor, T µν ; the other is the spin angular
momentum encoded by the spin current, Sµνρ. In the presence of spin-orbit coupling,
only the sum of both spin and orbital currents, Jµνρ, is a Noether current associated with
the conservation of the total angular momentum:

Jµνρ = xνT µρ − xρT µν − Sµνρ , (1)

where xµ is the spacetime coordinate. In the limit of negligible spin-orbit coupling, the
spin angular momentum can be treated as a locally conserved U(1)-charge associated

7



with a chemical potential, similar to an electric or baryon charge. While convenient, this
is however not possible in general. The interaction of spin-carrying particles with fluids
had not been considered in depth in the standard formulations of relativistic hydrody-
namics. It is only recently that significant effort has been put into establishing a proper
fluid dynamic description of relativistic rotating fluids interacting with particles carrying
spin [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 63, 13, 14, 15, 16].

A particularly simple case arises when we consider an element of a rigidly rotating
fluid in three spatial dimensions. Suppose the fluid element is located at r⃗ that is R
away from the axis of rotation, has an angular velocity ω⃗, and in the rotating frame has
a velocity v⃗. At non-relativistic velocities, we expect from Newtonian mechanics inertial
effects (fictitious forces) because the rest frame of this fluid element is an accelerated,
non-inertial reference frame. There are in general three possible non-inertial forces: the
centrifugal force FCen = −ω⃗ × (ω⃗ × r⃗), the Coriolis force FCor = −2ω⃗ × v⃗, and the
Euler force FEuler = − ˙⃗ω × r⃗. Suppose the angular velocity is constant and that the fluid
element is stationary in the rotating frame, then neither the Euler nor the Coriolis force
contribute, and we are left with just the centrifugal force whose magnitude is given by
|FCen| = ω2R = v2⊥/R. Then for R large enough, if the tangential velocity v⊥ is held
fixed (ω = v⊥/R is then small) the magnitude of the inertial effect can be made small
(|FCen| ≪ 1) and thus neglected. The fluid element is then indistinguishable from a
boosted fluid element if R (ω) is large (small) enough, and the hydrodynamic description
of boosted fluids recently developed in [65] and [66] comes into play. Note that such
boosted fluid description is in general valid only in a certain “large radius” limit (large R
above). In this review, we shall consider mostly rotating fluids away from this limit, and
we shall see that there are corrections to the boosted fluid behavior suppressed at large
temperatures (large BH horizon radius).

2.3. Rotation in holography

In holography, angular momentum (and thus rotation) can be introduced through
either the bulk geometry on the gravity side of the duality, or the boundary fluid on
the field theory side [19, 20]. By using holography, large rotating BH solutions can be
constructed from the rotating solutions of the dual fluids [67]. Applying the duality in the
other direction, fluid flows seen in heavy-ion collisions can also be modelled by rotating
BHs [36], and these are the MP BHs we focus on in this review. MP BHs have been the
gravity dual of choice for modelling the rotational properties of the QGP. To see how this
came about, it is useful to consider first their simpler counterparts in lower dimensions,
which we outline below.

2.3.1. Lower-dimensional black holes

The gravitational physics of rotating BHs offers unique challenges, not least the gen-
eral form of their solution is often complicated. It is often desirable, then, to consider
simple cases that retain the primary features of interest, and lower dimensional BH so-
lutions to the Einstein field equations have long been sought after for their potential to
simplify analysis.4 One such solution that is of great interest to the holography commu-

4As pointed out by Witten [68], (2+1)-dimensional gravity with (or without) a cosmological constant
is exactly soluble at both classical and quantum levels. This property is special to gravity in three
spacetime dimensions where it is topological; indeed, the (2+1)-dimensional Einstein-Hilbert action is
equivalent to a (topological) Chern-Simons gauge theory. Although this special character of the (2+1)-
dimensional gravity can be useful, it leads to some dimension-specific complications [68, 69].
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nity is the Bañados-Teitelboim-Zanelli (BTZ) BH in (2+1)-dimensions. It was originally
obtained in [70], and its most general form, as characterized by a set of “hairs” (mass,
charge and angular momentum), was extensively explored [71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77].

The BTZ BH is a solution to the field equations prescribed by the action 5

S2+1 =
1

16πG3

∫
d3x

√
−g (R− 2Λ) , (2)

where G3 is the three-dimensional Newton’s constant, and Λ = −1/l2 is the cosmological
constant with l the AdS3 radius. It is typically written in terms of the metric [71]

ds2 = −(N⊥)2dt2 + (N⊥)−2dr2 + r2
(
dϕ+Nϕdt

)2
, (3)

N⊥ =

(
−M +

r2

l2
+
J2

4r2

)1/2

, Nϕ = − J

2r2
, (|J | ≤Ml) . (4)

This metric is an axially symmetric, stationary solution to the Einstein equations with
Killing vectors ∂t and ∂ϕ. It is characterized by the ADM mass (M) and angular mo-
mentum (J). The BTZ BH retains many of the salient features of its higher dimensional
counterparts. For example, it has both an outer and inner event horizon

r2± =
Ml2

2

1±

√
1−

(
J

Ml

)2
 , (5)

it has an ergo sphere
rerg =M1/2l , (6)

determined by the vanishing of gtt and it has a Hawking temperature determined by the
surface gravity of the Killing horizon at r+ (which agrees with the periodicity of the
Euclidean time circle)

κr+ =

(
−1

2
∇aχb∇aχb

)1/2

=
r2+ − r2−
r+l2

= 2πT . (7)

These features make the BTZ BH an excellent proxy for investigating BH physics with-
out having to deal with the extra computational complications associated with higher
dimensional BHs.

The BTZ BH has also played a very important role in the development of the AdS/CFT
correspondence. Examples of this include the identification of the asymptotic symmetry
algebra [78] and matching of entropy [79], detailed calculation of two point functions
of single trace scalar operators and various other probes of AdS/CFT [80, 81, 82], and
conjectures on the operator growth and scrambling in quantum chaos [43, 83, 44]. We
remark here that while widely used to understanding AdS/CFT in the (2+1)-dimensional
setting, it is mostly the J = 0 case of the general BTZ solution given in Eq. (3) that
was discussed, though lately the J ̸= 0 case has received more attention from works such
as [84, 85] examining the universal bound on quantum chaos in rotating systems.

So far, we have focused on the rotating BH solution in three-dimensional gravity, the
BTZ BH. In four-dimensional gravity, the corresponding rotating BH solution is known

5Here only the uncharged BTZ solution is considered.
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as the Kerr BH [19]. It is an object very much more complicated than the BTZ BH, and
a detailed account of its idiosyncrasies and the large body of work analyzing it is a huge
subject which we will not enter into here [86]. We shall remark only that the Kerr(-AdS)
BH has played a key role in the development of the holographic correspondence between
AdS BHs and rotating states as pioneered in [19, 20], and this laid the foundation for
generalization to higher (five) dimensions more appropriate for the study of real-life,
rotating and strongly interacting plasma.

2.3.2. Five-dimensional black holes

Although lower-dimensional BHs may share many characteristics with their higher-
dimensional counterparts, certain features are present only at higher dimensions. For
example, angular momentum is a pseudo-vector only in three spatial dimensions (D = 3).
Note that for D > 3, rotating AdS BHs with spherical horizon symmetry are allowed in
general [37] 6, while non-spherical topologies are allowed for axially symmetric BHs [87,
88, 89].

After the the first proposal of a dual gravity description of rotating states in a CFT
was put forward in [19], an enormous body of literature has emerged devoted to the study
of higher dimensional generalizations of the originally used Kerr BH solution [90]. What
appears most interesting and relevant for the study of the QGP is the five-dimensional
MP BH. As the QGP lives in (3+1)-dimensions, it is natural that the candidate gravity
dual to model it holographically should have one more (spatial) dimension. It may be the
case that in some simplifying regimes the QGP could be regarded as lower-dimensional
and thereby be modelled by a simpler lower-dimensional gravity dual, but the ability to
generalize back to the full system is by no means guaranteed. For instance, transport
effects in lower dimensions may have no (3+1)-dimensional counterparts, such as the Hall
viscosity (in the absence of external fields) [91, 92, 93, 35], or they could be altogether
different, see for example [92, 35].

In five dimensions, rotating BHs with AdS asymptotics and spherical horizons are of
the MP type. We require the former so that holography can work, and we want the latter
because the gravity dual of the rotating state is then thermodynamically most favorable.
There has been significant progress in our technical ability to work with MP BHs in the
past fifteen years, and this has provided us with a great resource, in conjunction with
holography, to gain new insights into relativistic rotating and strongly interacting fluids
with MP BHs. As we shall see, the technical advancements of great importance are the
demonstration of separability of linearized Einstein equations [23, 24, 25] (Sec. 3.2), the
understanding of relativistic fluids on spheres in [50] and its interpretation as a model of
vortical plasma [36] 7 (Sec. 3.3), and further development of solutions to linearized metric
equations of motion [29] (Sec. 4.2.1).

3. The five-dimensional holographic setup

In this section we describe the holographic framework we work in, the background
metric we focus on, and the separability of the equations of motion for the metric fluc-

6They are, however, susceptible to linear instabilities known as the superradiant instabilities [24].
7Note that rotating BHs have been suggested before to model aspects of rotation and vorticity in

QGP. This was made in the rotation/magnetism analogy put forward in [94, 95, 96], and in modelling
gluodynamics and the deconfinement phase transition in a boosted fluid approximation [97].
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tuations around the background metric. Our discussion of the separability of the field
equations follows closely the original work [23].

3.1. Rotating background metric and black hole thermodynamics

We are interested in the metric fluctuations around stationary (4+1)-dimensional,
asymptotically AdS metrics 8, which are solutions to the equations of motion obtained
from the Einstein-Hilbert action

SEH =
1

16πG5

∫
d5x

√
−g (R− 2Λ) + Sct . (9)

Here, Λ = −6/ℓ2 denotes the cosmological constant given in terms of the AdS radius, G5

is the five-dimensional Newton’s constant, and Sct is the counterterm action containing
the Gibbons-Hawking-York boundary term required for a well-defined variation and other
counterterms required to render the boundary action finite. Variation of SEH leads to
the standard source free Einstein equations with cosmological constant

Rµν −
1

2
(R− 2Λ)gµν = 0 . (10)

Given our focus on the finite temperature rotating states of the dual field theory, we
are interested in the most general rotating BH solution with boundary topology R× S3

8Whether a spacetime can be called asymptotically AdS is a rather subtle issue that was carefully
examined in [98]. Here, we briefly recapitulate the salient points. Given a conformally compact manifold
M that solves the Einstein equations, the metric near the boundary can always be brought to the form

ds2 =
dz2

z2
+

1

z2
gij(x, z)dx

idxj , g(x, z) = g(0) + zg(1) + · · · zdg(d) + h(d)z
d log z2 + · · · . (8)

With this expansion we can distinguish between three types of AdS spacetimes (in d+1 dimensions):

• AdSd+1: A maximally symmetric solution to the Einstein equations that is conformally flat,
and has a conformal boundary with topology R × Sd−1. Expanding the metric as in Eq. (8) it
terminates at order zd, and g(0) can be chosen to be the standard metric on R× Sd−1.

• Asymptotically AdSd+1: These solutions also have a conformally flat representative g(0), and all

coefficients up to order zd are the same as AdSd+1 but g(d) differs. There are no logarithms in
either of the above cases.

• Asymptotically Locally AdSd+1: These solutions can have an arbitrary conformal structure, a
general g(d), the logarithms in general do not vanish, and there is no a priori restriction on the
topology of the conformal boundary.

The techniques developed in [98] were necessary to end the confusion regarding the variational procedure
and the correct definition of charges for MP BH spacetimes. A succinct summary of the many issues up
leading to this work is efficiently recounted in [21].
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to the Einstein equations.9 The solution is given by the following metric [19, 20]

ds2 =
(1 + r2H/ℓ

2)

ρ2r2H

(
a b dtH − b (a2 + r2H) sin

2(θH)

Ξa
dϕH − a (b2 + r2H) cos

2(θH)

Ξb
dψH

)2

− ∆r

ρ2

(
dtH − a sin2(θH)

Ξa
dϕH − b cos2(θH)

Ξb
dψH

)2

+
ρ2

∆θ

dθ2H +
ρ2

∆r

dr2H

+
∆θ sin

2(θH)

ρ2

(
a dtH − a2 + r2H

Ξa
dϕH

)2

+
∆θ cos

2(θH)

ρ2

(
b dtH − b2 + r2H

Ξb
dψH

)2

,

(11)

with coordinates (rH , tH , θH , ϕH , ψH) residing in ranges

−∞ < tH <∞ , (12a)

0 ≤ rH <∞ , (12b)

0 ≤ θH ≤ π/2 , (12c)

0 ≤ ϕH < 2π , (12d)

0 ≤ ψH < 2π , (12e)

and we define

∆r =
1

r2H
(r2H + a2)(r2H + b2)

(
r2H
ℓ2

+ 1

)
− 2M , (13)

∆θ = 1− a2

ℓ2
cos(θH)

2 − b2

ℓ2
sin(θH)

2 , (14)

ρ2 = r2H + a2 cos(θH)
2 + b2 sin(θH)

2 , (15)

Ξa = 1− a2

ℓ2
, Ξb = 1− b2

ℓ2
. (16)

Although originally discovered in [19], this solution is referred to as the Myers-Perry
BH due to the pioneering work of Malcolm Perry and Robert Myers to extend Kerr BHs to
higher dimensions [18].10 The solution features two rotational parameters, (a, b), related
to the two angular momenta, (Jϕ, Jψ). This can be anticipated from the fact that in (4+1)-
dimensions the rotation group is SO(4) whose double cover is SU(2)×SU(2); irreducible
representations of the rotation group are thus labeled by two parameters. It is however
important to note that the full SO(4) is not present in the solution, Eq. (11), which is
only invariant under time translations and the two U(1) transformations associated with
independent rotations in (ϕH , ψH).

The two angular momenta, (Jϕ, Jψ), are given by [98]

Jϕ =
4π2M

κ2Ξ2
aΞb

a , Jψ =
4π2M

κ2ΞaΞ2
b

b , (17)

9For higher dimensional BHs we note that other topologies are possible besides R1,1 × S3, e.g. black
saturns [99] and black rings [88]. We do not consider these more exotic topologies here.

10It should be noted that their generalized Kerr solutions were computed without a cosmological
constant. The generalization of the Kerr solution in (3+1)-dimensions to include AdS-dS boundary
conditions was found by Carter [17] and subsequently generalized to all higher dimensions by Gibbons,
Lu, Page and Pope [22].
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where κ2 = 8πG5. Associated with (Jϕ, Jψ) are the two angular velocities, (Ωa,Ωb), which
are non-vanishing throughout the entire spacetime.11 In particular, at the horizon and
the conformal infinity, i.e. the AdS boundary, they taken on values

Ωa|hor =
a− a3/ℓ2

a2 + r+2
H

, Ωb|hor =
b− b3/ℓ2

b2 + r+2
H

, (18a)

Ωa|bdy = −a/ℓ2 , Ωb|bdy = −b/ℓ2 , (18b)

where r+H denotes the radius of the outer horizon defined as the largest real root of the

equation ∆r = 0. Defining the relative angular velocities, (Ω̃a, Ω̃b), by the respective
differences [98]:

Ω̃a = Ωa|hor − Ωa|bdy =
(1 + r+2

H /ℓ2)

(a2 + r+2
H )

a , (19a)

Ω̃b = Ωb|hor − Ωb|bdy =
(1 + r+2

H /ℓ2)

(b2 + r+2
H )

b , (19b)

we have the quantities thermodynamically conjugate to (Jϕ, Jψ).
As the metric is independent of the coordinates (t, ϕ, ψ), (∂t, ∂ϕ, ∂ψ) are Killing vectors.

The combination ∂t +Ωa ∂ϕ +Ωb ∂ψ is tangent to the null generators of the horizon from
which one can obtain the Hawking temperature of the horizon (and thus the temperature
of the dual field theory) from the surface gravity of the horizon:

T =
r+4
H (a2/ℓ2 + b2/ℓ2 + 1)− a2b2 + 2r+6

H /ℓ2

2πr+H
(
a2 + r+2

H

) (
b2 + r+2

H

) . (20)

One can notice that there exist extremal solutions for which the temperature vanishes,
an explicit relation between the horizon radius and the rotational parameters where this
occurs will be given in Sec.3.2.

The first law of BH thermodynamics and the definition of conserved holographic
charges can be found in [98] along with the analysis for MP BHs in (4+1)-dimensions.
The entropy which appears in this first law is given by the Bekenstein-Hawking formula
S = A/(4G5), where A is area of the event horizon (as given by the integral over the
square root of the spatial determinant of the metric evaluated at the event horizon):

A =
2π2

(
a2 + r+2

H

) (
b2 + r+2

H

)
ΞaΞbr

+
H

. (21)

As usual, the entropy density is obtained from the entropy by dividing out the volume.
The relevant volume here is the spatial volume of the boundary metric, Vbdy = 2π2ℓ3, and
thus the entropy density of the dual field theory is

s =
S

Vbdy
=
A/(4G5)

Vbdy
=

ℓ
(
a2 + r+2

H

) (
b2 + r+2

H

)
4G5 r

+
H(ℓ

2 − a2)(ℓ2 − b2)
. (22)

11See for instance [100] for an argument about how to obtain the angular velocity by the consideration
of a stationary, or “locally non-rotating” observer.
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3.2. Linearized metric fluctuation equations and separability

As stated in the introduction, our goal is to provide an overview of the recent progress
in the analysis of the field equations in (4+1)-dimensional MP BH. To that end we
consider perturbations of the metric in Eq. (11) as was done in [23, 24, 29, 32, 33]:

gpµνdx
µdxν =

(
gµν + ϵ hµν +O(ϵ2)

)
dxµdxν , (23)

where g is the metric satisfying the Einstein equations (at order ϵ0). Expanding the
Einstein equations to leading order in ϵ, the perturbation hµν , is required to satisfy [100]

−1

2
∇µ∇νh− 1

2
∇λ∇λhµν +∇λ∇(µhν)λ =

2Λ

D − 2
hµν , (24)

where h = h µ
µ = hνµg

µν , and the covariant derivatives in Eq. (24) are constructed
entirely from the background metric gµν . Although the metric in Eq. (11) may not be
the most complicated solution to the Einstein equations, it is not immediately clear if or
when linearized field equations in this geometry are separable. It is typically the case that
separability is intimately tied to symmetry, for instance the field equations in a highly
symmetric Schwarzschild geometry may be easily separated by considering an expansion
in spherical harmonics. Furthermore, for a clever choice of field variables, fields carrying
a spin under the little group may be decoupled into invariant sectors. While this may
be expected in highly symmetric spacetimes, it is obviously not guaranteed in general.
For the (4+1)-dimensional MP BH we consider, separability of the field equations of a
propagating spin-2 field was demonstrated in [23] for the case of equal angular momenta.12

We will follow this technique of decomposition of the field equations in what follows.

3.2.1. Equal angular momenta Myers Perry black hole

The metric in Eq. (11) simplifies in two special cases:

(i) Jϕ = Jψ (a = b) , (ii) Jψ = 0 (b = 0) ; (25)

note the equivalent definition, due to Eq. (17), in terms of the rotational parameters a
and b. We shall refer to (i) as the equal angular momenta case 13, and (ii) the singly
spinning case. The singly spinning case may be thought of as a more direct analogy to the
(3+1)-dimensional Kerr solution, but it is also much more complicated compared to the
case where the two angular momenta are equal. Consider the metric given in Eq. (11),
and in particular the quantities ∆θ and ρ. The θH dependence goes away when a = b
but not when only b = 0, and this leads to great simplification in the equal momentum
case that does not happen in the singly spinning case. For instance, the angular velocity

12Separability of the field equations for dimensions larger than six was demonstrated in [101] for equal
angular momenta.

13Note that this has been referred to as the simply spinning case by some of us in the past. We shall not
use that terminology here as it may be misleading. As we discuss at the end of this subsection, we work
with coordinates related to the Hopf fibration with all angular velocities placed onto the interlocking S1

fibers of the base S2; topologically, the rotation described involves synchronization of the S1 fibers which
may not be “simple” at all.
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associated with a zero momentum observer 14 in the two special cases are given by

(i) Ωa = Ωb =
a(ℓ2 − a2)(a4 + 2a2r2H − 2Mℓ2 + r4H)

ℓ2
[
a6 − r4Hℓ

2 − a4(ℓ2 − 2r2H) + a2(r4H − 2r2Hℓ
2 − 2Mℓ2)

] , (26)

(ii) Ωa =
a(ℓ2 − a2)

[
a2(a2 + r2H) cos

2(θH) + a2r2H − 2Mℓ2 + r4H
]

ℓ2Da

, Ωb = 0 , (27)

where

Da = a2(a2 + r2H)
2 cos2(θH)− ℓ2(a2 + r2H)

2

+ a2
[
a2(r2H + ℓ2) + r4H + r2Hℓ

2 − 2Mℓ2
]
sin2(θH) . (28)

Again, in the equal momentum case the angular velocity is independent of the angular
coordinate θH , and this independence is at the heart of what allows for a great simplifi-
cation in the fluctuation equations (as a result of a symmetry enhancement as we shall
see later). Going forward, we shall focus on the equal momentum case.

After setting a = b, consider the following coordinate transformation:

θH =
θ

2
, ϕH =

1

2

(
2a

ℓ2
t+ ψ − ϕ

)
, ψH =

1

2

(
2a

ℓ2
t+ ψ + ϕ

)
, (29a)

tH = −t , rH =

√
r2 − a2 (r2 + ℓ2)

ℓ2
, M = µ

(
1− a2ℓ−2

)3
, (29b)

where we have defined the effective mass parameter µ. Note that, importantly, the
coordinate ranges are now given by

−∞ < t <∞ , (30a)

0 ≤ r <∞ , (30b)

0 ≤ θ ≤ π , (30c)

0 ≤ ϕ < 2π , (30d)

0 ≤ ψ < 4π . (30e)

Under the transformation of Eq. (29) the metric is brought to the form first described
in [23, 24]

ds2 =
dr2

G(r)
− dt2

(
r2

ℓ2
+ 1

)
+

1

4
r2
(
(σ1)2 + (σ2)2 + (σ3)2

)
+

2µ
(
aσ3

2
+ dt

)2
r2

, (31)

with the blackening factor given by

G(r) = −2µ (1− a2/ℓ2)

r2
+

2a2µ

r4
+
r2

ℓ2
+ 1 , (32)

and we have introduced the one-forms σa, a = 1, 2, 3, defined by

σ1 = dϕ sin(θ) cos(ψ)− dθ sin(ψ) ,

σ2 = dθ cos(ψ) + dϕ sin(θ) sin(ψ) ,

σ3 = dψ + dϕ cos(θ) . (33)

14Note this is how Eq. 18 was obtained.
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The location of the (outer) event horizon in this set of coordinates corresponds to the
largest positive real root of the polynomial equation G(r+) = 0. Expanding this equation
one can define a relation between the horizon radius r+ and the effective mass µ:

µ =
r4+
(
ℓ2 + r2+

)
2ℓ2r2+ − 2a2 (ℓ2 + r2+)

. (34)

In terms of the redefined parameters and coordinates 15 the Hawking temperature, in
particular, is given by

T =
r2+ℓ

2
(
2r2+ + ℓ2

)
− 2a2

(
r2+ + ℓ2

)2
2πr2+ℓ

3
√
r2+ℓ

2 − a2 (r2+ + ℓ2)
, (35)

and the entropy density of the dual field theory has the expression

s =
r4+

4G5ℓ2
√
r2+ℓ

2 − a2 (r2+ + ℓ2)
. (36)

The extremal value of the rotational parameter, aext, at which the temperature vanishes
is given by

aext = ±
r2+

1 + r2+/ℓ
2

√
1

2r2+
+

1

ℓ2
. (37)

For a = b, the two angular momenta as well as the associated angular velocities
coincide, i.e., Ja = Jb = J and Ωa = Ωb = Ω. The Smaar relation of the equal momentum
BH now contains identical factors related to the contribution from the rotation, namely∑

i JiΩ̃i = 2JΩ̃, where Ω̃ is the thermodynamically relevant angular velocity. Note
that the coordinate transformation given in Eq. (29) does two things to the angular
coordinates: first is a shift to co-rotating coordinates at the conformal boundary, second
is a mixing of the angular coordinates that leads to the linking circles of the Hopf fibration.
Indeed, if we repeat the calculation of the angular velocity associated with the new Killing
vectors (∂ϕ, ∂ψ) at the horizon and the AdS boundary, they taken on values

Ωϕ|hor = 0 , Ωψ|hor = −2a

(
1

ℓ2
+

1

r2+

)
, (38a)

Ωϕ|bdy = 0 , Ωψ|bdy = 0 . (38b)

Likewise the relative angular velocities 16, (Ω̃ϕ, Ω̃ψ), given by the respective differences
becomes [98]

Ω̃ϕ = Ωϕ|hor − Ωϕ|bdy = 0 , (39a)

Ω̃ψ = Ωψ|hor − Ωψ|bdy = −2a

(
1

ℓ2
+

1

r2+

)
. (39b)

Clearly, while ∂ϕ remains a Killing vector, there is no longer any motion in this direction.
Instead, in this new set of coordinates where ψ denotes the position along the S1 fiber,

15The thermodynamic data displayed in previous sections are in the Boyer-Lindquist coordinate system
used in [19, 20].

16Notice that thermodynamic value of the angular velocity is identical to the horizon value.
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all spacetime motion can be thought of as being along the fiber coordinates (which varies
as a function of the holographic coordinate, r). Therefore, the spacetime motion in these
coordinates is characterized by synchronously moving S1 Hopf links. Given that there is
only motion along ψ, we will relabel Ω̃ψ as Ω̃′.

The angular momentum thermodynamically conjugate to Ω̃′ can be found simply by
substituting µ for M and identifying a = b in Eq. 17. Recall that under time reversal
J → −J , the resulting expression is thus

J ′ = −4aπ2µ

κ2
. (40)

As expected, it is easy to check that we have not physically changed the system and the
Smaar relations agree:

∑
i JiΩ̃i = 2JΩ̃ = J ′Ω̃′.

3.2.2. Symmetries and separable field equations

With the thermodynamic information associated with the metric in these new coor-
dinates recounted, we now turn to the symmetries of the metric. We begin our discussion
with the form basis σa introduced in Eq. (33). These forms are the left-invariant 1-forms
of the group SU(2).17 Dual to the left-invariant 1-forms are the left-invariant vector fields
σa (which can be expanded in a basis Ea of the tangent space): 18

σ1 = − sinψ ∂θ +
cosψ

sin θ
∂ϕ − cos θ sinϕ ∂ψ ,

σ2 = cosψ ∂θ +
sinψ

sin θ
∂ϕ − cot θ sinψ ∂ψ ,

σ3 = ∂ψ . (41)

Expanding in the coordinate basis spanned by Y = (θ, ϕ, ψ), the components of the left-
invariant 1-forms are given by σa = σai dY

i, while that of the left-invariant vector fields are
given by σa = σia∂i, and by definition σai σ

i
b = δab . Likewise, one can write down the right-

invariant 1-forms and their dual right-invariant vector fields. While the right-invariant
1-forms are not used here, the right-invariant vector fields are used in what follows, they

17We recall here some basic results of the theory of Lie groups and their algebras (see for instance [102]
or the classic text [103]; also [104] covers explicitly the SU(2) case of interest here). Let Ea (Ea) be a
basis of the cotangent (tangent) space at the unit element of a group G, the left invariant 1-forms on G
are generated by Ea. Given a parameterization of a generic element of the group, A, the left-invariant
1-forms (also known as the Maurer-Cartan form) can be found from A−1dA = σaEa; the right-invariant
1-forms, ξa, are likewise given by dAA−1 = ξaEa. In the case of SU(2), the standard basis of the algebra
su(2) that we work in is given by Ea = − 1

2 iτa, where τa are the Pauli matrices. Parameterize A ∈ SU(2)
as

A =

(
z −w∗

w z∗

)
, z = cos(θ/2)e−i(ψ+ϕ) , w = sin(θ/2)e−i(ψ−ϕ) ,

where (θ, ψ, ϕ) range as in Eq. (30), one would get σ1 = −dϕ sin(θ) cos(ψ) + dθ sin(ψ) in the standard
basis, and the same for σ1 but with a corresponding opposite sign. Since a constant multiple of a left-
invariant field is still a left invariant field and σ1 only appears in the metric as (σ1)2, we redefine these
as displayed in the text.

18Note that Refs. [23, 24, 25, 29, 32, 33] make the non-standard choice of labelling the vector fields
dual to σa with a different symbol, e, rather than σa with the index lowered. In order to clear the
notational mine-field surrounding the discussion of separability in MP BHs, we change to the standard
notation in this work.
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are given by 19

ξ1 = cosϕ ∂θ +
sinϕ

sin θ
∂ψ − cot θ sinϕ ∂ϕ ,

ξ2 = − sinϕ ∂θ +
cosϕ

sin θ
∂ψ − cot θ cosϕ ∂ϕ ,

ξ3 = ∂ϕ . (42)

Naturally the left-invariant 1-forms are invariant under the action of a right translation
generated by the curve ξa which can be written as the Lie derivative of σb along ξa, i.e.
Lξaσb = 0. Furthermore since these do not involve the temporal or radial coordinates
it is then easy to see this can be extend to the whole metric Lξagµν = 0 and hence the
ξa constitute a set of Killing vectors generating an SU(2) symmetry of the spacetime.
Furthermore, since the metric contains no explicit time dependence there exists a time
translation symmetry generated by ∂t. And, finally, while not obvious in the form notation
it can be shown that

Lσ3σ1 = −σ2 , Lσ3σ2 = σ1 , Lσ3σ3 = 0 , (43)

and therefore σ3 = ∂ψ generates an additional U(1). Hence the full isometry group of the
equal angular momenta MP BH metric given in Eq. (31) is Rt× (SU(2)×U(1))/Z2 [24],
generated by (ξa, σ3, ∂t). Given this set of isometries the separability of the field equations
can be demonstrated, as in [23], by considering irreducible representations of SU(2) ×
U(1).

Defining the differential operators Wa = iσa and La = iξa one can check that the
following commutation relations are satisfied:

[La, La] = iϵabcLc [Wa,Wb] = −iϵabcWc [Wa, Lb] = 0 (44)

and the symmetry group of interest, SU(2)×U(1), is generated by La andW3. In addition,
one can show that the left- and right-invariant operators share the same quadratic Casimir
LaLa = WaWa = L2. As a result L2, L3, and W3, are compatible (mutually commuting
operators) which can be simultaneously diagonalized. The eigenfunctions associated with
this set of compatible operators are the Wigner-D functions, DJ

KM [23] which obey the
following operator equations

L2DJ
KM = J (J + 1)DJ

KM , (45)

L3D
J
KM = MDJ

KM , (46)

W3D
J
KM = KDJ

KM . (47)

The Wigner-D functions, expanded in coordinate basis DJ
MK(ψ, ϕ, θ), for different J are

mutually orthogonal when integrated over the volume of SU(2), defined in Eq. (30)∫ 4π

0

dψ

∫ π

0

dθ sin(θ)

∫ 2π

0

dϕDJ2∗
K2M2

(ψ, ϕ, θ)DJ1
K1M1

(ψ, ϕ, θ) =
16π2

2J1 + 1
δJ1J2δM1M2δK1K2

(48)

19Naively computing the right-invariant forms and vector fields as described in the previous footnote,
one would find that ξ1 and ξ2 are interchanged along with the 1-forms ξ1 and ξ2. We rearrange them as
displayed in the text.
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and form a complete set of eigenfunctions

1

sin(θ1)
δ(ψ̃ − ψ̃1)δ(ϕ− ϕ1)δ(θ − θ1)

=
∞∑

J=0,1/2,1,...

J∑
K=−J

J∑
M=−J

2J + 1

16π2
DJ

KM(ψ̃, ϕ, θ)DJ∗
KM(ψ̃1, ϕ1, θ1) . (49)

on S3 (see for instance [105]).
These commutation relations, Eq. (44), and eigenvalue equations, Eq. (45), are im-

mediately familiar since the Wigner-D functions are precisely the matrix elements of the
rotation operator D(R) of ordinary, non-relativistic quantum mechanics [106]

DJ
KM = ⟨JK| e(

−iJ·n̂ϕ
ℏ ) |JM⟩ . (50)

For this reason, we refer to J as the total angular momentum. Also, familiar from
ordinary quantum mechanics is the ability to raise and lower the eigenvalue of L3 and
W3 by the action of ladder operators which, for the eigenvalue of W3, can be defined as
W± := W1 ± iW2. Using (45), we can express the action of W± and W3 on DJ

KM as

W+D
J
KM = i

√
(J +K)(J −K + 1)DJ

K−1 M (51)

W−D
J
KM = −i

√
(J −K)(J +K + 1)DJ

K+1 M (52)

W3D
J
KM = KDJ

KM (53)

These ladder operators take a particularly useful form when rewritten in terms of the
partial derivatives 20, ∂± = σ±

a∂a and ∂3 = σ3
a∂a

∂+D
J
KM =

√
(J +K)(J −K + 1)DJ

K−1 M (54)

∂−D
J
KM = −

√
(J −K)(J +K + 1)DJ

K+1 M (55)

∂3D
J
KM = −iKDJ

KM . (56)

Finally, given that our goal is to use the expressions detailed above to separate the
equations of motion of the metric fluctuations it will be advantageous to rephrase the
metric in terms of the ± basis where σ± = 1

2
(σ1 ∓ iσ2) and σ± = σ1 ± iσ2. In this basis,

the metric in Eq. (31) now takes the form

ds2 =−
(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)
dt2 +

dr2

G(r)
+
r2

4

(
4σ+σ− + (σ3)2

)
+

2µ

r2

(
dt+

a

2
σ3
)2

. (57)

3.2.3. General ansatz for spin-2 fields

We are now in the position to describe the general ansatz for the fluctuations. As
originally discussed in [23] the choice of ansatz is facilitated by two parts, a decomposi-
tion of coordinate dependence of hµν in terms of a suitable basis of eigenfunctions and
a compensating choice of frame/basis, i.e. a decomposition of the fluctuation in the in-
variant basis hµν = hijσ

i
µσ

j
ν . Here we have introduced σa as an extension of the frame

20Note again here a = 1, 2, 3 and ∂a = ∂/∂Y a where as before Y a is the angular set of coordinates
Y a = (θ, ϕ, ψ)
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basis 21 defined in Eq. (33) with σi = (dt, σ+, σ−, σ3, dr). However when constructing the
decomposition it is important to note that σb are charged under the operator W3,

LW3σ
± = ±σ± , LW3σ

3 = 0 . (58)

Hence in constructing the ansatz it is important to compensate for the additional charge
of the basis under W3. This can be written succinctly by introducing the function Q,
defined as

Q(σi) =


0, i = r, t, 3

1, i = +

−1, i = −
. (59)

This auxiliary function Q gives the charge of the form basis under the operatorW3. With
it, we write the ansatz for the fluctuations as

hµν =

∫
dωe−iωt

∑
J=0

J∑
M=−J

J+2∑
K′=−(J+2)

hij(r, ω,J ,M,K′)σiµσ
j
νD

J
K′−Q(σi)−Q(σj)M (60)

One can choose a particular mode since the modes of different (J ,K′) decouple.
Note, we choose to work in the radial gauge hrµ = 0, in order to find solutions to (24)

in what follows.

3.3. Rigidly rotating fluids and large Myers-Perry black holes

Having detailed the geometry and its thermodynamic data as well as fluctuations
around this geometry, it will be useful for interpreting results later to now examine
more closely the CFT state dual to the MP BH. To this end, we examine the one-point
function of the energy-momentum tensor, and we look at, in particular, the behavior
of its timelike eigenvector which corresponds to the fluid velocity. Since the boundary
theory is topologically R×S3, we have two options: either study the fluid velocity in this
given geometry, or make contact with a flat spacetime via stereographic projection. The
stereographic projection will be of great use to us later as we interpret our results in the
context of a CFT in flat spacetime. Our discussion in this section will largely follow that
of [98, 36, 32].

3.3.1. Vacuum expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor

There are different ways to construct the one-point function of the energy-momentum
tensor. Our focus is primarily on the standard method introduced in [107], which was
used in [98] to construct the energy-momentum tensor associated with the MP BH.22 We
discuss also the other method of constructing conserved charges at the boundary of the
AdS geometry (in the next subsection). It is an important technical tool, and has crucial
connections with the MP BH literature that should never be overlooked.

In the standard method, the essential step is to put the most general rotating BH
metric described in Eq. (11) into Fefferman-Graham coordinates, which has the general

21In these expressions Latin symbols near the beginning of the alphabet, a, b, c take values 1, 2, 3 over
the angular coordinates, Latin symbols near the middle of the alphabet i, j, k take the values t, 1, 2, 3, r.

22The counterterm subtraction method was first used to compute the energy-momentum tensor for the
Kerr-AdS BH and MP solution with a = b in [108], while the general case was first considered in [109].
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form

ds2 = gFGµν dxµdxν = ℓ2
(
dρ2FG
4ρ2FG

+
1

ρFG
gijdx

idxj
)
, (61)

gij = g
(0)
ij + · · · ρd/2FGg

(d)
ij + h

(d)
ij ρ

d/2
FG log ρGF , (62)

where i runs over the field theory directions 23. As written, the metric in Eq. (11) is not
of this form: the obstruction being the θH-dependence of grHrH . The goal, then, is to find
a coordinate transformation such that we arrive in the end with gFGρFGρFG

= 1/ρ2FG and
gFGρFGθ

= gFGθρFG
= 0.24 A technical issue here is that the required coordinate transformation

unfortunately does not have a closed form; to get at it, we have to do a near-boundary
expansion and find it order by order.

The simplest way to achieve our goal is to do it in steps. First we would obtain a
set of coordinates (r′, θFG) such that gr′r′ has no dependence on θFG and gr′θFG

= 0 (to
sufficiently high order). This can be done through the ansatz

rH = r′
[
1 + q(r′, θFG)

]
, θH = θFG + e(r′, θFG) . (63)

Here q(r′, θFG) and e(r
′, θFG) are regular functions near the AdS boundary such that r′

and rH approach infinity at the same rate while θFG remains a constant. Expanding
the metric in Eq. (11) near the boundary (r′ → ∞) and performing the coordinate
transformation order-by-order in r′ gives

rH = r′ +
a2 cos2(θFG) + b2 sin2(θFG)

4r′

−
(a2 − b2)

[
(a2 − b2) cos(4θFG) + 2 cos(2θFG)(a

2 + b2 − ℓ2)
]

64r′ 3
+O

(
r′−5

)
(64)

θH = θFG +
(a2 − b2) sin(2θFG)

[
(a2 − b2) cos(2θFG) + a2 + b2 − 2ℓ2

]
32r′ 4

,

− (a2 − b2) sin(2θFG)

128r′ 6

{[
(a2 − b2) cos(2θFG) + a2 + b2 − 2ℓ2

]
×[

3(a2 − b2) cos(2θFG) + 5a2 + 5b2 + 2ℓ2
]}

+O
(
r′−8

)
. (65)

The metric in this set of coordinates is not particularly illuminating. It is displayed in
full in [98], and one can check that dgr′r′/dθFG = O(r′−7) and gr′θFG

= O(r′−7).
As gr′r′ is not yet of the form gr′r′ = 1/r′2, the next step is doing another coordinate

transformation, r′ → rFG, such that gFGrFGrFG
= ℓ2/r2FG. This can be accomplished with

the ansatz
r′ = rFG

[
1 + p(rFG)

]
. (66)

As before, expanding with rFG → ∞ and performing the coordinate transformation
order-by-order we get

r′ = rFG − a2 + b2 + ℓ2

4rFG
− a4 + 6a2b2 + b4 + 6ℓ2 (a2 + b2)− 16Mℓ2

64r3FG
+O

(
r−5
FG

)
. (67)

23Fr the five-dimensional MP BH, xi = (tFG, θFG, ϕFG, ψFG).
24The temporal and the rest of the angular coordinates remain the same in the Fefferman-Graham

coordinate system, i.e. tFG = tH , ϕFG = ϕH and ψFG = ψH .
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We have now achieved our goal: with gFGrFGrFG
= ℓ2/r2FG + O(r−6

FG), setting rFG = ρ
1/2
FG

quickly reveals

ℓ2
dr2FG
r2FG

= ℓ2
dρ2FG
4ρ2FG

, (68)

and the transformed metric takes precisely the form of Eq. 61.
Note that in applications, it is not necessary to have transformed metric computed to

all orders in ρFG; going to sufficiently high order such that the relevant coefficients g
(k)
ij can

be read off is enough. As a case in point, the standard formula for the energy-momentum
tensor gives [107]

⟨Tij⟩ =
1

4πGℓ

(
g
(4)
ij − 1

8

(
tr(g(2))2 − tr((g(2))2)

)
− 1

2
(g(2))2ij +

1

4
g
(2)
ij tr(g(2))

)
, (69)

where the trace is done with respect to the boundary metric, g(0), the leading term in the
expansion of Eq. 61. For the MP BH spacetime, g(0) is given by

ℓ2ds2bdy = ℓ2g
(0)
ij dxidxj

= −dt2FG +
ℓ2

∆θ
dθ2FG +

ℓ2 cos2(θFG)

Ξb
dψ2

FG +
ℓ2 sin2(θFG)

Ξa
dϕ2

FG

+ dtFG

(
2a sin2(θFG)

Ξa
dϕFG +

2b cos2(θFG)

Ξb
dψFG

)
. (70)

The general form of the energy-momentum tensor (and that of g(2) and g(4)) is not
particularly illuminating (for completeness we show it in full in Appendix A as it is not
given in [98]). A key fact about it, however, is that it can be separated into two parts:

⟨Tij⟩ = ⟨TBHij ⟩+ ⟨TAdSij ⟩ , (71)

where the first term is associated with the contribution from the BH in the bulk, and
the second from the vacuum energy of the dual CFT (on the boundary R × S3) to the
ambient AdS spacetime. This is further evident when computing the conserved charge
referred to as the holographic mass. This conserved charge is associated with the Killing
vector ξt = ∂t − a ℓ−2∂ϕ − b ℓ−2∂ψ, and it is given by

M̄ = −
∫

d3x
√
g(0)T tFG

j ξjt , (72)

=
2π2M(2Ξa − 2Ξb − ΞaΞb)

κ2 Ξ2
a Ξ

2
b

+MCasimir . (73)

The Casimir energy is given by

MCasimir =
3π2ℓ2

4κ2

(
(Ξa − Ξb)

2

9ΞaΞb
+ 1

)
, (74)

which is in perfect agreement with the vacuum energy of a CFT in a rotating Einstein
spacetime whose metric is precisely given by Eq. (70) [110, 109, 111, 98].25

25As noted in [111], the famous factor of 3/4 between strong and weak coupling in N = 4 SYM does
not appear here as pure AdS is protected from stringy corrections; see also [112].
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The angular momenta obtained through BH thermodynamics in Eq. (17) are also
conserved charges that can be computed from the holographic energy-momentum tensor.
Denoting Ji = (Jϕ, Jψ) and the corresponding Killing vectors ξiJ = (∂ϕ, ∂ψ), it can be
quickly checked that

Ji =

∫
d3x
√
g(0)T tFG

j ξjJ , (75)

which reproduces the result given in Eq. (17).
Finally, from the full expression of ⟨T ij⟩ given in Appendix A we can check explicitly

that the Ward identity, ∇i ⟨T ij⟩ = 0, is satisfied, and that there is a conformal anomaly

4πG5 ⟨T ii ⟩ =
1

ℓ3

(
1

8
RijRij −

1

24
R2

)
=

1

8ℓ5
(a2 − b2)

[
(a2 − b2)(3 cos(4θFG) + 1) + 4 cos(2θFG)(a

2 + b2 − 2ℓ2)
]
,

(76)

where Rij and R are the Ricci tensor and scalar, respectively, built from the boundary
metric g(0).

3.3.2. Ashtekar-Magnon charges, the conformal fluid, and the large black hole limit

The separation of the energy momentum tensor shown in Eq. 71 is very useful as
we shall see. To derive it, we now describe another method of obtaining a local stress-
energy tensor near the conformal boundary, which was first used to construct conserved
charges known as the Ashtekar-Magnon charges [113, 114]. Roughly stated, the energy
momentum tensor obtained in this way will differ from that obtained by the counter-
term method [111] by a Casimir energy as shown in [114]. The Ashtekar-Magnon charges
are computed from the Ashtekar-Magnon tensor, Ei

j , which is the electric part of the
Weyl tensor. In our choice of coordinates, this is related to the local tensor displayed in
Eq. (69) by the formula [113, 114, 98] 26

Ei
j = ⟨T ij⟩ −

1

2κ2
H i

j ℓ
3 , (77)

H i
j =

1

4

(
−Ri

kR
k
j +

2

3
RRi

j +
1

2

[
Rm

kR
k
m − 1

2
R2

]
δij

)
. (78)

The Ashtekar-Magnon tensor is exactly the energy-momentum tensor of an AdS5 BH and
we identify

Eij = ⟨TBHij ⟩ , (79)

Recall the indices are raised and lowered with the boundary metric, g(0).
The Ashtekar-Magnon tensor is a symmetric tensor, i.e. Eij = Eji. For the MP BH,

26The process to obtain this formula is rather involved. One must first find a relation between the
counter-term method of doing holographic renormalization [107] (which we use in this article) and the
Hamiltonian method organized in terms of eigenfunctions of the dilation operator [115]. Only then can
one construct a relation between the two sets of conserved tensors as was done in [98]. For full details,
see the references cited in this footnote.
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its non-zero components are given by (recall xi = (tFG, θFG, ϕFG, ψFG) in our conventions)

E00 =
3M

ℓκ2
,

E02 = −3aM sin2(θFG)

Ξaℓκ2
,

E03 = −3bM cos2(θFG)

Ξbℓκ2
,

E11 =
2ℓM

κ2 (cos2(θFG)(Ξa − Ξb) + Ξa + Ξb)
,

E22 =
Mℓ sin2(θFG) (−2(1− Ξa) (2 cos

2(θFG)− 1)− Ξa + 2)

κ2Ξ2
a

,

E23 =
a bM sin2(2θFG)

κ2ΞaΞbℓ
,

E33 =
Mℓ cos2(θFG) (2(1− Ξb) (2 cos

2(θFG)− 1)− Ξb + 2)

κ2Ξ2
b

, (80)

and their symmetric counterparts. We see that Eij is directly proportional to the BH
mass, M . As the difference between Eij and ⟨Tij⟩ has no contribution from M , in the
large BH limit where the outer horizon radius r+H and thus M = (r+H)

4/(2ℓ2) +O((r+H)
2)

become large, the Ashtekar-Magnon tensor would dominate the full energy-momentum
tensor.

The contribution of the Ashtekar-Magnon tensor to the full energy-momentum tensor
was studied in detail in [67, 36]. For a relativistic fluid described by it, the solution to
the fluid equations turns out to be one associated with a flat spacetime [36].27 To see
this, which shall takes some effort as we outline below, consider first the transformation

tFG = t̃ ℓ , ϕFG = Φ− a t̃/ℓ , ψFG = Ψ− b t̃/ℓ , tan(θFG)
2 =

Ξa
Ξb

tan(θ̃)2 . (81)

After doing this, we get Eij → Ẽij, and a static metric (up to a conformal factor) on the
R× S3 boundary:

g̃
(b)
ij dx

idxj =
sec2(θ̃)

Ξa tan
2(θ̃) + Ξb

(
−dt̃2 + dθ̃2 + dΨ2 cos(θ̃)2 + dΦ2 sin(θ̃)2

)
. (82)

Going forward, as our interests lie in the large BH limit in which the BH contribution
dominates, we shall henceforth disregard the vacuum energy contribution to the energy-
momentum tensor and take Tij = Ẽij from now on.

To have a (proper) static metric on R× S3 without the conformal factor, we perform
another transformation

g̃
(b)′
ij = e−2Υg̃

(b)
ij , g̃(b)′ ij = e2Υg̃(b) ij , e−2Υ = ℓ2 cos2(θ̃)(Ξa tan

2(θ) + Ξb) , (83)

and the resulting boundary metric is

g̃
(b)′
ij dxidxj = ℓ2

(
−dt̃2 + dθ̃2 + dΨ2 cos(θ̃)2 + dΦ2 sin(θ̃)2

)
. (84)

27For more information on the conformal fluid dynamics, see e.g. the appendix in [67].
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Under this transformation, the energy-momentum tensor goes to T̃ ′ ij = e(d+2)ΥT ij with
d = 4 the dimension of the boundary theory. By redefining the parameters at the same
time:

M = mℓ2 , a = ω1ℓ , b = ω2ℓ , (85)

we get [36]

T̃ ′ ij =
γ6T 4

0

3ℓ2
×

v2 + 3 0 4ω1 4ω2

0 1− v2 0 0

4ω1 0 −ω2
2 cot

2(θ̃) + csc2(θ̃) + 3ω2
1 4ω1ω2

4ω2 0 4ω1ω2 −ω2
1 tan

2(θ̃) + sec2(θ̃) + 3ω2
2

 ,

(86)

where

T0 =

(
3m

κ2ℓ

)1/4

, γ =
1√

1− v2
, v =

√
ω2
1 sin

2(θ̃) + ω2
2 cos

2(θ̃) . (87)

This energy-momentum tensor (and others like it) were thoroughly examined in [67]. It
corresponds to a conformal, N = 4 SYM fluid having two independent planes of rigid
rotation (with angular velocities |ω1,2| < 1) in the R×S3 geometry described by Eq. (84).
The fluid flow, ui, and energy density, ϵ, can be extracted from the (time-like) eigenvalue

problem, T̃ ′ i
j u

j = −ϵui, which gives

ui =
γ

ℓ
(1, 0, ω1, ω2) , ϵ =

4T 4
0

(2− ω2
1 − ω2

2 + cos(2θ) (ω2
1 − ω2

2))
2 . (88)

It can be explicitly checked that Eq. (88) is a solution to the ideal fluid equations (note
that the solution is stationary).

To summarize, the Ashtekar-Magnon tensor describes a conformal fluid in R × S3.
It is also the part of the energy-momentum tensor describing a rotating BH in the five-
dimensional AdS bulk with an R× S3 boundary. As the Ashtekar-Magnon tensor domi-
nates over the energy-momentum tensor in the large BH limit, we have thus a connection
between conformal fluid dynamics and large rotating BHs. This is why the large BH limit
of the MP BH is so interesting, and why much of our attention is focused on it below.

3.3.3. Stereographic projection and the flat spacetime fluid velocity

We have seen from above that the gravity system in our holographic setup can be
interpreted as a dual fluid rotating rigidly in the R×S3 geometry (boundary to the AdS
bulk) when terms associated with the Casimir energy have been removed from the energy-
momentum tensor 28. Remarkably, this can also be understood as being equivalent to
considering the large BH limit, where the contribution to the energy-momentum tensor
associated with the rotating BH in the bulk dominates over the that from the vacuum
energy of the dual rotating CFT on the boundary. At this stage, it is almost within our
reach to make contact with the physics of rotating systems in flat spacetime. The last
step is to perform a stereographic projection from R× S3 to R1,3. As we shall see below,

28More formally, a redefinition of the energy-momentum tensor by a conserved tensor has taken place.
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this has the effect of transforming the fluid velocity, which describes the rigid rotation on
S3, into a highly non-trivial solution to the ideal, relativistic fluid equations.29

To project from R× S3 to the Minkowski spacetime (in spherical polar coordinates),
consider the transformation (t̃, θ̃,Φ,Ψ) → (tm, rm, θm, ϕm):

30

t̃ = arctan

(
2ℓtm

ℓ2 + r2m − t2m

)
,

θ̃ = arctan

 2ℓrm sin(θm)√
ℓ4 + 2ℓ2r2m cos(2θm) + 2ℓ2t2m + (r2m − t2m)

2

 ,

Φ = ϕm ,

Ψ = − arctan

(
sec(θm) (ℓ

2 − r2m + t2m)

2ℓrm

)
. (90)

The result of this transformation is a line element of the form

ηijdx
idxj = B2

(
−dt2m + dr2m + dθ2m + dr2m + r2m sin2(θm)dϕ

2
m

)
. (91)

The conformal factor, B2, is given by

B2 =
4ℓ4

2t2m (ℓ− rm) (rm + ℓ) + (r2m + ℓ2) 2 + t4m
, (92)

and can be easily removed by a further conformal transformation. With this done, we
have in this new set of coordinates the fluid velocity given by 31 32

u′ rm/u′ tm =
ω2 cos(θm)(r

2
m + t2m + ℓ2) + 2rmtm

2ω2rmtm cos(θm) + r2m + t2m + ℓ2
,

u′ θm/u′ tm = − ω2rm sin(θm)(−r2m + t2m + ℓ2)

rm(2ω2rmtm cos(θm) + r2m + t2m + ℓ2)
,

u′ϕm/u′ tm =
2ω1ℓ

2ω2rmtm cos(θm) + r2m + t2m + ℓ2
, (93)

29We follow closely the supplemental material of [36] for the relevant set of coordinate transformations
discussed in this subsection.

30The transformation here is not the standard S3 → R3 projection. There, one typically begins by
choosing a point on the sphere, q0. Then the stereographic projection of a point, q1, on the sphere is the
point, q′1, given by the intersection of the ray from q0 to q1 with R3. When applied to R× S3 (with the
metric on S3 taken to be the standard one in hyperspherical coordinates), the standard project would
result in a line element of the form

ds2 = −dt2 + C(X2, Y 2, Z2)(dX2 + dY 2 + dZ2) , (89)

with a non-trivial scale factor on the spatial sections. However, as our goal is to arrive at a boundary
theory in Minkowski space, we must use a new time coordinate to have any hope in bringing the spacetime
metric to the standard form, and thus the time coordinate transformation made in Eq. (90). The lesson
here is that the time coordinate associated with the flat spacetime limit of field theories in R×S3 would
not be the same time coordinate as the original curved geometry.

31Recall under a conformal transformation of the form η′ = e−2Υ′
η the fluid velocity transforms as

u′i = eΥui.
32We note here a discrepancy in the supplemental material of [36]: In Eq. (14) there, the denominator

of the ratios as we have here is given as (in our notation) 2ω2rmtm cos(θm)+ r2m+ ℓ2, where the t2m term
is missing when compared to our expression. This omission, however, does not carry over into their final
result in their Eq. (15).
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where

u′ tm =
2ω2rmtm cos(θm) + r2m + t2m + ℓ2√

Dtm

, (94)

Dtm = (1− ω2
2)
[
(t2m − r2m)

2 − t4m + (t2m + ℓ2)2
]

+ 2(ω2
1 − ω2

2)ℓ
2r2m cos(2θm) + 2(1− ω2

1)ℓ
2r2m , (95)

and the energy density given by

ϵ′ =
16T 4

0 ℓ
8

Dtm

. (96)

To have the fluid velocity in a more convenient form, we transform to the Milne
coordinates (τ, x1, x2, ξ):

tm = τ cosh(ξ) ,

rm = cosh(ξ)

√
τ 2 + sech2(ξ) (−τ 2 + x21 + x22) ,

θm = arccos

 x2 sech(ξ)√
τ 2 + sech2(ξ) (−τ 2 + x21 + x22)

 ,

ϕm = arccos

 τ tanh(ξ)√
τ 2 + sech2(ξ)(x1 − τ)(τ + x1)

 . (97)

The resulting metric has now the standard form

η′′ = diag(−1, 1, 1, τ 2) , (98)

and the fluid velocity is expressed by 33

u′′ τ = λ
[
cosh ξ

(
ℓ2 + τ 2 + x2⊥

)
+ 2(ℓx1ω1 sinh ξ + τx2ω2)

]
,

u′′ 1 = λ [2(ℓτω1 sinh ξ + τx1 cosh ξ + x1x2ω2)] ,

u′′2 = λ
[
ω2

(
ℓ2 + τ 2 − x21 + x22

)
+ 2τx2 cosh ξ

]
,

u′′ξ = −τ−1λ
[
sinh ξ

(
ℓ2 − τ 2 + x2⊥

)
+ 2ℓx1ω1 cosh ξ

]
, (99)

where τ =
√
t2 − x23 is the proper time, ξ = arctanh(x3/t) is the spacetime rapidity and

we have defined x2⊥ = x21 + x22. The quantity λ is defined in terms of the energy density,
and they are given by

λ =

(
ϵ′′

16ℓ8T 4
0

)1/4

, ϵ′′ =
16ℓ8T 4

0

Dϵ′′
, (100)

where

Dϵ′′ = (ω2
2 − 1)

[
ℓ4 +

(
x2⊥ − τ 2

)2 ]
+ 2ℓ2τ 2(ω2

1 − 1) cosh(2ξ)

− 2ℓ2
[
(ω2

1 − ω2
2)(τ

2 + 2x22) + x2⊥(1− 2ω2
1 + ω2

2)
]
. (101)

33The expressions here differ from that recorded in [36] because our coordinate transformation to the
Milne spacetime is different, which has the coordinates x and y there (corresponding to our x2 and −x1
respectively) reshuffled. We have checked that we get the same expressions if we use the coordinate
transformation described in their supplemental material.
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As we are interested in the equal momentum case where the rotational parameters
are the same, a = b, and ω1 = ω2 = Ω, the fluid velocity u′′ simplifies to

uτ = λ
[
cosh ξ

(
ℓ2 + τ 2 + x2⊥

)
+ 2Ω(ℓx1 sinh ξ + τx2)

]
,

u1 = λ [2(ℓτΩ sinh ξ + τx1 cosh ξ + x1x2Ω)] ,

u2 = λ
[
Ω
(
ℓ2 + τ 2 − x21 + x22

)
+ 2τx2 cosh ξ

]
,

uξ = −τ−1λ
[
sinh ξ

(
ℓ2 − τ 2 + x2⊥

)
+ 2ℓx1Ωcosh ξ

]
, (102)

which agrees with that displayed in [32] 34, and the energy density ϵ′′ simplifies to

ϵ = 16ℓ8T 4
0

(
1− Ω2

)−2
[
2ℓ2τ 2 cosh 2ξ +

(
ℓ2 + x2⊥

)2
+ τ 4 − 2τ 2x2⊥

]−2

. (103)

Recall further that m = µ(1− Ω2)3, the parameters λ and T0 are now given by 35

λ =

(
ϵ

16ℓ8T 4
0

)1/4

, T0 =

(
3(1− Ω2)3µ

8πG5ℓ

)1/4

. (104)

We remark here that the general fluid velocity and energy density, u′′ and ϵ′′, satisfy
the relativistic Navier-Stokes equations (as noted in [36]). In conjunction with the asso-
ciated energy-momentum tensor, this represents a highly non-trivial analytic solution to
relativistic hydrodynamical equations referred to as the Bantilan-Ishii-Romatschke (BIR)
flow, which is unfortunately little known [36]. Below when interpreting our results in the
coming section in the boundary field theory with a flat metric, it is important to recognize
that our fluid is undergoing BIR flow.

To gain some intuition about this solution, we show in Fig. 1 the energy density ϵ
(normalized by the energy scale T0) as a function of rapidity ξ and spatial coordinate
x1/ℓ (shown as the coloring of the graph), and we superimpose on it the flow vectors
generated by (u1, uξ). One can see that the energy density (coloring) is nearly uniformly
distributed in rapidity at small τ (left plot in Fig. 1). This can be easily understood from
the ξ-independence of the leading term when expanding ϵ near τ = 0:

ϵ =
16ℓ8T 4

0

(1− Ω2)2 (ℓ2 + x2⊥)
4 − 64τ 2ℓ8T 4

0 (ℓ
2 cosh(2ξ)− x2⊥)

(1− Ω2)2 (ℓ2 + x2⊥)
6 +O(τ 2) . (105)

While symmetric at τ = 0, ϵ begins to develop an asymmetric distribution in the x1-ξ
plane as τ increases. Likewise, expanding the fluid velocity to leading order in τ makes
plain its asymmetry in the x1-ξ plane:(

ux1
uξ

)
=

τ

(1− Ω2)1/2(ℓ2 + x21)
2

(
2ℓΩ sinh(ξ) + 2x1 cosh(ξ)

−(ℓ2 + x21) sinh(ξ)− 2ℓx1Ωcosh(ξ)

)
+O(τ 4) . (106)

Going to τ/ℓ = 1 (center plot in Fig. 1), ϵ is now concentrated at mid-rapidity, and the
asymmetry of the fluid velocity is on full display as it spirals outward. Going further to
τ/ℓ = 2 (right plot of Fig. 1), ϵ splits into two outgoing pieces (in the x1 direction) at
mid-rapidity. It is rather remarkable that a relatively simple bulk spacetime geometry

34There is a sign error in the equation displayed in [32] in uξ. There, the additional overall negative
sign should be removed.

35Note in [32] the quantity T0 was labeled as Θ. In addition, there was a typo where the cubic power
on ℓ should have been on (1− Ω2), which is displayed correctly here.
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Figure 1: Energy density ϵ and flow velocity vectors (u1, uξ) at different times for Ω = 1/2 in the
x1-ξ plane (with x2 = 0). The shading corresponds to level sets of the energy density. For ease of
visualization, we have rescaled the energy density by a factor of approximately 250 in the left plot, and
15 in the middle plot. Plots adapted from [32] where L and Θ correspond to the AdS radius ℓ and the
energy scale T0 here.

(through holography) can, with prudent coordinate transformations and rescalings, give
rise to a time-dependent flow profile reminiscent of the generic flow expected for the
QGP [1, 36].36

Looking at Fig. 1 one can see indications of the fluid velocity u containing non-trivial
rotations in the transverse, x1-ξ plane. This is indeed the case, and can be made explicit
by doing the following. First transform to the Cartesian coordinates 37, next do a rescaling
xi → xi/α, last expand around α → ∞, the fluid velocity u then becomes

u′µ =
α√

1− Ω2
(1, 0,Ω, 0) +

2Ω

ℓ
√
1− Ω2

(0, x3, 0,−x1) +O(α−1) (107)

The expansion in Eq. (107) is very important to the interpretation of results we discuss
below. At leading order (LO), we see that the fluid is uniformly boosted along the x2
direction.38 The rotation in the x1-ξ plane (about the boost direction x2) advertised
above shows up explicitly as the next-to-leading order (NLO) correction to the fluid
velocity u′. In Fig. 2 we compare the full solution, u, given in Eq. (102) with the series
expansion, u′, given in Eq. 107. To make the comparison in the same coordinates, u′ is
inverse transformed back to the Milne coordinates. From left to right, the plots display
the contribution to u′ at LO, at LO + NLO, and the full solution u given in Eq. (102).
To aid the visual comparison, the full solution is displayed for a zoomed-in region of the
middle plot in Fig. 1.

36Note that one can compute explicitly the vorticity ωivor = 1
2ϵ
ijkluj∇[kul], where i runs over

(τ, x1, x2, ξ), and find

ωτvor = λ−2
[
4ℓΩ

(
Ωcosh(ξ)

(
ℓ2 + τ2 + x2⊥

)
+ 2(ℓx1 sinh(ξ) + τx2)

)]
ωx1
vor = λ−2 [8ℓΩ(ℓτ sinh(ξ) + τx1Ωcosh(ξ) + x1x2)]

ωx2
vor = λ−2

[
4ℓΩ

(
ℓ2 + τ2 − x2⊥ + 2τx2Ωcosh(ξ)

)]
ωξvor = −τ−1λ−2

[
4ℓΩ

(
Ωsinh(ξ)

(
ℓ2 − τ2 + x2⊥

)
+ 2ℓx1 cosh(ξ)

)]
We see that the flow clearly possesses a highly non-trivial vorticity vector.

37Recall that the proper time and spacetime rapidity (τ, ξ) = (
√
t2 − x23, arctanh(x3/t)) in Cartesian

coordinates.
38This behavior is precisely what we shall see when we consider the fluctuation equations in the large

BH limit (with simultaneous scaling of frequency and momentum); see Sec. 4.2.1.
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Figure 2: Flow velocity vectors (u′1, u
′
ξ) for Ω = 1/2 in the x1-ξ plane (with x2 = 0 and τ/ℓ = 1). Left:

LO in α-expansion. Middle: LO + NLO in α-expansion. Right: Full solution (middle plot in Fig. 1
zoomed in). Plots adapted from [32] where L and Θ correspond to the AdS radius ℓ and the energy scale
T0 here.

To conclude, we reiterate and emphasize:

In the rotating state, the vacuum expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor
of the N = 4 SYM theory can be separated into two components in the dual grav-
ity theory: one associated with the dual MP BH, and the other the ambient AdS
spacetime.

In the large BH limit, the component associated with the BH dominates and corresponds
to that of a rigidly rotating fluid in R× S3. If one projects this fluid to a flat spacetime,
one finds a highly non-trivial fluid flow displaying non-trivial vorticity and expansion,
see Fig. 1. Zooming in onto small patches of the flow, one finds that at LO in the
large BH expansion (107) the fluid flow behaves as a uniformly boosted fluid solving the
ideal relativistic fluid dynamic equations of motion, while the NLO correction encodes a
rotation about the boost direction, see Fig. 2.

Starting from a rotating equilibrium state on a (compact) three-sphere, a stereo-
graphic projection onto (a non-compact, flat) Minkowski space leads to an analytical
vortical fluid flow [36].

4. Hydrodynamic and non-hydrodynamic modes of rotating plasma from quasi-
normal modes

In this section we collect and summarize the salient results from recent studies of
QNMs of metric fluctuations in the MP BH geometry [29, 32, 33]. By holography, these
QNM results encode the dispersion relations of hydrodynamic and non-hydrodynamic
modes in the dual fluid. Technical details of the numerical methods developed and used
are gathered in the appendices. A different holographic dual to a rotating fluid has also
been constructed by boosting a static black brane in [97] and the references therein. It
should be contrasted with the current work where again we emphasize that low energy
fluctuations see the fluid as a boosted with boost parameter a.

4.1. Basic facts about quasinormal modes
Below we briefly describe how QNMs are defined and interpreted in the context of

BH spacetimes. We shall follow the discussion in [116], which is comprehensive on the
subject; we refer readers to this excellent review and the references therein for details.
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QNMs are characteristic dissipative oscillation of perturbations. In general, QNM fre-
quencies are complex with the imaginary part being associated with the decay time scale
of the perturbation. In the context of General Relativity, QNMs naturally appear in the
analysis of linear perturbations of fixed gravitational backgrounds. In this article, we are
interested, in particular, in the linearized metric perturbation hµν . These perturbations
obey linear second-order differential equations, which reduce to a set of linear ordinary
differential equations (ODEs) with an appropriate choice of coordinates. QNMs are the
eigenmodes of this system of ODEs with the appropriate boundary conditions imposed.

For perturbed BH spacetimes in classical gravity, because of the presence of an event
horizon, the system is necessarily dissipative and time-asymmetric as modes fall into the
BH but cannot escape from it. The associated boundary value problem is non-Hermitian
with complex eigenvalues. In particular, in-going boundary condition has to be imposed
on the perturbations at the horizon, while a second boundary condition fixes the nor-
malization of the solution. Together these two boundary conditions uniquely determine
a solution to the metric perturbation for all values of frequency and momentum, ω and
k⃗.39 It should be emphasized here that we are not interested in solutions with arbitrary
frequency and momentum; what we seek in a QNM problem are the eigenfrequencies, ω,
of the system for a given momentum k⃗.

The appropriate boundary condition to impose at the spatial infinity (boundary) of
the spacetime depends on its cosmological constant. For asymptotically AdS spacetimes
where the cosmological constant does not vanish, the so-called source-less (Dirichlet)
boundary condition is chosen such that when expanding about the spatial boundary,
the leading order solution vanishes. Schematically, metric perturbations near the AdS-
boundary (r → ∞)40 can be expanded as

hµν = h(0)µν︸︷︷︸
source

r2 + . . .+ h(4)µν︸︷︷︸
vev

r−2 + . . . , (108)

where the normalizable mode (subleading term) is identified with the vacuum expectation

value (vev) of the energy-momentum tensor in the dual field theory, i.e. ⟨T µν⟩ ∼ h
(4)
µν ,

while the non-normalizable mode (leading term), h
(0)
µν , is identified with the source of T µν ;

the dots (. . . ) indicate that other powers are generally non-zero in this expansion. The
Dirichlet boundary condition to be imposed at the AdS-boundary is then

lim
r→∞

h(0)µν (r, ω, k⃗) = 0 , (109)

which for each momentum k⃗ determines the QNM values of the frequency, ω(k⃗), yielding
the dispersion relations of hydrodynamic and non-hydrodynamic eigenmodes of the dual
field theory.

The retarded Green’s function is given by the variation of the vev with respect to
the source. Schematically, the retarded Green’s function of the energy-momentum tensor

39We work in Fourier space where (ω, k⃗) is conjugate to (t, x⃗), the time and spatial coordinates. If the

system is invariant under temporal and spatial translations, hµν ∝ e−iωt+ik⃗·x⃗, and plane waves, eik⃗·x⃗,
are eigenfunctions in the x⃗-directions.

40In four dimensions, metric perturbations have a conformal dimension of ∆ = 4, thus the difference
between the source term and the vev-term in the near-boundary expansion is 4.

31



with itself is then given by

GR ∝ ⟨T µνT ρσ⟩ ∝ δ⟨T µν⟩
δh

(0)
µν

∼ h
(4)
µν

h
(0)
µν

. (110)

As explained in [38], the metric QNMs of a BH spacetime are holographically dual to the
poles of the retarded Green’s function, thus we have also

GR ∝ ⟨T µνT ρσ⟩ ∝ 1

ω − ω
(n)
QNM

, (111)

where n = 1, 2, 3... labels the QNMs.
What sets QNM problems apart from the typical problems involving small oscilla-

tions, such as the vibrating string, is the energy dissipation: waves can escape either
to infinity or into the BH, and this precludes a normal-mode analysis. As QNMs decay
exponentially with time, and cannot have existed for all times, they should be thought
of as quasistationary states [116].

4.2. Quasinormal modes dual to hydrodynamic and non-hydrodynamic modes

Central to the definition of different sectors of perturbations and their interpreta-
tion within holography is [38]. As pointed out in [38], QNMs can be categorized ac-
cording to their charges under symmetry transformations. In a rotation invariant sys-
tem, perturbations fall into one of three classes (scalar, vector, tensor) under O(2)-
rotations around the direction of the perturbations’ momentum. Consider, for exam-
ple, metric perturbations hµν ∝ eik3x3 with a linear momentum in the x3-direction.
Then, the metric perturbations (under O(2)-rotations) carry either spin-0 (scalar sec-
tor: htt, h11+h22, h33, ht3, hrr, hrt, hr3), spin-1 (vector sector: ht1, ht2, h31, h32, hr1, hr2),
or spin-2 (tensor sector: h12), where the labels t, 1, 2, 3, r refer to the t, x1, x2, x3, r-
directions, respectively.

In this subsection, we provide an overview of the QNM spectrum of perturbations
around (rotating five-dimensional) MP BHs along the idea of decoupling sectors outlined
in the previous paragraph. However, in a rotating system on an S3 (like the MP BHs

we study here), plane waves eik⃗·x⃗ are not a complete basis. Instead, the basis consists of
Wigner-D functions DJ

KM, which are eigenfunctions 41 of S3, whose eigenvalues, K, under
the W3 operator are K = J , K = J − 1, or K = J − 2 as originally analyzed in [29].

This set of perturbations is sufficient to ensure that, in the limiting case, the shared
spectrum matches that of a boosted Schwarzschild black brane. Reminiscent of the
classification of metric fluctuations under rotations in the Schwarzschild black brane,
these “sectors” are referred to as tensor, vector, and scalar sectors respectively. Given
that there is a infinite parameter space one can explore, we limit our discussion to cases
where the background spacetime configuration is away from the Hawking-Page phase
transition which is dual to the deconfinement transition [117], and we choose the outer
horizon radius such that Tℓ > 1/2. Below we work in units where the AdS radius is set
to unity, ℓ = 1, and the QNM frequency is normalized by the outer horizon radius so
that ν = ω/(2r+).

41Recall spatial translation invariance is broken by the rotation, so plane waves eik⃗·x⃗ are no longer the
eigenfunctions of the symmetry operator.
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4.2.1. Previous quasinormal mode results for large black holes

In the present article, QNMs of rotating MP BHs with small as well as large horizon
radius are examined. A previous analysis of these QNMs was focused on the large tem-
perature or large BH limit [29]. It is so called because the dual field theory temperature,
T , is proportional to the horizon radius, r+, which was taken large; see Eq. (35). This
limit was taken directly on the level of the equations of motion, Eq. (24), and is defined
by

r → αr , r+ → αr+ , α → ∞ , (112)

with
ω → α2νr+/ℓ , J → αjr+/ℓ , α→ ∞ , (113)

where only terms leading order in α are kept in the fluctuation equations. QNM frequen-
cies are reported in terms of the dimensionless frequency, ν, which is a function of the
dimensionless angular momentum parameter, j.

As ω and J scale with r+, as r+ is taken large, fluctuation frequency ν and angular
momentum j are necessarily small at any finite values of ω and J . In this limit, instead
of decoupling according to (J ,K), modes decouple according to the K charge of the σ
basis, e.g. the K charge of h++ → 2 and h3− → −1. Up to parity, this results in three
sectors: tensor, scalar, and vector.42 Below we reproduce figures from [29] that show
the dispersion relations of hydrodynamic and low-lying non-hydrodynamic QNMs in the
vector and scalar sector in the large BH limit. Note the notation used in [29] is slightly
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Figure 3: Vector sector dispersion relations. Displayed here are the real and imaginary parts of
quasinormal frequencies of h3+ and ht+ for large BHs in case (ii) as a function of j. Modes displayed
here were found with precision of at least dν = ν10−5. Missing modes did not converge to sufficient
precision and have been filtered out by the numerical routine.

different: in Fig. 3 and 4, a ≡ a/ℓ is implicit as ℓ = 1. Note also there is a sign flip in
the values of a used in [29], so the real part of the QNMs found there has the opposite
sign when compared to the results in this work below.

42In [29] there was a mistake in obtaining the fluctuation equations for the boosted black brane, which
is referred to as case (iii) in [29]. Thus, in [29] it was not recognized that the metric fluctuation equations
in the large BH limit (112) and (113) are identical to those around a boosted black brane. Already in [32]
it was realized that the large BH limit leads to this identification. We stress, however, that the metric
in this limit is not that of a boosted black brane, but that of a nontrivially rotating BH.
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Figure 4: Scalar QNMs of the equal angular momenta BH in the large BH limit. There are two
hydrodynamic modes, which we identify as sounds modes, which mirror each other regarding their real
part at a/ℓ = 0, and both have the same imaginary part. At a/ℓ = 0 these two modes behave differently.
Modes displayed here were found with precision of at least dν = ν10−5. Missing modes did not converge
to sufficient precision and have been filtered out by the numerical routine.

To further study the role of the angular momentum parameter j, QNMs for large j
were calculated in [29]. In the eikonal limit, which is defined by j → ∞, a general analytic
expectation for the behavior of QNM frequencies was known [118, 119]. Reproduced in
Fig. 5 is the figure from [29] that shows the large BH limit tensor sector result confirming
the known scaling in [118, 119].43 As j is equivalent to the linear momentum k [32], the
quantity c(k) → c(j) defined in [118, 119] satisfies the predicted behavior at large values
of j. The numerical results in [29] imply the following large-j expansion for the nth
mode: 2ν = 2j + cne

−i(π/3)(2j)−1/3 + O((2j)−1), where the conjugate frequency −2ν∗ =
−2j + cne

−i(2π/3)(2j)−1/3 is also included in our analysis, and cn are real numbers in
agreement with [119].44 This observation further confirmed that the angular momentum
j is associated with the linear momentum q from [120]. As we now know, in the large
BH limit the two are related by j = q/(2πT ).

Summarizing the remaining results from [29], mostly the hydrodynamic behavior in
large equal angular momenta five-dimensional AdS BHs was analyzed in the large BH
limit (112) and (113). These are holographically dual to spinning quantum fluids. Due
to the spatial anisotropy introduced by the angular momentum, hydrodynamic transport
coefficients are split into groups longitudinal or transverse to the angular momentum.
Since chirality is broken by the rotating background, transport also splits into being
aligned or anti-aligned with that background rotation. Analytic expressions are provided
for the two shear viscosities, η|| and η⊥, the longitudinal momentum diffusion coefficient,
D||, two speeds of sound, v±, and two sound attenuation coefficients, Γ± in the momentum
diffusion dispersion relation ν = v||j−D||j

2 and the sound dispersion relation ν = vs,± j−

43Again, ℓ = 1 is implicit here.
44In order to relate to [119], the following identifications are needed: ωF ≡ 2ν and qF ≡ 2j with

subscript “F” indicating quantities in [119].
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Figure 5: Large j (eikonal limit) analysis. Shown here are the quantities Abs(c) and Arg(c)/(−π/3),
The dashed lines are the expected values according to [118, 119]. For large j, the values at a/ℓ = 0
(circles) and a/ℓ = 0.5 (triangles) in the right plot converge to the predicted ones. In the left plot, the
same is true for the case a/ℓ = 0 (circles). But for a/ℓ ̸= 0 (triangles), the large j asymptotes change
depending on the value of a/ℓ. These plots are generated from data computed in the large BH limit.

iΓs,± j
2 [29]:

η⊥(a) = η0
1√

1− a2
, (114)

η||(a) = η0
√
1− a2 , (115)

v||(a) = a , (116)

D||(a) = (2πT )D (1− a2)3/2 =
1

2
(1− a2)3/2 , (117)

v±(a) = v0

√
3a± 1

1± a√
3

, (118)

Γ±(a) = Γ0
(1− a2)

3/2(
1± a√

3

)3 , (119)

where for the holographic (N = 4 SYM) fluid the quantities at vanishing angular mo-
mentum, a = 0, are given by: η0 = N2πT 3

0 /8, conformal speed of sound v0 = 1/
√
3, and

conformal sound attenuation Γ0 = 1/3 . Known relations between these coefficients are
generalized to include dependence on angular momentum:

D||(a) = 2πT0
η||(a)

ϵ(a) + P⊥(a)
, (Einstein relation) (120)

Γ±(a) =
2η||(a)

3(ϵ(a) + P⊥(a))

1

(1± a/
√
3)3

. (121)

The shear viscosity to entropy density ratio varies between zero and 1/(4π), depending
on the direction of the shear. Its value can go from η⊥/s = 1/(4π) when the shear is
transverse to the direction of the fluid anisotropy, down to η||/s = (1 − a2)/(4π) with
|a| < 1 when the shear is longitudinal along the anisotropy direction.
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Eqs. (114) to (121) are transport coefficient relations for shear transport, momentum
diffusion and sound propagation in a boosted fluid, as discussed in [65, 66]. But
the holographic fluid considered in this section is still a true rotating fluid—and not
just a boosted one—even in the large BH limit. Only when probed by low energy
fluctuations (hydrodynamic fluctuations having frequency and angular momentum
small compared to the temperature, i.e. ν, j ≪ T ) in the strict large BH limit given
by Eqs. (112) and (113) do their dispersion relations look like those of a fluid boosted
with boost parameter a. This statement gets corrected at any finite horizon radius
when the large BH limit is not taken (see [32]).

Mathematically, the fundamental difference between longitudinal and transverse shear
viscosity can be traced to the equations of motion for the hydrodynamic modes. In the
anisotropic case, the rotational symmetry is broken. This leads to the longitudinal shear
perturbations (along the anisotropy direction, which is the x3-axis in our case) transform-
ing as vectors under rotations around the anisotropy direction. The longitudinal shear
perturbations then couple to the momentum diffusion modes which also transform like
vectors under such rotations. Meanwhile, the transverse shear perturbation is unaffected,
retaining its transformation properties as a 2-tensor under rotations, decoupling from all
other perturbations, and hence yielding a transverse shear viscosity to entropy ratio that
takes the known holographic value of 1/(4π). This is an important general result, because
it implies that in anisotropic holographic fluids—for which rotating fluids are examples—
the value of shear viscosity depends on the direction and there is no lower bound on the
shear to entropy ratio for the longitudinal shear viscosity. This result was first established
in anisotropic holographic superfluids [121, 122] and later in an anisotropic holographic
model for the pre-equilibrium stage of the QGP [123].

In anisotropic holographic fluids [121, 122, 123], which include rotating fluids, the
value of shear viscosity can vary depending on the direction of the shear relative
to the anisotropy [29]. There is no lower bound [124] on the shear viscosity to
entropy density ratio for the longitudinal shear viscosity. The lack of a bound and
the direction-dependence of the shear viscosity are both entirely based on the breaking
of the rotation symmetry. Thus, both effects will have a strong impact on the QGP
physics if the QGP plasma turns out to be strongly anisotropic, a case discussed
for example in [125, 126, 127]. In that case, this strongly anisotropic shear viscosity
should be taken into account in hydrodynamic models of the QGP.

Finally, these results furthermore demonstrate that large equal angular momenta five-
dimensional MP BHs in the large BH limit are perturbatively stable for all angular mo-
menta which we tested below extremality (which occurs at the same angular momentum
a = ℓ in this limit as the superadiance instabilities). Away from the large BH limit, this
statement is limited by superradiance instabilities which then occur at lower values of a
than extremality, as discussed in Sec. 4.2.7. Beyond the large BH limit, also the QNMs for
metric fluctuations around the full rotating BH metric were considered, merely evaluated
at a large value for r+ = 100, this is referred to as “case (i)” in [29]. Qualitatively and
quantitatively, the results from the large BH limit were confirmed by this computation.

One major task in the present article is to go beyond large BHs and examine inter-
mediate to small BHs, which is mainly discussed in Sec. 4.2.6.
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Figure 6: Scaled tensor modes, ν, for three values of a/ℓ at r+/ℓ = 10. Top: a/ℓ = 0. Middle: a/ℓ = 1/2.
Bottom: a/ℓ = 9/10. The total angular momentum of the fluctuation, J , ranges from 0 to 100 in steps
of 1/2. Modes with J = 0 and 100 are marked by ∆ and

⊕
respectively in the plots.
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4.2.2. K = J — Tensor fluctuations

For K = J , the fluctuation h++ decouples from all other fields and hence it is a
naturally gauge invariant master variable for this class of fluctuations. In Fig. 6 we display
the spectrum for three different values of angular momentum per mass a/ℓ = 0, 1/2, 9/10,
for total angular momentum of the fluctuation J = 0, 1/2, 1, . . . , 100 (increasing in steps
of 1/2), and horizon radius r+/ℓ = 10. In Fig. 6 (and all figures in this subsection
displaying spectra) we see that for each J (whose value is denoted by a particular color),
there are a group of modes descending into the complex plane. It is standard in the
literature (see for instance [116]) to refer to them as overtones and label them by the
index n. The lowest mode has an imaginary part that is smallest in magnitude, and is
called the n = 0 or fundamental tone. It is thus the longest lived and the dominant
mode in the BH ringdown. As an example, the top plot of Fig. 6 displays the overtones
n = 0, 1, 2, 3.

From Fig. 6 it is immediately clear that there is no mode with frequency ν for which
limJ→0 ν = 0, and hence there are no “hydrodynamic” modes in the tensor sector. This
is quite remarkable as the h++ fluctuation couples to other fluctuations at nonzero a.

At a/ℓ = 0 the modes are mirror symmetric about the imaginary axis. This is due
to the time reversal invariance in the background geometry present when a/ℓ = 0, but
broken by the angular momentum when a/ℓ ̸= 0, which then separates modes into those
rotating with and against the BH/fluid. Indeed, as a/ℓ becomes positive definite and
increases towards one, the trajectories of modes as J varies move down and further apart
for ℜ(ν) > 0, but they move up and closer together for ℜ(ν) < 0. Furthermore, QNMs
from deep down in the ℑ(ν) < 0 complex half plane are pushed up vertically towards
ℑ(ν) = 0, moving up like a “bowl of a spoon” that then joins up with the “handle of the
spoon” provided by the J -trajectory of each successively higher mode. This behavior as
a/ℓ increases resembles that of the purely imaginary QNMs in the Reissner-Nordström
BH as the charge is pushed towards extremality [128].

To show in more detail how the QNM spectrum changes in the tensor sector, and in
particular this movement of QNMs coming up from the deep of the ℑ(ν) < 0 complex half
plane as a/ℓ changes, we display in the top of Fig. 7 the spectrum for a/ℓ ∈ [0.30, 0.34] in
steps of ∆a/ℓ = 0.001. We see from the inset a behavior that looks like “level touching”,
which is quite remarkable as J is discrete here: first a spoon is formed with the J -
trajectory of a lower mode, but as the bowl of the spoon is pushed up with increasing
a/ℓ, at some point the “neck of the spoon” curls up so much it breaks off and a new spoon
is formed with the upper mode. This “spoon formation” continues as a/ℓ is increased to
ever higher values until there is a spoon for each of the modes, starting with the highest.
A snapshot of the spoon forming process in the early and late stages are shown in the
bottom of Fig. 7 and Fig. 6 respectively. An animated GIF showing the this process in
real time is also provided in the supplementary material.

Another feature to note from Figs. 6 and 7 is that as a/ℓ increases and the spoons
form, the J = 0 mode approaches the imaginary axis. This behavior is perhaps not
surprising as a branch cut is expected to form when linear differential equations contain
essential singularities 45, and this can only happen if modes can come back onto the
imaginary axis and coalesce.

45For a general discussion see [129], while specific examples of this in the fluctuations around Reissner-
Nordström BHs can be found in [130, 131].

38



△△

△

△△

△△

△

△△

△

△△

△△

△

△△

△

△△

△△

△

△△

△

△△

△△

△

△△

△

△△

△△

△

△△
△

△△

△△
△

△△

△△

△

△△ △

△△

△△

△

△△
△

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕ ⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕ ⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕
⊕

⊕

⊕⊕

⊕

⊕

⊕
⊕

⊕

⊕
⊕

⊕

-5 0 5

-5

-4

-3

-2

-1

0

Figure 7: Scaled tensor modes, ν, for two different ranges of a/ℓ at r+/ℓ = 10. J ranges from 0 to 60
here in steps of 1/2. Modes with J = 0 and 60 are marked by ∆ and

⊕
respectively in the plots. Top:

a/ℓ ∈ [0.3, 0.34] in steps of ∆a/ℓ = 0.001. Bottom: a/ℓ ∈ [0.47, 0.54] in steps of ∆a/ℓ = 0.01. Colors
denote the different values of a/ℓ: red corresponds to the minimum value of the a/ℓ in the range, blue
the maximum. The inset of the top image zooms in on the region containing the dovetailing behavior.
An animated GIF showing this in real time is included in the supplementary material.
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4.2.3. K = J − 1 — Vector fluctuations

From the ansatz given in Eq. (60) one can see that for the choice of K = J − 1 the
modes h+t, h+3, and h++ couple together. This occurs for all modes for which K < J , and
all modes for K ∈ [n,J ] will couple. In Fig. 8 we display the spectrum for three different
values of angular momentum per mass a/ℓ = 0, 1/2, 9/10, for total angular momentum
of the fluctuation J = 0, 1/2, 1, · · · 100 (increasing in steps of 1/2), and horizon radius
r+/ℓ = 10.

Like in the tensor sector, the trajectories of modes are mirror symmetric about the
imaginary axis at a/ℓ = 0, but once a/ℓ ̸= 0 this symmetry (due to time reversal in-
variance) is broken by the angular momentum, and the ℜ(ν) > 0 trajectories are pushed
down relative to the ℜ(ν) < 0 ones.

Unlike the tensor sector though, there does exist a mode ν for which limJ→0 ν = 0
and hence a potential hydrodynamic mode in this sector. At a/ℓ = 0, this is the expected
shear diffusion mode residing on the imaginary axis. Furthermore, we observe at a/ℓ = 0
each non-hydrodynamic QNM splits into two trajectories, one for K = J and the other
K = J − 1.

As a/ℓ becomes positive definite and increases, we see from Fig. 8 again this behavior
of QNMs deep down in the ℑ(ν) < 0 complex half plane being pushed up and forming
spoons with the J -trajectories of the vector modes. What is interesting here is that
as the QNMs move up for a/ℓ > 0, the two branches previously joined at J = 0 when
a/ℓ = 0 split open to form spoons. Even more so is that not only is there “level touching”
seen in the middle of Fig. 8 when a/ℓ = 1/2, there is also “level crossing” seen in the
bottom of Fig. 8 when a/ℓ = 9/10. As a/ℓ approaches one, we see again the J = 0
modes approaching the imaginary axis as seen in the tensor sector.

At a/ℓ = 0, the spectrum contains, in addition to the expected vector modes, also an
almost exact copy of the tensor modes from Fig. 6. This is perhaps surprising given that
the fields h++, h+t, and h+3 all couple together and the QNMs frequencies of h++ are
expected to be modified by this coupling compared to the tensor case discussed above.
However, away from a/ℓ = 0 one observes strong effects from the coupling of modes, as
discussed above, there is a level crossing between modes formerly from the tensor sector
and those from the vector sector. Furthermore, additional modes from the tensor sector
continue to appear in the vector sector, although they are no longer a copy of the modes
found for K = J .

4.2.4. K = J − 2 — Scalar fluctuations

As discussed in the beginning of Sec.4.2.3, lowering the eigenvalue of the operator
W3 couples fields to all higher W3 eigenfunctions. Thus choosing K = J − 2 introduces
four additional fields h33, htt, ht3, and h+−, which couple to h+t, h+3, and h++. In
Fig. 9 we display the spectrum for three different values of angular momentum per mass
a/ℓ = 0, 1/2, 9/10, for total angular momentum of the fluctuation J = 0, 1/2, 1, . . . , 100
(increasing in steps of 1/2), and horizon radius r+/ℓ = 10.

Like in the vector sector, there is also a mode ν for which limJ→0 ν = 0, and so a
potential hydrodynamic mode in the scalar sector. In addition, at a/ℓ = 0 the spectrum
contains an almost exact copy of both the tensor and vector spectra. As a result, the scalar
sector contains three hydrodynamic modes: two are sound modes new in this sector, and
one corresponds to the diffusion mode encountered in the vector sector discussed above.
For a/ℓ > 0, we see again the diffusion mode shifts away from the imaginary axis with
an increasingly large negative real part for increasing J .
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Figure 8: Scaled vector modes, ν, for three values of a/ℓ at r+/ℓ = 10. Top: a/ℓ = 0. Middle: a/ℓ = 1/2.
Bottom: a/ℓ = 9/10. The total angular momentum of the fluctuation, J , ranges from 0 to 100 in steps
of 1/2. Modes with J = 0 and 100 are marked by ∆ and

⊕
respectively in the plots.
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Also like in the vector sector, the coupling of the fields in the scalar sector at a/ℓ = 0
leads to bands of non-hydrodynamic QNM modes degenerate at J = 0, but split up for
J > 0. While there are only bands of two modes in the vector sector, this is enhanced to
bands of three in the scalar sector, one for each of the possibilities: K = J ,J − 1,J − 2.
While J > 0 lifts the degeneracy at a/ℓ = 0, this is automatically lifted for a/ℓ > 0.
Indeed, this “split open” of the bands at J > 0 when a/ℓ > 0 happens as QNMs deep
down in the ℑ(ν) < 0 complex half plane move up and form spoons with the J -trajectories
of the scalar modes.

Analogous to the vector sector, we see again the “level crossing” behavior in Fig. 9 as
the spoons form with increasing a/ℓ. As the spoons are locked into place for each of the
mode trajectories displayed (starting from the highest), the J = 0 modes again approach
the imaginary axis as a/ℓ approaches one.

4.2.5. Cross sector spectrum comparison

For J ≥ 2 there is non-trivial coupling in tensor fields in the vector sector equation
of motion and tensor/vector fields in the scalar sector. Non-trivial coupling means, that
despite enhanced U(2) angular symmetry, linearized field equations do not couple cleanly
by component. It is thus interesting to compare the spectra of the tensor, scalar, and
tensor sector to each other. Graphically, this has been done in Fig. 10. The first obser-
vation is, for a = 0, the tensor spectrum appears in the spectra of the vector and scalar
sectors. Similarly, the vector spectrum appears in the scalar spectrum. This points to
the fact that for a = 0, the full spherical symmetry of the spacetime is restored, and
the tensor, vector, and scalar fields decouple from each other for all J and K. A similar
decoupling was seen in the large temperature [29] limit as defined in Sec. 4.2.1. The
second observation is that the once degenerate modes of the a = 0 split in the a ̸= 0
case, as seen in the second plot of Fig. 10. Because the splitting occurs for a ̸= 0 and for
finite r+, it is reasonable to conclude that curvature scale associated with the spherical
geometry of the BH causes this.

4.2.6. Horizon radius dependence & the emergence of hydrodynamics

In all previous subsections of this section (except Sec. 4.2.1), the horizon radius was
chosen to be r+ = 10 (in units of the AdS radius, ℓ = 1). In this subsection, we discuss how
different values of the horizon radius influence the QNM spectra. Recall that the horizon
radius corresponds to the temperature of the rotating fluid by Eq. (35). In particular, in
the large BH limit (F.5), the dispersion relations of the lowest gapless QNMs display the
hydrodynamic behavior expected for N = 4 SYM theory in a boosted fluid state, and
the temperature is proportional to the horizon radius, T = r+

√
ℓ2 − a2/(πℓ3).

In order to study the dispersion relations of the lowest gapless modes, we choose the
momentum diffusion sector as an example. Dispersion relations of the lowest gapless
QNM in that channel have been computed for various values of the horizon radius from
r+ = 10 to r+ = 107. The momentum of the mode has been chosen in half-integer steps
J = 0, 1/2, 1, ...,Jmax up to a maximal value of J = Jmax, which is determined by the
relation Jmax/r+ = jmax = 0.1.46 These values will be used as data points that will be
fitted to the expected form of the hydrodynamic dispersion relation below. It is important
to note that with this definition of a fit window for the momentum 0 < j ≤ jmax, there
are fewer data points to fit at small r+ than at larger r+. This is because j = J /r+,

46This value of j is well within the radius of convergence indicated by Rc as shown in [32]
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Figure 9: Scaled scalar modes, ν, for three values of a/ℓ at r+/ℓ = 10. Top: a/ℓ = 0. Middle: a/ℓ = 1/2.
Bottom: a/ℓ = 9/10. The total angular momentum of the fluctuation, J , ranges from 0 to 100 in steps
of 1/2. Modes with J = 0 and 100 are marked by ∆ and

⊕
respectively in the plots.
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Figure 10: Combined spectra of the sectors considered in sections 4.2.2-4.2.4 at r+/l = 10. The green
depicts the tensor sector, red the vector sector, and blue the scalar sector. The modes are plotted for
total angular momentum of the fluctuation, J , ranging from 0 to 100 in steps of 1/2. Top: a/ℓ = 0.
Bottom: a/ℓ = 1/2.
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where J takes discrete values. This introduces an increasing systematic error for this fit
at decreasing r+.

Now this QNM data is fitted to the dispersion relation:

ω = vJ β − iDJ α , (122)

where we expect a diffusion mode of N = 4 SYM theory at rest (a = 0) to take the
values α = 2, β = 1, v = 0, D = 1/(πT ) = 1/r+. Here, D is related to the coefficient
defined in [120] by D = D/4. The result of this fit is shown in Fig. 11. This figure shows
that in the fit window J /r+ ≤ jmax = 0.1 the expected diffusion scaling α = 2 occurs for
r+ ≈ 1000 while the linear velocity term scaling β = 1 occurs already at much smaller
radii r+ ≈ 10. For larger values of a, these integer scaling values α = 2, β = 1 are reached
at larger r+ values.

As pointed out in Appendix E, for a boosted fluid with boost velocity a one expects
r+D = (1−a2)3/2 and v = 2a [65, 66, 29].47 As seen in Fig. 11, these values are approached
at large horizon radius r+ ≈ 106 for the diffusion coefficient r+D, but already at small
radii r+ ≈ 10 for the propagation speed v of this former diffusion mode.

Finally, we point out two distinct features displayed in Fig. 11 as the horizon radius
(and thus the temperature in the dual field theory) are increased:

• The temperature T becomes the largest scale in the system, therefore the hydrody-
namic approximation becomes more applicable.

• For fluctuations at a fixed energy ω, increasing the horizon radius leads to the large
BH limit given by eqs. (112) and (113), and such fluctuations become hydrodynamic
(ω, j ≪ T ). This occurs as these fluctuations see less and less of the rotating fluid
and perceive it rather as a boosted fluid with boost velocity a.

In the case of the strict large rotating BH limit (applying eqs. (112) and (113), keep-
ing only the leading order in scaling coefficient α), the metric given in Eq. (57) simplifies
slightly. But it retains the topology S3 ×R, and remains in a rotating state with nonva-
nishing angular momentum. In particular, it does not simplify to a boosted black brane,
and the dual fluid is not merely a boosted fluid, but a nontrivially rotating fluid. If
one now chooses to probe this slightly simplified rotating background metric with metric
fluctuations having small frequency and momentum compared to the horizon radius (i.e.
hydrodynamic fluctuations), then these fluctuations effectively see a boosted black brane
metric. This is explicitly seen in the equations of motion obeyed by the metric fluctu-
ations around the rotating background metric in the large BH limit given by eqs. (112)
and (113), which we have shown to be identical to those of the metric fluctuations around
a boosted black brane with boost parameter a.48

Summary: While there are gapless QNMs of rotating BHs at any value of the angu-
lar momentum parameter a, these modes apparently only start following hydrodynamic
dispersion relations with integer powers (e.g. ω = vJ − iDJ 2 + O(3)) at larger values

47Note, that here he “speed” v is defined in such a way that it can take on the value 2 as a maximum.
It would be better to refer to v as “double-speed”, or to redefine v̄ = v/2 and J̄ = 2J . The physical
speed of the mode is v/2. However, we retain this notation here in favor of clear relations with previous
papers.

48This had not been recognized in the originally published version of [29], which is to be updated
shortly.
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Figure 11: Horizon radius dependence & emergence of hydrodynamic scaling. The dashed horizontal
lines indicate the values of diffusion coefficient r+D = r+D/4 and “diffusion speed” v expected for a fluid
boosted with velocity a = 0, 0.5, 0.9 (taken from Table E.10 derived in appendix Appendix E). Note
that this v can take a maximum value of 2 as a result of our notation, the physical speed of this mode,
however, is v/2 ≤ 1, which is always subluminal. Dashed horizontal lines at α = 2 and β = 1 indicate
the expected hydrodynamic dispersion scaling (linear propagation ∝ J , quadratic damping ∝ −iJ 2).
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of the horizon radius r+ ≈ 1000. This may merely be due to the growing systematic
error in the fit window 0 ≤ J /r+ ≤ 0.1 at small r+, as discussed above, or due to the
discreteness of the momentum in principle. It is remarkable that the mode at r+ = 1000
scales hydrodynamically as α ≈ 1, β ≈ 2, but the diffusion coefficient has not yet taken
the value expected for a boosted fluid: that value is reached only at very large horizon
values r+ > 106.49

There is thus an interesting window of horizon values (which corresponds, via Eq. (35),
to a window of temperatures), 1000 ≲ r+ < 107, in which these holographic rotating
fluids display hydrodynamic behavior that is distinct from a boosted fluid. In this
window, we expect to see hydrodynamic transport coefficients being changed as a
result of rotation (and not only a boost); see Fig. 11.

In [32] the convergence radius of the hydrodynamic expansion in momentum space is
computed for a range of horizon radii, 100 ≤ r+ ≤ 106, overlapping with the window in
which we expect hydrodynamic scaling with nontrivially modified transport coefficients
due to rotation, see Fig. 13.

4.2.7. Perturbative instabilities: superradiant and Gregory-Laflamme

It was first found by [24] that the equal angular momenta five-dimensional AdS BH
suffered from a linear superradiant instability. This instability is caused by the presence
of the conformal boundary in combination with the Penrose process. It was found in [24]
that modes of high enough J would induce such an instability. It is still an open question
what is the final state of such an unstable system.
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Figure 12: ℑ(ν) vs a/aext in the tensor sector for a ≲ aext, r+ = ℓ, and J = 5. The red points indicate
unstable modes, while the blue points mark stable modes.

49We note that the dispersion relations analyzed in a regime around r+ ≈ 10 may also be described
by a derivative expansion. In this regime, there are less numerical data points available for the fit in the
window 0 ≤ J /r+ ≤ 0.1. Thus the fit values α, β,D, v displayed for r+ = 10 in Fig. 11 have a large
systematic error. Thus, hydrodynamic scaling α = 2, β = 1 may persist to these small horizon values.
Alternatively, in that regime there may be a scaling with non-integer exponents α and β; for examples
of such a behavior see [132, 133].
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Several meta-stable states have been found [134, 135, 136, 137, 31]. Such states have
an angular momentum but bear neither U(1) axial nor time translational symmetry.
Instead, what is present is a helical symmetry that is a combination of the time translation
and axial rotation. In Figs. 6, 8, and 9, the modes to the left of the imaginary axis
approach the real axis as a and J are increased. For a large enough but non-extremal
a and J , these modes cross the imaginary axis. For example, in the tensor sector, for
r+/ℓ = 1, J = 5, and a/aext = 91/100 there is an unstable mode with a frequency of
ν ≈ −15.56+ i0.00004541. This behavior of modes can further be seen in Fig. 12. It was
shown in [24] that superradiant radiant modes occur when

aunstable =
r2+/ℓ

1 + r2+/ℓ
2
< a < aext =

r2+/ℓ

1 + r2+/ℓ
2

√
1 +

ℓ2

2r2+
. (123)

In the regime of large r+ and thus large temperature, aunstable and aext would coincide as
r+ → ∞. The reason behind such an instability is similar to Cherenkov radiation. The
constant time-directed vector field

vt := ∂t − 2a

(
1 + r2+/ℓ

2

r2+

)
∂ψ (124)

measures the angular velocity of the horizon up to an overall constant normalization.
For values of a in the superradiant regime, this timelike vector cannot be normalized
such that it remains timelike at the AdS boundary. Rather, it becomes spacelike, and
perturbations of the BH can be dragged faster than the local speed of light, thus leading
to an instability.

4.3. Critical points

In this section we give an overview of the recent work [32], whose goal was to study the
behavior of bounds on the convergence of linearized hydrodynamic expansions when the
fluid is in a rotating state. Taking the MP geometry in Eq. (31) as a concrete example,
such bound for N = 4 SYM theory in a rotating state was found in [32] by calculating
critical points (as introduced in [39]).

4.3.1. Implicit functions and their series expansions

As discussed in [39], a relativistic fluid supports, in general, collective excitations –
linearized fluctuations of energy and momentum – around its equilibrium state, and these
are referred to as hydrodynamic modes. The frequency of these modes ω are related to
the momentum via a dispersion relation which takes the form,

ω(q) =
∞∑
c=0

dnq
c/m , (125)

where q is the wave vector, d ∈ C, and m ∈ N. The number of terms in the series is sig-
nificant as it indicates the number of terms kept in the derivative expansion. Indeed, the
series representation of the dispersion relation ω(q) truncates when the hydrodynamics is
considered up to a certain finite order, and it is infinite only when hydrodynamic expan-
sion to all orders is considered. The coefficients of the series can naturally be matched
to the transport coefficients at each order.

It is important to understand how dispersion relations such as Eq. (125) arise. One
begins by linearizing around an equilibrium state (Tµν + δTµν) and making a choice of
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the hydrodynamic degrees of freedom. The derivative expansion is then contained in the
constitutive relations: e.g. by expressing the spatial stress in terms of the energy and
momentum density, these relations then contain up to k derivatives of the energy and
momentum density and so correspond to k-th order hydrodynamics. The resulting linear
system, when expressed in terms of Fourier modes proportional to exp(−iωt + iq · x),
contains non-trivial solutions provided its determinant vanishes. This determinant defines
a non-trivial polynomial in ω and q and thus a complex algebraic curve for general
(ω,q) ∈ C2, and may hence be regarded as an implicit function with the form F (q, ω) = 0.

Given that we can construct this implicit function, we are now in a position to borrow
some basic results from the theory of algebraic curves. Consider an implicit function
f(x, y) = 0 defining a curve. Points on the curve can be classified by how it intersects
with a line L. Following [138], by choosing a point p0 = (x0, y0) on the curve the line
L can be parametrized by (x0 + λt, y0 + µt). Intersections of the line with the curve are
then roots of

f(x0 + λt, y0 + µt) = 0 . (126)

Taylor expanding this expression around t = 0 leads to the following equation for the
intersection

(∂xfλ+ ∂yfµ)t+
1

2
(∂2xfλ

2 + 2∂2xyfλµ+ ∂2yfµ
2)t2 + · · · = 0 , (127)

from which we can classify the number of intersections of the line and the curve.

Single intersections: Consider first the term linear in t, df/dt|t=0. If either or both of the
partial derivatives are non-zero, then every line through p0 has a single intersection with
the curve. There is however an exception: it is possible that µ/λ takes a value such that
∂xfλ+ ∂yfµ = 0, and this line is the tangent to the curve at the point p0.

Double intersections: Consider now the term quadratic in t, d2f/dt2|t=0, supposing that
∂xf = ∂yf = 0. Suppose further that not all of the second partial derivative are zero.
Then every line through p0 has at least 2 intersections at p0. As before, there is again an
exception: it is possible that µ/λ takes a value such that ∂2xfλ

2 + 2∂2xyfλµ+ ∂2yfµ
2 = 0,

and these lines are the tangents to the curve at the point p0.

rth intersections: Consider now the r-th term in t, drf/dtr|t=0, supposing that all partial
derivatives up to and including the (r − 1) order vanish. Again, suppose further that
not all of the r-th partial derivative are zero. Then every line through p0 has at least r
intersections at p0. The exceptional case still remains that it is possible that µ/λ takes a
value such that

∂rxfλ
r +

(
r

1

)
∂r−1
x ∂yfλ

r−1µ+ · · ·+
(
r

r

)
∂ryfµ

r = 0. (128)

Again these lines are the tangents to the curve at the point p0.

In each of these examples p0 is said to be an r-fold point, or a point of multiplicity r;
a point with multiplicity two or more is referred to as singular. It is clear that for a point
to be singular it must be the case that f(x0, y0) = ∂xf(x0, y0) = ∂yf(x0, y0) = 0. We are
most interested in 1-fold points, which are referred to as critical points in [39]. One can
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prove that the point p0 is an r-fold point of the curve if and only if all of the (r − 1)-th
derivatives f vanish at p0 but not all the r-th derivatives [138].

With this in hand we are now in a position to understand the derivation of dispersion
relations we are interested in. If the curve f(x, y) = 0 has a non-singular point at (x0, y0),
then either ∂xf or ∂yf is non-zero. Without loss of generality we can assume it to be
∂yf , and this allows the use of the implicit function theorem.

Analytic implicit function theorem: Suppose f(x0, y0) = 0 and ∂yf(x0, y0) ̸= 0. Then
there exist ϵ > 0 and δ > 0 such that Dϵ(x0) × Dδ(y0) is in the neighborhood of where
f is defined. In addition there exists an injective function g : Dϵ(x0) → Dδ(y0) such
that f(x0, g(x0)) = 0. Furthermore, for each x ∈ Dϵ(x0), g(x) is the unique solution of
f(x, g(x)) = 0. The mapping g(x) is analytic in Dϵ(x0) and that

g′(x) = −∂xf(x, g(x))
∂yf(x, g(x))

. (129)

Higher order derivatives can be obtained in a similar way, and hence the implicit function
theorem guarantees that an expression for y(x) exists locally when expressed as a power
series of (x− x0), and it converges in a neighborhood of x0.

Unfortunately this theorem applies only to a non-singular point, and for the hydro-
dynamic dispersion relations we are interested in, there can be in principle 1-fold points
at the origin of the complex frequency and momentum plane. However, as discussed
in [138, 139], the analytic implicit function theorem can be extended to points (x0, y0) ∈
C2, singular or not. In particular, there exist branches of functions (x(t), y(t)) parame-
terized by t that are analytic in a neighborhood of t = 0 such that (x(0), y(0)) = (x0, y0)
is a root, viz. f(x0, y0) = 0. Furthermore, for every other point (x, y) there is a unique
branch in a suitable neighborhood of (x0, y0) for which x = x(t) and y = y(t). The
proof of this is typically attributed to Puiseux and arises from the proof that the field of
Puiseux series is algebraically closed. The construction of such a Puiseux series solution
to f(x, y) = 0 as well as the pertinent proof can be found in any text on algebraic curves
including [138, 139] 50, and we refer interested readers to them for further details.

The most important result of all this, as was pointed out in [39], is that for a branch
given in the neighborhood of (x0, y0), the series is convergent with a radius of convergence
determined by the location of next closest critical point. This can be easily seen recalling
the conditions that define the 1-fold or critical points: f(x, y) = 0, ∂yf(x, y) = 0. With
f = 0, the total derivative is

df = ∂xfdx+ ∂yfdy = 0 =⇒ dy

dx
= −∂xf

∂yf
, (130)

and the slope clearly diverges when ∂yf(x, y) = 0 is also satisfied. In the case of hydro-
dynamic dispersion relations, y can be considered as the frequency and x the momentum.
Hence the slope of the dispersion relation diverges at the critical points: i.e. the local
explicit solution to the implicit function f = 0 defines the dispersion relation and this
relation becomes ill-defined at the location of a critical point. We have thus a method of

50A particularly easy to follow description of the construction of such a Peuiseux series solution is
given in [39].
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determining the radius of convergence of a hydrodynamic series without having to calcu-
late a large number of coefficients of the series expansion, which may be computationally
expensive or difficult.

4.3.2. Determination of the critical point

With the tools discussed above in hand we can proceed to compute the locations of
the critical points of the linearized hydrodynamic expansion of a rotating fluid. For this
purpose, we focus on the fluid behavior of the N = 4 SYM theory in a rotating state
dual to the MP BH given by Eq. (31), as was done in [32]. From the previous discussion
it is clear we must search for 1-fold points, which are solutions to the equations

P (j, ν) = 0 , ∂νP (j, ν) = 0 , (131)

where P is the implicit function encoding the dispersion relations ν(j), and j = J /r+
here. To obtain P we recall the method of obtaining QNMs. Roughly, the field equations
can be arranged as a generalized eigenvalue problem of the form M(j, ν)Φ0 = 0 where we
have grouped the fields together into the object Φ0. The differential operatorM is a func-
tion of the frequency and momentum, encoding the QNM spectrum. While we directly
solved the generalized eigenvalue problem in Sec. 4.2, an alternative method of obtaining
the QNMs is to evaluate the determinant of this operator, P (ν, j) = det(M(ν, j)), leading
to an implicit function in terms of (j, ν), whose roots are precisely the QNM spectrum
(more details on the QNM problem and the numerical techniques used in this work can
be found in Appendix C). Crucially, this is precisely the implicit function which encodes
the dispersion relations of both hydrodynamic and non-hydrodynamic modes of collective
excitations about the equilibrium of the CFT dual to this BH geometry.

In Fig. 13 we present the distance from the origin (recall hydrodynamic dispersion
relations, constructed as Puiseux series, are roots of the implicit function around the
origin of complex frequency-momentum plane) to the nearest critical point of the implicit
function P encoding the dispersion relations for the MP BH in Eq. (31). In the figure
we display the nearest critical point for each of the three sectors discussed in Sec. 4.2 as
hollow symbols. Interestingly, as already discussed in Sec. 4.2 sectors with successively
lower values of K, i.e. for instance the scalar sector defined by K = J − 2 contain
the fields of all higher sectors. As a result, when constructing the implicit function P
one can find numerically that the critical points obtained in, say the tensor sector, also
appear in the scalar sector. An organizational strategy is then needed to understand the
appearance of the modes. A simple one is to organize by the importance of contributions
in a large r+ expansion. In the strict large BH limit where we consider only the leading
term in the limit r+ → ∞ as shown in [29, 32], the behavior of the fluctuation equations
is that of a boosted planar black brane.51 In this limit the sectors decouple, hence the
vector sector does not interact with tensor sector, nor does the scalar sector interact with
the vector and tensor sector. Furthermore, the discrete momentum j = J /r+ becomes a
continuous variable. Hence the hollow symbols in Fig. 13 are those obtained in this limit.
A consequence of this limit is that one can interpret these critical points like in [39]
as radii of convergence of the dispersion relations obtained from the implicit function
representing the hydrodynamic expansion. It is for this reason we label the vertical axis
in the plot as Rc, the convergence radius of the corresponding sector.52

51An example of the relation between the Wigner-D functions and Fourier transformations in the large
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Figure 13: The convergence radius, Rc, of the hydrodynamic expansion as a function of the angular
momentum parameter a/ℓ. Hollow symbols indicate the value of the distance from the origin (j = 0)
to the nearest critical point j = jc in the strict large BH limit (large temperature), Rc(r+ → ∞), while
solid symbols indicate this value in the full MP BH with horizon radius r+/ℓ = 100. The sector with the
smallest absolute value determines Rc. Adapted from [32].

It was already shown in [29] that the QNM spectrum behaves, roughly speaking,
hydrodynamically for r+/ℓ ≈ O(102). Therefore one can think of the large BH limit,
in a sense, as a hydrodynamic limit of the rotating MP BH solution. In [32] it was
shown that the QNMs, which are also critical points, already behave hydrodynamically
for r+/ℓ ≈ O(102). This is displayed in Fig. 14, which shows the ratio of the nearest
critical point to the origin for a finite horizon radius to that of the nearest mode in the
strict r+ → ∞ limit. It is interesting to note that differences (on the percent level) in
the radius of convergence only begin to appear for r+/ℓ ≈ O(102).

Interestingly, the effect which more severely limits the radius of convergence of the
hydrodynamic series away from the large BH limit is the interaction of modes of different
values of K. While the tensor sector (K = J − 2) does not contain any hydrodynamic
modes, the implicit function encoding the dispersion relations does contain critical points,
and these points are closer to the origin in the complex momentum plane. This is reflected
in the radius of convergence displayed as the solid symbols in Fig. 13. The resulting ra-
dius of convergence is still non-zero and finite, but its behavior has changed qualitatively
and quantitatively as a result of the appearance of the inter-sector couplings implied by
the Einstein equations.

The radius of convergence of the hydrodynamic expansion in momentum space, Rc,
is finite and non-zero in a holographic vortical fluid flow; see Fig. 13. Corrections to

BH limit is discussed in Appendix F.
52It should be noted that in the large BH limit there are no hydrodynamic modes in the tensor sector.

However these play a role as one moves away from the large BH limit.
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Figure 14: The deviation of the convergence radius of the hydrodynamic expansion, Rc, from its value
in the large BH limit, Rc(r+ → ∞), as a function of the horizon radius (normalized to its value in the
large BH limit. The various points represent different values of the angular momentum parameter a/ℓ.
The vertical width of the bands displays the “strength” of rotational effects on the radius of convergence.
The plot markers are the same as those used in Fig. 13. Adapted from [32].

the strict large temperature limit are at most at the percent level for intermediate
temperatures (BH radii, r+/ℓ ≈ 100); see Fig. 14.

4.4. Pole-Skipping

In this section, we give an overview of the pole-skipping phenomenon in the MP back-
ground (described in Sec. 3) discussed in the recent work [33]. While the critical points
discussed in the previous section can be shown to arise as the result of mode collisions in
the complex frequency-momentum plane, pole-skipping modes arise when the residue of
a Green’s function “collides” with the would-be pole, and as a result the residue vanishes
at the pole, and the pole is “skipped”. The study of pole-skipping has garnered much
attention in recent years due to the discovery in [42]. The authors of [42] found that in
the gravitational shockwave calculations [43, 44], the scrambling rate of the dual strongly-
coupled quantum field theory is directly related to the hydrodynamic sound modes of the
theory. This realization quickly led to the development of effective descriptions of quan-
tum chaos, and the general prediction of pole-skipping in the energy-energy correlation
functions as a “smoking gun” for the hydrodynamic origin for the chaotic mode [48, 49].
When this occurs, it provides a potentially simpler method of obtaining information to
characterize the chaotic dynamics (maximal Lyanpunov exponents and butterfly veloci-
ties) than the computation of OTOCs, a standard way to diagnose operator growth in
chaotic quantum field theories. Although much is known about these quantities in sim-
ple settings, less is known about their behavior in non-trivial states of chaotic quantum
field theories, such as the rotating state dual to the MP BH we consider. Earlier works
have considered the rotating BTZ BH dual to a (1+1)-dimensional CFT with a chemical
potential for rotation [140, 141, 84], and the field theory dual to a (3+1)-dimensional
rotating Kerr-AdS BH [142].
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4.4.1. Gravitational shockwaves

Ref. [33] focused on computations of OTOCs in the field theory dual to Eq. (31) of
the form

⟨Ŵ (t2,Ψ2,Φ2,Θ2)V̂ (t1,Ψ1,Φ1,Θ1)Ŵ (t2,Ψ2,Φ2,Θ2)V̂ (t1,Ψ1,Φ1,Θ1)⟩ , (132)

where capital letters denote boundary coordinates, the difference in operator insertions
is large compared to the inverse temperature t2 − t1 ≫ β and the angled brackets denote
the trace with respect to the thermal density matrix e−βH/Z in the dual field theory.
The gravitational process dual to this OTOC is the scattering amplitude between a
particle of momentum pU1 travelling along the V = 0 horizon of the BH (corresponding to
quanta created by the V̂ operator) and a particle of momentum pV2 travelling along the
U = 0 horizon (corresponding to quanta created by the Ŵ operator). The OTOC is then
given by an integral, over momenta and angular coordinates, of eiδ (a two-two scattering
amplitude) weighted by bulk-boundary wave functions, which describe the distribution
of quanta along at the horizon [44].

The computation is made feasible by working in the eikonal approximation [143] which
consists of linearizing the gravitational Lagrangian and treating the two particles (created
by V̂ and Ŵ ) as fixed energy momentum sources following their classical trajectories.
The scattering amplitude for this process, eiδ, is given by evaluating the Einstein-Hilbert
action, expanded to quadratic order, on the classical solutions sourced by the V̂ and Ŵ
operators [143, 43, 44]

δ =
1

2

∫
d5x

√
−g(δgUUD2δgV V + δgUUT

UU + δgV V T
V V ) , (133)

where D2 is related to the inverse of the graviton propagator and as noted in [44], the
first term is equal in magnitude but opposite in sign as the other terms in Eq. (133).

Before discussing the extraction of the OTOC from the gravitational amplitude we be-
gin by computing the linearized backreaction of the two particles following (near) geodesic
trajectories on the geometry.53 These solutions are examples of the well known shockwave
geometries [45, 46, 47]. The trajectory of the particle of momentum pU1 approximates the
null geodesic given by (U = U(τ), V = 0, ψ̃1, ϕ1, θ1). The only non-zero component of the
stress tensor of this particle is given by

TUU =
1√
−g

pU1 δ(V )δ(ψ̃ − ψ̃1)δ(ϕ− ϕ1)δ(θ − θ1) , (134)

while the particle of momentum pV1 follows the null-geodesic (U = 0, V = V (τ), ψ̃2, ϕ2, θ2),
with the stress tensor

T V V =
1√
−g

pV2 δ(U)δ(ψ̃ − ψ̃2)δ(ϕ− ϕ2)δ(θ − θ2). (135)

The only non-zero component of the stress tensor sourced by the V̂ quanta is TV V =
A(0)2TUU/4. The ansatz for the gravitational backreaction of this source takes the form

53This calculation is most easily done in Kruskal coordinates. These are detailed in the original
paper [33] but are included in appendix Appendix D for convenience.
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of a shockwave across the U = 0 horizon, U → U + f1(ψ̃, ϕ, θ) which can be written to
leading order as

δgV V = −A(0)f1(ψ̃, ϕ, θ)δ(V ). (136)

Inserting the ansatz (136) into Einstein’s equations, one finds that the V V -component is
the only non-trivial equation, which reduces to the following partial differential equation
for the angular profile f1(ψ̃, ϕ, θ)

Df1(ψ̃, ϕ, θ) = (□+λ1+λ2∂ψ̃+λ3∂
2
ψ̃
)f =

16πGN

sin(θ1)

K

ℓr2+
pU1 δ(ψ̃−ψ̃1)δ(ϕ−ϕ1)δ(θ−θ1), (137)

with □ given by 54

□ = cot(θ)∂θ + ∂2θ + csc2(θ)∂2
ψ̃
+ csc2(θ)∂2ϕ − 2cot(θ)csc(θ)∂ψ̃∂ϕ, (138)

where λ1, λ2, λ3 are constants given by the expressions

λ1 =
(2K2 + ℓ2r2+)(2a

2(r2+ + ℓ2)2 −∆)

4ℓ4r2+K
2

, λ2 = −
2a(r2+ + ℓ2)K

ℓ3r2+
, λ3 = −

a2(r2+ + ℓ2)

ℓ2r2+
.

(139)
In these expressions, Eq. (137) and Eq. (139) we have made use of two quantities ∆ and
K to shorten the expressions, these constants are defined as

∆ = ℓ2r2+(ℓ
2 + 2r2+), K =

√
ℓ2r2+ − a2(ℓ2 + r2+) (140)

Repeating these steps we can now consider the W quanta travelling on the U = 0
horizon. The calculation goes through as above, only now the geometry is shifted across
the U = 0 horizon V → V +f2(ψ̃, ϕ, θ). To linear order in f2 this leads to the requirement
that f2(ψ̃, ϕ, θ) satisfy

D̃f2(ψ̃, ϕ, θ) =
16πGN

sin(θ2)

K

ℓr2+
pV2 δ(ψ̃ − ψ̃2)δ(ϕ− ϕ2)δ(θ − θ2), (141)

where D̃ is the same differential operator given in (137) but with the replacements ∂ψ̃ →
−∂ψ̃ and ∂ϕ → −∂ϕ.

As was first demonstrated in [33], we can find a general analytic solution to the
angular profile of the shockwave. Introducing f(ψ̃, ϕ, θ, θ′) as the Green’s function of the
Laplacian on S3 with normalised delta-function source

Df(ψ̃, ϕ, θ, θ′) = − 1

2 sin(θ′)
δ(ψ̃)δ(ϕ)δ(θ − θ′) (142)

we can expand the delta functions in terms of Wigner D-functions using the completeness
relation given in Eq. (49). Using the fact that the Wigner D-functions satisfy

□DJ
KM + J (J + 1)DJ

KM = 0 , (143)

54It turns out that this operator is one quarter of the Laplacian on the unit 3-sphere written in terms
of the Hopf fibration.
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we can solve Eq. (142) for the normalised shockwave profile

f(ψ̃, ϕ, θ, θ′) =
∞∑

J=0,1/2,1,...

J∑
K=−J

J∑
M=−J

2J + 1

16π2

dJKM(θ′)dJKM(θ)

J (J + 1)− λ1 − iλ2K + λ3K2
eiKψ̃+iMϕ ,

(144)
where we have made use of the decomposition of the Wigner D-functions in terms of
the Wigner d-functions DJ

KM(ψ̃, ϕ, θ) = dJKM(θ)eiKψ̃+iMϕ̃. Finally, by using the general
Green’s function, we compute the eikonal phase55 from the action in Eq. (133)

δ =
16πGNK

ℓr2+
A(0)pU1 p

V
2 f(ψ2 − ψ1, ϕ2 − ϕ1, θ2, θ1) . (145)

Unfortunately, for general configurations (ψ, ϕ, θ, θ′) we have not encountered a simple
way to evaluate the sum in Eq. (144). However, there do exist configurations for which
one can obtain an explicit closed form of the OTOC in the large BH limit. Making use
of the existence of radially in-falling geodesics which satisfy θ̇ = ϕ̇ = 0 [144] we can
consider configurations for which the operators V̂ and Ŵ lie on a Hopf circle (and hence
are only separated in the direction of the fibre coordinate ψ, parallel to the rotation).
Such operator configurations with Θ1 = Θ2 = Θ and Φ1 = Φ2 = Φ can be mapped by an
isometry to the North pole, i.e. without loss of generality we consider configurations for
which Θ = Φ = 0. The OTOC then takes the form

H(t,Ψ) = ⟨W (t2,Ψ2, 0, 0)V (t1,Ψ1, 0, 0)W (t2,Ψ2, 0, 0)V (t1,Ψ1, 0, 0⟩ (146)

where t = t2 − t1 and Ψ = Ψ2 −Ψ1.
To obtain the closed form expression of the OTOC we work in the large BH limit

r+ ≫ ℓ where the bulk to boundary wave-functions describing the distribution of quanta
on the horizon will be sharply peaked in the angular coordinates on the horizon around
ψ̃2 − ψ̃1 = Ψ − Ωt, θ1 ≈ θ2 ≈ 0, ϕ1 ≈ ϕ2 ≈ 0. Expanding the standard expression
from [44] for the OTOC to leading order in GN , and using that the bulk-to-boundary
wave-functions are sharply peaked around 56 pU1 p

V
2 ∼ e2πTt, the OTOC then takes the

form
H(t,Ψ) ∼ 1− cGNe

2πTtf(Ψ− Ωt) , (148)

where c is a constant and f(ψ̃) is the solution to equation (142) with θ = θ′ = ϕ = 0 .
As was shown in the appendix of [33] in the large BH limit the expression (144) can be
approximated by an integral, leading to the expression

f(ψ̃) =

∫ ∞

0

dJ
∫ J

−J
dK J

4π2

eiKψ̃

J 2 − λ1 − iλ2K + λ3K2
(149)

55Note here we have used rotational symmetry in the ϕ, ψ̃ directions and that f̃(ψ̃1 − ψ̃2, ϕ1 −
ϕ2, θ1, θ2) = f(ψ̃2 − ψ̃1, ϕ2 − ϕ1, θ2, θ1) with f̃ the solution to the analogous equation to Eq. (142)
with D → D̃.

56we note that in the large BH limit the expressions for the temperature and angular velocity reduce
to

2πT =
2r+
ℓ2

√
1− a2/ℓ2, Ω = −2a/ℓ2. (147)
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for the shock-wave profile on Hopf circles. This integral can be computed exactly by
contour integration (see [33] for details)

f(ψ̃) = − 1

4π|ψ̃|

{
e−k+ψ̃, ψ̃ > 0

ek−ψ̃, ψ̃ < 0
(150)

where

k± =
r+

ℓ
√

1− a2/ℓ2

(√
3

2
∓ a

ℓ

)
. (151)

In co-rotating coordinates, the OTOC is therefore exponentially growing in time with
an exponent 2πTt and exponentially decaying in the ψ̃ direction governed by k±. Hence
we now arrive at one of the main results of [33] and of this section. Given in terms of the
fixed boundary coordinates (t,Ψ) the OTOC takes the functional form

H(t,Ψ) ∼ 1− cGN

4π|Ψ− Ωt|


exp

(
2πT+

(
t− ℓΨ

2v+B

))
, Ψ− Ωt > 0,

exp

(
2πT−

(
t− ℓΨ

2v−B

))
, Ψ− Ωt < 0

(152)

where ℓΨ/2 corresponds to the spatial distance between the operators V̂ , Ŵ and the
exponents T±, v

±
B are given by

2πT± =
2r+

ℓ2
√

1− a2/ℓ2

(
1∓

√
3

2

a

ℓ

)
, (153)

2πT±
v±B

=
2r+

ℓ2
√

1− a2/ℓ2

(√
3

2
∓ a

ℓ

)
. (154)

A quick inspection of Eq. (153) and Eq. (154) reveals that these expressions can be
obtained by applying a boost of velocity v = −Ωℓ/2 = a/ℓ to the expression H4 ∼
exp(2πT0(t−ℓΨ/2v(0)B )) for the OTOC of the AdS5-Schwarzschild black brane. Performing
a Lorentz transformation of this form gives

2πT± = 2πT0γv

(
1∓ v

v
(0)
B

)
,

2πT±
v±B

= 2πT0γv

(
1

v
(0)
B

∓ v

)
, (155)

which are equivalent to (153) and (154) upon using the expressions 2πT0 = 2r+/ℓ
2 and

v
(0)
B =

√
2/3, with v

(0)
B the butterfly velocity of the static Schwarzschild-AdS5 black brane.

Before demonstrating that this butterfly also has a hydrodynamic origin, as discussed
in the introduction to this section, we note that the Lyapunov exponent λL associated to
the OTOC on Hopf circles can be extracted from H(t, 0) in Eq. (152) (see for instance
[141]). Doing so gives λL = 2πT+ = Im(ω+) (for a > 0) and λL = 2πT− = Im(ω−) (for
a < 0). We therefore have that

λL = 2πT

(
1−

√
3

2

|a|
ℓ

)
= 2πT

(
1− |v|/v(0)B

)
(156)
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which, as discussed in [33], saturates a velocity-dependent generalization of the Maldacena-
Shenker-Stanford chaos bound [145] orginally proposed in [141]. Furthermore, this natu-
rally saturates the generalized bound for the positive operators θaQa proposed in [141],
given by

|θa[Qa]
µ∂µH|

1−H
≤ 2π . (157)

where H is the OTOC, θa are chemical potentials and Qa are the corresponding gener-
ators. In our case the operators are given by θaQa = β(H̃ + ΩJ) (with β the inverse
temperature, H̃ the Hamiltonian, J the angular momentum and Ω the angular velocity)
and in this case the generalized bound given above in equation (157) reduces to∣∣∂tH(t, ψ) + Ω∂ψH(t, ψ)

∣∣
1−H(t, ψ)

≤ 2πT . (158)

Using the definition of the OTOC given in equation (148) one finds the bound is satu-
rated 57

4.4.2. Near horizon metric fluctuations

As demonstrated in [33] and discussed in the introduction of this section, we now turn
to the hydrodynamic origin of chaos in our holographic system, and we give an overview of
the calculation done to extract information about the retarded Green’s function, GR

T 00T 00 ,
from the study of infalling metric perturbations. We will see that this exhibits the
characteristic features of pole-skipping as identified in [42, 48, 49]. To be concrete, at
a special value of the frequency ω = i2πT the linearized Einstein equations admit an
additional infalling mode when the angular profile of the metric component δgvv at the
horizon is solution to the (sourceless) shockwave Eq. (137) that governs the form of the
OTOC.

Unlike the discussion of the previous section we now take the infalling Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinates (see Appendix D) (v, r, ψ̃, ϕ, θ).58 We then study linearized per-
turbations of the metric of the form

δgµν(v, r, ψ̃, ϕ, θ) = ei(kψ̃−ωv)δgµν(r, ϕ, θ) (159)

Note that we have not yet employed the full machinery of the Wigner D-functions as
developed in Sec.3. We initially refrain from this in order to demonstrate the equivalence
between the linearized Einstein equations near the horizon and the shockwave compu-
tation. Inserting this ansatz into the linearized Einstein equations will give rise to a
coupled set of coupled PDEs for δgµν(r, ϕ, θ). In particular, as in previous examples of
pole-skipping, we find that at ω = i2πT the vv component of the Einstein equations at
r = r+ reduces to a decoupled equation for the angular profile of δgvv evaluated at the
horizon. Furthermore, all other metric perturbation decouple from this component of the

57It was pointed out already in [142], that rotating systems in 1+1 d (e.g. [84]) have been noticed to
satisfy the generalized MSS bound of [141].

58Note we still choose the co-rotating coordinate defined as ψ̃ = ψ− Ω̄t, along with the corresponding
change in the form basis σ̃3 = dψ̃ + cos(θ)dϕ.
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Einstein equations which takes the form{[
cot(θ)∂θ + ∂2θ − csc2(θ)k2 + csc2(θ)∂2ϕ − 2icot(θ)csc(θ)k∂ϕ

]
+ λ1 + iλ2k − λ3k

2

}
δgvv(r+, ϕ, θ) = 0 , (160)

where λ1, λ2 and λ3 the same constants defined in Eq. (139). As advertised, Eq. (160) is
precisely the source-less version of the shockwave equation governing the form of OTOC
(137), after a Fourier transform with respect to the ψ coordinate. The key point is that
the metric perturbation δgvv(r0, ϕ, θ) must either have a specific angular profile on the
horizon (i.e. be a non-trivial solution to Eq. (160)) or it must be zero at the horizon. As
such, for metric perturbations with a particular angular profile related to the shockwave
equation we expect an extra infalling mode, and the pole-skipping phenomenon.

We can go further by recalling that the Wigner D-functions are related to the Wigner
d-functions as DJ

KM(ψ̃, θ, ϕ) = dJKM(θ)eiKψ̃+iMϕ. With this in mind we can can param-
eterize δgvv(r+, ϕ, θ) = eiKϕdJKM(θ), inserting this into Eq. (160) leads to the statement
that at pole-skipping points the quantum numbers K and J are related by 59

λ1 + iλ2K − λ3K2 = J (J + 1). (161)

It is worth pointing out that as a result of the equivalence between the horizon equation
and shockwave equation, this relationship corresponds exactly to the locations of the
poles in the shockwave profile given in Eq. (144).

To compare to Eq. (152) we take the large BH limit r+/ℓ ≫ 1 while keeping a/ℓ ∼
O(1). In the this limit the leading order behavior of the constants λ1, λ2, λ3 is

λ1 =
r2+
2ℓ4

(2a2 − 3ℓ2), λ2 = −2ar+
ℓ2

√
1− a2

ℓ2
λ3 = −a

2

ℓ2
.

As we discussed in Sec.4.2, sectors in the MP BH are determined by a choice of the
quantum number K, here we will consider the class of pole-skipping points where K is
parallel to the rotation direction i. e. taking its maximal value (K = J ). Further, we
recall that in the large BH limit we also choose the momentum to scale with the horizon
radius as J ∼ r+/ℓ ≫ 1. Equipped with a behavior of the momentum in the large BH
limit we find that Eq. (161) reduces to the following quadratic equation for J(

1− a2

ℓ2

)
J 2 +

2iar+
ℓ2

√
1− a2

ℓ2
J +

r2+
2ℓ4
(
3ℓ2 − 2a2

)
= 0 , (162)

whose solutions are given by

J = ± ir+

ℓ
√

1− a2/ℓ2

(√
3

2
∓ a

ℓ

)
= ±ik±. (163)

59It is important to understand that for integer and half-integer J with |M|, |K| ≤ J there is a unique
solution to Eq. (143) that is regular on S3. In order to consider pole-skipping, it is necessary to relax
the condition that M,K,J be integers and consider them to be arbitrary complex parameters. This
corresponds to considering angular profiles of the metric components that are not necessarily regular on
the three-sphere.
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Finally, we see these modes exhibit pole-skipping at a frequency ω = i2πT and at precisely
the same wave-vectors k± that appear in the exponential form of the OTOC when the
operators lie on a Hopf circles (see Eq. (152)).

So far we have been working in terms of co-rotating coordinates, hence the boundary
response is characterized by coordinates (t, ψ̃, θ, ϕ). If, however, we transform these
results to the standard coordinates (t, ψ, θ, ϕ) for the three sphere, then we find that the
wave-vectors k± at which pole-skipping occurs are unchanged, while the frequencies are
modified to

ω± = i(2πT ± k±Ω) =
2ir+

ℓ2
√

1− a2/ℓ2

(
1∓

√
3

2

a

ℓ

)
. (164)

Before closing this section it is worth discussing one of the main conclusions of this
section in more detail. Namely, we have seen that the pole-skipping locations uncovered
in the near horizon analysis of the Einstein equations match precisely the poles of the
summand in the expression for the angular profile of the shockwave geometry (compare
Eq. (161) and Eq. (144)). And, furthermore, in the large BH limit, where we can obtain a
closed form expression for the OTOC, the pole-skipping points match precisely the wave
vector and exponential growth rate of the OTOC (compare Eq. (164) and Eq. (163) to
Eq. (153) and Eq. (154)). As already remarked, the form of the OTOC in this limit can
be obtained directly from the equivalent calculation in a Schwarzschild black brane by
performing a Lorentz transformation. To be concrete, for a non-rotating Schwarzschild
AdS black brane geometry it is the pole-skipping points in the scalar channel which
precisely match the wave vector and exponential growth rate of the OTOC, these are
given by [44]

w = i, q = ±
√

3

2
i . (165)

Therefore, we should expect to see explicitly that the equations of motion for the fluctua-
tions in the scalar channel of the MP BH reduce to those of a boosted Schwarzschild black
brane in the large BH limit, and we should be able to numerically verify directly that
the mode given by Eq. (165), when boosted appropriately, is contained in the spectrum
of fluctuations.

To see these observations we turn to the scalar channel as discussed in Sec.4.2 and
take the large BH limit defined in Eq. (112) and (113) keeping only the leading term
in r+/ℓ. From doing this the fluctuations (h33, htt, ht3, h+−, h+t, h+3, h++) decouple into
three channels: scalar (h33, htt, ht3, h+−), vector (h+t, h+3), and tensor (h++). Again,
focusing on the scalar channel, one finds 7 equations, which can be arranged as four
dynamical equations and three constraints. Transforming to the coordinate u = (r+/r)

2

(and setting ℓ = 1 for simplicity), an analysis of residual gauge symmetry leads to a
master variable Z0(u) which can be constructed from the fields (h33, htt, ht3, h+−) as

Z0(u) = (2
(
j2
(
a2 − z4 − 1

)
− a2ν2

(
z4 + 1

)
− 2ajνz4 + ν2

)
h+−(u)

+
(
a2 − 1

)
(j2htt(u)− 4jνht3(u) + 4ν2h33(u))) . (166)

In terms of this master variable the scalar channel can be reduced to a single equation

0 =
(a2 (4u2 − uν2 − 4)− 2ajuν − u (j2 + 4u) + 4)

a2 − 1
Z0(u)+

f(u)

u

(
3u2 − 5

)
Z ′

0(u) +
f(u)2

u2
Z ′′

0 (u),

(167)
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At this point, as was shown originally in [33], we can demonstrate that the explicit
dependence on the rotation parameter a can be removed by the following Lorentz boost

q =
aν + j√
1− a2

, q =
k

2πT
,

w =
ν + aj√
1− a2

. w =
ω

2πT
,

(168)

after which the resulting a-independent equation is equivalent to the equation for the
master field governing (scalar sector) metric perturbations around a Schwarzschild AdS
black brane [38]. Hence, (167) is simply the master equation 60 for scalar fluctuations
around a boosted black brane, where the momentum of the fluctuations is aligned with
the boost direction.
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Figure 15: Chaos in the sound dispersion. The complex-valued dispersion relation ν(j) for the rotating
BH in the large BH limit. Displayed is the imaginary part of the frequency parameter ℑ(ν) of the
perturbation as a function of the imaginary part of its angular momentum ℑ(j). Each color (and different
symbol) represents a different value for the angular momentum per mass a/ℓ in incremental steps of 3/10.
The black line indicates the trajectory of the pole-skipping location as the angular momentum per mass,
a/ℓ, varies. The cross, x, highlights the point where one of the pole-skipping points associated to this

dispersion relation ceases to be located in the upper half plane, corresponding to a/ℓ =
√

2
3 . Adapted

from [33].

Having confirmed explicitly that the fluctuation equations in the large BH limit reduce
to those of a boosted Schwarzschild black brane it is then a simple matter to apply
Eq. (168) to Eq. 165) to confirm that it gives that the pole-skipping points in Eq. (164) and
Eq. 163). Furthermore, in [33] pole-skipping at these locations was verified explicitly by
numerically 61 solving for the dispersion relation of the (sound) QNM in the scalar sector

60In fact, it was demonstrated in [33] that in all three sectors (scalar, vector, tensor) of the MP BH,
expanded in the large BH limit, the metric perturbations be reduced in the same way to fluctuations
around a boosted Schwarzschild AdS black brane.

61This was done using two independent methods from two independently constructed routines, first,
from a static Schwarzschild black brane whose modes were then boosted and second, directly from the
large BH limit of the rotating BH (for further details see the Appendix of [33]).
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of perturbations for each value of a/ℓ. These numerical results are illustrated in 15. The
pole-skipping locations are indicated with black symbols in Fig. 15 for increasing values
of rotation a/ℓ. As noted in [33], the rotation parameter a/ℓ affects both the frequency

and wave-vector of the pole-skipping points.62 At the special value a/ℓ =
√

2/3 = v
(0)
B ,

i.e. the boost speed is equivalent to the conformal butterfly velocity, the pole-skipping
point associated with (ω,K) = (ω+, ik+) crosses over into the lower half plane of the
complex frequency plane (which has been highlighted in the figure with a cross).
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Figure 16: Butterfly velocity in a rotating plasma. The butterfly velocities v±B given in (169) are
displayed as a function of the rotation parameter a/ℓ. The colored dashed lines indicate the conformal

value v
(0)
B = ±

√
2/3 whilst the black dashed lines indicate the speed of light. Notice that the “upstream”

butterfly velocity v+B crosses zero at exactly the same value of rotation a/ℓ =
√

2
3 for which the pole-

skipping point plotted in Fig. 15 ceases to be located in the upper half complex frequency plane. Adapted
from [33].

The fact that the pole-skipping point (ω,K) = (ω+, ik+) enters the lower half complex

frequency plane when the boost associated to rotation exceeds v
(0)
B has an interesting

implication for the associated butterfly velocity. Extracting a butterfly velocity from
the pole-skipping locations (or equivalently through the OTOC profile in Eq. (154) by
ω±/k± = v±B we obtain

v±B =
v
(0)
B ∓ a

ℓ

1∓ v
(0)
B

a
ℓ

, (169)

which, as expected, is nothing but relativistic addition of velocities obtained by applying
a boost with speed a/ℓ parallel to ±v(0)B .63 Eq. (169) shows that the butterfly velocity v+B
vanishes at the angular momentum parameter a/ℓ = v

(0)
B . At the same value of a/ℓ the

62This is in contrast to static planar BHs for which only the wave-vector changes as one varies mi-
croscopic parameters at a fixed temperature (e.g. as in the general results of [49, 48] and the Reissner-
Nordstrom-AdS geometry of [146])

63This was also noted independently by Navid Abbasi in in a private communication to some of the
authors.
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pole-skipping point (ω,K) = (ω+, ik+) passes into the lower half of the complex frequency
plane, as is marked in Fig. 16 by the cross.

This phenomenon of vanishing butterfly velocity is quite natural, since a perturba-
tion traveling upstream against a uniform fluid flow in a conformal theory will be
experienced by a co-moving observer as sitting still exactly when the perturbation
has the speed |a/ℓ|. Thus, a perturbation moving at the conformal butterfly speed

v
(0)
B appears to sit still when the fluid streams with velocity |a/ℓ| = v

(0)
B . When the

fluid flows faster, |a/ℓ| > v
(0)
B , this perturbation is dragged downstream.

Although natural, this phenomenon could not be observed in previous studies of OTOCs
and pole-skipping in rotating BHs. For instance, in the BTZ BH case [140, 84] the
butterfly velocity is equal to the speed of light, while in the Kerr-AdS case [142] the
authors were restricted to the slowly rotating limit, a limit in which the rotation speed
was parametrically smaller than the corresponding conformal butterfly velocity.

5. Summaries, discussion, and outlook

5.1. Summary of previously published results

In this article we reviewed [29, 32, 33]. These works made use of the (4+1)-dimensional
MP BHs in asymptotically AdS spacetime with two equal angular momenta. These five-
dimensional rotating BHs were already discussed as holographic duals for vortical plasmas
to compare with heavy ion experiments [36]. With this holographic approach, an ana-
lytical vortical fluid flow solving the ideal relativistic fluid dynamics equations of motion
was also constructed [36].

Summary of previous results on QNMs : In [29] (reviewed in Sec. 4.2.1), the primary
subject of analysis was focused on the large temperature (BH) limit. This limit (see
Eqs. (112) and (113)) was taken directly on the level of the equations of motion, and
was defined by a rescaling of the holographic coordinate and also the frequency and
momentum such that only small frequency and momentum (relative to the temperature
scale) remained.

In the large temperature limit, there exist analytic results for the hydrodynamic dis-
persion relations and transport coefficients of the holographic rotating plasma as a func-
tion of the values of these transport coefficients in a plasma at rest [29]. Such analytic
expressions are provided for the two shear viscosities (Eqs. (114) and (115)), the lon-
gitudinal momentum diffusion coefficient (Eq. (117)), two speeds of sound (Eqs. (118)
and (116)), and two sound attenuation coefficients (Eq. (119)). The shear viscosity to
entropy density ratio varies between zero and 1/(4π) depending on the direction of the
shear. More generally, in any holographic anisotropic fluid the value of shear viscosity can
vary depending on the direction of the shear relative to the anisotropy [121, 122, 123, 29].
There is no lower bound [124] on the shear viscosity to entropy density ratio for the
longitudinal shear viscosity. The lack of a bound and the direction-dependence of the
shear viscosity can have a strong impact on the QGP physics since the QGP plasma is
anisotropic [147]; this strongly anisotropic shear viscosity should be taken into account
in hydrodynamic models of the QGP.

At vanishing rotation, a = 0, the longitudinal shear viscosity η|| (along the rotation
axis), the longitudinal momentum diffusion coefficientD||, and the two sound attenuations
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Γ± satisfy the known (Einstein) relations: D|| ∝ η|| and Γ|| ∝ η||. At nonzero rotation,
a ̸= 0, known relations between these coefficients are generalized to include dependence
on angular momentum.

It is important to note that the results of this section indicate that equal angular
momenta MP BHs in the large BH limit are perturbatively stable below the extremal
limit a = ℓ for all angular momenta tested.

Thus, the QNMs of rotating MP BHs in the large BH limit were found to behave
like hydrodynamic modes of a boosted fluid, and the angular momentum parameter
a acts as boost parameter (see the discussion in Sec. 4.2.6).

Summary of previous results on critical points : In [32] (reviewed in Sec. 4.3), the primary
subject of analysis was the general behavior of collective excitations around a rotating
equilibrium state, and in particular, the extent to which the theory describing these col-
lective (hydrodynamic) excitations remains valid. These excitations are characterized by
dispersion relations and here we reviewed the description of these in terms of complex
implicit functions referred to as spectral curves. We reviewed the advances made in [39]
that allow one to see under what circumstances does a local description of the spectral
curves exists, which in general is given by a Puiseux series (which is precisely a disper-
sion relation). In particular, the radius of convergence of this series expression can be
determined by the location of the critical point nearest to the point of expansion. As the
interest is in hydrodynamic expressions for which limq→0w(q) = 0, the task is to seek the
critical point nearest to the origin of the complex frequency and momentum plane, C2.
This technology was applied to the equal angular momenta MP BH, in both the large
BH limit and in general.

Large BH limit (at large temperature): The sectors which display hydrodynamic behav-
iors decouple, hence the vector and scalar sectors do not interact with each other nor with
the tensor sector. This leads to a simple case of two curves indicated by the hollow square
and circle (for the sound and shear diffusion sectors respectively) in Fig. 13 as a function
of the angular momentum parameter a. Here we see a dip in the radius of convergence as
the angular momentum is increased before an eventual rise as the extremal limit, a = ℓ,
is approached. Importantly, keeping in mind the main lesson discussed in Sec. 2.3.2, in
this limit the fluctuations see a uniformly boosted fluid and here the angular momentum
parameter a can be viewed as a velocity of the boost. This is further supported by the
fact that one can transform the equations of motion the bulk metric fluctuations satisfy
into that of a static black brane (through a boost coordinate transformation).

General r+H (general temperature): Away from the large BH limit, the sectors which
display hydrodynamic behaviors interact. This is a general effect in MP BH and is due to
the eigenfunction decomposition on S3. Hence the vector and scalar sectors interact with
each other and with the tensor sector also. In particular, the vector or shear diffusion
modes interact with the tensor sector. Scalar or sound modes interact with both the
shear diffusion sector and the tensor sector. It turns out that this is the effect which
most severely limits the radius of convergence. This is displayed by the solid symbols in
Fig. 13 (again square and circle for shear diffusion and sound respectively.) The inter-
sector coupling leads to the piecewise behavior of the solid-shaped curve. Meanwhile,
using the full equations of motion at finite radii has relatively little effect on the locations
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of the critical points as displayed in Fig. 14.

Despite differences between the large BH limit and the case of general horizon radius
r+H , the main message is clear: the radius of convergence of the linearized hydro-
dynamic expansion of dispersion relations in N = 4 SYM remains non-zero under
rotation.

Summary of previous results on pole-skipping : In [33] (reviewed in Sec. 4.4), the pri-
mary subject of analysis was focused on pole-skipping points, defined as points (q∗, ω∗)
in the complex frequency and momentum space where the Green’s function becomes ill
defined, as its numerator and denominator vanish simultaneously. In maximally chaotic
systems, the location of the pole-skipping points is directly related to the Lyapunov ex-
ponent and butterfly velocity which describe the growth of OTOCs. Furthermore, these
pole-skipping points exist in the energy-energy correlation functions and hence link the
early time chaotic dynamics of the system to the late time hydrodynamic evolution of its
conserved charges.

General r+H (general temperature): Specifically, OTOCs in the field theory state dual to
the equal angular momenta MP black hole are computed by directly calculating gravita-
tional scattering amplitudes for two particles traveling near the event horizon. There, one
obtains the eikonal phase associated with two-to-two scattering in terms of the profile
characterizing the gravitational backreaction of the particles on the MP BH. Further-
more, one obtains an exact solution for the angular profile of the shockwave in terms of
Wigner D-functions. In addition, the linearized fluctuations of the time-time component
of the metric were separately computed; these are the relevant metric fluctuation to de-
scribe energy-energy correlations of the energy-momentum tensor of associated dual SYM
fluid. One finds precisely the same differential equation governs the linearized Einstein
equations as that governs the scattering of two particles near the horizon, and thus one
expects pole-skipping to occur.

Large BH limit (at large temperature): Although an analytic expression for the OTOC
was obtained, it was not possible to evaluate the required summations in general. How-
ever, in the large BH limit the expression can be approximated by integral representations
leading to an exact expression for the shockwave equation. Then the Lyanpunov and but-
terfly velocity were extracted from the exponentially growing behavior. Crucially, these
extracted values were compared to the large BH limit of the equation governing the lin-
earized fluctuations of the time-time component of the metric. The locations where this
differential equation admits an additional infalling solution (a particular complex value
of the momentum and frequency) agrees exactly with the wave vectors of the OTOCs.
Furthermore, in the large BH limit, it was also demonstrated numerically that the hy-
drodynamic dispersion relations (obtained from QNMs) of the scalar channel (associated
with energy-energy correlations) pass precisely through the pole-skipping location when
evaluated at complex momentum; see Fig. 15. Hence in the large BH limit, one can
confidently claim a deep connection between the early time chaotic dynamics and the
late time hydrodynamic evolution in N = 4 SYM evaluated in a rotating state. Finally,
as we have emphasized before, in this limit the fluctuations see a uniformly boosted fluid
and here the angular momentum parameter a can be viewed as the velocity of the boost.
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Hence, in this limit the butterfly velocity can be extracted, see Fig. 16, and its behavior
can be intuitively understood. Interestingly a perturbation traveling upstream against
this fluid flow will be experienced by an observer at rest as sitting still exactly when the
perturbation has the speed |a/ℓ|. Therefore a perturbation moving at the conformal but-
terfly speed

√
2/3 appears to sit still when the fluid streams with velocity |a/ℓ| =

√
2/3.

However if the fluid flows faster, at a speed of |a/ℓ| >
√
2/3, this perturbation will be

dragged downstream.

Precisely the same differential equation governs the linearized Einstein equations as
the one that governs the scattering of two particles near the horizon. This statement
holds true for a holographic fluid undergoing rotation. In the large BH (large tem-
perature) limit, a pole-skipping point is located on the sound dispersion relation for
each value of angular momentum, for the large BH limit see dashed black curve in
Fig. 15, providing a link of quantum chaos to hydrodynamics. There exists a special
value for the angular momentum, a/ℓ =

√
2/3, at which the “upstream” butterfly

velocity v+B crosses zero and simultaneously the pole-skipping point crosses from the
upper to lower half of the complex frequency plane, see Fig. 15.

5.2. Summary of new results first presented in this review

In this section we summarize new results and insights obtained in the course of writing
this review, which allows us to paint a more complete picture of the fluid dual to the
rotating MP BH.

General r+H (general temperature):

• Hydrodynamic dispersion relations with modified transport coefficients are a good
fit already at small to intermediate temperatures (corresponding to a horizon radius
r+/ℓ ≈ 104, and possibly even smaller), as can be seen in Fig. 11.

• There is a remarkable window of horizon values in the range of 1000 ≲ r+/ℓ ≲ 107,
in which these holographic rotating fluids display hydrodynamic behavior that is
distinct from a boosted fluid. This window is discussed in Sec. 4.2.6.

• Multiple level crossings occur between distinct non-hydrodynamic modes, as illus-
trated in Fig. 7.

• At small temperature corresponding to horizon radius r+/ℓ = 10, the lowest few
hydrodynamic and non-hydrodynamic modes are computed for the tensor (Fig. 6),
vector (Fig. 8), and scalar (Fig. 9) sectors.

• At extremality when the inner and outer horizons coincide, the surface gravity, and
hence the Hawking temperature vanish, and the holographic fluids we consider dis-
play a similarity with charged fluids. Consider a state of fixed energy comprised
of rotational and thermal energy. When all the energy is rotational and the tem-
perature vanishes, the zero momentum eigenmodes appear to coalesce, forming a
branch cut along the imaginary axis similar to what is observed in charged holo-
graphic fluids [130, 131, 128]; see bottom graphs (a/ℓ = 0.9) in Figs. 6, 8, and 9.
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• At small temperature corresponding to horizon radius r+ = ℓ, the fluid becomes
unstable at smaller angular momentum, as superradiance occurs below extremality
(i.e. below rotational parameter a = ℓ) at a/aext ∼ 0.916 as displayed in Fig. 12.

Large BH limit (at large temperature):

• Fluid is nontrivially rotating, low-energy (hydrodynamic) excitations see it as a
fluid boosted with velocity a, this is discussed in Sec. 4.2.1.

• Hydrodynamic dispersion relations with boosted fluid transport coefficients are
given by eqs. (114) to (121).

• Eikonal limit (large momentum limit): eigenfrequencies scale with the momentum
as expected, as displayed in Fig. 5.

• Superradiance instabilities occur only at extremality, a = ℓ, while the fluid is stable
(according to our numerical checks) against all fluctuations at a < ℓ.

Hydrodynamic behavior emerges in the holographic rotating fluids already at mod-
erate temperatures (intermediate sized black holes, r+ ≈ 102) as noted before [29];
see Sec. 4.2.6 for the details on our novel results first presented in this review.

Fluctuations of the hydrodynamic fields (temperature, fluid velocity) were holograph-
ically computed and their spectrum of eigenmodes was determined. Already at fairly low
temperatures, the spectrum of this fluid contains modes which have vanishing frequency
in the limit of vanishing momentum eigenvalue, a defining property of hydrodynamic
modes. Furthermore, the frequencies of these candidate hydrodynamic mode scale with
the (angular) momentum of the fluctuations either linearly or quadratically, closely re-
sembling the linear scaling of sound modes with the speed of sound and the quadratic
damping of diffusion modes. Notably, the momentum of the fluctuations is now a dis-
crete angular momentum eigenvalue because the rotating fluid enforces an expansion into
eigenmodes that resemble spherical harmonics, which have discrete angular momentum
eigenvalues labelled by J .

Our analysis here goes beyond [29] in that we present non-hydrodynamic modes along
with hydrodynamic modes. Extending [29] even further, we present results at moderate
to low temperatures (corresponding to medium to small BH horizon radii). At such low
temperatures, even the lowest energy eigenmodes may not behave hydrodynamically, in
that their dispersion relations deviate from hydrodynamic scaling. These results demon-
strate how the hydrodynamic scaling of the lowest lying eigenfrequencies with angular
momentum emerges as the temperature increases.64 Furthermore, non-hydrodynamic
modes are responding strongly to the coupling of modes in the scalar and vector sectors.
This is seen in the level crossing in Fig. 7.

We studied the regime of large momentum values J and large frequencies ν, beyond
the naive regime of validity of hydrodynamics, and found that the hydrodynamic momen-
tum diffusion mode dominating the low energy dynamics in the entire range of momentum

64For a similar analysis of the validity of hydrodynamics in a holographic system subject to a strong
magnetic field, see [148].
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j = 0, ..., 10 for all values of a scanned. As can be seen in Fig. 8, it is obvious that the
diffusion mode originating at zero frequency ν = 0 with momentum J = 0 (marked by
triangle) always has the smallest imaginary part, i.e. the smallest damping, and thus it
is the longest lived mode dominating the late time low energy dynamics. In the case of
the two sound modes, the behavior is more complicated, as displayed in Fig. 9. However,
at least one of the two sound modes is dominating the low energy late time dynamics
for all values of a and J scanned (very similar to the diffusion mode described above).
The other sound mode becomes, at a specific momentum value J , more damped than
the lowest-lying non-hydrodynamic modes, leading to a change in the late-time transport
properties of the fluid, as seen also at vanishing rotation. There is a third hydrodynamic
mode appearing in Fig. 9 marked by the triangle at J = 0, ν = 0. This is the momentum
diffusion mode that mixes with the sound modes at finite values of the horizon radius r+
(moderate to small temperatures).

It has been suggested in [98] that the relative angular velocities of the BH to that of
the boundary are conjugate to the angular momenta of the dual boundary fluid. In this
context, angular velocity can be considered as a gauge field, with the physical angular
momentum being the difference in angular velocity between the boundary and the horizon
(see Eq. (19) in Sec. 3.1 for a concrete example). Thus, holographic angular velocity is
analogous to a U(1)-charge chemical potential, which is defined as the difference of the
time-component of the gauge field at the boundary minus its value at the BH horizon,
µ =

∫ rboundary
rhorizon

drA′
t(r), with the radial AdS-direction r. We point out that there are

various similarities between the QNM spectra of rotating MP BHs studied in the present
article and the QNM spectra charged Reissner-Nordström black branes studied in [128].
Most striking is the occurrence of a set of “purely imaginary QNMs” at nonzero rotation
or charge parameter, respectively. These modes at large rotation or charge parameter
coalesce and appear to form a branch cut along the negative imaginary frequency axis
as the BHs approach extremality, as studied in the lower dimensional AdS4 Reissner-
Nordström case [130, 131].

5.3. Discussion and implications

Holography has proven itself a fertile ground for the investigation, and construction of
effective descriptions for quantum many-body systems. The most famous example of the
correspondence, between the strong coupling regime of N = 4 SYM theory and Einstein
gravity in AdS5×S5, in particular has generated a significant body of literature devoted to
furthering the understanding strongly coupled QFT. These endeavours have often aided
understanding in both nuclear physics and heavy ion collisions by providing microscopic
inputs, such as transport coefficients, unattainable by other means. Yet despite this
extensive literature, rotational phases of N = 4 SYM have received scant notice. In this
article we have reviewed recent progress in the direction of understanding the behavior
of N = 4 SYM theory in rotating states. Considering the equal angular momenta limit
of the simplest dual description, the MP BH, the works we have reviewed provide a new
foothold into studying the collective excitations around thermal equilibrium of rotating,
strongly-coupledN = 4 SYM fluids. The most important lesson learned from the analysis
is perhaps simple in retrospect:
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Collective excitations around rotating states whose frequency and momentum are
small relative to the temperature and angular momentum scale perceive the rotating
fluid at their relative scales as a boosted fluid. Corrections to this behavior are
suppressed by powers of the temperature.

That is, the collective excitations behave ultra-locally [50] and, barring any non-trivial
solitonic field configurations, the ultra-local behavior of any fluid flow is uniform motion.
This result is vividly demonstrated in not only the hydrodynamic modes obtained here
(see Secs. 3.3.2, 4.2.1 and 4.3) but in the ballistic growth of local operators characterized
by the Lyanpunov exponents and butterfly velocities of Sec. 4.4.2.

More generally, this result that rotating systems such as the QGP generated in heavy-
ion collisions may at intermediate to high temperatures be well approximated by models
of boosted fluids. However, caution should be used, as this review discussed holographic
fluids (not QCD plasma) dual to a particular geometry (rotating MP BHs with two equal
angular momenta) and then stereographically projected onto flat Minkowski space. The
MP BHs with equal angular momenta, a = b are peculiar for several reasons. One striking
example of such peculiarities is that there is no axis of rotation. This can be seen by
calculating the integral curves of the axial angular momentum Killing vector field. The
resulting flow lines for an embedding in R3 lie on a torus. On the dual field theory side,
the induced rotation also lacks an axis.

The lowest critical points diverging to infinity is in agreement with the “unreasonable
success of viscous hydrodynamics” in applications of QPG transport [64]. The more
vorticity is added to a strongly coupled fluid, the larger the momentum the hydrodynamic
expansion can reach. This could have implications for regimes of validity of effective field
theories in experiments to probe fundamental physics, which require large momenta to
probe. Other than QGP, this enhancement of hydrodynamics could be applied to other
extreme rotating scenarios like neutron stars, stellar objects, and astrophysical black
holes.

The analytically known vortical fluid flow (102) (BIR flow) [36] can certainly serve
as an analytical model for rotating QGP, similar to how Bjorken flow or Gubser flow
are used. Furthermore, the MP BHs discussed in this review that are dual to this
vortical fluid flow, can serve as the dual gravitational description of such rotating
states. It would be useful to use this holographic model and the analytic BIR flow
as checks for hydrodynamic codes and other numerical or analytical descriptions of
rotating fluids.

5.4. Outlook

The results discussed above suggest that there is much more to learn for hydrodynamics
in rotating systems, and for gravity from the rotating five-dimensional BH solution to
the Einstein equations. Here we discuss some future directions; the list is of course not
exhaustive.

1. The general case with unequal angular momenta Jϕ ̸= Jψ (a ̸= b) or the singly
spinning configurations Jϕ ̸= 0, Jψ = 0 and Jϕ = 0, Jψ ̸= 0 could be explored.

(i) The singly spinning case contains an axis of rotation, so large temperature
expansions around such a state would be interesting.

(ii) Both cases involve solving 2D partial differential equations in order to find the
QNMs.
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2. Explore the intermediate horizon radius regime around 103 < r+ < 107 in which
nontrivial hydrodynamic transport is expected (which is not simply that of a
boosted fluid, as argued in Sec. 4.2.6).

3. What is the physical relevance of the level crossings between non-hydrodynamic
modes as seen in Fig. 7? Are these crossing points related to the level crossings and
mode collisions determining critical points at complexified momentum [39, 149]?

4. Only a subset of fluctuations was explored in this article, namely the ones that
reduce in the large BH limit to the fluctuations with linear momentum aligned
with the anisotropy created in the fluid due to its rotation. More general fluctu-
ations should be considered, which would for example allow one to compute the
perpendicular diffusion coefficient D⊥.

5. The presence of a linear instability in global AdS Kerr begs the question of what
the dual field theoretic interpretation to this instability is.

6. An implementation of rotation, polarization and spin in hydrodynamic codes is
desirable for various applications ranging from modelling heavy-ion collisions [64],
modelling mergers of BHs and neutron stars [150, 151], and fluids in the context of
condensed matter physics, e.g. [152, 153, 154, 155]. The holographic fluid presented
in this article (as well as the analytic BIR flow [36]) can serve as a testing ground
for such hydrodynamic codes.

7. A version of hydrodynamics around a rotating equilibrium state can be systemat-
ically constructed. This state breaks rotation invariance and thus involves a new
vector, the unit vector pointing in the symmetry direction, similar to anisotropic
hydrodynamics [125, 126, 156]). The fluid/gravity correspondence [50] can be used
to systematically derive and test such a description. It can be used to extend the
rotating BH solutions (31) into metric solutions which have temperature and angu-
lar momentum depending on the transverse coordinates and time. This leads to a
gradient expansion in the dual field theory, locally correcting the rotating equilib-
rium state by gradients of temperature and angular momentum, likely modifying
the hydrodynamic dispersion relations significantly.

It is worthwhile to point out the possibility that the QGP generated in heavy-ion
collisions does not actually carry any significant vorticity or angular momentum. A recent
numerical study of a holographic fluid created in the collision of localized, lumpy shocks
(modeling a granular nuclear structure) has found that most of the angular momentum
after the collision resides in the periphery, while only a small fraction of the total angular
momentum is present in the region occupied by the holographic QGP [157]. If the same
proves to be true for QGP generated at RHIC and LHC, then the hyperon polarization
would have no explanation from the QGP containing a significant amount of vorticity or
angular momentum, and new theoretical understanding has to be found.
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Appendix A. Energy-Momentum tensor

In this appendix we display the full form of the energy-momentum tensor for the MP
BH with a ̸= b:

8πG5 ⟨Ttt⟩ =
1

64ℓ3

[
13a4 + 15

(
a2 − b2

)2
cos(4θFG)

+ 4
(
a2 − b2

)
cos(2θFG)

(
a2 + b2 − 14ℓ2

)
− 34a2b2 − 8a2ℓ2 + 13b4 − 8b2ℓ2 + 192Mℓ2 + 24ℓ4

]
(A.1)

8πG5 ⟨Ttϕ⟩ = − a sin(θFG)
2

8ℓ (ℓ2 − a2)

[
3a4 + 7

(
a2 − b2

)2
cos4(θFG)

− 2
(
a2 − b2

)
cos(θFG)

2
(
5a2 − 6b2 + ℓ2

)
+ a2

(
2ℓ2 − 8b2

)
+ 4b4 + 24Mℓ2 − ℓ4

]
(A.2)

8πG5 ⟨Ttψ⟩ = −b cos
2(θFG)

8ℓ (ℓ2 − b2)

[
− a4 + 7

(
a2 − b2

)2
cos4(θFG)

− 2
(
a2 − b2

)
cos2(θFG)

(
a2 − 2b2 + ℓ2

)
+ 2a2ℓ2 + 24Mℓ2 − ℓ4

]
(A.3)

8πG5 ⟨TθFGθFG
⟩ = 1

8∆θℓ

[
a4 − 3

(
a2 − b2

)2
cos(θFG)

4

+ 2(a2 − b2)
(
a2 − 2b2 + ℓ2

)
cos(θFG)

2 − 2ℓ2
(
a2 − 4M

)
+ ℓ4

]
(A.4)

8πG5 ⟨Tϕϕ⟩ =
ℓ sin2(θFG)

8 (a2 − ℓ2)2

{
3a6 − a4

(
8b2 + ℓ2

)
+ a2

(
4b4 + 8ℓ2

(
b2 + 3M

)
− 3ℓ4

)
− 2 cos(θFG)

2
[
5a6 − 11a4b2 + 6a2b4 + ℓ4

(
b2 − a2

)
+ 2ℓ2

(
−2a4 + a2

(
5b2 + 8M
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− 3b4

) ]
+ 7

(
a2 − b2

)2
(a2 − ℓ2) cos(θFG)

4 − 4b4ℓ2 + 8Mℓ4 + ℓ6
}

(A.5)

8πG5 ⟨Tϕψ⟩ =
abMℓ3 sin2(2θFG)

(a2 − ℓ2) (b2 − ℓ2)
(A.6)

8πG5 ⟨Tψψ⟩ =
ℓ cos(θFG)

2

8 (b2 − ℓ2)2

{
2 cos(θFG)

2
[
ℓ2
(
a4 − 4a2b2 + 3b4 + 16b2M

)
− b2

(
a4 − 3a2b2 + 2b4

)
+ ℓ4(a2 − b2)

]
− (b2 − ℓ2)

(
a4 − 2ℓ2

(
a2 − 4M

)
+ ℓ4

)
+ 7

(
a2 − b2

)4
(b2 − ℓ2) cos(θFG)

4

}
(A.7)

Note that all other elements of the energy-momentum tensor which are not shown, and
are not given by symmetry, vanish.
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Appendix B. Quasinormal mode data

For convenience we include the six modes closest to the line ℑ(v) = 0 in the three sec-
tors discussed in Sec.4.2 for a/ℓ = 0, 1/2, 9/10. In each table we fix a value of J = 0, 1/2, 1
and r+ = 10, the remaining data can be found in the supplementary material.

Appendix B.1. Tensor sector

n a/ℓ = 0 a/ℓ = 1/2 a/ℓ = 9/10
ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v)

1 1.57792 -1.36943 1.83839 -1.73479 -0.214354 -0.529707
2 -1.57792 -1.36943 -1.63407 -1.73893 -0.223526 -1.00114
3 2.60488 -2.37904 -0.471547 -1.94296 -0.231857 -1.4879
4 -2.60488 -2.37904 -2.90868 -2.98463 -0.239585 -1.98766
5 -3.61756 -3.38252 3.08986 -2.98592 -0.246234 -2.49843
6 3.61756 -3.38252 -4.14395 -4.21689 2.84375 -2.73946

Table B.1: J = 0 tensor modes. n indicates the nth furthest mode from the ℑ(ν) = 0 axis.

n a/ℓ = 0 a/ℓ = 1/2 a/ℓ = 9/10
ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v)

1 -1.58609 -1.36696 1.86324 -1.73367 -0.267892 -0.52861
2 1.58609 -1.36696 -1.6031 -1.74128 -0.279378 -1.00015
3 2.6107 -2.3774 -0.594678 -1.92682 -0.289814 -1.48695
4 -2.6107 -2.3774 -2.88713 -2.98347 -0.299508 -1.98678
5 3.62224 -3.38124 3.1134 -2.98514 -0.307855 -2.49776
6 -3.62224 -3.38124 -4.12207 -4.21626 -2.62293 -2.73856

Table B.2: J = 1/2 tensor modes. n indicates the nth furthest mode from the ℑ(ν) = 0 axis.

n a/ℓ = 0 a/ℓ = 1/2 a/ℓ = 9/10
ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v)

1 -1.5965 -1.36383 1.88859 -1.73202 -0.321408 -0.527454
2 1.5965 -1.36383 -1.56789 -1.74515 -0.335217 -0.999071
3 2.61814 -2.37531 -0.722979 -1.90682 -0.347771 -1.48588
4 -2.61814 -2.37531 -2.86612 -2.98187 -0.359452 -1.9858
5 -3.62822 -3.37959 3.13731 -2.984 -0.369518 -2.49702
6 3.62822 -3.37959 -4.10043 -4.21535 -2.59952 -2.73727

Table B.3: J = 1 tensor modes. n indicates the nth furthest mode from the ℑ(ν) = 0 axis.
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Appendix B.2. Vector sector

n a/ℓ = 0 a/ℓ = 1/2 a/ℓ = 9/10
ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v)

1 1.57792 -1.36943 1.83839 -1.73479 -0.214354 -0.529707
2 -1.57792 -1.36943 -1.63407 -1.73893 -0.223526 -1.00114
3 2.60488 -2.37904 -0.471547 -1.94296 -0.231857 -1.4879
4 -2.60488 -2.37904 -2.90868 -2.98463 -0.239585 -1.98766
5 -3.61756 -3.38252 3.08986 -2.98592 -0.246234 -2.49843
6 3.61756 -3.38252 -4.14395 -4.21689 2.84375 -2.73946

Table B.4: J = 0 vector modes. n indicates the nth furthest mode from the ℑ(ν) = 0 axis.

n a/ℓ = 0 a/ℓ = 1/2 a/ℓ = 9/10
ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v)

1 -9.77489×10−85 -0.00626198 -0.0252699 -0.00514204 -0.045346 -0.00226457
2 -1.58609 -1.36696 -1.46214 -1.42053 -0.160298 -0.532138
3 1.58609 -1.36696 1.59728 -1.4975 -0.241578 -0.716389
4 -1.57145 -1.37138 1.81681 -1.7323 -0.167453 -1.00312
5 1.57145 -1.37138 -1.66563 -1.73445 -0.202738 -1.2898
6 -2.6107 -2.3774 -0.350175 -1.96503 -0.173784 -1.48965

Table B.5: J = 1/2 vector modes. n indicates the nth furthest mode from the ℑ(ν) = 0 axis.

n a/ℓ = 0 a/ℓ = 1/2 a/ℓ = 9/10
ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v)

1 -6.3260×10−94 -0.0150693 -0.0508062 -0.0119096 -0.090775 -0.00472503
2 -1.5965 -1.36383 -1.45984 -1.4059 -0.213379 -0.532508
3 1.5965 -1.36383 1.6058 -1.49884 -0.297615 -0.713923
4 -1.57556 -1.37012 1.84404 -1.729 -0.223126 -1.00332
5 1.57556 -1.37012 -1.64015 -1.73249 -0.262902 -1.28889
6 2.61814 -2.37531 -0.468888 -1.96172 -0.23164 -1.48972

Table B.6: J = 1 vector modes. n indicates the nth furthest mode from the ℑ(ν) = 0 axis.
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Appendix B.3. Scalar sector

n a/ℓ = 0 a/ℓ = 1/2 a/ℓ = 9/10
ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v)

1 -1.5779 -1.3694 -1.4252 -1.3411 -0.0010668 -0.55268
2 1.5779 -1.3694 1.4252 -1.3411 -0.074684 -0.75314
3 -1.5685 -1.3723 -1.4809 -1.4504 0.0 -0.86704
4 1.5685 -1.3723 1.5765 -1.4824 0.0 -0.86704
5 -1.5661 -1.3730 -1.7330 -1.7340 -0.00047209 -1.0449
6 1.5661 -1.3730 1.7332 -1.7366 -1.2191 -1.2125

Table B.7: J = 0 scalar modes. n indicates the nth furthest mode from the ℑ(ν) = 0 axis.

n a/ℓ = 0 a/ℓ = 1/2 a/ℓ = 9/10
ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v)

1 0.0 -0.0062620 -0.011386 -0.0060167 -0.036860 -0.0035422
2 -1.5861 -1.3670 -1.4396 -1.3341 -0.053926 -0.55468
3 1.5861 -1.3670 1.4124 -1.3472 -0.13133 -0.75273
4 -1.5714 -1.3714 -1.4762 -1.4403 -0.045112 -0.86704
5 1.5714 -1.3714 1.5848 -1.4869 -0.045112 -0.86704
6 -1.5673 -1.3726 -1.7121 -1.7305 -0.045112 -0.86704

Table B.8: J = 1/2 scalar modes. n indicates the nth furthest mode from the ℑ(ν) = 0 axis.

n a/ℓ = 0 a/ℓ = 1/2 a/ℓ = 9/10
ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v) ℜ(v) ℑ(v)

1 -0.081988 -0.0041527 -0.095984 -0.0014583 -0.099872 -0.00014121
2 0.081988 -0.0041527 0.051356 -0.0070246 0.010573 -0.0044887
3 0.0 -0.015069 -0.028210 -0.014144 -0.074679 -0.0080336
4 -1.5965 -1.3638 -1.4545 -1.3266 -0.10681 -0.55665
5 1.5965 -1.3638 1.3998 -1.3526 -0.18799 -0.75219
6 -1.5756 -1.3701 -1.4733 -1.4284 -0.090225 -0.86704

Table B.9: J = 1 scalar modes. n indicates the nth furthest mode from the ℑ(ν) = 0 axis.
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Appendix C. Numerical methods

In general, the linearized equations of motion of the fluctuations give rise to what is
known as a non-linear eigenvalue problem that takes the form

M(ω, q)Ψ0 =

(
R∑
n=0

Mnω
n

)
Ψ0 = 0 , (C.1)

whereMn are ω-independent differential operators, Ψ0 are the fields of interest in a given
sector, and R is the order of ω appearing in the equations of motion. Note R is at most
two because Eq. (24) has second order time derivatives. If more than one field makes up
a given sector, say m of them, then Mn are m×m matrices acting on a column vector of
m fields represented by Ψ0. It is well-known how to linearize such a non-linear eigenvalue
problem by introducing auxiliary variables, Ψi = ωΨi−1, for i = 1, . . . R− 1. The original
equation, Eq. (C.1), then becomes a set of linear equations

ω

(
R∑
n=1

MnΨn−1

)
= −M0Ψ0 , Ψi = ωΨi−1 , i = 1, . . . R− 1 , (C.2)

which is now a linear generalized eigenvalue problem. To avoid non-regular behavior of
the fields at the horizon, we shall work in the null coordinates discussed in Appendix D.

To proceed, we discretize the resulting equations of motion by decomposing the fields
in a truncated Chebyshev basis on a pseudo-spectral grid. Fields in the equations of
motion are replaced with vectors of these fields evaluated at the grid points, the coeffi-
cients of these fields in the equations of motion become diagonal matrices with diagonal
elements the coefficients evaluated at the grid points, and the partial derivatives turn
into pseudo-spectral differentiation matrices. Appropriate boundary conditions also have
to be imposed, whereby the dynamical equations are required to be regular at the hori-
zon (null coordinates ensure this for us) and are not sourced at the conformal boundary.
Finally we can solve the resulting (generically) non-linear eigenvalue problem defined on
the pseudo-spectral grid using the Eigenvalues function in Mathematica, and these give
the frequencies of QNMs.

To ensure convergence, comparison over several orders of grid points should be per-
formed to filter out spurious modes introduced in the spectrum due to the discretization
scheme. Physical modes will move only slightly when changing the number of grid points
used in the scheme unlike spurious modes. Moreover, the equations of motion contain
additional unused equations. Although they are unused, they must also be satisfied by
solutions to the equations of motion, hence they act as constraints. By using the Eigen-
system function in Mathematica, eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenvectors can be
obtained in one go. The eigenvectors represent the values of the fields at each of the grid
points for a given QNM frequency. Inserting the eigenvector and eigenvalue back into the
constraint equations gives a measure of the success of the method. We use the following
conservative measure:

Let Sji , i = 1, . . . , c, represent the c constraint equations at each grid point j. Using
a Gauss-Lobatto grid of N points, we compute (recall there are m fields)

ς =
1

mN

c∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

|Sji | . (C.3)
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What ς measures is how much all the constraint equations in sum differ from zero as an
average over all grid points. For the tensor sector, there is no constraint, and we can
verify that the QNM problem is solved at least to the level of 10−15 by directly putting
the solution back into the equation. For the vector sector we keep only modes for which
ς < 10−12. The scalar sector is more challenging. There, we are able to find solutions
for which ς ≲ 10−4 for r+ = 10, J = 25, a/ℓ = 1/2 and N = 20. At smaller a or J , or
near the large BH limit the convergence improves significantly.65 Work to improve this
is underway.

Appendix D. Null coordinates

Appendix D.1. Infalling Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates

The calculation of the QNM displayed in Sec.4.2 can be done in any coordinate system.
However, a particularly useful coordinate system to choose is one based on a null slicing
of the spacetime in which the coordinate induced singularity at the outer horizon radius
is removed. The infalling Eddington–Finkelstein like coordinates used in the calculations
are defined as follows

dt̂ = dt+

√
β(r)

G(r)
dr , (D.1)

dψ̂ = dψ +
2h(r)

√
β(r)

G(r)
dr , (D.2)

dr̂ = dr , (D.3)

where

β(r) = 1−
a2r4+

(
r2+ + ℓ2

)
r4 (a2r2+ + a2ℓ2 − r2+ℓ

2)
, (D.4)

h(r) =
ar4+

(
r2+ + ℓ2

)
a2 (r2+ + ℓ2) (r4+ − r4) + r4r2+ℓ

2
. (D.5)

For convenience, we will suppress the hat on r unless necessary. Making this transforma-
tion of coordinates induces a frame transformation

σ̂3 = σ3 +
2h(r)

√
β(r)

G(r)
dr . (D.6)

Expressed in terms of the null coordinates and the new frame, the metric given in Eq. (31)
now takes the form

ds2 = −G(r)
β(r)

dt̂
2
+

dt̂dr√
β(r)

+
r2

4

(
(σ1)2 + (σ2)2

)
(D.7)

+
r2

4
β(r)

(
σ̂3 − 2h(r)dt̂

)2
65Two independent codes were constructed for the purpose of computing QNMs in this work. One

was initially created for the study [29] and did not feature a verification of the constraint violation.
The second was created independently by another author of the present work during the preparation
of [33, 32], and it was later improved to measure constraint violation. In this work, primary results were
obtained using the first code and then independently verified using the second code.

76



From Eq. D.1 one can construct the dual vectors as the following

∂

∂t̂
=

∂

∂t
(D.8)

∂

∂ψ̂
=

∂

∂ψ

∂

∂r̂
=

∂

∂r
−
√
β(r)

G(r)

(
∂

∂t
+ 2h(r)

∂

∂ψ

)
Hence the notation dt̂ and dψ̂ is justified because their associated vectors’ Lie brackets
still vanish. Furthermore, the commutation relations in Eq. (44) are preserved.

Appendix D.2. Kruskal coordinates

A further set of null coordinates is necessary for the study of the gravitational shock-
waves in Sec.4.4, the analogue of Kruskal coordinates. We review the transformation to
this coordinate system, the full details can be found in [33]. We begin moving to the
co-rotating angular coordinate ψ̃ and the associated one form σ̃3 by

ψ̃ = ψ − Ωt, σ̃3 = dψ̃ + cos(θ)dϕ, (D.9)

with Ω = −2Ω̃ for Ω̃ defined in Eq. (39). In the co-rotating coordinates (t, r, ψ̃, ϕ, θ) the
radial and temporal coordinates (t, r) take the form

ds2(t,r) = −F (r)dt2 + dr2

G(r)
, (D.10)

where F (r) is given as

F (r) = 1 +
r2

ℓ2
−
r2+
r2

(
1 +

r2+
ℓ2

)
−
a2Σ2(r4 − r4+)

ℓ4r2r4+
, (D.11)

which vanishes at r = r+ as expected in co-rotating coordinates. In Eq. (D.11) we have
introduced a new parameter Σ defined as

Σ = ℓ2 + r2+ . (D.12)

As is familiar we can introduce the infalling (v) and outgoing (u) Eddington=Finkelstein
coordinates by

dv = dt+
dr√

F (r)G(r)
, (D.13a)

du = dt− dr√
F (r)G(r)

. (D.13b)

Finally, define the Kruskal-like coordinates, U and V

U = −e−αu, V = eαv, (D.14)

where α = 2πT , for which the metric is then given by

ds2 = A(UV )dUdV +B(UV )(UdV − V dU)σ̃3 +
r2

4
((σ1)2 + (σ2)2 + (σ̃3)2) +

µa2

2r2
(σ̃3)2 .

(D.15)
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The function r = r(UV ) is defined implicitly through (D.14) and

A(UV ) =
F (r)

α2UV
, B(UV ) =

a

2αUV

Σ(r4+ − r4)

ℓ2r2r2+
. (D.16)

The metric (D.15) is manifestly smooth at both the U = 0 and V = 0 horizons at which
r(0) = r+.

Appendix E. Hydrodynamic dispersion relations and conventions

In this appendix, the hydrodynamic dispersion relation conventions, expected values
for transport coefficients and expected scaling powers are presented in the example of the
momentum diffusion channel. At vanishing rotation, in the momentum diffusion channel
the lowest of the eigenmodes is the hydrodynamic diffusion mode with the dispersion

ω = −iDq2 , (E.1)

where the frequency ω and momentum q are chosen to agree with the definitions from [38].
In this case, N = 4 SYM theory has been shown to have D = 1/(4πT ) [120, 124]. This
diffusion coefficient is furthermore related to the shear viscosity over entropy ratio as
follows (via an Einstein relation): D = η/(ϵ + P ) = 1

T
η
s
= 1

T
1
4π
, where we used that

N = 4 SYM has η/s = 1/(4π) and that ϵ+ P = sT .
In this article, we consider different frequency ν = ω/(2πTℓ) and momentum j =

q/(2πTℓ). For the rest of this appendix, we assume ℓ = 1, as is done in the main text
unless stated otherwise. We also consider rotating states, which will modify the dispersion
of the diffusion mode, so for the longitudinal diffusion mode we write

ν = v||j − iD||j
2 +O(j3) , (E.2)

with the longitudinal speed v|| of this former diffusion mode and its modified diffusion
coefficient D||. The temperature at vanishing angular momentum a = 0 takes the value
T = r+/π. Therefore, at a = 0, we expect

D||(a = 0) = 2πTD =
1

2
. (E.3)

Let us rewrite the dispersion relation in different frequency and momentum variables:

ω = −iDq2 , (E.4)

⇔ 2πTν = −iD(2πTj)2 , (E.5)

⇔ ν = −iD(2πT )︸ ︷︷ ︸
D||

j2 . (E.6)

Now, let us write the dispersion relation in terms of the variables ω and J , which appear
in the ansatz (60) for the metric fluctuations:

ω = −iDJ 2 , (E.7)

⇔ ω = −iD(πTj)2 , (E.8)

⇔ ω = −iD(πT )2( q
2πT

)2 = −i D

4︸︷︷︸
D

q2 , (E.9)
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a v(a) r+D(a)
0 0 1
0.5 1 0.64952
0.9 1.8 0.08282

Table E.10: Example values expected for the diffusion coefficient D (multiplied by the horizon radius
r+) and the velocity v in the large BH limit r+ → ∞ (more precisely (112) and (113)) at distinct values
of angular momentum a.

such that we expect D = 1/(πT ) = 1/r+.
Moving on to the case of a ̸= 0, we write

ω = vJ − iDJ 2 , (E.10)

⇔ ω = −iD(πTj)2 , (E.11)

⇔ ω = −iD(πT )2( q
2πT

)2 = −i D

4︸︷︷︸
D

q2 , (E.12)

where D and v now depend on the angular momentum parameter a. In the large BH limit

r+ → ∞ (more precisely (112) and (113)), we expect D(a) = 2
D||
πT

= 1
r+
(1 − a2)3/2 and

v = 2v|| = 2a [29], which are the values expected for a fluid boosted with boost parameter
a [65, 66]. Thus, for example, the values given in Table E.10 are expected in this limit.
This form (E.10) in terms of ω and J and allowing general exponents, ω = vJ β− iDJ α,
was used to fit D, v, α and β and the result of that fit is displayed in Fig. 11.

Appendix F. Limits of the Wigner D function

An important consideration which has not yet been discussed is the relation of the
Wigner d functions to Fourier transformations. To begin, we consider the decomposition
of the Wigner-D functions in terms of the Wigner-d functions 66.

DJ
mk(θ, ϕ, ψ) = e−i(kϕ+mψ)dJmk(θ) (F.1)

The explicit form of the Wigner-d functions can be written using the Wigner formula [158,
159],

dJmk(θ) =
∑
n

(−1)nwJmkn cos(θ/2)2J+k−m−2n(− sin(θ/2))m−k−2n (F.2)

where the coefficients w can be expressed in terms of a complicated fraction of factorials
of its indices. Although this expression is complicated, an important observation is that
one can reduce this formula for each value of the indices by repeated operation of the
power reduction trigonometric identities to cos(vθ) (sin(νθ)), such that,

dJmk(θ) =
νmax=J∑
ν=νmin

tJmkν f(νθ) , (F.3)

where,

f =

{
cos, m− k even

sin, m− k odd
(F.4)

66In this appendix we drop the notation (J ,K,M) in favor of (J,m, k)
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Hence we see that expansion for the d function is in terms of cos if J − k is even and
sin if J − k is odd. Recalling the large BH limit studied in [29, 32, 33] in Eq. (112) and
Eq. (113) (repeated here for ease of presentation)

J = jr+/ℓ, ω = 2νr+/ℓ, r → αr r+ → αr+ (F.5)

around α → ∞ along with the fact that sectors are distinguished by choices of m in terms
of J, in the large BH limit J ≈ m. In the actual calculation all k dependence of the field
equations drops out and hence we are left with a freedom. Here we fix this freedom by
assuming k even and J ∈ Z and hence,

dJmk(θ) =

µmax=J∑
µ=0

tJmkµ cos(µθ) (F.6)

From orthogonality,

tJmkµ =
1

2π(1 + δµ0)

∫ 4π

0

dθdJmk(θ)f(µθ), δµ0 =

{
1 for µ = 0

0 else
(F.7)

one sees that tJmkµ = tJmk−µ and hence one can rewrite Eq. (F.6) as,

dJmk(θ) =
1

2

J∑
µ=−J

tJmkµ eIµθ (F.8)

Therefore, the Wigner d functions can be written as Fourier sine and cosine series [159].
Now, let us diverge from [159] and investigate briefly what happens to this Fourier

representation in the large BH limit, keeping mind that in this limit J ≈ m. We have
the following expression,

d
jαr+

ℓ
jαr+

ℓ
k
(θ) =

1

2

jαr+
ℓ∑

µ=− jαr+
ℓ

∆µ

2π

2π

∆µ
t
jαr+

ℓ

jαr+
ℓ

k
µ eIµθ (F.9)

where we have cleverly inserted a factor of 1 in the summand. If we formally extend the
range of θ to (−∞,∞) and define,

Tk(µ) = lim
∆µ→0

lim
α→∞

2π

∆µ
t
jαr+

ℓ

jαr+
ℓ

k
µ (F.10)

while using the definition from calculus that,

lim
∆µ→0

lim
α→∞

jαr+
ℓ∑

µ=− jαr+
ℓ

∆µ

2π
=

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dµ (F.11)

we find,

lim
∆µ→0

lim
α→∞

d
jαr+

ℓ
jαr+

ℓ
k
(θ) =

1

4π

∫ ∞

−∞
dµTk(µ)e

Iµθ (F.12)

and hence the Wigner d function can be interpreted as a Fourier transformation. In these
equations θ should now be thought of as a coordinate along the real line R.
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