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Abstract: The thermal partition function, Z, of a CFTd on Sd−1 is parameterized by the

inverse temperature β along with ⌊d/2⌋ angular velocities ωi. In this paper, we investigate

the behaviour of this partition function when n of the ωi are scaled to unity (the largest

allowed value) at fixed values of the other (⌊d/2⌋ − n) angular velocities. We argue that

lnZ develops a simple pole in (1−ωi) for each ωi that is scaled to unity. The residue of this

product of poles is a theory dependent (so non-universal) function of β and the fixed angular

velocities. The inverse Laplace transformation of this partition function constrains the

functional form of the field theory entropy as a function of charges in a limit in which angular

momenta and the twist are scaled as follows. While n special angular momenta J1 . . . Jn
are scaled to infinity, the twist and the other angular momenta – collectively denoted

xi – are also taken to infinity but at the slower rate that ensures that the scaled charges

xi/(J1J2 . . . Jn)
1

n+1 are held fixed. In this limit, we demonstrate that the scaled entropy

S/(J1J2 . . . Jn)
1

n+1 depends only on the ⌊d/2⌋ − n + 1 scaled charges defined above (the

precise form of this dependence is non-universal). We verify our predictions (and compute

all non-universal functions) in the case of free scalar theories (which show surprisingly rich

behaviour) as well as large N , strongly coupled N = 4 Yang Mills theory. The last theory

is analyzed in the bulk via the AdS/CFT correspondence. In the scaling limit described

above, its phase diagram displays sharp phase transitions between black hole, grey galaxy,

and thermal gas phases.
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1 Introduction

The Sd−1 × S1 partition function (Z) of a d spacetime dimensional conformal field theory

completely characterizes its operator spectrum, and so is an object of considerable interest.

While the partition functions of distinct CFTs differ in their details, they share common

structural features.

A familiar universal structural feature of CFT partition functions concerns the behaviour

of lnZ in the high temperature limit. When all angular velocities ωi (see around (2.4) for a

definition) are set to zero, it follows immediately from dimensional analysis and extensivity

that lnZ ∝ T d−1 at high temperatures. This result has a remarkably simple generalization

to the limit in which the temperature is scaled to be large at fixed but nonzero values of

ωi. It was demonstrated almost 20 years ago [1] (see also [2–5]) that lnZ is once again

constrained to take a fixed universal form [1] up to an undetermined proportionality constant

(see §2.3 for details). The (β and ωi independent) proportionality constant that multiplies

this universal structure is the only dynamical information in the partition function at

leading order in the high temperature limit. The Legendre transformation of this universal

partition function completely determines the form of the entropy as a function of charges

[4, 5] at large energies. More precisely, this universal entropy formula holds when both

energies and angular momenta are large, but the energy is scaled to infinity faster than a

certain (dimension dependent, see below) power of the angular momenta.

The universal behaviour of the previous paragraph emerges as we scale β to its lower

bound – namely zero – from above. Recent studies of so called grey galaxy solutions [6–9]

have highlighted the fact that the angular velocities ωi are also bounded quantities; the

partition function of any CFT diverges as |ωi| → 1 from below. It is thus natural to ask

whether CFT partition functions also have universal properties in the limit that one (or

a few) |ωi| are scaled to unity, at fixed values of β and the other ωj . In this paper we

argue that this is indeed the case. A central claim of this paper is that lnZ, for every

CFT, develops a simple pole in (1 − ω2
i )

1 (separately for each value of i) in the limit

described above. The residue of these poles is a function of β and the other (fixed) ωj .

Unlike the situation in the β → 0 limit, however, the functional form of this residue is

non-universal and so dynamically determined. In this sense the |ωi| → 1 limit of CFTs is

only semi-universal; while the structure of the singularities of lnZ (in the limit |ωi| → 1) is

universal, the residue behind these singularities is non-universal.

The Legendre transformation of our semi-universal partition function yields striking

constraints on the form of the CFT entropy as a function of the twist and angular momenta,

in a large angular momentum limit that we now describe. Recall that in the previous

paragraph, we scaled n of the |ωi| to unity. The corresponding microcanonical limit is

obtained by scaling the corresponding n ⩽ ⌊d/2⌋ angular momenta (J1, J2 . . . Jn) to infinity.

The various Ji, i = 1 . . . n are taken to infinity at comparable rates. On the other hand,

the twist and other angular momenta are also scaled to infinity, but at the slower rate

1Consequently, lnZ has a pole both in 1− ωi and 1 + ωi. While we focus on the pole at ωi = 1 in much

of this paper, our final results (with obvious small modifications) also apply to the pole at ωi = −1.
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determined by the requirement that the scaled charges xi/(J1J2 . . . Jn)
1

n+1 are held fixed in

the limit (here xi is either the twist, or one of the remaining angular momenta).

The microcanonical version of semi-universality is the following constraint on the form

of the entropy as a function of charges, in the large limit described in the previous paragraph:

the scaled entropy S/(J1J2 . . . Jn)
1

n+1 is a function only of the (⌊d/2⌋+1−n) scaled charges

xi/(J1J2 . . . Jn)
1

n+1 .

The constraint on the entropy, described above, can be worded in the following manner.

The entropy takes an effectively ‘extensive’ form, with (J1J2 . . . Jn)
1

n+1 , playing the role of

the volume, the scaled entropy playing the role of the entropy density, and scaled charges

playing the role of charge density i.e. with these definitions, the constraint on the entropy

function is the fact the entropy density, as a function of scaled charges, is independent of

volume. Note that entropy (naively a function of ⌊d/2⌋+1 variables) is completely specified

by a (non-universal) function of only ⌊d/2⌋+ 1− n ‘densities’.

The semi-universality of the asymptotic forms of the partition function and entropy

functions described above are the central claims of this paper. As we do not have a fully

watertight proof, it is safest to regard our central claims as conjectural. In this paper,

we do, however, offer one (rather substantial) argument in favour of – and two somewhat

nontrivial checks of – our central claims. In the rest of this introduction we present a very

brief outline of our ‘derivation’ and two consistency checks.

Our argument, presented in §3 and §4, proceeds as follows. We use the equilibrium

partition function (or thermal effective action) studied in [2, 3, 5], to expand lnZ in a power

series expansion in small β. The coefficient of each βn (in this expansion) is an independent

function of the angular velocities ωi). In §3 and §4 we study these coefficients at every value

of n, and prove that each of these coefficients develops a simple pole in (1− |ωi|) (separately
for each ωi whose modulus is scaled to unity). Since this result holds at every order in n, it

almost establishes our central claim, namely that lnZ(β, ωi) itself develops the same poles

(and no higher singularities), with a residue that is complicated and non-universal. However

our results fall short of a complete proof of our central claim for the following two related

reasons

• Our order by order argument does not rule out the possibility that terms that are

non-perturbative in the small β expansion, e.g. terms that scale e−a/β violate the

scaling proposed in this paper (note, however, the analysis of §5.3 which suggests that

such effects are unlikely in interacting theories).

• Our argument does not account for potential ‘order of limit’ complications. We work

order by order in β, take ωi → 1 at each coefficient, and then resum the result. We

cannot rule out that the result of this series of operations might differ from the result

obtained simply by taking ωi → 1 at finite β.

Despite these caveats, the all orders argument described above clearly lends substantial

weight to the central conjecture of this paper.

Our order by order argument for the semi-universality of the partition function is

actually local in nature; we first prove that the local value of the ‘thermal effective action’
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takes a semi-universal form in the limit under study, and then integrate this to obtain a

semi-universal form of lnZ. The local nature of this argument tempts us to speculate that

the one point function of the stress tensor (and not just the value of the partition function

lnZ) is semi-universal in the limit (2.12). See 3.9 for our precise conjecture.

In sections 5 and 6, we then proceed present two independent checks of our central

claims. In §5 we recall the well known result for the Sd−1 × S1 thermal partition function

of free scalars in arbitrary dimension, and verify that our central claims do indeed hold in

these examples. We further encounter some surprises along the way (see around (2.33) for

a discussion).

As a second check, in §6 we use the AdS/CFT correspondence to verify that our central

result also applies to the S3 × S1 partition function of large N N = 4 Yang Mills theory at

strong coupling. Once again we verify that this partition function takes a form consistent

with our central conjecture. In this case, however, the non-universal function of temperature

(or scaled twist) turns out to be rather interesting; it displays sharp phase transitions that

take us from a black hole to a grey galaxy to a thermal gas phase; our conjecture holds in

each of these phases. The analysis of §6 is also independently interesting from the viewpoint

of holography; it highlights a new interesting scaling limit of N = 4 Yang Mills, one in

which both black hole and grey galaxy solutions simplify and develop novel features.

Our analysis is related to, but qualitatively different from, the lightcone bootstrap

[10–13]. First of all, we are studying the partition function Z(β, ωi), rather than a four-point

correlation function. Second and more importantly, we do not need to take β → ∞ after

taking ωi → 1 (or equivalently, we are able to take twist to infinity, not only to a finite

result). As such, we describe additional regimes beyond the “multi-particle” spectrum at

large spin, finite twist2. For example, our semi-universal form accurately applies to black

hole physics or grey galaxy physics in N = 4 Yang Mills Theory – phases that cannot,

in any sense, be thought of as a collection of highly spinning, non-interacting free bulk

particles. We discuss the relation of our results with lightcone bootstrap more in §2.10 and

Appendix J.

While the focus of this paper has been on the study of conformal field theories, our

results effectively constrain the spectrum in the deep UV of the theory, and so (we conjecture)

also apply at leading to massive theories (see §3.7 for a discussion).

The general considerations of this paper apply to every dimension d ⩾ 3. While there

is a sense in which the analysis of this paper also apply to d = 2, this dimension is distinct

in several respects, and best regarded as a special case (see §2.7 for a discussion).

In §2 below, we now turn to a more detailed presentation of the background to our

work and a more complete summary our principal results.

2 Outline and summary of principal results

In this section we review key background material, and then present a summary of the

key arguments and principal results of this paper. The reader can view this section as a

2Note that multiparticling a basic set of seed fields already takes the semi-universal form described in

this paper (see Appendix J).
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short(er) ‘letter’ version of the full paper.

2.1 Thermal partition functions on general manifolds

Consider a QFT on a d dimensional Lorentzian manifold M that has a timelike Killing

vector. As the QFT operator H that generates translations in the Killing direction is

conserved, one can formulate and study the QFT partition function Z = Tr e−βH on any

such manifold. Z may be computed by evaluating the field theory path integral on the

Euclidean continuation of M , with Euclidean time compactified. It was pointed out in [2, 3]

that such a path integral is generically massive from a (d− 1) dimensional viewpoint, and

so admits a local expansion in derivatives. More concretely, any such partition function is

given by an expression of the form

lnZ =

∫
dd−1x

√
gd−1 L (2.1)

with

L =

∞∑
n=0

L̂n , (2.2)

where L̂n is a local geometrical invariant of nth order in derivatives.

In this paper we focus, almost entirely, on the study of the partition function of

CFTs. Since CFTs have no intrinsic dimensionful parameters, it follows immediately from

dimensional considerations that L̂n = βn−d+1L̃n (where β = 1/T is the inverse temperature,

or the circumference of compactification of the Euclidean time circle, and L̃n is now a β

independent local geometric expression of nth order in derivatives). The eq. (2.2) can thus

be rewritten as

L =
∞∑
n=0

βn−d+1L̃n . (2.3)

On inserting (2.3) into (2.1), we obtain a power series expansion of lnZ in the inverse

temperature β. We generically expect the expansion (2.2) to be asymptotic rather than

convergent. Relatedly, the full expansion of the partition function also has ‘non-perturbative’

corrections, i.e. corrections that go like e−a/β where a is a positive number. Such corrections

were discussed in [5, 14], and will also appear later in this paper.

It was demonstrated in [2, 3] that the set of local geometric coordinate and Weyl

invariants of the manifold M form a finite dimensional vector space at any given order in

the derivative expansion. Let us denote the dimensionality of this space at nth order in

derivatives by N(n). It turns out that N(0) = 1 (i.e. there is a unique coordinate and

Weyl invariant structure at 0th order in derivatives). It follows that L̃ (and lnZ) take a

universal form at leading order in the small β limit (up to an overall proportionality constant

which is non-universal). It also turns out that N(1) = 0, so the universal leading order

form described above receives no corrections at first subleading order in β (this assertion

ignores the contribution of anomalies; see [2, 3] for a more complete discussion). On the

other hand, it turns out that N(2) = 2, (i.e. there are two independent two derivative

local Weyl invariants built out of the geometrical data of M), so complete knowledge of
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L̃ (and lnZ) to second subleading order in β requires the specification of two additional

non-universal dimensionless real numbers. This discussion continues to higher values of

n. L̃n is a particular vector in a universal N(n) dimensional vector space of n derivative

coordinate and Weyl geometric invariants, and complete information about L̃ (and lnZ) at

nth subleading order requires the specification of N(n) additional nonuniversal real numbers.

See §1.1 of [2] for a more detailed (four page long) executive summary of this derivative

expansion which dwells on features we have glossed over in our lightening review: in

particular the fact that the variation of the partition function of [2, 3] w.r.t. the background

metric yields a complete prediction for equilibrium stress tensor of the field theory under

consideration, the generalization of this structure to include chemical potentials in theories

with additional conserved charges, and the role of anomalies.

The derivative expansion of lnZ, described above, can also be obtained directly in

Lorentzian space. At high enough temperatures, the Lorentzian dynamics of any CFT

is well approximated by the equations of perfect fluid hydrodynamics. These equations

admit an equilibrium solution in which the fluid velocity is proportional to the timelike

Killing vector of the manifold. The energy and entropy - hence lnZ - of this solution can

be read off from the fluid stress tensor and entropy current. Indeed, the authors of [2, 3]

were motivated to develop the Euclidean formalism described earlier in this subsection,

partly in order to determine a class of universal constraints on the non-dissipative transport

coefficients in hydrodynamics (an exercise that was then taken forward in several subsequent

papers, see e.g. [15–29]). More recently, the paper [5] has reviewed the formalism of [2, 3],

named this approach “thermal effective theory” and emphasized novel applications of this

formalism, a development that has been taken forward in, e.g. , the recent papers [14, 30–37].

As explained above, ‘thermal effective field theory’, can be thought of as the specialization

of hydrodynamics to equilibrium configurations.

2.2 Twisted thermal partition functions on Sd−1 × S1 at high temperature

While the methods of [2, 3] can be used to study CFT partition functions on any manifold

with a timelike Killing vector, the particular case of (twisted) Sd−1 × S1 is of particular

interest, as the spectrum of states of any CFTd on Sd−1 is isomorphic to its spectrum of

local operators. This paper is dedicated to the study of partition functions on this special

manifold.

While we study every value of d ⩾ 2 in this paper, in the interests of clarity we focus

– in this subsection and the next – on the special case d = 4, postponing a discussion of

generalization to §2.5 below.

Consider a Lorentzian CFT on a spatial S3. Let t denote Lorentzian time, and let

θ, ϕ1 and ϕ2 be angles on the S3. We picture the S3 as embedded in C2, ϕ1 and ϕ2 are

the polar angles in the two orthogonal planes of C2, so that the metric on S3 is given by

ds2 = sin2 θdϕ21 + cos2 θdϕ22 + dθ2.

Let J1 and J2 denote the generators of angular translations in ϕ1 and ϕ2 respectively.
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We wish to study the partition function

Z := Tr e−β(E−ω1J1−ω2J2) (2.4)

= Tr e−βτ−ν1J1−ν2J2 (2.5)

where ν1 := β(1− ω1), ν2 := β(1− ω2), τ := E − J1 − J2 . (2.6)

Through this paper we will refer to the quantity τ as the twist. We call ω1 and ω2 ‘angular

velocities’, and sometimes refer to the quantities ν1 and ν2 as reduced angular velocities.

We pause to emphasize that, unlike the quantities E − |J1| and E − |J2|, τ defined

above is not guaranteed to be a positive quantity by the unitarity of representation

theory alone. Primary operators in a d = 4 CFT are labeled by the highest weights

(E, jL, jR) = (E, j1+j22 , j1−j22 ), where without loss of generality, we choose j1 ⩾ j2 ⩾ 0. The

unitarity bound in d = 4 asserts [38, 39]

E ⩾


max(j1, j2) + 2 if j1 ̸= j2

j + 1 if j1 = j2 = j > 0

0 if j1 = j2 = 0,

(2.7)

a bound that (by itself) permits E < J1 + J2 (note that Ji runs from −ji to ji) and so

τ < 0. Despite the fact that unitarity of conformal representation theory alone does not

demand this, there is evidence that CFTs actually obey stricter inequalities. In particular

ref. [40] has used ANEC based conformal collider bounds (see [41]), to conjecture that all

CFTs are subject to the stricter bounds

E ⩾ j1 + j2, if min(j1, j2) > 2 (2.8)

Taken together, (2.7) and (2.8) guarantee that all states have τ ⩾ 0, except, those in

representations (E, j1 =
3
2 , j2 =

3
2) with

5
2 ⩽ E < 3, and those in representations (E, j1 =

2, j2 = 2) with 3 ⩽ E < 4. Thus even though τ has not (yet) been shown to be a strictly

non-negative quantity, it has been shown to be bounded from below (by −1). Consequently,

the partition function (2.4) converges when β, ν1 and ν2 are all positive (more generally, i.e.

when β is positive and |ωi| < 1 for i = 1, 2).

As explained in the previous subsection, lnZ in (2.4) may be analyzed in two ways; it

was demonstrated, in [2, 3] that these two methods are completely equivalent. One could

either analyze equilibrium solutions of hydrodynamics, with fluid velocity proportional

to ∂t + ω1∂ϕ1 + ω2∂ϕ2 or one could continue to Euclidean space and study lnZ on the

appropriately twisted S3 × S1, using the methods of [2, 3].

In this subsection we focus on the high temperature limit

β → 0, ωi fixed . (2.9)

For reasons explained in the previous subsection, lnZ takes a universal form in this limit

(up to one overall dynamically determined numerical constant which we call c′ below).
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Almost 20 years ago, the authors of [1] 3 used the fluid method to demonstrate that, to

leading order in the limit (2.9),

lnZ(β, ω1, ω2) = c′
T 3

(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)

[
1 +O(T−2)

]
, T :=

1

β
. (2.10)

The eq. (2.10) captures the trace over the spectrum of states of the CFT on spatial

slice S3 (or over the space of local operators of the theory) in the canonical ensemble. The

inverse Laplace transform of eq. (2.10) yields a (universal) microcanonical formula for the

entropy as a function of energy E and angular momenta J . It was explained in [5] (see also

[4]), that this Legendre transform accurately captures the entropy of the field theory in the

limit

E → ∞, τ → ∞, τ ≫
(
c′J1J2

)1/3
. (2.11)

Consider setting ω1 = ω2 = ω, and slowly increasing |ω| starting from zero. (2.10)

(plus the implicit claim that all subleading corrections to this formula are smooth – i.e.

non-divergent – functions of the ωi for |ωi| < 1) tells us that the partition function

Z = Tr e−β(H−ω(J1+J2)) remains smooth (nonsingular) until we hit |ω| = 1. It follows that

the spectrum of E − ω(J1 + J2) is bounded from below for all ω < 1. This result is already

much stronger than the unitarity bound4, but perfectly in tune with – and in fact implied

by – the results of [40]. There is some sense, in other words, in which fluid dynamics already

knows about (and almost implies) the ‘stronger than unitarity’ ANEC bounds of [40]. Infact,

the ANEC bound proved in [40] is tightly related to an elementary hydrodynamical fact,

namely that a relativistic fluid on a sphere is allowed to whirl around at speeds that extend

all the way to the speed of light - but no faster. It would be interesting to investigate if the

same bound can also be obtained starting from other elementary physical principles, like

causality (see e.g. [44]), the chaos bound [45] or (relatedly) the CRG conjecture [46, 47].

We have explained above that the fluid results (2.10) cannot correctly capture the

high temperature limit of lnZ unless E − ω(J1 + J2) is bounded from below for all ω < 1,

because, in this situation, lnZ diverges at a value of ω1 = ω2 = ω < 1. While this point is

true, it can be masked (and so hard to see) in the high temperature (small β) expansion

described in this section, but is less masked – so easier to see – in the small νi expansion

that we turn to in the next subsection, and most of the rest of this paper. We discuss

this point further in the discussion section §8 (see the fourth and fifth paragraphs of that

section) as well as in Appendix J.2, in the context of the example of exotic free thoeries

studied in [48].

2.3 Twisted thermal partition functions on S3 × S1 as ωi → 1

Still focussing on d = 4, in this subsection we present principal assertions of this paper

in the context of a symmetric large J limit. In this subsection we simply state our main

claims, postponing a discussion of our arguments for this claim to the next sub subsection.

3This paper (together with [42, 43]) can be viewed as precursors to the Fluid-Gravity correspondence. In

particular the ref. [1] used the universal hydrodynamical prediction, derived in that paper, to provide an

explanation of the properties of black holes in AdS.
4If, for instance, our theory were to host (unitarity allowed) states with (E = j + 1, j1 = j, j2 = j) at

arbitrarily large values of j then E − ω(j1 + j2) would be unbounded from below for any ω > 1/2.
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As in the previous subsection, we are interested in the thermal partition function, (2.4),

of a four dimensional CFT. However, we now investigate this partition function in the limit

νi → 0, (β, ν1/ν2) fixed. (2.12)

In this paper, we argue that the partition function of every CFT, in the limit (2.12), takes

the form

lnZ =
β2h(β)

ν1ν2
(1 +O(ν1) +O(ν2)) =

4h(β)

(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)
(1 +O(1− ω1) +O(1− ω2)) ,

(2.13)

where h(β) is a non-universal (theory dependent) function of temperature.

We claim that eq. (2.13) applies at all values of the temperature. Further note that,

the function h(β) admits a small β expansion of the form

h(β) =
1

β3
(
c+ c1β

2 + . . .
)
, (2.14)

where the coefficient c in this expansion is determined by the leading term in the derivative

expansion of [2, 3]; the coefficient c1 is determined by the first subleading term, and so on.

Hence, in the high temperature limit (where eqs. (2.13) and (2.10) both apply) the function

h(β) reduces to h(β) ∼ c′

4β3 in agreement with eq. (2.10).

Note that (2.13), only determines lnZ in terms of an unknown (theory dependent)

function of β. It follows that (2.13) does not assert that the partition function lnZ takes

a completely universal form in the limit (2.12). Nonetheless, (2.13) contains a great deal

of information, as it determines lnZ (a function of 3 variables) in terms of an unknown

function of only a single variable. Keeping both these points in mind, we refer to eq. (2.13)

as a ‘semi-universal form’ of the S3 × S1 partition function in the small νi limit (2.12). In

contrast, eq. (2.10) is a universal prediction for the form of the partition function in the

high temperature limit, as the functional dependence of (2.10) on β and νi is completely

determined up to a single theory dependent dimensionless constant.

The physical implications of the assertion (2.13) are clearest in the microcanonical

ensemble. In §3.6, we demonstrate that the inverse Laplace transformation (effectively

Legendre transformation) of (2.13) yields an entropy S(E, J1, J2) as a function of charges.

In particular, S(E, J1, J2) takes the following ‘extensive’ form

S(τ, J1, J2) = (J1J2)
1
3Sint

(
τ

(J1J2)
1
3

)
(1 + o(1)) . (2.15)

in the limit

Ji → ∞, τ → ∞, with

(
J1
J2

,
τ

(J1J2)
1
3

)
fixed. (2.16)

The eq. (2.15), like (2.13), applies to every CFT4 in the limit (2.16) and may be viewed

as the key assertion of this paper (as applied to 4d CFTs in the limit (2.16), see the next

subsection for generalizations) from the microcanonical point of view. Sint in (2.15) is a

sort of Legendre transform of the function h(β) (see eq. (3.56) for the precise relationship).
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Like h(β), Sint is a theory dependent function of its argument. As in our discussion of the

partition function, (2.15) is a significant constraint on the form of the entropy as a function

of the three variables τ and Ji, as it is determined in terms of single non-universal function

of a single variable. Once again we see semi-universality.

2.4 Resummation of the small β expansion

In this subsection we summarize our principal argument for our key assertion (2.13). Our

argument uses the small β expansion (2.3) of lnZ.

Working in the special case of a twisted S3 × S1 compactification, we expand the

partition function on S3 × S1 in the form (2.1). On plugging in the explicit formula for g3
into (2.1)5, we find that this equation can be rewritten as

lnZ =

∫
dΩ3 γ(θ)

∞∑
n=0

βn−3L̃n (2.17)

where dΩ3 is the usual round measure on the three-sphere and γ(θ) is the (position

dependent) special relativistic time dilation factor for fluid motion on S3 (see (3.14)). We

can simplify (2.17) by defining

Ln = γ(θ)L̃n (2.18)

so that the formula for lnZ now takes the form

lnZ =

∫
dΩ3

∞∑
n=0

βn−3Ln (2.19)

In §3 below we carefully study the behavior of Ln, for each n (see (2.3)) in the limit (2.12).

We demonstrate that

Ln = anβ
3−nγ4(θ) + ... (2.20)

where a formula for γ(θ) is presented in (3.14)), an are non-universal numbers of order

unity, and the . . . represent contributions to Ln, that are subleading (in the limit (2.12)) as

compared to the term retained.

The eq. (2.20) should be understood as follows. Abstractly, the quantities L̃n that

appear in (2.3) are functionals of data that appear in the general metric (3.3). When

evaluated on the twisted S3 × S1 metric of interest to this subsection, however, each of the

L̃n simply reduces to a function on the base S3. (2.20) asserts that these functions (times

γ(θ), see (2.18)) are all proportional to γ4(θ) (at leading order in the limit (2.12)).

Since we have shown that each of the Ln – for each of the infinite possible values of n –

take the same functional form (in the coordinates on the S3, but also in the variables ω1

and ω2), we have almost proved that L (the sum of the Ln) also takes the same form, i.e.

that

L =

(
4

2π2

)
γ4(θ)h(β) + . . . , h(β) =

(
π2

2

) ∞∑
n=0

βn−3an . (2.21)

5The metric g3 that appears in (2.1) is the base metric gij that appears in (3.1). In the special case of

the twisted S3 × S1 compactification, this metric is listed in (3.15), for which
√
g3 = γ(θ)

√
Ω3, see (3.16).
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The normalization factor
(

4
2π2

)
has been introduced for later convenience. Integrating (2.21)

over the S3 yields our central result (2.13).

While the arguments presented above come near a ‘physicist’s proof’ of (2.13), they are

incomplete from a mathematical standpoint. The manipulations that take us from (2.20)

to (2.21) involve a potentially tricky exchange of the limit (2.12) and the sum over n 6.

Moreover, the rigorously minded readers may find themselves questioning the status of the

infinite sum on the RHS of (2.3), the starting point of our analysis7. For these reasons

it is safest to view (2.21) as a conjecture rather than a clearly established result, albeit a

conjecture for which we believe we have supplied a rather substantial argument, at least by

physicists’ standards.

2.5 Generalization to arbitrary d and asymmetric scaling limits

The generalization of eqs. (2.10) and (2.15) to higher dimensions (and to more asymmetric

scaling limits) is rather straightforward. In §4 below, we work in d = 2n or 2n+1 dimensions

and study the limit in which p out of its n rotational angular velocities are scaled to unity

while the other angular velocities, and the temperature, are held fixed; i.e.

νi → 0, (i = 1 . . . p)

while

(
β, νj for (j = p+ 1 . . . n) ,

(
νi
νk

)
for (i, k = 1 . . . p)

)
fixed.

(2.23)

In this limit, we argue in §4 that lnZ (for any CFTd) takes the form

lnZ =
βph(β, ωp+1, . . . , ωn)

ν1 . . . νp
, (2.24)

where h(β, ωp+1, . . . , ωn) is a non-universal, theory dependent function of its n − p + 1

arguments. As (2.24) determines lnZ (a function of n+1 variables) in terms of an arbitrary

function h of n− p+ 1 variables, this equation, once again, has a semi-universal character.

Upon taking the inverse Laplace transform of eq. (2.24), we find that in the limit

with i, j = 1, . . . p , k = p+ 1, . . . n ,

τ → ∞, Ji → ∞,

[(
Ji
Jj

)
,

τ

(J1 . . . Jn)
1

n+1

,
Jk

(J1 . . . Jn)
1

n+1

]
fixed ,

(2.25)

the entropy of every CFTd takes the scaling form

S
(
τ, J1 . . . J[ d

2
]

)
= (J1 . . . Jp)

1
p+1Sint

(
τ

(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1

,
Jp+1

(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1

, . . . ,
J[ d

2
]

(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1

)
(2.26)

6At a formal level, this potentially tricky interchange is performed writing the second equality below

limνi→0L = limνi→0

(
∞∑

n=0

βn−3Ln

)
=

∞∑
n=0

βn−3 (limνi→0Ln) = γ4(θ)

∞∑
n=0

βn−3anβ
n−3 = γ4(θ)h(β) (2.22)

7They might wonder whether the summation on the RHS of (2.3) is convergent or asymptotic, and (if

the latter) whether it receives non-perturbative corrections (we will have more to say on this point later in

this paper). They may also find themselves asking similar questions about the summation over n in the

equation (2.21) that defines h(β).
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where the n− p+ 1 variable function Sint is, once again, a sort of Legendre transform of

the function h (see (4.27)).

2.6 New elements at arbitrary d

Although the final result (or conjecture) for lnZ, (2.24) presented in the previous subsection

is a straightforward generalization of its d = 4 counterpart (2.13), the argument that leads

to this result has some new elements that we now pause to review.

As we have explained in §2.4, the key element in our argument for the partition function

(2.13) was the result that Ln ∝ γ4(θ) at leading order in the limit (2.12). The naive

generalization is the claim that Ln ∝ γd in the limit (2.23). While this guess does indeed

turn out to be correct when d = 2n and p = n, it turns out to be incorrect in every other

case (i.e. whenever d is odd, or in even dimensions but with p < n).

The qualitative difference between generic cases and the special case d = 2n and p = n

can be seen by studying the function γd(θ). When d = 2n and p = n, it is easy to verify

that the function γd on Sd−1 is smooth in the limit (2.23) (this was the case in the d = 4

in the limit (2.13)). However, in all other cases, the function γd(θ) is not smooth in the

limit (2.23), but develops a highly peaked structure (with angular localization scales of

order
√
νi, i = 1 . . . p) around a particular submanifold, namely a S2p−1 in Sd−1. In this

situation, the large values of derivatives in the directions normal to the S2p−1 provide a

new source of singular scaling in the limit (2.23). As a consequence, expressions like γ′γd−2

– which were subleading compared to γd when d = 2n and p = n – become comparable (and

so contribute to Ln at leading order in the limit (2.23)) – in the general case. An infinite

number of such leading order terms exist, and the precise functional form of Ln in the

directions normal to the S2p−1 is therefore non-universal 8. On the other hand derivatives

of γ in directions that are tangent to the S2p−1 continue to be suppressed, so all leading

order terms in Ln have a universal dependence on the angular coordinates of S2p−1. 9

Though the angular profile of Ln is non-universal in the directions normal to S2p−1,

all details of this non-universal profile are concentrated around an angular width of angle
√
νi around the S2p−1, a width that goes to zero in the limit (2.23). Focussing on angular

scales larger than
√
νi, therefore, we can simply replace this distribution by a delta function

in the normal directions. The coefficient of this delta function turns out to be universally

proportional to γ2p (where γ is now constructed only out of the velocity tangent to the

S2p−1, and is evaluated only as function of the coordinates on S2p−1), times a function of β

and angular velocities that are not scaled to unity. Note that γ2p is a smoothly varying

function on S2p−1.

8A similar phenomenon was observed in the study of grey galaxies. The boundary stress tensor of the

gas component an AdS4 grey galaxy was computed in [6]. It was pointed out there that the stress tensor is

highly localized around an equator; the explicit form of this localization function was presented in equation

5.39 of that paper. The generalization of this localization phenomenon to grey galaxies in higher dimension

was discussed in [7].
9Once again, it was previously noted that the stress tensor distribution in these tangent directions should

be universal (and governed by hydrodynamics) in the case of grey galaxies; see e.g. the third paragraph in

the discussion section of [7].
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In this coarse grained sense, therefore, the Lagrangian L once again takes a universal

form; L equals γ2p times a constant independent of νi(i = 1 . . . p). Integrating this expression

over S2p−1 yields the expression (2.24).

2.7 Special features in d = 2

2.7.1 The high temperature limit

While the analysis presented above applies to every d ⩾ 2, the case d = 2 is special. This is

already true (in a limited way) in the high temperature limit reviewed in §2.2. The leading

order generalization of (2.10) to d = 2 is

lnZ(β, ω) = c′
T

1− ω2
(2.27)

and applies in the limit T → ∞ at fixed ω. Now the result (2.27) is familiar from another

point of view; (2.27) is simply the famous Cardy formula, which also tells us that the

quantity c′ is related to the central charge of the 2d CFT via c′ = π2c
3 . The central charge c

parameterizes a Weyl anomaly, and so is often effectively computable in a simple manner.

We see from this discussion that the formula (2.10) of [49] should be viewed as a higher

dimensional generalization of the Cardy formula (this point was emphasized [4, 5]). However

there is one difference; when d > 2 there is no known way of relating the constant c′ to an

anomaly, so the computation of c′ is a hard dynamical problem in d > 2 (as illustrated by

the famous factor of 3
4 between the weak and strong coupling partition function in N = 4

Yang Mills theory [50, 51]).

2.7.2 The small ν limit

The differences between d = 2 and all higher values of d are even more pronounced in the

limit

ν → 0, β fixed , (2.28)

studied in this paper. Setting d = 2 in (2.24) yields

lnZ =
βh(β)

ν
. (2.29)

In d = 2 however, one can do more; one can actually use the methods of [2, 3] to completely

determine the functional form of h(β), in a manner we now describe.

In every dimension, the local density L in (2.1) is a coordinate, gauge and Weyl invariant

local functional of the relevant local quantities, namely the local size the thermal circle

(which we denote by βeσ, see (3.3)) and curvatures of the d− 1 base manifold and the d− 1

dimensional Kaluza Klein gauge field (see (3.3)). In d = 2, however, d − 1 = 1, and all

curvatures vanish identically. Consequently, L can depend only on σ and its derivatives,

and it is easy to see that the only Weyl invariant local functional of this form is, in fact,

L ∝ Te−σ. 10 An L of this form gives rise to h(β) proportional to β−1. The proportionality

10The argument goes as follows. One can use Weyl transformations to ‘gauge σ away’, i.e. to simply set

σ = 0. In this Weyl gauge the only local coordinate and gauge invariant is a constant, leading to a local

contribution to lnZ ∝
∫ √

g1. Moving back to a general Weyl frame turns this into lnZ ∝
∫
e−σ√g1.
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constant can be read off by matching with (2.27) in the high temperature limit, and one

obtains

h(β) =
2π

β

2πc

24
. (2.30)

so that, at leading order in the small ν expansion

lnZ =
π2c

6ν
. (2.31)

The result (2.31) was, in fact, first obtained by different methods (using modular invariance)

in [52–56].

2.7.3 The microcanonical ensemble

Note that lnZ in (2.31) is independent of β. As a consequence, the Legendre transform of

(2.31) yields

τ = ∂β (lnZ) = 0

and

S = 2π

√
cJ

6
(2.32)

(2.32) was first derived in the appendix B of [52] using modular invariance and modular

kernel, and explored more in [53], and later established as a theorem in [56] for unitary

CFTs with c > 111.

The fact that τ vanishes at leading order is a surprise from the viewpoint of our

general d formalism. Extrapolation from general dimensions would have led us to expect

τ = g(β)
√
J for an appropriate function, g(β). However (2.31) tells us that the function

g(β) actually vanishes identically.

Of course τ only vanishes at leading order in
√
J ; τ is non-vanishing at first subleading

order – O(1) in J . In §4.4.5 we explain that at this order, and under some mild assumptions,

the dependence of the twist on β, together with the first correction to (2.32) (this correction

occurs at O(J0) and is a function of τ) is universal.

2.8 Semi-universality in free massless scalar field theory

The prediction of semi-universality for all CFTs (namely the prediction (2.24) for the

thermal partition function at small νi, and (2.26) for the entropy in the large J limit (2.16)),

are the main result of this paper. In this subsection and the next we present two checks of

this semi-universal prediction, both of which also teach us qualitative lessons.

In this subsection, we consider the theory of a single free scalar field in arbitrary

dimensions. The thermal partition function of the free theory on Sd−1 is, of course, very

well known. In §5, we specialize this exact result to the limit (2.12), and demonstrate that

it does, indeed, simplify to the form predicted in (2.24) even at finite values of β. This fact

11While these papers studied the entropy associated with Virasoro primaries for c > 1 CFTs with Virasoro

symmetry only, it is relatively easy to argue that the leading result holds for density of all states i.e. entropy

associated with all states irrespective of whether we have only Virasoro symmetry or presence of a bigger

chiral algebra.
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provides some reassurance that the subtle order of limit and convergence issues flagged

under (2.21) are benign – at least in this particular example. Upon scaling all νi to zero,

it is easy to read off the function h(β) (see (5.5) and (5.8)). While our exact formulae for

h(β) apply even at finite values of β, they can also be expanded around small β. In §5
we present the relevant expansions in d = 3, 4, 5, 6 and a general one valid for any even

dimensions in appendix M. It turns out that this expansion takes a qualitatively different

form at odd and even values of d.

At odd values of d (e.g. d = 3 and d = 5), h(β) admits an expansion of the form

(2.21), with coefficients an that are (generically) nonzero at every value of n, and whose

modulus grows with n in a manner proportional to n!. It follows immediately that the

small β expansion, in these dimensions, is asymptotic rather than convergent, and so is only

really well defined after a Borel resummation. The Borel transform of h(β) also displays

instanton like singularities. In short, this small β expansion displays all the usual properties

of a generic perturbative expansion.

The small β expansion of h(β) is much more surprising when d is even. As an illustration,

consider the case d = 4. In this case it turns out that the formula for h(β) can be (exactly)

recast as

hd=4(β) =
π4

180β3
− π2

72β
+

3ζ(3)

8π2
− 7β

1440
+

∞∑
n=1

∑
d|n

(−1)d+1

π2d3
e
− 2π2n

β . (2.33)

The three things that stand out about (2.33) are

• The ‘perturbative’ part of (2.33) (i.e. the part that is a power series in β) is finite (it

truncates at order β).

• The exact answer, nevertheless, has an infinite set of corrections that are ‘non-

perturbative’ in the small β limit.

• There is a constant piece (β0) that does not fit in the framework of thermal effective

field theory, which only generates powers of the β−3+2n for integer n. (This last point

is explained by the fact that the free boson dimensionally reducing to another CFT as

opposed to a massive theory, i.e. to a free, massless theory in one fewer dimension).

Instanton-like non-perturbative corrections to power series expansions are often intimately

related to lack of convergence of the corresponding series (signaling that the series in question

is asymptotic rather than convergent, and sometimes determining the radius of convergence

of the Borel resum of the perturbation series. In fact, as we have reviewed immediately above,

this was the situation for the small β expansion of h(β) in odd dimensions). This is clearly not

the case for (2.33), as the perturbation series is finite. The ‘non-perturbative’ corrections in

(2.33) are completely disconnected from the perturbative expansion; they explore genuinely

new physics, and are, therefore non-constrained by the arguments presented in §2.4. It

is thus particularly gratifying that these non-perturbative terms nonetheless continue to

respect the scaling (2.24), as predicted by our general conjectures.

In §5 we provide a physical interpretation of the non-perturbative corrections to h(β),

identifying them with instantons in the world line representation of the Euclidean path
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integral (along the lines of the analysis presented in [5, 14]). The relevant instantons turn

out to be very finely tuned (they exist in the free theory, but – we conjecture – are generically

non-perturbatively suppressed in ν−1 once interactions are turned on). This observation is,

presumably, tightly connected with the fact that the truncation of the perturbative series

in (2.33) is almost certainly an artifact of the free nature of the theory. As we explain in §5
we expect the small β expansion to always continue to infinite order in interacting theories,

and that any non-perturbative corrections to h(β) in such theories are always intimately

connected to the large order power series expansion of h(β). We leave a careful investigation

of these expectations to future work.

2.9 Semi-universality in large N N = 4 Yang Mills at strong coupling

We also obtain a second – and much more nontrivial – check of our predictions (with one

caveat; see below) by studying N = 4 Yang Mills theory at large N and strong coupling.

Of course, the strongly coupled nature of this theory makes it difficult to analyze directly

as a field theory. However, the AdS/CFT correspondence allows us to use the bulk dual

gravitational description to compute the thermodynamics of this theory. We find that the

entropy function of N = 4 Yang Mills theory does, indeed, agree with the form predicted in

(2.15). However, the function Sint, in this case (in the large N limit), is not an analytic

function of its variable (as was the case for the free theory). Instead, the limit (2.16) explores

three different microcanonical phases as a function of the variable τ/(N2J1J2)
1/3, and the

function Sint exhibits sharp phase transitions as a function of this variable. Moreover, the

temperature turns out to be a monotonic function of the scaled twist in the scaling limit

under study. Consequently the canonical phase diagram of the theory also exhibits three

phases, and two sharp phase transitions upon varying the temperature in the limit (2.12).

We now describe the resultant phase diagrams in more detail.

2.9.1 The black hole phase

When

T ⩾
1

2π
, equivalently

τ

(J1J2)
1
3

> N
2
3

(
1

2

) 1
3

, (2.34)

the dominant bulk phase (in the limit (2.16), equivalently (2.12)) is a large AdS5 black hole.

In this phase the entropy is given by the thermodynamical formulae for 5d Kerr-AdS black

holes. Satisfyingly, we find that these formulae do indeed reduce to the semi-universal form

(2.15) and (2.13). h(β) turns out to be given by the strikingly simple expression

hBH(β) =
N2

64

(
2π

β3
(
2β2 + π2

) 3
2 +

2π4

β3
− 10π2

β
− β

)
, (2.35)

while the expression for Sint is listed in (6.9). We have obtained our final thermodynamical

formulae (2.35) and (6.7) using the formulae of classical black hole thermodynamics. The

reader may wonder whether classical thermodynamics, which certainly holds for any value

of Ji of order N
2, continues to be reliable in the strict large Ji limit (2.16) (and so, in

particular, when Ji scales like N
a for a > 2). We believe this is indeed the case; quantum

– 16 –



effects (e.g. those associated with Hawking radiation) all seem small in the limit under

study, as the black hole temperature stays fixed in the limit (2.16). However we leave a

more careful verification of this expectation to future work.

2.9.2 The gas phase

In contrast, when the scaled twist of the theory is low enough so that,

T ⩽
1

2π
, equivalently

τ

(J1J2)
1
3

< A (2.36)

(where the order unity number A is listed in (6.37)), the bulk theory lies in a 10 dimensional

supergravity gas phase. In this phase, h(β) is given by hYM (β), defined in Eq. 4.13 of [7].

The function Sint is then obtained by performing Legendre transformation, in particular,

by inserting this result for h(β) into (3.56).

The formulae presented above hold for a free 10 dimensional gas. Around (6.23) and

(6.24) below, we estimate under what circumstances interactions can be ignored so that

the free approximation is valid; we find that this is the case when Ji ≪ N6. When this

condition is violated, we expect the entropy formula to deviate away from the free results

presented above. In this paper, however, we leave the determination of the corrected entropy

formula of the gas phase (at values of Ji of order or larger than N
6) to future work. Similar

remarks apply to the gas component of the grey galaxy phase of the next subsubsection.

2.9.3 The grey galaxy Phase

When the scaled twist lies in the range

A <
τ

(J1J2)
1
3

< N
2
3

(
1

2

) 1
3

, (2.37)

our system lives in a rank 4 grey galaxy [6, 7] phase. The function Sint of this grey galaxy

phase, takes the simple form presented in (6.41).

As explained in [6, 7], a grey galaxy can, roughly, be thought of as a non-interacting mix

of a 5d Kerr AdS5 black hole and a gas. As the scaled twist of the grey galaxy approaches

the upper bound of (2.37), its gas component vanishes, and the grey galaxy reduces to pure

black hole. Consequently, the phase transition between the black hole and grey galaxy phase

is of the continuous (second order) kind. Interestingly enough, this the phase transition

temperature also coincides with the Hawking Page transition temperature in the small

νi (large J) limit under study (at finite J , in contrast, the Hawking Page temperature is

always higher than the black hole - grey galaxy superradiant phase transition temperature).

On the other hand, as the scaled twist of the grey galaxy approaches the lower limit of

(2.37), the black hole shrinks to zero size, and the grey galaxy reduces to a pure gas. The

phase transition between the grey galaxy and the gas phase is also continuous.

2.9.4 Analogy of the phase diagram with boiling water

In the scaling limit under consideration, the grey galaxy has a fixed temperature equal to

(2π)−1. Infact, the phase diagram described in this subsubsection has a close similarity
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with that of water boiling 12. Within this analogy, a mass of of water with a fixed number

of water molecules n is analogous to N = 4 Yang Mills at fixed angular momentum. The

internal energy U of the water is analogeous to the scaled twist of the N = 4 system.

The extensivity of the water – the fact that Swater = ng(U/n) – mirrors the extensivity

of (2.15). The black hole phase is analogous to the steam phase. Just as we reach the

condensation point (100 degrees Celsius) of steam upon lowering the internal energy, we hit

the super-radiant instability of the black hole ( 1
2π ) upon lowering the scaled twist. Just

as further lowering the internal energy leads to a half steam half water phase at the fixed

temperature 100 degrees Celsius, further lowering of the N = 4 scaled twist leads to a half

black hole half gas grey galaxy phase at a fixed temperature 1
2π . Upon further lowering the

internal energy the proportion of the steam in the water (fraction of the black hole to total

angular momentum in the grey galaxy) decreases, and eventually we reach a pure water

(pure 10D SUGRA gas) phase. Further lowering the internal energy keeps us in the water

(SUGRA gas) phase, but now at lower temperatures.

2.9.5 Generalizations

We have described the phase diagram above, in terms of N , the rank of the SYM gauge

group. N is simply related to the 5d Newton constant G5, and all our results above can be

recast in terms of G5 by making the replacement N →
√

π
2G5

. Once this has been done,

all the formulae presented above apply to all large N strongly coupled 4d CFTs that have

a two derivative gravity dual description, with small modifications 13. Thus the phase

diagram outlined in this subsection has a certain degree of universality.

Moreover, while the details of our phase diagram depend on the fact that λ is large,

we expect the general structure of this phase diagram to persist to finite values of λ (and,

perhaps, down to any nonzero value of λ, no matter how small). In this sense, the structure

of the phase diagram described above may extend to beyond the strong coupling limit

(in contrast, retreating away from large N presumably smoothens out all sharp phase

transitions).

2.10 Relationship to the lightcone bootstrap

A famous result of the so called ‘lightcone bootstrap’ [10, 11] asserts that there is a sense

in which every d > 2 dimensional CFT has a free sector at large angular momentum14.

12We thank C. Patel for a useful discussion on this point.
13Such theories include those whose bulk dual description is IIB string theory on AdS5 × Y p,q (rather

than AdS5 × S5). The main modification (compared to the detailed analysis for N = 4 Yang Mills theory

presented in this paper) lies is in the detailed thermodynamical formulae of the gas, (in the gas phase or the

gas component of the grey galaxy), which depends on the details of the low energy spectrum of single trace

operators (gravitons) of the theory. However the leading large N phase diagram of these theories is identical

to that of N = 4 Yang Mills, as the details thermodynamics plays no role in obtaining this phase diagram.
14The lightcone bootstrap states: The OPE of two operators ϕ1 and ϕ2 with twist τ1 and τ2 has primary

operators with twist arbitrarily close to τ1 + τ2 + n for large enough spin. A natural question is whether

this is true every spin after some threshold J∗ or whether we need to average over J i.e. we need to collect

all the primary operators, appearing in the OPE, with 0 ⩽ J ⩽ Λ, and only then there exists, in this set,

primary operators with twist arbitrarily close to τ1 + τ2 + n for large enough Λ. For n = 0, the averaged
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More precisely, every CFT is believed to host a basic set {Oi} of ‘seed primaries’ defined

so that the OPEs of (arbitrary numbers of) these seed primaries (and their descendants)

generate the full operator spectrum of the at large enough J . The assertion is that products

of high angular momentum descendants of any collection of the {Oi} are effectively free,

in the sense that the scaling dimension of this product operator is simply the sum of the

scaling dimensions of its components. From the viewpoint of the AdS/CFT correspondence,

the seed operators correspond to particles in the bulk, and the non-interacting nature is a

consequence of the fact that particles in high angular momentum states are typically very

far from each other.

Since this paper is dedicated to the study of high angular momentum configurations,

and in light of the results above, it is natural to study the partition function of a free Fock

space of an arbitrary collection of seed primaries and their descendants. Such a partition

function is easy to construct (see Appendix J). In the limit (2.12), this partition function

does, in fact, take the universal form (2.13), with an h(β) whose form is determined by the

spectrum of seed primaries.

While it is satisfying that the ‘free Fock space’ partition function takes the universal

form (2.13), this observation, unfortunately, does not constitute an explanation for (2.13)

or its higher dimensional cousins. The problem is that while interactions between large

angular momentum descendants of a fixed number of seed primaries are small, the same

is not true of a gas of such descendants of primaries, whose number itself scales with a

positive power of the total angular momentum. Indeed, we have already seen this in the

example of N = 4 Yang-Mills theory above. The free gas phase of this theory is a particular

example of a Fock space of descendants of seed primaries (the seed primaries, in this case,

are all single trace chiral primaries of N = 4 Yang Mills). As we have explained above, even

in this phase, interactions are only negligible (at temperatures of order unity) at angular

momenta that obey J ≪ N6 (note this is a severe restriction at small values of N). 15

As we raise the temperature, the situation gets worse. There is simply no useful sense

in which the black hole component of a black hole or grey galaxy phase can be regarded as

a weakly interacting mix of seed primaries. We expect that the free Fock space picture spelt

out in this subsection applies quantitatively in the limit (2.16) only when the temperature

is scaled to zero in a manner that is coordinated with the limit J → ∞.

That the “free Fock space” i.e. the generalized free field (GFF) approximation can never

hold at arbitrarily high twists (i.e. arbitrarily high tempertures) can also be seen as follows.

Working in d = 4 dimensions, within the GFF approximation, h(β) scales like like β−4 in

version is rigorously established in [12], and for n ∈ N, it is rigorously proven recently in a remarkable paper

[13]. We expect a stronger result to be true: for every spin J , we collect the primary operators, appearing

in the OPE with spin J and bin them in a set labeled by spin J . For sufficiently large spin J∗, every set

labeled by J > J∗ has primary operators with twist τ1 + τ2 + n. The lightcone bootstrap for correlators in

2d is qualitatively different, see the appendix K for a brief account.
15It was already argued in section 4.3 of [57] that the free field picture of the d = 3 lightcone bootstrap

will break down in the large J limit if the number of seed primaries –effectively the quantity Q in [57]) – is

taken to be of order
√
J as J is taken to infinity. Q ∼

√
J is precisely the scaling we see from a free thermal

bulk gas in AdS4, in the limit ν → 0 (see under (H.8) for a similar count for the 10d sugra gas dual to

AdS5 × S5).
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the β → 0 limit if the number of basic seed fields is finite (see §J). The high temperature

behavior predicted by GFF approximation can be even more singular, if we have infinite

number of basic seed fields. However, we know that h(β), appearing in eq. (2.13) actually

scales like β−3 in the β → 0 limit, establishing that the GFF approximation can certainly

never be valid at high temperatures.

In summary, the ‘free Fock space’ picture that the lightcone bootstrap might originally

suggest does not quantitatively apply at any finite temperature in the limit (2.16), and

does not constitute an explanation of the scaling behaviors predicted in this paper. The

results of this paper go far beyond the ‘finite particle number’ regime in which the free

picture of the lightcone bootstrap apply.

3 Semi-universality at large angular momentum on S3 × S1

In this section we focus entirely on the the special case of CFT4 (and, briefly, their massive

deformations). We also focus on a scaling limit in which both angular momenta of the

theory are taken large at a fixed ratio. We discuss the generalization to other dimensions

and more asymmetric distributions of angular momenta in the next section (§4). As our
analysis is performed using the framework developed in [2, 3], we begin this section with a

brief review of that formalism.

3.1 Partition function in the derivative expansion

In this subsection we pause to present a brief review the general framework of the derivative

expansion of the thermal partition function presented in [2, 3].

Consider a CFT on the Lorentzian spacetime

ds2 = −e2σ(x)
(
dt+ ai(x) dx

i
)2

+ gij(x) dx
idxj , (3.1)

Note that ∂t is a Killing vector of this spacetime. Let H denote the charge that generates

the ‘time translation’ ∂t, and consider the partition function, Z = Tr e−βH . Z can be

evaluated by moving to Euclidean space (i.e. by setting t = −iτ), and compactifying τ .

τ ∼ τ + β, (3.2)

Consequently, Z is given by the Euclidean field theory path integral on the ‘Kaluza Klein’

type spacetime

ds2 = e2σ(x)
(
dτ + iai(x) dx

i
)2

+ gij(x) dx
idxj , (3.3)

In (3.3), the Euclidean time circle is fibred over a 3d spatial manifold with coordinates

xi and metric gij . Functions σ(x), ai(x), and gij(x) are arbitrary smooth functions of the

spatial coordinates (iai is the Kaluza Klein gauge field).

As explained in [2, 3], the Euclidean partition function of the field theory on this

manifold can be expanded in a power series expansion in derivatives. This expansion takes

the form

lnZ =

∫
d3x

√
g3
P (T (x))

T (x)
− 1

2

∫
d3x

√
g3
(
P1(σ)R+ T 2P2(σ) fijf

ij + P3(σ) (∂σ)
2
)
+ · · ·

T (x) = Te−σ(x), T = 1/β ,

(3.4)
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where R is the curvature scalar of the three dimensional manifold with metric gij , and fij is

the field strength of the KK gauge field, and T (x) can be thought of as the local redshifted

temperature. The · · · in (3.4) denotes terms with more than two derivatives.

By specializing to the case of a flat spatial manifold (i.e. ai = 0, σ = 0, and β = 1/T ),

we see that the function P (T ) has a simple physical interpretation; it is simply the

thermodynamical pressure (negative of the thermal free energy density) of the field theory.16

The physical interpretation of the other functions P1(σ), P2(σ) and P3(σ) are more involved;

as explained in [2, 3], these terms evaluate (and constrain) certain non-dissipative terms

in the constitutive relations of the hydrodynamical description of the theory. These

interpretations will, however, not play a role in this paper.

3.2 Constraints from Weyl invariance

The eq. (3.4) gives the most general expansion, in derivatives, of the partition function of

an arbitrary (in general non-conformal) field theory. In this subsection – and most of the

rest of this paper – we specialize to the study of CFTs. In this situation, the conformal

invariance of the underlying field theory further constrains the expansion (3.4). It follows

from the conformal invariance of our theory that the partition function should be Weyl

invariant (up to terms involving the Weyl anomaly, which we ignore in this paper). Under

the Weyl transformation ḡµν = gµνe
2ϕ(x), the fields σ, gij and ai transform as [2]

σ̄ = σ + ϕ, āi = ai, ḡij = e2ϕgij , (3.5)

so that
(∇σ̄)2 = e−2ϕ

[
(∇σ)2 + 2(∇σ) · (∇ϕ) + (∇ϕ)2

]
,

R̄ = e−2ϕ
[
R− 4∇2ϕ− 2(∇ϕ)2

]
,

f̄ij f̄
ij = e−4ϕfijf

ij ,
√
ḡ3 = e3ϕ

√
g3 .

(3.6)

The invariance of the partition function under the above transformation imposes the

following constraints [2, 3] on Pi(σ).

P1(σ) = e1T (x), P2(σ) =
e2
T (x)

, and P3(σ) = 2P1(σ) , (3.7)

where, e1, e2 are dynamically determined numerical constants, whose value depends on the

theory under study.

Notice that the invariance under Weyl transformations has two effects on the coefficients

of terms in the derivative expansion.

• First it determines the scaling with eσ (equivalently T (x)) of all unknown functions.

These scalings simply follow from scale invariance, i.e. the requirement of Weyl

invariance under constant shifts of σ.

16With these choice of parameters, (3.4) receives its full contribution from the first term (all higher

derivative terms in this expansion simply vanish).
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• Second, it tells us that two a priori independent functions, P3(σ) and P1(σ) are

actually proportional to each other. This relationship follows from the requirement of

Weyl invariance under the (more involved) space varying Weyl transformations.

Both these type of relationships continue to hold at every order in the derivative

expansion. The eσ dependence of arbitrary terms in the expansion is easy to determine

(see below), and will play an important role in our analysis. In contrast the analogue of the

second kind of relationship becomes increasingly complicated at higher orders; fortunately

these relations will play no role in our analysis, so their detailed form is unimportant for

the purposes of the current paper.

3.3 Specializing to S3 × S1

Let us now consider a quantum field theory on the manifold S3 ×S1 at a global equilibrium

temperature T . As above, we use τ to denote Euclidean time, and t to denote Lorentzian

time, with

τ = it, t = −iτ . (3.8)

In the Euclidean context, the background metric of interest to us is

ds2 = dτ2 + dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ′
2
1 + cos2 θ dϕ′

2
2 , (3.9)

where θ ∈ [0, π/2], and (ϕ′1, ϕ
′
2) are angular coordinates on the three-sphere S3, with

the identification (this identification evaluates the trace Tr e−βH+i(−iω1β)J1+i(−iω2β)J2 =

Tr e−β(H−ω1J1−ω2J2))

(τ, ϕ′1, ϕ
′
2) = (τ + β, ϕ′1 − iω1β, ϕ

′
2 − iω2β) . (3.10)

Upon making the coordinate change

ϕ1 = ϕ′1 + iω1τ, ϕ2 = ϕ′2 + iω2τ, τ = τ . (3.11)

We find that while the identifications are now of the untwisted thermal circle form

(τ, ϕ1, ϕ2) = (τ + β, ϕ1, ϕ2) , (3.12)

the spacetime metric now takes a more complicated form

ds2 =
1

γ(θ)2
[
dτ − iγ(θ)2

(
ω1dϕ1 sin

2(θ) + ω2dϕ2 cos
2(θ)

)]2
+ dθ2 + γ(θ)2

(
ω1dϕ1 sin

2(θ) + ω2dϕ2 cos
2(θ)

)2
+ dϕ21 sin

2(θ) + dϕ22 cos
2(θ) ,

(3.13)

where

γ(θ) =
(
1− ω2

1 sin
2 θ − ω2

2 cos
2 θ
)−1/2

. (3.14)

The four dimensional metric (3.13) is of the Kaluza Klein form (3.3), with the three

dimensional base metric gij , the gauge field ai, and the scalar field σ(x) given respectively

by

e−σ(x) = γ(θ) , a = −γ(θ)2
(
ω1 sin

2 θdϕ1 + ω2 cos
2 θdϕ2

)
,

gijdx
idxj = dθ2 + γ(θ)2

(
ω1dϕ1 sin

2(θ) + ω2dϕ2 cos
2(θ)

)2
+ dϕ21 sin

2(θ) + dϕ22 cos
2(θ) .

(3.15)
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We note for future use that

√
g3 = γ(θ) sin θ cos θ = γ(θ)

√
Ω3 , (3.16)

where Ω3 is the round metric on S3.

In our new coordinates, the thermal identification (3.10) is in the ∂τ direction. For

later use we note that the oneform obtained by lowering the indices of vector field ∂τ , and

then normalizing so that it everywhere has unit norm, equals

γ(θ)gµτdx
µ =

dτ

γ(θ)
− iω1γ(θ) sin

2(θ)dϕ1 − iω2γ(θ) cos
2(θ)dϕ2 . (3.17)

3.4 Interpretation in Lorentzian Space

In this brief subsubsection, we pause to provide a Lorentzian interpretation of the construc-

tion described above. Consider the Lorentzian field theory on the spacetime

ds2 = −dt2 + dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ′
2
1 + cos2 θ dϕ′

2
2, (3.18)

As explained in (2.1) and (2.2), we are interested in studying the equilibrium solution of a

conformal fluid whose fluid velocity is proportional to ∂t + ω1∂ϕ′1 + ω2∂ϕ′2 . In other words,

our conformal fluid swirls around the sphere (3.18) at these real angular speeds (ω1, ω2).

The coordinate change (3.11) has a simple Lorentzian interpretation. Using (3.8), we

see that (3.11) continues, in Lorentzian space, to

ϕ1 = ϕ′1 − ω1t, ϕ2 = ϕ′2 − ω2t, t = t . (3.19)

It is easy to check that the fluid velocity ∂t in the new unprimed coordinates transforms to

∂t + ω1∂ϕ′1 + ω2∂ϕ′2 in the old primed coordinates. In other words, the coordinate change

(3.19) takes us to ‘comoving’ or Eulerian coordinates. As the new coordinates rotate

at angular speeds ω1, ω2 compared to the old coordinates (see (3.19)), this point is also

intuitively clear.

The velocity of the fluid is

uµ = γ(θ)
(
∂t + ω1∂ϕ′1 + ω2∂ϕ′2

)µ
, (3.20)

The factor γ(θ) was defined in (3.14), and is the usual special relativistic factor (1− v2)−1/2.

The velocity oneform corresponding to (3.20) equals

uµdx
µ = γ(θ)

(
−dt+ ω1 cos

2 θdϕ′1 + ω2 sin
2 θdϕ′2

)
= − 1

γ(θ)
dt+ ω1γ(θ) sin

2(θ)dϕ1 + ω2γ(θ) cos
2(θ)dϕ2 ,

(3.21)

and is the analytic continuation (from Euclidean space) of (3.17).

From the Lorentzian point of view, the factors of γ2(θ) in (3.15) can be understood

as follows. Consider the case ω1 = ω2. In this case the motion dϕ1 = dϕ2 = dx, with

dθ = dt = 0, describes motion along the spatial component of the fluid velocity. As the
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parameter x varies from 0 to 2π, we move around an equator on the S3 17. Restricting the

metric gij (see (3.15)) to this curve, we see that the metric along this curve is ds2 = γ2dx2.

It follows that the full proper length of this ‘fibre’ equator equals 2πγ. The additional factor

of γ is simply a consequence of Lorentz contraction: if the rotating observer (who uses the

unprimed coordinates) were to lay meter sticks down along her ∂ϕ1 + ∂ϕ2 direction, she

would fit γ(θ) times more meter sticks than might, at first, have been expected, since the

sticks appear Lorentz contracted (by a factor 1/γ(θ)) to the non-rotating (lab) observer. A

very similar explanation was given for the same phenomenon (in a slightly different context)

in [4], see the beginning of §4.2 of that paper.

On the other hand, consider the motion on the S3 perpendicular to the fluid velocity, i.e.

along the direction dϕ1 = cos2 θdx, dϕ2 = − sin2 θdx, dθ = 0. For such a motion the term

(ω1dϕ1 sin
2 θ+ω2dϕ2 cos

2 θ) - in gij given in (3.15) - simply vanishes (recall we are focusing

on the case ω1 = ω2). Consequently, the length of this ‘equator’ (in the metric listed in the

third of (3.15)) simply equals 2π. This reflects the fact that lengths perpendicular to the

velocity are not Lorentz contracted.

Finally, the factor of 1/γ(θ) (in the first line of (3.13)) precisely captures the time

dilation in the lab frame (the passage of one second in the unrotated lab frame corresponds

to the passage of 1/γ(θ) seconds for the proper observer).

3.5 The thermal partition function in the large γ(θ) limit

In this subsection, we will work in the set up of §3.3, but focus on the limit in which γ(θ) is

everywhere large. In this limit we demonstrate that

• No term in any of the Ln in (2.19) grows faster than γ4(θ).

• Every term in Ln (for any value of n) that grows as fast as γ4(θ) is, in fact, precisely

proportional to γ4(θ) (rather than, for instance, derivatives of this quantity).

• One finds terms proportional to γ4(θ) in Ln at every value of n. Consequently, the

coefficient of γ4(θ) in L has terms proportional to βn for arbitrarily large values of n.

The thermal effective action lives on a three dimensional manifold, whose metric is

listed in the second line of (3.15). In order to work with this spatial metric, we introduce a

set of local orthonormal frames (tetrads) eai (x) which, as usual, relate the curved spacetime

metric to the flat Euclidean metric via

gij(x) = δab e
a
i(x) e

b
j(x), (3.22)

where δab = diag(+1,+1,+1) is the Euclidean metric in the local inertial frame.

As the physical situation involves a revolving fluid, it is natural to choose one of the

tetrads – let us say e2 – vector along the spatial part of the fluid velocity one-form. From

eq. (3.17), we obtain the spatial component of the velocity one-form as

e2 = v =
γ2(θ)√
γ2(θ)− 1

(
ω1 sin

2 θ dϕ1 + ω2 cos
2 θ dϕ2

)
, (3.23)

17We have focussed on the case ω1 = ω2 precisely because motion in the velocity direction in this case

takes us around a closed loop (an equator) rather than around a tilted direction on the S3.
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(the prefactor in (3.23) ensures that e2 = v obeys the normalization condition gijvivj = 1).

The remaining tetrad one-forms must be orthogonal to e2 and to each other (in the

metric gij), ensuring that the triplet (e1, e2, e3) forms a complete orthonormal basis of the

dual of tangent space at each point on the spatial slice. We find it convenient to choose

e1 = dθ , e3 = w =
ω2 dϕ1 − ω1 dϕ2√

ω2
2 csc

2(θ) + ω2
1 sec

2(θ)
. (3.24)

Recall that we are interested in the limit that ω1 and ω2 are both close to unity; in this

limit e2 ∝ (sin2 θ dϕ1 + cos2 θ dϕ2) and e
3 ∝ (dϕ1 − dϕ2).

By definition, in this tetrad basis, the spatial metric listed in the second line of (3.15)

takes the simple form,

ds2 = (e1)2 + (e2)2 + (e3)2 . (3.25)

3.5.1 Curvature in the large γ(θ) limit

In the limit of large γ, we find, by explicit computation, that the only nonzero components

of the curvature tensor of the 3 dimensional base manifold (whose metric is listed on the

third line of eq.(3.15)) are

R1212 = γ(θ)2 +O(1), R1313 = −3γ(θ)2 +O(1), R2323 = γ(θ)2 +O(1) ,

R1213 = −3γ′(θ) +O

(
1

γ(θ)

)
,

(3.26)

where all indices are tetrad indices. Since we have assumed ν1 and ν2 are of the same order,

γ(θ) is a smooth function of θ (it varies on scale unity in the angular coordinate θ) and so

γ′(θ) is of the same order of largeness as γ(θ), which, to the leading order in νi, is given by

γ(θ) =

√
β/2√

ν1 sin
2 θ + ν2 cos2 θ

. (3.27)

We see from (3.26) that no component of the curvature scales faster than O(γ2(θ)).

Moreover, the O(γ2(θ)) contribution to every component of the curvature tensor, is explicitly

proportional to γ2(θ). In other words, the leading order contributions to the curvature

tensors do not involve derivatives of γ(θ) (like γ′(θ))).

The Ricci tensor at leading order is given by,

Rab =

−2γ(θ)2 +O(1) 0 0

0 2γ(θ)2 +O(1) −3γ′(θ) +O(1/γ)

0 −3γ′(θ) +O(1/γ) −2γ(θ)2 +O(1)

 . (3.28)

By contracting the Ricci tensor with δab, we obtain the Ricci scalar as18

R = −2γ2(θ) +O(1), (3.29)

From the vierbein postulate Dµe
a
ν = 0, we obtain the spin connection:

ωabµ = eaν

(
∂µe

νb + Γνµλe
λb
)
,

18The exact expression for the Ricci scalar is given by R = 6(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)γ(θ)
4 − 2γ(θ)2 + 2.
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By explicit computation we find that the only nonzero components of the spin connection

are

ω 23
1 = −γ(θ) +O

(
1

γ(θ)

)
,

ω 12
2 = −γ

′(θ)

γ(θ)
+O

(
1

γ(θ)

)
, ω 13

2 = −γ(θ) +O

(
1

γ(θ)

)
,

ω 12
3 = −γ(θ) +O

(
1

γ(θ)

)
, ω 13

3 = −2 cot(2θ) +O

(
1

γ(θ)

)
.

(3.30)

We see that no component of the spin connection scales faster (in the large γ limit) than

γ(θ), and that all contributions to the spin connection at this leading order are explicitly

proportional to γ(θ) (terms proportional to γ′(θ) do not show up at leading order).

When acting on a tensor, a covariant derivative includes an ordinary derivative and

additional terms linear in the spin connection. The only nonzero ordinary derivative is ∂3;

by explicit evaluation, the reader can convince herself that ∂3 neither increases nor decreases

the order of largeness in γ(θ) in any expression (see (3.27)). As all explicit derivatives are

O(γ0), while spin connections are generically of order γ(θ), we see that covariant derivatives

are generically dominated by their spin connection contributions, and are at most of order

γ; moreover, every covariant derivative that contributes at order γ does so with an explicit

factor of γ at this order (as opposed to derivatives of this quantity).

It follows from the discussion of the previous paragraphs, that a term involving m

covariant derivatives of the Riemann tensor, scales no faster with γ(θ) than γm+2, and all

such leading order terms have an explicit factor of γm+2 (rather than, for instance, γm+1γ′

or other expressions involving derivatives of γ).

3.5.2 Gauge fields

The Kaluza-Klein gauge field can be read off from the metric (3.13); it is given by

a = −γ2(θ)
(
ω1 sin

2 θdϕ1 + ω2 cos
2 θdϕ2

)
= −

√
γ(θ)2 − 1 e2 . (3.31)

The field strength fij , obtained from a is given by,

f = −2γ′(θ)γ(θ)√
γ2 − 1

e1 ∧ e2 −
2γ3ω1ω2√
γ2 − 1

e1 ∧ e3 ≈ −2γ′(θ)e1 ∧ e2 − 2γ2(θ)e1 ∧ e3 . (3.32)

As γ′(θ) is of the same order of largeness as γ(θ), we see from (3.32) that no component of

the KK field strength scales faster with γ than γ2, and that the field strength (at this leading

order) is simply equal to 2γ2(θ)e1 ∧ e3, and so is explicitly proportional to γ2 (derivatives

of γ drop out at leading order). As in the previous subsubsection, we conclude that a term

involving n covariant derivatives of the KK field strength, scales no faster with γ than γn+2,

and that all terms that contribute at this leading order have an explicit factor of γn+2

(derivatives of γ do not show up at leading order).

In the next section, we will find it useful to note that f ∧ ⋆f = 1
2fijf

ijvol3, and that

fijf
ij = 8

(
γ′(θ)2

γ(θ)2
+ γ′(θ)2 + ω2

1ω
2
2γ(θ)

4 + γ(θ)2(ω2
2 sin

2(θ) + ω2
1 cos

2(θ))

)
= 8γ4(θ) +O

(
γ2(θ)

)
.

(3.33)
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3.5.3 The scalar

The scalar field, σ, of the metric (3.3) parameterizes the red-shift factor of the spacetime

on which our field theory is formulated. The local red-shifted temperature is given by,

T (x) = Te−σ = Tγ(θ) , (3.34)

where T is the constant thermodynamical temperature of the system.

The second order partition function, (3.4), involves a term proportional to (∂σ)2. From

the first of (3.15) it follows that

(∂σ(x))2 =
γ′(θ)2

γ(θ)2
= O(1). (3.35)

A little thought will convince the reader that a term involving n covariant derivatives

of σ scales no faster with γ than O(γn−1). This power is n− 1 rather than n as the first of

the n derivatives (that act on σ) receives no contribution from the spin connection, as σ is

a scalar. The fact that terms involving n derivatives of σ derivatives are of O(γn−1) rather

than O(γn) will ensure that all terms in L that involve scalar derivatives will contribute to

the partition function only at subleading order in γ.

3.5.4 Weyl scaling

Every local contribution to L (see (2.1)) is a scalar expression, built out of tensors of the

form

∇a1 . . .∇an1
Ran1+1 an1+2 an1+3 an1+4 , ∇b1 . . .∇bn2

Fbn2+1 bn2+2 , ∇c1 . . .∇cn3
ϕ . (3.36)

In previous subsubsections we have argued that:

1. No contribution to any of the Ln scales faster with γ than γT+2nR+2nF−nS where T is

the total number of covariant derivatives involved in the expression, nR is the number

of Riemann tensors involved, nF is the number of KK field strengths involved, and

nS is the number of scalar fields that appear differentiated in the expression.

Although we have found it convenient to use tensors referred to vielbein or tangent

space indices at intermediate steps in the computation, our final result 1 above bounds the

growth with γ of every contribution to the diffeomorphism scalar L, and is, of course, also

true when re-expressed coordinate basis (with gij and its inverse used to contract indices).

Let us now study the Weyl transformation properties of any contribution to L. For this
purpose we find it convenient to work with coordinate rather than tangent space tensors.

The Weyl transformation of the four-dimensional metric

gµν → gµνe
2χ (3.37)

induces the following action on the three-dimensional metric gij , gauge field ai and scalar

field σ,

gij → e2χgij , a→ a, σ(x) → σ(x) + χ . (3.38)
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For our purposes, it will prove sufficient to study constant Weyl transformations (transforma-

tions in which χ is not a function of x.). It follows from (3.38) that every component of Fij
is invariant under such a Weyl transformation, (here and through the rest of this subsection,

i, j are spatial coordinate indices rather than local Lorentz indices) every component of the

Riemann tensor scales like Rijkl → e2χRijkl, and every covariant derivative is left unchanged,

in particular covariant derivatives of σ is invariant under constant Weyl transformations. A

scalar expression that is built out of a total of T covariant derivatives of nR copies of the

Riemann tensor, nF field strengths and any number of differentiated σ fields, also needs

T/2+ 2nR + nF copies of gij (these are needed to contract away all indices). It thus follows

that any such expression, E, transforms, under Weyl transformations, like

E → e−(T+4nR+2nF )χe2χnRE = e−(T+2nR+2nF )χE . (3.39)

Here, the first term in (3.39), e−(T+4nR+2nF )χ accounts for the Weyl transformations of the

copies of gij , while the second term e2χnR accounts for the Weyl transformations of the

Riemann tensors. Recall that lower covariant derivatives of the field strength and σ are

both Weyl invariant.

Now, consider a contribution of such a term to the effective action of the form∫
√
g3e

ασE , (3.40)

where α is a number. Under a constant Weyl transformation (3.37), it follows from (3.39)

and (3.38) that the expression in (3.40) picks up the factor e(3+α−T−2nR−2nF )χ. From the

requirement that
∫ √

g3L is Weyl invariant, it thus follows that

α = T + 2nR + 2nF − 3 . (3.41)

Thus (3.40) actually takes the form∫
√
g3e

(T+2nR+2nF−3)σE . (3.42)

We have seen above that E ∼ γT+2nR+2nF−nS . From the first of (3.15) we see that

e(T+2nR+2nF−3)σ ∼ γ3

γ(T+2nR+2nF ) and (from (3.16)) that
√
g3 ∼ γ. Putting it all together,

we see that the term in (3.42) scales no faster with γ than O(γ4−nS ). The leading order

contributions to Ln all have nS = 0, and so scale like O(γ4) (such terms do not involve

derivatives of σ). As covariant derivatives of the Riemann tensor and the field strength

do not involve derivatives of γ(θ) at leading order, we also conclude that all leading order

contributions to Ln (those that are O(γ4)) are actually simply proportional to γ4(θ). This

result holds for every value of n. We have thus demonstrated that Ln ∝ γ4(θ) at leading

order in the small νi limit, and that this result holds at every value of n.

As a sanity check of the somewhat abstract arguments of this subsection, in Appendix

A we explicitly compute the twisted S3 × S1 partition function for the most general Weyl

invariant form of L up to two derivative order (see (3.4) with (3.7) and P (T ) ∝ T 4), and

verify the arguments presented in this subsection in that case.
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3.6 Semi-universal form of the partition function in the limit νi → 0 at fixed β

In the previous subsection we have shown that each of the Ln – and so, presumably, L itself

–is proportional to γ4(θ). The proportionality constant is a function of temperature; let us

denote this constant by 2h(β)/(π2) so that

L =
2h(β)

π2
γ4(θ) .

The thermal partition function, lnZ, is now easily computed;

lnZ =
2h(β)

π2

∫
S3

γ4(θ) =
4h(β)

(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)
≈ β2h(β)

ν1ν2
. (3.43)

The integral above is easy to evaluate directly, but was also evaluated in [58], see footnote

11 of that paper. Here h(β) is a theory dependent (so non-universal) function that receives

contributions from all orders in the derivative expansion of the thermal effective action (see

(2.21)). The reduced chemical potentials νi are defined in (2.6). We have thus ‘derived’ the

semi-universal form of the partition function (2.13).

Recall that while (3.43) holds at small νi but every value of the temperature T , the

simpler ‘universal’ formula (2.10) holds at large T (so small β) but all values of ωi. When

β and νi are both small, (3.43) and (2.10) both hold, and, by matching we conclude that

lim
β→0

β3h(β) =
c′

4
. (3.44)

where c′ is the dimensionless number that appears in (2.10) (this point was already briefly

mentioned under (2.13)).

3.7 Massive theories

As we have explained in this section, the ‘thermal effective action’ of a CFT on a twisted

S3 × S1 simplifies in the limit (2.12) because the local value of the temperature (inverse

of the local proper size of the thermal S1, i.e. T0e
−σ = γ(θ), see (3.15)) blows up in this

limit. Despite the fact that the local value of β vanishes the thermal effective action is

not well approximated by the leading term in the expansion (2.19), because curvatures (of

the base manifold and the KK gauge field) also blow up in this limit. These two effects

(vanishing β(x) and blowing up curvatures) are finely balanced. On increasing n, the extra

divergences from curvatures sometimes compensate for - but never overcompensates for -

the increased suppression following from the increased power of β(x). The net effect is that

while no terms in any Ln scales faster than γ4, altogether there are an infinite number of

terms (taking union of all the terms, that appears in Ln, over n) that have this scaling.

With these points in mind, let us now turn our attention to a partition function of

a general QFT (that is not, in general, a CFT). It is intuitively clear that the partition

function of QFT at parametrically high local temperatures should reduces to the partition

function of its parent CFT under the same conditions. It is thus natural to QFT partition

functions, in the limit (2.12), to reduce to the partition functions of their parent CFTs in
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the same limit. In the rest of this subsection, we will present an argument for this conclusion

in a more quantitative manner.

Any such theory can be defined as an RG flow (seeded by a relevant operator O of

dimension d− r, with r > 0, here d = 4) away from a UV CFT. Let the parameter that

appears behind this relevant operator be mr (here m is a quantity with the dimension of

mass). As a scalar operator of scaling dimension 4−r transforms under Weyl transformations

like, O → e−(4−r)χO, it follows that the deformation term (in the four-dimensional action)

transforms under Weyl transformations as

mr

∫
√
g4O 7→ mr

∫
erχ

√
g4O . (3.45)

Consequently, such a massive deformation breaks Weyl invariance. This invariance can

formally be restored to our system if we allow the mass to transform as m→ me−χ (this

maneuver is particularly convenient when studying Weyl transformations that are constant

in spacetime and indeed such transformations are of interest to this section, as such a

maneuver maps one constant mass to another).

Now consider the thermal effective action (2.1) of this mass deformed theory in the

limit (2.12). Let us study the thermal effective action in a Taylor expansion in the massive

parameter m

L =

∞∑
k=0

mrkL(k) , (3.46)

where we note that the expansion (3.46) is in powers of mass not in powers of derivatives;

each of the L(k) above admits an expansion in derivatives.

It follows from the discussion above, that, under a constant Weyl transformation,

L(k) → ekrχL(k) . (3.47)

Reasoning as around (3.39), we conclude that a contribution L(k) (i.e. a product of nR
Riemann curvatures, nF field strengths and nS (derivatives of) the scalar σ, and involving

a total of T covariant derivatives) must come with a prefactor proportional to

e(T+2nR+2nF )σ × erkσ . (3.48)

The first factor is the same as the prefactor in (3.42), and the second factor accounts for

the additional Weyl scaling (3.47). Imitating the reasoning under (3.42), we conclude that

no such term scales faster with γ than

γ4−rk−nS . (3.49)

We conclude, in particular, that the leading order scaling with γ is at k = 0; at this order

the thermal effective action for the mass deformed theory (3.45) is identical to the thermal

effective action (2.1) for its UV CFT.

In subsection (§5.4) below, we will verify that the general predictions of this subsection

are, indeed, borne out in the (easily exactly computed) partition function of a free massive

scalar.
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3.8 A semi-universal form for entropy as a function of charges

Given the partition function of a theory as a function of β and ωi, we can perform inverse

Laplace transforms (as we will see, these are effectively same as performing Legendre

transformations) to obtain the entropy of the theory as a function of the twist τ and the

spin J . In this subsection we perform this exercise on the partition function that takes the

form eq. (3.43).

The microcanonical entropy S(E, J1, J2) is given by

eS(E,J1,J2) =
1

(2πi)3

∫
dβ dω1 dω2 exp [β(E − ω1J1 − ω2J2) + lnZ(β, ω1, ω2)]

=
1

(2πi)3

∫
dβ

β2
dν1 dν2 exp

[
βτ + ν1J1 + ν2J2 +

β2h(β)

ν1ν2

]
.

(3.50)

where the twist τ = E−J1−J2 was defined in eq.(2.6) and each of β, ν1 and ν2 is integrated

over the imaginary axis in the complex plane. We will find it useful to perform the inverse

Laplace over ν1, ν2 at first, while keeping β fixed. To organize the calculation, let us first

define the entropy in a mixed ensemble:

eS(β,J1,J2) :=
1

(2πi)2

∫
dν1 dν2 exp

[
ν1J1 + ν2J2 +

β2h(β)

ν1ν2

]
. (3.51)

When ν1 and ν2 are both small, the ν integral in eq. (3.50) (or equivalently in eq. (3.51)) can

be performed in the saddle point approximation: in this limit, we are, effectively, instructed

to extremize the exponent over the variables ν1, ν2 to find

S(β, J1, J2) = Extν1,ν2

(
ν1J1 + ν2J2 +

β2h(β)

ν1ν2

)
. (3.52)

The extremum over νi (still at fixed β) occurs when

ν1 =

(
J2β

2h(β)

J2
1

) 1
3

, ν2 =

(
J1β

2h(β)

J2
2

) 1
3

. (3.53)

The saddle point approximation that led to (3.53) is valid when νi are small enough, this is

the case when both angular momenta are large enough.

Upon substituting eq. (3.53) into eq. (3.52), followed by using eqs. (3.51) and (3.50), we

find

S(τ, J1, J2) ∼ ln

[
1

2πi

∫
dβ eβτ+3(J1J2)1/3β2/3h(β)1/3

]
= ln

[
1

2πi

∫
dβ exp

(
(J1J2)

1/3
(
βζ + 3β2/3h(β)1/3

))]
,

(3.54)

where ζ = τ
(J1J2)1/3

. Since J1, J2 → ∞, we can perform the above integral in saddle point

approximation (keeping ζ fixed), leading to

ln

[
1

2πi

∫
dβ exp

(
(J1J2)

1/3
(
βζ + 3β2/3h(β)1/3

))]
∼ (J1J2)

1/3Sint(ζ) , (3.55)
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where Sint is given by

Sint(ζ) := Extβ

(
βζ + 3β

2
3h

1
3 (β)

)
=
(
β∗ζ + 3β2/3h(β∗)

1/3
)
. (3.56)

Here, β∗ satisfies19

ζ = −

(
β2h(β)

)′ ∣∣∣
β=β∗

(β2∗h(β∗))
2/3

, (3.58)

Thus we conclude that the microcanonical entropy S(τ, J1, J2) assumes a semi-universal

form given by

S(τ, J1, J2) ∼ (J1J2)
1
3Sint

(
τ

(J1J2)
1
3

)
, τ, J1, J2 → ∞ ,

τ

(J1J2)1/3
fixed . (3.59)

The eq. (3.59) can be regarded as the main result of this section from a microcanonical

viewpoint. This formula has a familiar structure; the equation captures the formula for an

‘extensive’ entropy in terms of an intrinsic entropy function. In a more familiar context,

extensivity tells us that the entropy of a quantum field theory in the large volume limit

takes the form

S̃(E) = V S̃int(E/V ) (3.60)

As another familiar context, the entropy of N = 4 Yang Mills on S3, in the deconfined

phase (dual to a black hole in the bulk), in the large N limit takes the form

S̃(E) = N2SBH(E/N
2) (3.61)

Eq. (3.59) has the structure of the eqs. (3.60) and (3.61), with the quantity (J1J2)
1/3 playing

the role of the volume in eq. (3.60), or of N2 in eq. (3.61).

While the twist and the entropy are both of order the effective ‘volume’ (J1J2)
1/3 (see

(3.59)), angular momenta are, themselves ‘super extensive’ in this limit: recall that if J1 and

J2 are both of taken to be of order, say ∼ J , the effective ‘volume’ – and so the twist and

19Note the numerator in this formula is negative of the derivative of f(β) where f(β) = β2h(β). Here

ζ is positive as f(β) = β2h(β) is a monotonically increasing function of the temperature and hence a

monotonically decreasing function of β. That this is the case can be seen as follows. From eq. (2.5) and the

fact that there are finite number of states with negative twist, with the contribution from them to ∂β lnZ is

bounded, it follows that for sufficiently small νi and under the technical assumption that the limit νi → 0

limit of lnZ commutes with taking derivative w.r.t β, we have

∂β lnZ
∣∣∣
νi

= −⟨τ⟩ < 0 , (3.57)

where the expectation value is taken in the thermal ensemble (2.5). Again, using the technical assumption

that the limit νi → 0 limit of lnZ commutes with taking derivative w.r.t β, it then follows that the LHS

of eq. (3.57) is proportional to f ′(β), which, therefore is negative. The technical assumption seems very

reasonable. This assumption could be violated, for example, in a situation in which a term that is subleading

in amplitude (in an expansion in νi) has a frequency that grows as νi → 0. In such a situation, however,

the function would not have a good Taylor expansion in νi – but our analysis (using the method of [2, 3])

strongly suggests that it does.
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the entropy – scales like J2/3, slower than J . Reworded in terms of the canonical variables,

while J ∼ ν−3 ∼ γ6(θ), the twist and entropy scales like ν−2 ∼ γ4(θ).

At general values of β, the Legendre transform that appears in eq. (3.56) cannot be

performed without knowledge of the detailed form of h(β). We know, however, that when

β ≪ 1, h(β) = c′/(4β3). Inserting this form into eq. (3.56) we can explicitly perform the

Legendre transform, and find τ3 = c′/(4β4) and the formula

Sint = (64c′)1/4 τ1/4 , (3.62)

so that using (3.59) we have

S = (64c′)1/4 τ1/4(J1J2)
1/4 . (3.63)

The result presented in eq. (3.63) can also be obtained directly by Legendre transforming

the universal fluid dynamical partition function given by eq. (2.10), and expanding that

result to the leading order in smallness in τ/J .

3.9 Conjectured semi-universality of the stress tensor

In §3.5 we demonstrated that each of the Ln (see (2.20)), on the appropriately twisted

S3 × S1, is proportional to γ4(θ); this result is universal i.e. it holds for any CFT4. This

striking local result also holds in the high temperature limit reviewed in §2.2 (see [1]). This

is the case at all values of ωi, i.e. even away from the small νi limit. In the high temperature

limit, moreover, more is known. The authors of [1] also demonstrated that the stress tensor

in the high temperature limit also takes the simple, universal and local form

Tµν =
c′

2π2
T 4γ4 (4uµuν + gµν) (3.64)

at leading order in the high temperature limit. In this subsection we conjecture that a

similar result holds in the limit (2.12) studied in this paper. Concretely, we conjecture that

the stress tensor, in this limit, takes the form

Tµν =
2Th(T )

π2
γ4 (4uµuν + gµν) . (3.65)

We offer the following evidences for the conjecture

• In Appendix I, we have verified that this conjecture is indeed true for the stress tensor

arising from all zero derivative and two derivative contributions to L (i.e. those listed

in (3.4)).

• The conjecture is also true for the free massless scalar theory (see eq. H.29 of [7]).

• It also holds in N = 4 Yang Mills theory at large N and strong coupling (see §6).
One can further see §F.6 for the black hole phase (or the black hole component of the

stress tensor of the grey galaxy phase), and see eq. (2.44) of [7].

It may well be possible to construct an order by order ‘proof’ of this conjecture along

the lines of the analysis of §3.5. As mentioned in the first itemized point above, we have so

far carried out this exercise only at the first two nontrivial orders in the derivative expansion,

but have not attempted a general all orders proof along the lines of the analysis of §3.5.
We leave an attempt of this nature to future work.
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4 Generalization to arbitrary dimensions and scalings

In the previous section we have studied the partition function Z(β, νi) for a CFT4, in the

limit that ν1 and ν2 both go to zero in a manner such that their ratios are held fixed. This

discussion can be generalized in several directions.

4.1 Even d > 2 with all Ji comparable

Let us first generalize to the study of CFTs in diverse spacetime dimensions. To start with

let us continue to study theories in even spacetime dimensions, i.e. CFT2n where n is an

integer. As we have seen in §2.7 of the introduction, the case d = 2 is special in some

aspects so we will analyse that case separately; in this subsection we assume n > 1 so d > 2
20. In this case the analogue of the partition function (2.5) is

Z = Tre−βτ−
∑n

i=1 νiJi , (4.1)

where νi ≡ β(1− ωi) , τ = E −
n∑
i=1

Ji . (4.2)

The partition function (4.1) is characterized by the n chemical potentials νi, i = 1 . . . n, in

addition to the temperature. Let us now study the limit in which all νi are taken to zero,

with the inverse temperature β, and all ratios of νi held constant. In other words we study

the limit

νi → 0, (i, j = 1 . . . n),

(
β,

(
νi
νj

))
fixed . (4.3)

In Appendix C.1 we generalize the discussion of §3.5 to this case, and, again, study the

partition function (4.1) using the formalism of [2, 3]. The discussion of §3.3, §3.4 and

§3.5 generalizes to the study of (4.1) with only minor modifications. Once again, lnZ, for

any CFT, can be written as the integral of a local density. Once again, the leading order

behaviour of this density function is rather simple in the limit (4.3); the density scales like

γ2n. For future convenience, we call the temperature dependent proportionality constant

behind this scaling 2nh(T )
Ω2n−1

(i.e. L = 2nh(T )
Ω2n−1

γ2n) so that – at leading order –

lnZ(β, νi) =
2nh(T )

Ω2n−1

∫
S2n−1

γ2n , (4.4)

where Ω2n−1 is the volume of the unit n− 1 sphere (the factors of 2n and Ω2n−1 in (4.4)

have been chosen to simplify later formulae like (4.5)). The integral (4.4) is easy to perform

(see footnote 11 of [58]); in the limit (4.3) we find

lnZ(β, νi) =
βnh(β)

ν1 . . . νn
. (4.5)

20It is sometimes conjectured that CFTs without higher spin currents do not exist in spacetime dimensions

greater than 6. In this paper, we remain agnostic about this claim; our considerations apply to the study of

non-trivial CFTs in whichever dimension they turn out to exist in. Our considerations also apply to free

CFTs in every dimension (e.g. the free massless scalar theory which certainly exists in arbitrary dimensions)

– 34 –



By Legendre transforming (4.5) and repeating the steps presented from eq.(3.52) to eq.(3.59),

we find that the entropy as a function of twist and angular momenta is given by

S(τ, J1, . . . Jn) = (J1 . . . Jn)
1

n+1Sint

(
τ

(J1 . . . Jn)
1

n+1

)
, (4.6)

where

Sint(x) = Extβ

(
βx+ (n+ 1)β

n
n+1h

1
n+1 (β)

)
. (4.7)

The eq. (4.6) holds in the limit

τ → ∞, Ji → ∞,

((
Ji
Jj

)
,

τ

(J1 . . . Jn)
1

n+1

(i, j = 1, . . . n)

)
fixed . (4.8)

4.2 d = 3

Let us now turn to the study of odd values of d; to start with let us focus on d = 3. As

the rotational group SO(3) is of unit rank, in this case we have only a single rotational

chemical potential ν, and the analogue of γ, in this case, is

γ(θ) =
1√

1− ω2 sin2 θ
(4.9)

where θ is the usual polar angle (‘angle with the z axis’) on S2. We set β(1− ω) = ν and

study the partition function in the limit

ν → 0, β fixed (4.10)

We see that the function γ(θ) peaks at θ = π
2 and that γ(π2 ) ≈

√
β√
2ν

(this formula is

valid at small ν). At generic values of θ, γ(θ) ∼ O(1) ≪ γ(π2 ). γ(θ) is of the same order as

γ(π2 ) only when θ = π
2 − δθ with δθ of order

√
ν. For such values of δθ

γ(θ) =
1√

2ν
β + δθ2

(4.11)

We see that (at leading order) the function γ(θ) is sharply localized around π
2 with localization

width
√

2ν
β . (A detailed analysis of localisation in this case can be found in Appendix B.1

and B.4.)

In Appendix B.2, we once again generalize the discussion of §3.3, §3.4 and §3.5 to this

case. While much of the discussion goes through with minor modifications, there is one

key difference here. In the discussions of §3.3, §3.4 and §3.5 γ′(θ) was of the same order of

largeness as γ(θ). For this reason all occurrences of γ′(θ) (e.g. in (3.26), (3.30) and (3.32))

were subleading at small ν (and also, for this reason, all contributions from derivatives of σ,

see e.g. (3.35), were subleading at small ν).

The d = 3 analogues of (3.26), (3.30), (3.32) and (3.35), are all very similar in structure

to their four dimensional counterparts, and are listed explicitly (in Appendix B.2) in eqs.

(B.7), (B.8), (B.12) and (B.14) respectively. There is, however, one qualitative difference.
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We have already noted that, in the current context, γ(θ) is substantial only around the

neighborhood of θ = π
2 with width

√
2ν/β. In this neighbourhood the function γ(θ) varies

substantially (i.e. changes by a fraction of order unity) over the angular scale
√
2ν/β.

As a consequence, every ∂θ derivative of γ(θ) is larger than γ(θ) itself by the a factor

∝ ν−1/2. While this point does not change the final conclusion that all contributions to

the density L are of order O(γ3) (or, equivalently, ν−3/2. Recall this power was O(γ4) or

ν−2 in 4 dimensions) it is no longer the case that all contributions at this order are simply

proportional to γ3(θ); we also find contributions of (for instance) the form (γ′(θ))2

γ(θ) that are

of the same order of largeness as terms that are simply proportional to γ3(θ).

In Appendix B.2, we have performed explicit computations of the contribution to the

partition function from two derivative terms in the expansion (3.4), and do, in fact find a

term of the sort flagged above (namely a term proportional to (γ′(θ))2

γ(θ) ). This term is, in

particular, generated by the part of the effective action (3.4) ∝ (∂σ)2. At higher orders in

the derivative expansion, we also expect to see expressions like (γ′′)2

γ3
or terms like (γ′)4

γ5
. In

other words we expect the leading order formula for lnZ (in the limit (4.10)) takes the form

lnZ =

∫
S2

(
a0γ

3 + a1
(γ′)2

γ
+ a2

(γ′)4

γ5
+ a3

(γ′′)2

γ3
+ · · ·

)
(4.12)

where each of the coefficients a0, a1 etc are theory dependent functions of the temperature.

In this dimension, therefore, the local distribution L on the sphere is not universal (as was

the case in d = 2n in the limit (4.8)).

While the detailed form of the thermal effective action density is thus no longer universal,

it is still true that (at leading order in the small ν expansion), the integral (4.12) is semi-

universal. This is because each of the integrals on the RHS (4.12) integrates to a number

times ν−1. The intuitive argument for this point is simply that every term in (4.12) is a

function of ‘height’ ν−3/2 but has a width proportional to
√
ν. As a consequence, each term

integrates to an answer of order ν−1. The reader who finds this argument too hand waving,

will find a more formal argument for this result in the appendix B.3.

Let us rewrite (4.12) in the form

lnZ =

∫
dθ I(θ) . (4.13)

If we agree to work with a description that is coarse grained over angular scales large

compared to
√
ν (the scale over which the integrand in (4.12) is localized to the equator),

we can simply replace (4.12) with the simpler ‘universal’ formula

I(θ) =
h(T )

2πν
δ
(
θ − π

2

)
, (4.14)

for some h(T ). The factor of ν−1, on the RHS of (4.14), captures the fact that every term

in (4.12) integrates to an expression of order ν−1, as explained in the previous paragraph.

The sharp localization of I(θ) on the equator is reminiscent of a similar phenomenon in the

study grey galaxies [6] and giant vortices [57].
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We see from (4.14) that we do continue to have a sort of semi-universality of the

thermal effective density L in an appropriate coarse grained sense (we emphasize that the

universality in (4.14) breaks down at angular length scales
√
ν in the θ direction. For

instance, the detailed distribution of L on this angular scale is different in a free scalar

theory and a grey galaxy [6], this necessitates the coarse-graining). Integrating (4.14) over

the sphere gives

lnZ =
h(T )

ν
. (4.15)

The microcanonical version of (4.13) proceeds in a manner completely analogous §3.8,
and we find the entropy formula

S(τ, J) =
√
JSint

(
τ√
J

)
(1 + o(1)) , (4.16)

in the limit,

J → ∞, τ → ∞, such that τ/
√
J fixed. (4.17)

4.3 Arbitrary d > 2 with only some νi scaled to zero

Let us now consider the general case. If d = 2n, we parameterize the S2n−1 by the n angles

ϕi and the n direction cosines µi, (i = 1 . . . n). The metric on the unit sphere then takes

the form

ds2 =

n∑
i=1

(dµ2i + µ2i dϕ
2
i ) , (4.18)

with
n∑
i=1

µ2i = 1 . (4.19)

If d = 2n+ 1, on the other hand we parameterize the S2n by the n angles ϕi and the

n+ 1 direction cosines µj , with i running over the range (i = 1 . . . n) but j running over

the range (j = 1 . . . n+ 1). In this case the metric on the unit sphere takes the form

ds2 =
n∑
i=1

(dµ2i + µ2i dϕ
2
i ) + dµ2n+1 , (4.20)

with
n+1∑
i=1

µ2i = 1 . (4.21)

Let us now study the partition function in the limit

νi → 0 , (i = 1 . . . p) ,

while

(
β, νj for (j = p+ 1 . . . n) ,

(
νi
νk

)
for (i, k = 1 . . . p)

)
fixed.

(4.22)

Note that even though our system has n distinct rotational chemical potentials νm (m =

1, 2, . . . n), we are studying the limit in which only p ⩽ n of them are taken small (in such a

manner that the ratios of any of these p chemical potentials are held fixed in the limit).
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In this case γ(θ) is sharply localized around µp+1 = µp+2 = . . . µn = 0 (when d = 2n)

and around µp+1 = µp+2 = . . . µn+1 = 0 (when d = 2n + 1). As in the analysis of the

previous subsection, the angular scale of localization around each of these surfaces is

δθ ∼
√
ν.

4.3.1 The local form of the free energy density

In a manner similar to the d = 3 discussion of the previous subsection, the detailed

distribution of lnZ, as a function of µp+1, µp+2 . . ., on the scale
√
ν, is theory dependent,

and so is non-universal. As in the previous subsection, however, we will now demonstrate

that if we smear on angular scales large compared to
√
ν, the lnZ density function reduces

to the universal form

I(µi) =

(
2p

Ω2p−1

)
h(T, ωj) δ

d−2p (y⃗) γ2pL , (4.23)

In (4.23), y⃗ is the d− 2p dimensional ‘vector’ in tangent space orthogonal to the nontrivial

S2p−1 defined below 21 and γL is the usual special relativistic factor for a fluid revolving

on that S2p−1, with angular velocities such that β(1 − ω1) = ν1, β(1 − ω2) = ν2 . . .

β(1− ωp) = νp.

The eq. (4.23) tells us that the lnZ density is nonzero only when all µi for i =

p+ 1, . . . ⌊d/2 + 1/2⌋ are zero. On this submanifold we have

p∑
i=1

µ̃2i = 1 , (4.24)

where µ̃i are the direction cosines on this S2p−1. Consequently, L is only nonzero in the

neighbourhood of a unit S2p−1 embedded inside the Sd.

The three dimensional analogue of (4.14) is (4.23). Recall that we had two arguments

for (4.14); one intuitive (see below (4.14)) and the second algebraic (see Appendix B.3).

Analogues of both these arguments can be made for (4.23) as well.

Roughly, the intuitive explanation for (4.23) follows. As we have explained, the function

γ is highly peaked about the S2p−1. While its peak value is of order γL, its width (in

the (d − 2p) µj directions) is of order γ−1
L . In leading order in our scaling limit, L is a

function that has homogeneity d in powers of γ plus derivatives. Each power of γ, and

each derivative, adds an extra factor of γL, so L has a maximum value of the order γdL.

Integrating over the (d− 2p) µj gives an answer proportional to γdL/γ
d−2p
L = γ2pL .

While the intuitive explanation sketched above is correct, the reader may find it less

obviously correct as compared to the d = 3 intuition. The interested reader will, however,

find this intuition carefully justified in Appendix C.3, in which we present a clear algebraic

derivation (along the lines of those presented for d = 3 in Appendix B.3) for (4.23).

21This can be understood as follows. The Sd−1 can be imagined as embedded inside an Rd. We can

divide the Rd into n orthogonal two planes (plus one extra dimension when d is odd). The direction cosines

are the radial coordinates on these two planes, while ϕi are the angular coordinates on the two planes. If

µp+1, µp+2 . . . all vanish, this means that we are looking at the part of the sphere that lies entirely in the

first p two planes. At any point on this S2p−1, the tangent space of the full sphere splits into the tangent

space of the S2p−1 and the orthogonal space to the S2p−1, which is (globally) simply the original embedding

Rd−2p. y⃗ is a position vector in this Cartesian space.
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4.3.2 Thermodynamics

The remaining integral of I over the remaining 2p− 1 coordinates of the S2p−1 was already

performed in (4.1). Using (4.4) we conclude that the thermodynamical partition function,

for νi → 0 for i = 1, . . . , p ⩽ n is given by

lnZ =
βph(β, ωp+1, . . . , ω[ d

2
])

ν1 . . . νp
. (4.25)

Legendre transforming this result, we find that the entropy now takes the scaling form

S(τ, J1 . . . J[ d
2
])

(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1

= Sint

(
τ

(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1

,
Jp+1

(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1

, . . . ,
J[ d

2
]

(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1

)
, (4.26)

where

Sint(x, yi) = Extβ,νp+1,...,ν[ d2 ]

βx+

[ d
2
]∑

i=p+1

νiyi + (p+ 1)β
n

n+1h
1

p+1 (β, νp+1, . . . , ν[ d
2
])

 .

(4.27)

The eq. (4.26) holds when for i, j = 1, . . . p and k = p+ 1, . . . n, we take the limit:{
τ → ∞
Ji → ∞

∋
(
Ji
Jj

)
,

(
τ

(J1 . . . Jn)
1

n+1

,
Jk

(J1 . . . Jn)
1

n+1

)
fixed. (4.28)

The details of the derivation of the Legendre transformations are provided in Appendix C.1.

4.4 d = 2

As we have already explained in §2.7, the case d = 2 is special in many ways. First, the local

part of L is uniquely determined on general grounds. Second, this answer receives a series

of corrections that are suppressed compared to the leading order answer only by powers of

ν (rather than exponentially in 1
ν ) these corrections can be viewed as a consequence of the

fact that the one encounters gapless modes when evaluating the twisted S1 × S1 partition

function. Finally, d = 2 is different, because we can use the power of modular invariance to

make several precise statements without using the thermal effective action (2.1), giving us

a check on all our predictions. In this subsection we provide more details on each of these

points.

In this subsection we largely review earlier work obtained in d = 2. The discussion of

this subsection has a somewhat different flavor from the rest of this paper, and will not

feed into any of the subsequent analysis of this paper. For this reason, the readers who find

themselves uninterested in d = 2 intricacies can safely skip this subsection.

4.4.1 Precise results from modular invariance

Consider the usual two dimensional partition function

Zusual = Tr
(
qL0−c/24q̄L̄0−c/24

)
, q = e2πiτ , q̄ = e−2πiτ̄ . (4.29)
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Using ∆ = L0 + L̄0, J = L0 − L̄0, and τ = 2L̄0, we see that (4.29) reduces to the 2d

version of (2.4) up to a factor of eβc/12, i.e.

Z(β, ω) :=
∑
∆,J

e−β∆+βωJ =
∑
τ,J

e−βτ−νJ = e
βc
12Zusual Re(β) > 0 , |Re(ω)| < 1 |ν| < β

(4.30)

if we identify

q = e−ν , q̄ = eν−2β , i.e τ =
iν

2π
, τ̄ =

−i(2β − ν)

2π
. (4.31)

Note that

−1

τ
=

2πi

ν
, −1

τ̄
= − 2πi

2β − ν
. (4.32)

It follows from modular invariance that Zusual(τ, τ̄) = Zusual(− 1
τ ,−

1
τ̄ ) so that

Zusual(β, ν) = Tre−
4π2

ν
(L0−c/24)e

− 4π2

2β−ν
(L̄0−c/24) . (4.33)

In the small ν limit of interest to this paper, 4π2

ν in (4.33) is large, so the trace in (4.33)

is dominated by the state with the lowest value of L0; if we assume unitarity and a twist

gap in the spectrum of primaries, this value is h = 0. Subject to this restriction however,

states with all values of L̄0 = h̄ contribute to the trace. In other words, the small ν limit

dominantly receives constributions from states with (h, h̄) = (0, h̄), where h̄ is arbitrary.

If we parameterize states by their dual operators (via the state operator map), we see

that the trace (4.33) is dominated by anti-analytic or anti -chiral operators. In theories

without an extended (anti) chiral algebra, the only anti-analytic operators are the Virasoro

descendents of the vacuum (the rightmoving part of the vacuum module). As this module

is generated by L̄2, L̄3 . . ., it follows that at small ν limit

Zusual(β, ν) = e
4π2c
24ν ×

[
e

π2c
12β

∞∏
n=2

(
1

1− e
− 2π2n

β

)]
. (4.34)

If the CFT has a larger (anti) chiral algebra than Virasoro, but continues to have a gap for

primaries, then the second factor in (4.33) is simply replaced by the vacuum module of the

relevant (anti) chiral algebra.

We have so far worked with a CFT on a spatial circle of length 2π. The partition

function for a CFT on a circle of length L is easily obtained from (4.33) by the replacement

β → 2πβ
L . We conclude that the partition function of a c > 1 non-rational unitary CFT

with non-zero twist gap 2T > 0 in the spectrum of Virasoro primaries takes the form

Zusual(β, ω) ∼
ω→1

e
πL
β

(c−1)
24

η
(
πL
β

) (
1− e

−πLβ
)

× e
L

β(1−ω)
2πc
24

(
1 +O

(
e
− L
β(1−ω)T

))
(4.35)

(recall β(1− ω) = ν).
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Consequently, taking the logarithm, we obtain

lnZusual ∼
ω→1

L

β(1− ω)

2πc

24
+
πL

β

(c− 1)

24
− ln η

(
πL

β

)
+ ln

(
1− e

−πL
β
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Oβ(ν0) terms

+O

(
e
− L
β(1−ω)T

)
.

(4.36)

Finally note that in the leading order in ν, we have lnZusual = lnZ. The results reviewed

in this subsubsection were worked out and explored in [52–54, 59]. The implication of the

above is rigorously studied in [12, 55, 56] with a detailed and precise statement about the

large spin density of states. See §2.7.3 for a quick survey of the results in microcanonical

ensemble.

4.4.2 Physical interpretation of the leading piece

In the rest of this subsection, we will understand various aspects of the formula (4.36) from

the viewpoint of thermal effective partition function (2.1). In this subsubsection, we focus

on the leading term. In §2.7 in the introduction, we have already explained how is obtained

from a 2d ‘thermal effective theory’ (2.1). In this section we emphasize a Lorentzian physical

interpretation of the ω dependence of (2.27).

We consider 1+1 dimensional CFT on a spatial circle of length L at inverse temperature

β. In §3.4 we have already explained that the length of this circle, as measured in the

comoving fluid frame, becomes γL. Moreover, the time dilation also (see 3.4) tells us that

the rest frame fluid temperature becomes Tγ, where γ = (1− ω2)−1/2. Putting these two

effects together, we see that

L

β
→ L

β
γ2 =

L

β(1− ω2)
. (4.37)

physically explaining the factor of 1
1−ω2 in (2.27).

4.4.3 Gapless modes in the twisted partition function for a free massless scalar

field

In this subsection (and in §2.7) we have explained two facts that may, at first seem to

contradict each other. First that the local part of the thermal effective action [1–3, 5]

is tightly constrained to take the unique form (2.27). Second, that though the actual

answer for lnZ does take this unique form at leading order in a small ν expansion, the

first correction to this answer is only suppressed by a single power of ν, compared to this

leading piece (rather than exponentially suppressed, as the uniqueness of the local form

might initially have suggested). In this subsection we will explain that the resolution to

this apparent paradox is the following; the thermal effective action is exceptionally nonlocal

in d = 2 because the dimensional reduction on a twisted thermal circle leads to a plethora

of zero modes on an effectively very large spatial S1 (see the previous subsection). In other

words, the d − 1 = 1 dimensional effective theory not only effectively lives on a circle of

length γ2, but effectively has massless modes on this huge circle.
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Let us first analyse how these massless modes arise in the context of the simple example

of a free massless scalar field. A torus with modular parameters (τ, τ̄) parameterized by the

flat coordinates (σ1, σ2), subject to the identifications

(σ1, σ2) ∼ (σ1 + 2π, σ2) ∼
(
σ1 + 2π

(
τ + τ̄

2

)
, σ2 + 2π

(
τ − τ̄

2i

))
. (4.38)

The Euclidean Laplacian has eigenmodes of the form eik1σ1+ik2σ2 . These eignenmodes

respect the periodicity (4.38) if and only if

(k1, k2) =

(
n1,

i

τ − τ̄
(2n2 − n1(τ + τ̄))

)
, (4.39)

where n1 and n2 are integers. In our physical situation, τ and τ̄ are given by (4.31), so that
τ+τ̄
2 = −i(β−ν)

2π , and τ−τ̄
2 = i β2π . Plugging these into (4.39) yields

(k1, k2) =

(
n1, −in1(1−

ν

β
) +

2πn2
β

)
. (4.40)

Now consider the special case n2 = 0 (i.e. the ‘dimensional reduction’ on the thermal circle).

In this case,

(k1, k2) = n1

(
1, −i(1− ν

β
)

)
= n1(1, iω) , (4.41)

and

k2 = n21(1− ω2) =
2n21ν

β
+O(ν2) . (4.42)

It follows that this ‘dimensional reduction’ gives rise to a massless field, that effectively

lives on a circle of length

L2 =
1

1− ω2
= γ2 , (4.43)

as anticipated in the previous subsubsection. The gapless modes of this massless field, that

effectively lives on a very long circle (which are almost anti chiral) complicate thermal

effective field theory, presumably giving rise to the O(ν0) corrections described above. Note,

however, that the free scalar field has a much larger (antichiral) symmetry algebra than

Virasoro.

Since the modular invariance of partition function along with presence of zero twist

states in the vacuum module predicts a subleading O(ν0) correction in a generic interacting

CFT, we expect the presence of zero modes, as elucidated above, from the thermal EFT

point of view, in a generic interacting CFT.

4.4.4 More about the gapless modes

In this subsubsection we make some further remarks about the gapless modes, especially in

the context of free scalar field theory in 2 dimensions.

The calculation of the earlier subsubsection asserts that if we have O(1) correction to

the leading term in the thermal EFT, we should expect presence of zero modes under the

KK reduction along the twisted thermal circle. A natural question is whether the converse
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is true as well. In fact, we can ask this question in a simpler set-up i.e. by keeping ω = 0 and

taking β → 0 limit. In this subsubsection, we point out that at least for the compactified

free Boson, the converse is not true i.e. we cannot claim the following is true:

∆gap =
Subtle

mgap , (4.44)

where ∆gap corresponds to the gap in the spectra of scaling dimension over the vacuum

and mgap corresponds the mass gap under the KK reduction.

For the compactified boson, modular invariance of the partition function implies that

(2.27) is true up to exponentially suppressed correction since ∆gap ̸= 0. This might lead us

to believe that the zero modes are entirely absent. But this is clearly not true. First of

all, there is a zero mode of the scalar field coming from the classical solution ϕ = 0. Upon

path integral, this gives rise to contribution proportional to R, which is proportional to

the volume of the target space. On top of that, there are classical solutions of equation

of motion involving zero winding along the time-circle. Finally, for each of these classical

trajectories, we have harmonic oscillations, among which there are some, which are flat

along the time direction and only have oscillations along the spatial direction. Each of

these three kind of modes individually provides non-exponentially suppressed corrections

to (2.27). However, altogether, they conspire to cancel each other and ascertain that the

prediction of modular invariance is true i.e. (2.27) is true up to exponentially suppressed

corrections. See Appendix §L for a detailed account of this conspiracy.

4.4.5 More about the microcanonical ensemble

In §2.7.3 we have pointed out that one of the many special features of d = 2 is that

the leading order twist, i.e. the twist obtained simply by differentiating the leading order

partition (2.31) w.r.t. β, simply vanishes.

The twist τ , of course, vanishes only at leading order in the large J limit (i.e. τ fails to

scale like
√
J as one might have naively expected). However τ does not completely vanish

as (2.31) receives subleading β-dependent corrections (for example, given by (4.36) in case

there is a twist gap in the spectrum of Virasoro primaries, note that the first term in (4.36)

is in fact (2.31)). As there is no freedom in the local structure of L, these corrections arise

from nonlocal contributions to L (these are larger than what might have been expected

because the dimensional reduction on the d = 2 twisted thermal circle turns out to have

massless modes). The correction to (2.31) also leads to a τ dependent correction to the

leading order entropy formula (2.32).

This aforementioned correction is universal in the following sense: it is determined if

we know the chiral algebra and impose a twist gap in the spectrum of chiral primaries. For

CFTs that have a twist gap for Virasoro primaries (no holomorphic primaries) and c > 1,

this correction takes the universal formula given in eq.(4.36) [12, 52–56]. The first correction

to (2.32) occurs at O(J0) (i.e. these corrections are independent of J). In order to obtain

this correction, one needs to perform a honest inverse Laplace transformation, as opposed

to Legendre transformation, which is only justified if we can perform the inverse Laplace in

saddle point approximation; however, we can not do the saddle point approximation here

unless β is very small.
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More concretely, we are supposed to perform the inverse Laplace transformation on

Zusual, in this case, the conjugate variable to β is τ − c/12 i.e we perform

L−1

e2π
2

β
(c−1)
24

η
(
2π2

β

) (
1− e

−2π2

β

) [τ − c/12] ,

to obtain the correction. From the perspective of Z =
∑

J,τ e
−βτ−νJ , the shift in τ can be

understood arising from an extra order one correction in going from (4.36) to the expression

of lnZ i.e

L−1

e2π
2

β
(c−1)
24

η
(
2π2

β

) (
1− e

−2π2

β

)
eβc/12

 [τ ] ,

which is same as above. Now we note that

η

(
2π2

β

)−1

=

√
π

β
η

(
β

2

)−1

. (4.45)

Thus we need to inverse Laplace

L−1

[√
π

β
e
2π2

β
(c−1)
24

(
1− e

−2π2

β

)( ∞∑
k=1

P (k)e−kβ/2+β/12

)]
[τ − c/12]

=

∞∑
k=1

P (k)

(
L−1

[√
π

β
e
2π2

β
(c−1)
24

(
1− e

−2π2

β

)] [
τ − c−1

12 − k
2

])
,

(4.46)

where P (k) is the number of partition of k. One can verify that the inverse Laplace

transformation has support

τ ⩾
c− 1

12
. (4.47)

To summarize, we find that accounting for the correction term we find that the

expectation value of τ is now an (order unity) function of β. As β is varied, τ takes

arbitrary values (of order unity) subject to the inequality (4.47). Subject to this inequality,

the order one correction is completely universal. In fact, ref. [56] establishes an even stronger

universality; with appropriate assumptions and definitions 22, this universality extends to

the order O(J−N ) (for any N > 0) and can easily be generalized to density of all states.

4.4.6 Extended domain of validity in theories with a twist gap

As derived, eq. (2.30) holds in the limit β2(1− ω2) → 0. In the large central charge limit,

and under the assumption of sparse low lying spectrum of scaling dimension and twist,

however, the regime of validity of (2.30) extends to the following larger domain:

β2(1− ω2) ⩽ 4π2 . (4.48)

22This extended universality holds on assuming a twist gap in the spectrum of Virasoro primaries, and

if one smears the fixed-spin–J density of Virasoro primary states against a smooth, compactly supported

function of the twist.
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(i.e. the regime of temperatures that lies above the Hawking Page transition). This extension

of domain was conjectured (with numerical evidence) in the ref. [60], and proven recently

in the ref. [61]. In the microcanonical ensemble, this tells us that the universal entropy

formula, described above, applies not just at asymptotically large values of J , but, in fact,

for all J and τ that are large enough so that(
τ − c

12

) (
τ + 2|J | − c

12

)
⩾
(
c
12

)2
, (4.49)

which extends the usual universal entropy formula at fixed twist, and large spin.

5 Free scalar fields

5.1 Partition function of a free massless scalar field in general dimension

In this short subsection, we explicitly compute the partition function of a free scalar field in

arbitrary dimension. We then take the scaling limit νi → 0 at fixed β, demonstrate that the

partition function takes the general form predicted in the previous section. Focussing on

the symmetric limit νi → 0 ∀i, we then read off the functions h(β) in this particular case.

In subsequent subsections we then go on to discuss the surprisingly intricate properties of

these functions. Even though we do not do it explicitly here, the reader can also use the

exact formulae below to take limits in which a few νi are taken to zero at a fixed ratio,

while others are held fixed, and once again verify that the partition function takes the form

predicted in the previous section, and read off the coefficient functions.

Let us start by presenting the well known exact expression for the partition function of

a free scalar field on S1 × S2n−1 (when d = 2n) and on S1 × S2n (when d = 2n+ 1). In the

first case, the single particle partition function is given by

ZS
1×S2n−1

sp (β) =
e−β∆(1− e−2β)∏n

i=1

(
1− e−β(1−ωi)

) (
1− e−β(1+ωi)

)
=

e−β(
2n−2

2 )(1− e−2β)∏n
i=1

(
1− e−β(1−ωi)

) (
1− e−β(1+ωi)

)
=

e−β(
2n−2

2 )(1− e−2β)∏n
i=1 (1− e−νi) (1− e−2β+νi)

.

(5.1)

In the first line of (5.1) we evaluated the partition function over ∂µ1∂µ2 . . . ∂µnϕ after

subtracting out those terms proportional to the equation of motion ∂2ϕ. In the second line,

we have used the conformal dimension for a free massless scalar field ∆ = 2n−2
2 (as the

conformal dimension of a massless scalar on Sd−1 × S1 is d/2− 1).

In the second case we have (using ∆ = n− 1/2)

ZS
1×S2n

sp (β) =
e−β∆(1− e−2β)

(1− e−β)
∏n
i=1

(
1− e−β(1−ωi)

) (
1− e−β(1+ωi)

)
=

e−β(
2n−1

2 )(1− e−2β)

(1− e−β)
∏n
i=1

(
1− e−β(1−ωi)

) (
1− e−β(1+ωi)

) (5.2)

=
e−β(

2n−1
2 )(1− e−2β)

(1− e−β)
∏n
i=1 (1− e−νi) (1− e−2β+νi)

. (5.3)
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By multiparticling the single particle partition function (5.1) or (5.2), we find

lnZ =
∞∑
q=1

Zsp(qβ, ωi)

q
=

∞∑
q=1

Zsp(qβ, qνi)

q
. (5.4)

From the partition function (5.4), we can read off the function23 h(β) (appearing in (2.24)

with p = n) for a massless scalar field on S1 × S2n−1

lim
ωi→1

[(
n∏
i=1

(1− ωi)

)
lnZS

1×S2n−1
(β)

]
=: hd=2n(β) =

∞∑
q=1

1

q

e−qβ(
2n−2

2
)

(qβ)n(1− e−2qβ)n−1
. (5.5)

For example, in d = 4, we have

hd=4(β) =
∞∑
q=1

csch(qβ)

2q3β2
=

π4

180β3
− π2

72β
+

3ζ(3)

8π2
− 7β

1440
+

∞∑
m=1

∑
ℓ|m

(−1)ℓ+1

π2ℓ3
e
− 2π2m

β , (5.6)

and in d = 6, we have

hd=6(β) =
∞∑
q=1

csch(qβ)2

4q4β3

=
π6

3780β5
− π4

1080β3
+

π2

360β
− ζ(5)

π4
+

β

756
−

∞∑
m=1

∑
ℓ|m

(
m

π2ℓ5β
+

2

π4ℓ5

)
e
− 2π2m

β .

(5.7)

See Appendix M for the derivation of (5.6) and (5.7) and a general set of formulae (M.9),

(M.10) and (M.11) valid for all even dimensions. See also Appendix C of [5] for related

expressions at high temperature instead of high angular velocity.

In odd dimensions, d = 2n+ 1, we have

hd=2n+1(β) =
∞∑
q=1

1

q

e−qβ(
2n−1

2
)

(qβ)n(1− e−qβ)(1− e−2qβ)n−1
. (5.8)

23In the limit that all νi are small, but of the same order, we can estimate the summation in (5.4) as

follows. We first split the sum over q into a sum from q = 1 to Q, and Q+ 1 to ∞. We choose Q so that

Q≫ 1 but νQ≪ 1. The sum from Q+ 1 to ∞ is of order e−Q∆n , and so should roughly be thought of as

capturing contributions of order e−a/ν where a is a number of order unity. The sum from 1 to q can be

simplified by Taylor expanding each term in qνi. This Taylor expansion is always valid, as qνi < Qνi ≪ 1.

One can then interchange the two summations and perform the summation over q separately for each term

in the power series. The factors of e−β∆nq ensure that each of these summations over q is ‘convergent’ (i.e.

the summation over q can be extended to 1, ...,∞, at the price of introducing errors that are only of order

e−βQ∆n). This procedure generates a Taylor expansion of lnZ in the variables νi. The argument above

strongly suggests that the Taylor expansion only has errors of order e−a/ν . This suggests that the Borel

transform of the sum over the Taylor Series dummy variable has a singularity somewhere in the Borel plane.

This singularity may represent an instanton, which would then be very interesting to find. At any rate, the

zeroth order term in the Taylor series is an excellent approximation when all νi are small. We work with this

approximation through this paper. One can also use the methods which were used to prove the Meinardus

theorem, as explained in chapter 6 of [62], and used in [63], see Appendix D for the rigorous approach.
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The expression (5.8) has an asymptotic expansion in β (in contrast to the convergent

expansions in even dimensions, please see the appendix M for a derivation). For example,

in d = 3,

hd=3(β) =

∞∑
q=1

csch( qβ2 )

2q2β

∼ ζ(3)

β2
+

lnβ

24
− γ

24
+
ζ ′(2)

4π2
− lnπ

24

+
∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1 1

2π2

(
β

2π

)2k

ζ(1− 2k) ζ(2k + 2)
(
1− 2−1−2k

)
,

(5.9)

where we use ∼ to indicate an asymptotic series (due to the factorial growth in ζ(1− 2k)

at large k). Note that the perturbative part of each of these expansions is a power series

expansion in β2 (rather than β), reflecting the fact that each subsequent terms in the

derivative expansion in (2.2) has two additional derivatives (this follows from the fact that

each curvature tensor itself has two derivatives, and KK field strengths – which are one

derivative objects – appear in the action in pairs in parity invariant theories (i.e. in Lorentz

invariants that do not involve the ϵ tensor). The lnβ terms come from the gapless mode in

the free boson.

5.2 Instanton interpretation of the non-perturbative terms

As we have already emphasized in §2.8, it is striking that the small β expansion of the even d

h(β) has (an infinite series of) ‘non-perturbative’ corrections, even though the perturbative

(power series) part of this function truncates at finite order. In this subsection we sketch a

physical explanation for these non-perturbative corrections, and outline an argument that

suggests that the feature displayed above – namely that the theory has non-perturbative

corrections unconnected to the high order behaviour of its perturbative expansion – is likely

special to the free theory. We work in d = 4, leaving a careful generalization to arbitrary d

to future work.

5.2.1 Kaluza Klein reduction

The partition function Z, may be computed by evaluating the Euclidean field theory path

integral on the metric gµν presented in (3.13). As the CFT under study is Weyl invariant,

we get the same path integral by studying it on the Weyl rescaled metric Gµν = γ2(θ)g̃µν ,

provided we also scale all dynamical fields in the appropriate manner. In the case of the

free scalar field, we obtain the new ϕ by dividing the old ϕ by γ(θ).

Our new rescaled metric is given by

ds2 = Gµνdx
µdxν =

(
dτ + iaidx

i
)2

+ gijdx
idxj , (5.10)

with

a = aidx
i = −γ2(θ)

(
ω1 sin

2 θdϕ1 + ω2 cos
2 θdϕ2

)
,

gijdx
idxj = γ(θ)2

(
dθ2 + γ(θ)2

(
ω1dϕ1 sin

2(θ) + ω2dϕ2 cos
2(θ)

)2)
+ γ(θ)2

(
dϕ21 sin

2(θ) + dϕ22 cos
2(θ)

)
.

(5.11)
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Note that while the base metric has been Weyl rescaled, the KK gauge field is, of course,

unaffected by this scaling.

The Euclidean action for the free scalar field on the metric Gµν takes the form

SE =
1

2

∫
d4x

√
G

(
Gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ+

1

6
Rϕ2

)
, (5.12)

with τ ∼ τ + β. We expand our field as

ϕ =
∞∑

n=−∞
ϕn(x)e

2inπτ
β . (5.13)

Under the coordinate transformation

τ = τ̃ + f(xi) , (5.14)

we have

ϕ =
∞∑

n=−∞
ϕ̃n(x)e

2inπτ̃
β , (5.15)

with ϕ̃n = e
2πinf(xi)

β ϕn. The metric (5.10) can also be recast ds2 = (dτ̃ + ã)2 + . . . with

ãi = ai − i∂if . (5.16)

It follows from the requirement of coordinate invariance, that the action for ϕn must be

written entirely in terms of the KK U(1) covariant derivatives (with this choice, D̃iϕ̃n =

e
2πinf

β Diϕn)

Diϕn =

(
∂i +

2πn

β
ai

)
ϕn . (5.17)

Upon inserting (5.13) into (5.12), and performing a little algebra we find that action SE
takes the form

SE =
∞∑

n=−∞

∫
d3x

√
g3

((4π2n2
β2

+
1

6
R4d

)
ϕnϕ−n + gijDiϕnDjϕ−n

)
(5.18)

The 4 dimensional Ricci scalar, R4d, is given in terms of 3 dimensional Ricci scalar (R),

and the KK field strengths fij as

R4d = R+
1

4
f2 , (5.19)

where fij = ∂iaj − ∂jai. Using (5.11), and performing some algebra, we find

R =
40
(
ω2
1 − 1

) (
ω2
2 − 1

)
(ω1 − ω2) (ω1 + ω2) cos(2θ)− ω2

1 − ω2
2 + 2

+ 6ω2
1 + 6ω2

2 − 14 , (5.20)

f2 =
4
(
(ω1 − ω2) (ω1 + ω2) cos(2θ) +

(
1− 2ω2

2

)
ω2
1 + ω2

2

)
1− ω2

1 sin
2(θ)− ω2

2 cos
2(θ)

. (5.21)
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The final expression for R4d = R + f2/4 is rather ugly in general. Note, however, that this

quantity is independent of β, and so is subleading (compared to the mass term- which is

proportional to 4π2n2

β2 ) in the small β expansion. For this reason this term can be ignored

at leading order at small β.

The reader can verify the following. If we take 1− ω1 and 1− ω2 to both be of order ϵ,

then, while R and f2 are individually of order unity, the combination R+ f2/4 is of order ϵ.

Consequently this term also vanishes at leading order in the limit ωi → 1. For both these

reasons, this term will not enter our saddle point equations (see below for more details)

though it could affect subleading corrections.

5.2.2 Specializing to ω1 = ω2

In the rest of this subsection, we focus, for simplicity, on the special case ω1 = ω2. In this

special case (5.20) simplifies dramatically, and we find24

R = 6− 8ω2 , f2 = 8ω2 ⇒ R+
1

4
f2 = 6

(
1− ω2

)
, (5.22)

and (5.18) simplifies to

SE =
∞∑

n=−∞

∫
d3x

√
g3

((
4π2n2

β2
+ (1− ω2)

)
ϕnϕ−n + gijDiϕnDjϕ−n

)
. (5.23)

Our action describes the motion of a particle of mass

mn =
2π|n|
β

(
1 +

β2(1− ω2)

8π2n2
+ . . .

)
, (5.24)

and charge 2πn
β , propagating on the 3d background (5.11). in (5.24) the terms denoted by

. . . are suppressed both in β and in 1− ω.

We will now proceed to evaluate the path integral over the fields ϕn in (5.23) using

the worldline formalism. This formalism is well suited to the study of the small β limit,

because the fact that mn and the charge are both large (when β is small) will allow us to

evaluate the worldline path integral in the saddle point approximation.

5.2.3 The world line action

The ‘one loop’ (determinant) path integral over the field ϕn may be obtained by performing

the world line path integral over all closed particle trajectories

lnZ =

∫
Dxie−SE (5.25)

where25

SE = mn

∫ √
gijdxidxj −

2πn

β

∫
a. (5.28)

24The vanishing of the RHS on the last line of (5.22) (when ω → 1) is an illustration of one of the

comments made at the end of the last subsubsection.
25We have fixed the sign (and factor of i) in the second term in (5.28) as follows. The particles in question

are created by the field ϕn. Inserting the second term in (5.28) into (5.25) yields the Wilson line

W = e
2πn
β

∫ xf
xi

a
(5.26)
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Because every term in (5.28) has an overall factor of order 1
β , the worldline path integral

is well approximated by saddle points at small β limit. The leading saddle point is worldline

that maps to a single point. This saddle has vanishing action, and the expansion around it

is generated by closed particle trajectories of length of order β. As these paths are much

smaller than the curvature of the sphere, their contributions reproduce the local terms in

the effective action (the power series expansion (2.1)).

Exponentially suppressed corrections to this leading perturbative answer are obtained

from ‘instantons’; i.e. solutions to the equations of motion following from (5.27) that extend

over a large distance (of order of the length scale of the base manifold). We now turn to a

complete characterization of these instantonic solutions.

5.2.4 Symmetries of instantonic solutions

The isometry group of a round S3 is SO(4) = SU(2)L×SU(2)R. Turning on a generic twist

(ω1 ̸= ω2) breaks this isometry down to U(1)L × U(1)R (where the U(1)s are generated by

rotations in the QzL and QzR directions respectively). However, the special case ω1 = ω2,

preserves the larger subgroup U(1)L × SU(2)R. This follows both on general grounds (it is

the largest isometry group that commutes with this twist), but also from direct computation.

Adopting the notation (σ1, σ2, σ3) to denote the right invariant one forms, in Appendix

E.1 we verify that the base metric can be written as a linear combination (with numerical

coefficients) of σ21 + σ22 and σ23; the gauge field as proportional to σ3, and its field strength

as proportional to σ1 ∧ σ2.
This large amount of symmetry allows us to efficiently find all solutions to the equations

of motion following from (5.28). We can introduce a parameter (lets call it τ) along the

world line of the particle (5.28). Of course, monontonic redefinitions of this parameter are

an invariance of the action (5.28), so we can make any choice we like. The particle motion

now has conserved Noether charges (see Appendix E.2) corresponding to its U(1)L×SU(2)R
symmetry, and solutions to the equation of motion can be parameterized (in part) by these

charges. As the SU(2)R charges, themselves, transform in the three dimensional vectorial

representation of SU(2), it is sufficient to first find all solutions with QxR = QyR = 0, and

then obtain the most general solution by performing an SU(2)R rotation on these special

solutions.

In what follows it is sometimes useful to use the coordinates

ϕ = ϕ1 + ϕ2 , ψ = ϕ1 − ϕ2 . (5.29)

In Appendix E.3 we demonstrate that QxR = QyR = 0 if and only if

θ̇ = 0 , (5.30)

Using (5.16), we see that under the gauge transformation (5.14), the open Wilson lineW in (5.26) transforms

as

W → e
2πin

β
f(xi)We

− 2πin
β

f(xf )
. (5.27)

which is the correct gauge transformation property for a worldline of a particle of charge n (see around

(5.14)).
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and

Either sin 2θ = 0 , or
ψ̇

ϕ̇
=

1

ω
. (5.31)

It follows from (5.30) that all solutions with QxR = QyR = 0 live at a fixed value of θ.

5.2.5 Generic solutions

The second category of solutions listed in (5.31) generate generic solutions of the action

(5.28). These solutions appear in a two parameter family, labeled by the fixed value of θ,

and the ‘initial’ value of ψ (i.e. the value of ψ at any ϕ). Acting on these solutions with

SU(2)R rotations adds two additional parameters, yielding a four parameter set of solutions

to the equations of motion. These are the generic solutions. If we split the three coordinate

of the S3 into two spatial and one ‘time’ coordinate, we expect generic solutions to be

labelled by their two initial positions and two initial momenta, and hence to appear in a

four parameter set.

These generic solutions appear not to be of interest to this paper for the following

reason. Let us first suppose that ω is an irrational number. In that case the fact that
dψ
dϕ = 1

ω tells us that the worldline described by these solutions never closes back on itself,

and so is infinite in extent. Such solutions, therefore, have infinite action, and do not

contribute to the path integral.

Since we expect the partition function to be an analytic function of ω, the corresponding

solutions presumably do not contribute even when ω equals a rational number like p
q .

26

For this reason we do not consider these solutions any further.

5.2.6 Special solutions

The first condition in (5.31) – namely sin 2θ = 0 – is met at either when θ = 0 or when

θ = π
2 .

Let us first study the solution that lives at θ = 0. When θ = 0, we see from (5.11) that

all values of ϕ1 represent the same point (this is like the origin in polar coordinates) and so

the value of this coordinate is meaningless. In this case our worldline extends from ϕ2 = 0

to ϕ2 = 2π at θ = 0 (this is an ‘equator’ of the warped S3). The charges of this solution

turn out to be QzR = −QzL = − 1
(1−ω2)

(
mn +

2πnω
β

)
.

On performing an SU(2)R rotation on this solution, we generate a two parameter set

of solutions given by

θ = θ0, ψ = ψ0 , (5.32)

where θ0 and ψ0 are both constants. Using the formulae for charges given in Appendix E.2,

26In this case a finite action solution (which winds q times) does exist, but the expectation of analyticity

suggests that, perhaps, these solutions do not lie on the steepest descent contour. It would be interesting to

understand this better.
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the charges of this solution are given by

QxR =
1

(1− ω2)

(
mn +

2πnω

β

)
cosψ0 sin 2θ0 ,

QyR = − 1

(1− ω2)

(
mn +

2πnω

β

)
sinψ0 sin 2θ0 ,

QzR = − cos 2θ0
(1− ω2)

(
mn +

2πnω

β

)
,

QzL =
1

(1− ω2)

(
mn +

2πnω

β

)
.

(5.33)

The SU(2)R Casimir in given by the following

(QxR)
2 + (QyR)

2 + (QzR)
2 =

1

(1− ω2)2

(
mn +

2πnω

β

)2

= (QzL)
2 . (5.34)

Note that the Casimir is independent of θ0 and ψ0, as might have been expected from the

fact that solutions with different values of θ0 and ψ0 all lie in the same SU(2)R orbit of

solutions.

These configurations described solve the equations of motion for every choice of θ0 and

ψ0. The particular choice θ0 = π
2 reproduces the second special solution flagged at the

beginning of this subsubsection (second ‘first case’ solution of (5.31)).

As these solutions all lie in the same SU(2)R symmetry orbit, they all have the same

easily evaluated action, which turns out to equal

SE = mn
2π

1− ω2
+

2πn

β

2πω

1− ω2
(5.35)

where mn is given in (5.24). Let us choose n < 0. In this case we find

SE =
4π2|n|
β(1 + ω)

+
β

2|n|
+ . . . (5.36)

where the terms . . . are even further subleading both in β and in 1− ω2.

In the small β limit (where our instanton analysis is relevant) the second term in (5.36)

can be ignored. Upon setting ω = 1 we obtain SE = 2π2|n|
β , in perfect agreement with the

exponents in (5.6). The instantons described in this subsection can, therefore, be viewed as

an explanation of the non-perturbative corrections in (5.6).

5.2.7 Comments on the prefactor

The eq. (5.6) predicts that the contribution of the leading non-perturbative exponential to

lnZ is

lnZnon−pert =
4e

−2π2n
β

π2(1− ω2)2
. (5.37)

The two most interesting aspects of the prefactor in (5.37) are

• Its dependence on ω (which diverges as ω → 1).
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• Its (positive) sign.

In this brief subsubsection we present some comments on these two aspects.

To compute the prefactor, we need to expand particle trajectories to quadratic order

around the saddle point and perform the Gaussian integral over fluctuations. In the current

context, this expansion is easy to perform. Recall our saddle point is given by the worldline

particle ‘moving’ from ϕ = 0 to ϕ = 4π (recall, ϕ = ϕ1 + ϕ2) at a fixed value of θ and ψ.

Since ϕ is periodic with periodicity 4π, we expand the fluctuations, δθ(ϕ) and δψ(ϕ) around

this saddle point as

δθ(ϕ) =
∑
p

δθpe
i p
2
ϕ

δψ(ϕ) =
∑
p

δψpe
i p
2
ϕ

(5.38)

where p runs over all integers. While δθ and δϕ mix with each other at quadratic order,

translational invariance in ϕ ensures that modes with momentum p couple only to modes

with momentum −p. Consequently, the fluctuation matrix can be diagonalised separately at

each |p|. The relevant computations are presented in Appendix E.4. The generic ‘eigenvalue’

turns out to be finite in the limit |ω| → 1. However there are two special cases.

The eigenvalues at p = 0 both vanish. This fact has a natural interpretation. Modes

at p = 0 continue to be ϕ independent, and so represent motion on the two parameter

family of solutions labelled by θ0 and ϕ0. The integral over these zero modes is equal to

the ‘volume’ of this space of solutions. The space of solutions is our base manifold (5.10)

with (5.11), modded out by the length of the geodesics. The volume of the base is easily

computed and is ∝ γ4. The length of the geodesic is also easily computed and is ∝ γ2.

Consequently, the ‘volume’ of our space of solutions is proportional to γ4/γ2 = γ2 = 1
1−ω2 .

The second special thing happens at p = 1. At this value of p, one of the two ‘eigenvalues’

of the quadratic form turns out to be proportional to

−(1− ω2) . (5.39)

The Gaussian integral over the corresponding modes yields a second factor of (1− ω2)−1.

We obtain a factor of (1− ω2)−1 rather than 1/
√
1− ω2 because the mode in question is

complex.

Combining the special factors from p = 0 and p = 1 gives the total factor (1− ω2)−2,

explaining the (1− ω2) dependence of the singularity of the coefficient of (5.37) as |ω| → 1

(recall that all other ‘eigenvalues’ are finite as |ω| → 1, so the integral over the relevant

modes does not generate further singularities).

The modes that gave rise to the first factor of (1− ω2)−1 had a clear interpretation;

they were the zero modes on the manifold of solutions. We will now explain that the second

special mode – the mode at p = 1 – also has a simple physical interpretation; it describes

the ‘slipping mode’ on the warped S3.

In order to see this, consider the instanton located at θ0 = 0. As we have explained

above, the instanton at this value consists of a worldline wrapping the ϕ2 direction. Now
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consider the configurations that continue to wrap the ϕ2 direction, but this time at a fixed

nonzero value of θ, and also at a fixed value of ϕ1. As θ is increased from 0 to π
2 , this

worldline evolves from an equator to a zero size loop. It follows, in other words, that motion

along θ for this one parameter set of configurations describes the ‘slipping mode’, a mode

that follows the rubber band as it slips off the warped S3.

Let us compute the action of this one parameter set of ‘slipping configurations’ as a

function of θ. As θ and ϕ1 are constant on any one of these configurations, the action is

easily computed, and is given by

SE =
2πmn

(1− ω2)

√
(1− ω2 sin2 θ) cos θ . (5.40)

Expanding this near θ = 0, we have

SE =
2πmn

1− ω2

(
1− δθ2

2
(1− ω2)

)
. (5.41)

We see that this mode has a negative Euclidean action, proportional to 1−ω2, exactly as in

the case (5.39). We can thus identify the light p = 1 mode with the slipping mode (actually

the two slipping modes; recall the slipping modes are parameterized also by the value of

the angle ϕ1) described in this paragraph. We emphasize that these modes are light and

tachyonic in the limit ω → 1. As we decrease ω, these modes become increasingly tachyonic,

and are the two robustly tachyonic modes on the round S3 (see [64]).

As we have explained just above, the light modes of our path integral, supply a complete

explanation for the factor of 1
(1−ω2)2

in (5.37). However they also leave us with one puzzle

that we have not yet resolved. As the two p = 1 modes are tachyonic, the determinant

of each of these modes naively appears with one factor of i, suggesting that the sign of

the RHS of (5.37) should have been negative rather than positive. This prediction, which

appears to be how things work at ω = 0 [64], does not match the sign of (5.37). The saddle

switches signs at ω ≈ 0.476858, which we derive in Appendix M. We are unsure of the

physical reason for this sign change, and leave a resolution of this puzzle to future work.

Curiously, the quantity ∂β lnZ(β, ω) (instead of lnZ(β, ω)) undergoes a sign switch in front

of β−2e
− 4π2

β(1+ω) at precisely ω = 1
3 . It is conceivable that the saddle point contour undergoes

a ‘Stokes shift’ at an intermediate value of ω, and that (for values of ω that are larger than

this critical value), the new contour approaches the saddle via imaginary (rather than real)

values of the amplitude of the tachyonic mode.

5.3 Instanton effects in interacting CFTs

In this section we have demonstrated that the function h(β) receives a nontrivial contribution

from worldline instantons. Our instantons contribute to the partition function, even in

the strict limit |ω| → 1, because their action
(

4π2n
β(1+ω)

)
, is finite in this limit. As we

have explained around (5.35), the finiteness of the action is a consequence of a delicate

cancellation between the two terms in that equation, each of which was itself divergent in

the limit |ω| → 1. The cancellation was possible because the mass mn (coefficient of the

first term in (5.35)) was numerically almost exactly equal to the charge 2πn
β of the field ϕn.
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It is now natural to wonder about the following question. Suppose we have an interacting

(rather than free) CFT. Let us suppose that our CFT is relatively weakly interacting (e.g.

it could be some version of a Bank Zaks fixed point), and that one of the fields that enters

its Lagrangian (in a duality frame in which the theory is weakly interacting) is a scalar.

We should, once again, expect the path integral over this scalar field to have worldline

instantonic contributions. Will these contributions differ significantly from their free scalar

cousins?

We will now argue that it is reasonable to expect that this is indeed the case. In the

situation outlined above, we should, once again, expect the instanton action to be given by

SE = m̃n
2π

1− ω2
+

2πn

β

2πω

1− ω2
. (5.42)

While the charge of the nth mode under the KK gauge field is exactly 2πn
β , independent

of interactions, its mass, m̃n is typically renormalized by interaction effects. In particular,

the renormalization generically ensures that m2
0 = α2

β2 (where α is positive real number).

Indeed the fact that interacting effects generate a thermal mass for m0 is what ensures that

the effective 3 dimensional field theory is gapped (the starting point in the discussion of

‘thermal effective actions’, [2–5]).

Like m0, the masses of the nth KK modes are also renormalized. In some computable

examples (large N vector-like theories interacting with Chern Simons theory at large N in

3 dimensions [65–74]), the renormalized value of m̃n turns out to take the very simple form

m̃n =

√
α2

β2
+

(
2πn

β

)2

. (5.43)

More generally, it follows from dimensional analysis that β2m̃2
n is a pure number, and we

expect, on physical grounds, that this number is larger that the free value
(
2πn
β

)2
. Inserting

a renormalized mass of this form into (5.42), (and once again choosing n < 0) we find that

the delicate cancellation is obstructed, and that the instanton action is now proportional to

SE =
An

β(1− ω2)
, (5.44)

where An is a positive number set by the effective coupling of the CFT under study.

The key point is that the action (5.44) now diverges in the limit |ω| → 1, and so no

longer contributes to the path integral in the limit (2.12).

The discussion of this subsection suggests that the fact that h(β) receives contributions

from real instantonic corrections is an artifact of the free approximation; the instanton

studied in this subsection should not contribute to h(β) in the interacting limit. This fact

presumably goes hand in hand with the expectation that the perturbative expansion of the

sphere partition function includes terms of all orders in the β expansion when the CFT in

question is interacting.

It would be very interesting to make the qualitative discussion of this subsection more

quantitative, perhaps in the context of simple examples. We leave this exercise to future

work.
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5.4 Free massive scalar field in 3 + 1 dimensions

In this section we check that the general predictions of §3.7 are, indeed, borne out in the

example of the theory of a free massive scalar field in 3 + 1 dimensions.

The action for the minimally coupled massive scalar field on S1 × S3 is given by

S =
1

2

∫
S1×S3

d4x
√
g
(
∂µϕ∂µϕ+m2ϕ2

)
. (5.45)

The partition function takes the form

lnZ = −
∞∑
l=0

l
2∑

mL,mR=− l
2

ln
(
1− e−βEl+β(ω1+ω2)mL+β(ω1−ω2)mR

)

=
∞∑
q=1

∞∑
l=0

l
2∑

mL,mR=− l
2

1

q
e−qβ(El−(ω1+ω2)mL−(ω1−ω2)mR) (5.46)

where El =
(
l(l + 2) +m2

) 1
2 . In going from the first to the second line, we have Taylor

expanded the Logarithm. We can now perform the sum over mL and mR easily. We find

lnZ =

∞∑
l=0

∞∑
q=1

e−βqEl

q

(
cosh (β(l + 1)qω1)− cosh (β(l + 1)qω2)

cosh (βqω1)− cosh (βqω2)

)
, (5.47)

We can now break up the sum over l into a sum from l = 0 . . . L− 1 and l = L . . .∞, where

L is chosen to be a suitably large number (which, however, will not be taken to scale like

an inverse power of νi). The first summation is a sum over L terms, each of order unity. In

the second summation we Taylor expand the expression for El in the exponent (this is valid

because m2/L2 ≪ 1 and then perform the sum. Note that, in the large angular momentum

regime,

e−βqEl ≈ e−(β(l+1)q) −
(m2 − 1)

(
βqe−(β(l+1)q)

)
2(l + 1)

+O
(
m4/L2

)
(5.48)

Let us take the leading term in the above expansion and perform the sum over l which

leads to

lnZ0 =

∞∑
l=0

∞∑
q=1

e−βq(l+1)

q

(
cosh (β(l + 1)qω1)− cosh (β(l + 1)qω2)

cosh (βqω1)− cosh (βqω2)

)

=
∞∑
q=1

1

q

2eβq(ω1+ω2+2) sinh(βq)

(eβq − eβqω1)
(
eβq(ω1+1) − 1

)
(eβq − eβqω2)

(
eβq(ω2+1) − 1

) . (5.49)

Expanding the leading order partition function around ω1 → 1 and ω2 → 1, and collect the

leading order divergent piece

lnZ0 ≈
∞∑
q=1

1

(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)

2

q3β2 sinh(qβ)
+O

(
1

1− ω

)
. (5.50)
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In the expression above, we have performed the summation over l from 0 to ∞ (rather than

L to ∞); the error this introduces is of order L.

Let us now take the sub-leading correction in (5.48) and obtain its contribution to the

partition function.

lnZ1 = −(βm̂2)
∞∑
l=0

∞∑
q=1

1

q

(
βqe−βq(l+1)

2(l + 1)

)(
cosh (β(l + 1)qω1)− cosh (β(l + 1)qω2)

cosh (βqω1)− cosh (βqω2)

)

= −(βm̂2)
∞∑
q=1

1

4 (cosh (βqω1)− cosh (βqω2))

[
ln
(
1− e−βq(1−ω1)

)
+ ln

(
1− e−qβ(ω1+1)

)
− ln

(
1− e−βq(1−ω2)

)
− ln

(
1− e−qβ(ω2+1)

) ]
, (5.51)

where m̂2 = m2 − 1. In the second line, we have performed the sum over l; once again we

have done this sum from 1 . . .∞ rather than L → ∞; once again this has introduced an

error of order m2L.

Let us expand lnZ1 around ω1 → 1 and ω2 → 1 limit, we find

lnZ1 ≈ −
∑
q

m̂2 (ln (βq (1− ω1))− ln (βq (1− ω2)))

2qβ sinh(βq)
(
ω2
1 − ω2

2

) . (5.52)

We choose the quantity L to be large compared to unity, but small compared to all

inverse powers of 1− ωi. With this choice, the errors in our estimates above, which are all

of order L, are subleading (in 1 − ωi) compared to both lnZ0 and lnZ1, and so can be

ignored. The ωi dependencies of lnZ
0 in (5.50) lnZ1 in (5.52) have a simple interpretation.

It is not difficult to verify that∫
S3

γ4(θ) =
2π2

(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)
,

∫
S3

γ2(θ) = −2π2
ln
(
1−ω2

1

1−ω2
2

)
ω2
1 − ω2

2

.

(5.53)

We see that while lnZ0 ∝
∫
S3 γ

4(θ), lnZ1 ∝
∫
S3 γ

2(θ), in perfect agreement with our

general expectation that the leading term in m independent local part of the effective action

should scale like γ(θ)4, while the leading part of the action (in the term proportional to

m2) should scale like γ2(θ) (see (3.49) with r = 2, as appropriate for a mass term).

6 Large N N = 4 Yang Mills theory at high J

In this section we perform an independent study of the entropy (in the limit (2.16)) of

N = 4 Yang Mills at large N and large λ. We analyze this theory using the dual bulk

description provided by the AdS/CFT correspondence. Our motivation for this study is

threefold.

• First to subject the general predictions of this paper to a nontrivial test.

– 57 –



• Second, to examine the structural properties of the function Sint in an example of a

family of strongly coupled field field theories, labeled by the discrete parameter N ,

in the large N (or large central charge) limit. We will see that Sint undergoes sharp

phase transitions (as a function of the scaled twist τ/(J1J2)
1/3) in this limit.

• Third, to identify and investigate an interesting new simplifying limit of the quantum

numbers of this much studied theory.

6.1 The three relevant phases

In the large N limit, N = 4 Yang Mills has three qualitatively distinct thermal phases,

namely

1. Black hole phases.

2. Grey galaxy phases.

3. Thermal gas phases.

6.1.1 Preliminary remarks on the black hole phase

A black hole phase is a bulk configuration whose energy, angular momentum and entropy

are all dominantly carried by a bulk black hole. In such a phase, the bulk gas – which is

always present in thermal equilibrium with any black hole – carries only O
(

1
N2

)
of all of

the thermodynamical charges (e.g. angular momentum, twist, entropy) of the system. At

large N , consequently, this gas (and, presumably, all other quantum corrections) can be

ignored for thermodynamical purposes. The thermodynamics of such phases can be derived

from the formulae of classical black hole thermodynamics.

AdS5 × S5 hosts at least two qualitatively distinct black hole phases: those involving

black holes that are smeared on the S5 (i.e. black holes whose event horizon has the topology

S3 ×S5) and those involving black holes that are localized on the S5 (i.e. black holes whose

event horizon has the topology S8). While localized black holes typically dominate over

their smeared cousins at low energies, the reverse is true at high energies27. As our focus in

this paper is on extremely high angular momenta and twists (see (2.16)), we restrict our

attention to smeared black holes, i.e. to Kerr-AdS5 black holes in an appropriate scaling

limit.

As an aside, we note that the entropy of (very) small black holes in AdS5×S5 also takes

a scaling form- with some similarities to, but other important differences from (3.59), see

appendix F.5 for details. As small black holes in AdS5 × S5 never dominate the ensemble

in the limit (2.16), the differences between the scalings of Appendix F.5 and (3.59) are

unsurprising and inconsequential.

27Localized black hole solutions presumably do not even exist at high enough energies, as they fail to

‘fit’ on the S5 in this limit. Note that the situation is different for localized black hole that carry high

angular momentum on the S5 (all through this paper we only study states that carry momentum in the

AdS5 directions); such localized black holes can carry high SO(6) charge while being ‘small enough’ to fit

on the S5; the large charge simply comes from the fact that they have large momentum on the S5. See the

introduction of [75] for relevant related remarks.
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6.1.2 Preliminary remarks on the grey galaxy phase

Grey galaxies were constructed and studied in [6, 7] at total twist and total angular momenta

of order N2. Over this range of charges, grey galaxies consist of a central Kerr-AdS5 × S5

black hole in equilibrium with a bulk gas. What distinguishes grey galaxies from black

hole configurations is that at least one of the black hole angular velocities (ω1 or ω2) is

tuned to be parametrically (in 1/N) close to unity. In [6, 7], this scaling was chosen to

ensure that the bulk gas (whose partition function diverges as ωi → 1), also carries an

angular momentum of order N2; with this scaling, however, the twist and entropy of this

gas turn out to be parametrically smaller than N2 and so thermodynamically negligible28.

As we explain in more detail later in this subsubsection, in this paper we will also have

the occasion to study grey galaxies in a slightly generalized scaling limit - one in which the

entropy and twist of the gas is sometimes comparable to that of the black hole.

At leading order in 1/N , the thermodynamics of the grey galaxies of [6, 7] is that of a

non-interacting mix of a black hole and the bulk thermal gas, with the division of angular

momentum between the black hole and the gas being determined by the principle of entropy

maximization.

In this paper we reinvestigate the thermodynamics of grey galaxies at total angular

momenta that are parametrically larger than N2. More precisely, we study grey galaxies

whose total angular momentum lies in the range

N2 ≪
√
J1J2 ≪ N6. (6.1)

We pause now to explain why we restrict attention to the angular momentum range (6.1)

We focus on angular momentum that obey
√
J1J2 ≫ N2, because the limit (2.16), of

interest to this paper, instructs us to make all angular momenta large, and G5

√
J1J2 ∼

√
J1J2
N2

is the natural measure of angular momentum in supergravity units. Consequently, the√
J1J2 ≫ N2 is simply the condition that the grey galaxies we study carry large angular

momenta in (apparently) natural units.

The reason we focus on the charge regime
√
J1J2 ≪ N6 is less principled. Technical

limitations (as we now explain) force us to work with angular momenta that do not violate

this inequality. In more detail, it turns out that neither the self interactions of the gas, nor

the interaction between the gas and the central black hole, can be ignored when
√
J1J2(of

the gas) is of order N6 or larger. At these charges the non-interacting approximations of

[6, 7] no longer apply, and the solutions [6, 7] need to be reanalyzed, with interactions

taken into account. Such a reanalysis promises to be fascinating - but also rather involved.

In this paper we do not attempt to grapple with this reanalysis, but simply restrict our

attention to angular momenta that are upper bounded as in (6.1). We emphasize that

our technical limitations have a price; the inequality
√
J1J2 ≪ N6 stops us from exploring

the true infinite J limit (2.16). In this paper we only explore the grey galaxy phase of

N = 4 Yang Mills in an intermediate charge regime; at angular momenta that are large in

28Grey galaxies have also recently appeared in studies of the supersymmetric spectrum of N = 4 Yang

Mills in [9].
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supergravity units, but small in units of N6. We hope that future work (on grey galaxy

solutions that deal with interactions) improves this unsatisfactory state of affairs.

As we have mentioned above, gas-gas and gas-black hole interactions are both negligible

in the angular momentum range (6.1), and grey galaxies continue to be well approximated

as a non-interacting mix of a black hole and a free bulk gas. We demonstrate below that

lnZ and the entropy of grey galaxies do, indeed, take the scaling forms presented in (2.13)

and (2.15) in this range of angular momentum.

Even though, the non-interacting approximation of [6, 7] applies to range of charge

given by eq. (6.1), grey galaxies display qualitatively new features at these parametrically

larger values of angular momenta (i.e. at angular momenta that are parametrically larger

than N2). In particular, it turns out that (as already mentioned above) in this charge

regime, the twist and entropy of the gas component are sometimes comparable to or larger

than those of the black hole component. 29 This is never the case when angular momenta

are of order N2. In fact, the smallest value of angular momenta at which this happens is

when √
J1J2 ∼ N3. (6.2)

With this scaling (as we will see below) the twist of the grey galaxy phase varies between

an upper limit of order N
8
3 to a lower limit of order N2. Near the lower limit of this range,

the twist (and entropy) of the solution are distributed between the black hole and the gas

in a comparable manner.

6.1.3 Preliminary remarks on the gas phase

Finally, let us turn to the gas phase; i.e. the bulk configuration that hosts a bulk gas but

no black holes. As in the previous subsection, we are only able to study this phase in the

intermediate angular momentum range (6.1); as in the previous subsubsection, gas self

interactions cannot be ignored at Ji ∼ N6 or larger, and so going to higher values of
√
J1J2

than (6.1) requires a new supergravity solution, whose construction we leave to future work.

In more traditional AdS/CFT studies of N = 4 thermodynamics, the bulk gas is

famously the dominant phase at charges that are of order unity. This comes about because

black holes simply do not exist at such charges. In this section we are interested not in

charges of order unity but, instead, in values of angular momenta that are parametrically

large in supergravity units (see (6.1)). Nonetheless, we will explain below that the gas is

the dominant phase at values of the scaled twist that lie below a critical number of order

unity (see (2.36)) .

29Whether this happens depends on the scaled twist τ/(J1J2)
1/3. When the scaled twist is of order

N
2
3 (i.e. near the upper end of the range (2.37)), grey galaxies are qualitatively similar to their J ∼ N2

counterparts: while the gas angular momentum is comparable to that of the black hole, its twist and entropy

are parametrically smaller than those of the black hole. When the scaled twist is of order unity (i.e. near

the lower end of the range (2.37)), on the other hand, it turns out that while the gas angular momentum is

parametrically larger than that of the black hole, its twist and entropy are comparable to or larger than

that of the black hole. This last behaviour is never seen at angular momenta of order N2 (the total angular

momentum needs to be at least of order N3 for this second range of behaviors to be displayed).
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It may, at first, seem surprising that a gas dominates over black holes at large charges.

The reason this happens, however, is actually rather similar to the one cited above (for

charges of order unity); Kerr AdS5 black holes have a twist gap, and simply do not exist

at values of the scaled twist below a critical number of order N
2
3 (see Appendix F.4).

In contrast, the bulk gas has no significant twist gap; it has states all the way down to

arbitrarily low values of the scaled twists.

It follows that at values of the scaled twist smaller than a critical number times N
2
3 ,

the bulk system simply cannot be in the black hole phase (because black holes simply do

not exist at such charges) but can be in the gas phase (because the gas extends down to

arbitrarily small scaled twists).

The discussion of the previous paragraph might make it seem that the system will

undergo a phase transition from a black hole to a gas phase at a critical value of scaled

twist of order N
2
3 . The actual situation is, of course, more involved because grey galaxies

form in the middle. We can understand the formation of the intermediate grey galaxy

phase as follows. At scaled twists below the critical value, the system can partition its twist

and angular momentum budget between a black hole and the gas, i.e. into a grey galaxy.

The partitioning is done in such a manner that while black hole takes some of the system’s

angular momentum, it takes much more than its fair share of the total twist, so as to ensure

that its scaled twist lies well above its twist gap.

Pulling an excess of the twist into the black hole lowers the entropy of the gas; however

the gain in black hole entropy more than makes up for this loss, provided total scaled twist

is larger than a critical number of order unity. Once the total scaled twist descends below

this critical value (see (2.36)), however, the it simply turns out to be entropically most

favourable for the system to completely abandon the black hole, and put all its charges into

the gas, yielding the gas phase.

We will show below that the gas only dominates the ensemble when its temperature is

⩽ 1
2π . In the large λ limit in which we work through this section, 1

2π ≪ λ
1
4 . Consequently,

string oscillator states are never significantly excited at these temperatures, and the gas

in question is the 10-dimensional supergravity gas, whose partition function was already

presented (in the free regime of relevance to this paper) in [7].

We now turn to a more detailed study of each of the three phases described above.

6.2 The black hole phase

As mentioned above, the thermodynamics of the black hole phase is simply the classical

thermodynamics of Kerr-AdS5 black holes. Adopting the notation of [76–78], this three

parameter family of black holes is parameterized by three real numbers, a, b and m. The

radial coordinate, r+, of the event horizon of these black holes is easily computed; it is

given as the largest real root of the cubic equation(
r2+ + a2

) (
r2+ + b2

) (
r2+ + 1

)
− 2mr2+ = 0. (6.3)

In the rest of this section, we use (6.3) to solve for m in terms of r+, and so trade the

parameters a, b,m for the parameters a, b, r+. All thermodynamical quantities associated
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with these black holes are easily evaluated. In (F.9) we present a listing of all relevant

thermodynamical quantities as a function of a, b, r+. We present our formulae in terms of

N , the rank of the dual field theory (see §F.1 for expressions of the formulae for the 5 and

10 dimensional Newton’s constant in terms of N).

For reasons that will soon become clear, in this section we study the family of Kerr

AdS5 black holes in the limit in which a and b are scaled to unity. More precisely, we set

a = 1− δa, b = 1− δb ,

and study the limit

δa→ 0, δb→ 0, δa/δb fixed. (6.4)

In this limit (6.3) simplifies to

m =
(1 + r2+)

3

2r2+
. (6.5)

6.2.1 Microcanonical ensemble

At leading order in the limit (6.4), the formulae for the microcanonical thermodynamical

quantities, namely the twist τ , the angular momenta Ji and the entropy S, simplify to

Ja
N2

=

(
r2+ + 1

)
3

16r2+ δa
2δb

,
Jb
N2

=

(
r2+ + 1

)
3

16r2+ δb
2δa

,
τ

N2
=

1

16

(
r2+ + 1

)
3

r2+ δaδb
,

S

N2
=
π
(
r2+ + 1

)
2

4r+δa δb
.

(6.6)

It follows from (6.6) that, to leading order in the limit (6.4),

S

(N2JaJb)
1
3

= 2
2
3πr

1/3
+ ,

τ

(N2JaJb)
1
3

=

(
r2+ + 1

)
2

4
3 r

2
3
+

,
Ja
Jb

=
δb

δa (6.7)

It follows immediately from (6.6), that the black hole angular momenta and twist

both scale to infinity in the limit (6.4), but in such a manner that the quantities on the

LHS of the second and third equations of (6.7) stay fixed. In other words, the limit (6.4)

implements the limit (2.16) for Kerr AdS5 black holes (this, in fact, is why we chose to

study the limit (6.4)). The first equation (6.7) then tells us that the black hole entropy does,

indeed, take the scaling form (2.15) in this limit, with the function Sint given by solving

the second of (6.7) for r+ in terms of τs := τ/(N2JaJb)
1/3 (we use the largest positive root

of this equation):

r2+ = 2τs

(−1 + i

√
64

27
τ3s − 1

)1/3

+

(
−1− i

√
64

27
τ3s − 1

)1/3
− 1

= 4τ3/2s − 3

2
+O(τ−3/2

s ) . (6.8)

and plugging the result into the first of (6.7). Note that (6.8) involves choosing branch cuts

so the final answer is real and positive; this is allowed if τs ⩾ 3
4 .
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Implementing the procedure just described above yields an explicit formula for Sint as

a function of the scaled twist in the Kerr AdS5 black hole phase

Sint = N
2
3 × 2π × τ

1
6
s


(
−1 + i

√
64
27τ

3
s − 1

)1/3
+
(
−1− i

√
64
27τ

3
s − 1

)1/3
2

− 1

2


1/6

, (6.9)

where

τs := τ/(N2JaJb)
1/3 . (6.10)

Therefore, the entropy can be written as

S = (JaJb)
1
3Sint

= (JaJb)
1
3N

2
3 × 2π × τ

1
6
s


(
−1 + i

√
64
27τ

3
s − 1

)1/3
+
(
−1− i

√
64
27τ

3
s − 1

)1/3
2

− 1

2


1/6

(6.11)

This explicit formula simplifies in the limit of large scaled twist, τs ≫ 1. To leading order

in this limit, the entropy as a function of τs is given by

S = (N2JaJb)
1
3 (2π)τ

1
4
s = N

1
2 (JaJb)

1
4 (2π)τ

1
4 . (6.12)

6.2.2 Canonical ensemble

It is also interesting to study the thermodynamics of Kerr AdS5 black holes in the canonical

ensemble. The exact formula for the black hole partition function is presented in (F.9); at

leading order in the limit (6.4), the canonical thermodynamical quantities of Kerr-AdS5
black holes simplify in a manner we now describe. Setting ωa = 1− δωa, we obtain

δωa =
r2+ − 1

r2+ + 1
δa , δωb =

r2+ − 1

r2+ + 1
δb , T =

2r2+ − 1

2πr+
, lnZ =

hBH(r+)

δωa δωb
, (6.13)

where

hBH(r+)

N2
=

π
(
r2+ − 1

)
3

8r+
(
2r2+ − 1

) , (6.14)

We can find r+ as a function of β = T−1 by inverting the third equation (6.13) (and

choosing the largest real positive root if multiple such roots exist). Plugging this solution

into (6.14) allows us to verify the prediction (2.13), and to find an explicit general formula

for the function hBH(β) = hBH(r+(β)) that applies to the black hole phase. This procedure

can be carried out yielding the surprisingly simple final expression

hBH(β) =
N2

64

(
2π

β3
(
2β2 + π2

) 3
2 +

2π4

β3
− 10π2

β
− β

)
. (6.15)
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Note that h(β) is easily Taylor series expanded at small β; the relevant expansion is

convergent and has no nonperturbative corrections (in contrast with the free result (5.6)).

At the first two nontrivial orders in β we find

lnZ =
N2

δωaδωb

[ π4

16β3
− π2

16β
+O(β)

]
. (6.16)

As we have explained in §2.3 (see around (2.14)), (6.16) must agree with the black hole

partition function in the fluid limit of §2.2. That this is indeed the case follows from the

fact that (6.16) is in precise agreement with equation (57) and (64) of [1] 30.

As a consistency check of our final results, we have directly demonstrated in §F.3 that

the formulae for Sint and h(β), presented earlier in this subsection, are indeed related by

(3.56), as expected on general grounds.

6.2.3 Superradiant instability

In (6.4) we have studied the limit in which δa and δb are taken to zero from above (i.e.

δa and δb should always be viewed as small positive quantities that tend to zero). We see

from (6.13) that δωa and δωb are both positive when r+ > 1, while both δωi are negative

when r+ < 1. It follows, in other words, that Kerr AdS5 black holes are stable to the

super-radiant instability only when r+ > 1 (see [6, 7] for detailed discussions about this

instability). 31

It is not difficult to verify that the RHS of both the second of (6.7) and the third of

(6.13) are increasing functions of r+ for r+ ⩾ 1. It thus follows that Kerr AdS5 black holes

in the limit under study are stable at all values of the scaled twist above a critical value,

and at all values of the temperature above a critical temperature. These critical values are

obtained by plugging r+ = 1 into the second of (6.7) and the third of (6.13). We conclude

that all stable Kerr AdS5 black holes obey32

τ

(N2J1J2)
1
3

⩾

(
1

2

) 1
3

= 0.793701 . . . , T ⩾
1

2π
(6.18)

30In making the comparison recall that the denominator in Eq (57) in [1] reduces to 4δω1δω2 in the limit

under study, and that G5 = π/(2N2).
31Away from the small δa and δb limit, the codimension one sheet ω1 = 1, differs from the codimension

one sheet ω2 = 1. As a consequence, the condition for black hole stability takes a complicated and only

piecewise-analytic form, see [7] for a discussion. In the limit of interest to this paper, on the other hand,

these two sheets (quite remarkably) become identical, and take the extremely simple form r+ = 1.
32In the microcanonical ensemble (and the scaling limit of interest to this paper) one can also ask about

the lower bound of the ‘existence curve’ for Kerr AdS5 black holes. Of course black holes – like all states in

any unitary theory – always carry τ > 0. In fact, extremal black holes in AdS5 over saturate this bound. In

the large angular momentum limit, the extremality bound for black holes can be obtained by setting T = 0

in the third of (6.13) (this occurs at r2+ = 1/2). Substituting this value of r+ into the second of (6.7), tells

us that the twist of extremal black holes (as a function of their angular momenta) is given by

τ

(J1J2)
1
3

=
3

4
N

2
3 = 0.75×N

2
3 . (6.17)

It is satisfying that this bound is, once again, given in terms of the scaled twist. In fact the inequality (6.17)

is very similar to (6.18), but with a smaller coefficient on the RHS. Black holes exist – but are unstable – in

twist range between (6.17) and (6.18).
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6.2.4 Validity of the classical approximation

Is the thermodynamics of Kerr AdS5 black holes well approximated in the classical ap-

proximation? When all charges (i.e. Ji and τ) are of order N2, quantum corrections to

these classical formulae are famously subleading in 1
N2 . Indeed, the most important of

these quantum corrections captures the contribution of the bulk gas to the black hole

partition function. This contribution is of order unity (compared to the order N2 classical

contribution of the black hole), confirming its interpretation as a one loop quantum effect.

In this paper we are interested in black holes with charges governed by (2.16); these

charges are allowed to be parametrically larger than N2. The reader may wonder whether

quantum effects at these large charges could be enhanced (so that they compare with or

dominate the classical answer). While we have not considered this question very carefully,

we see no indication that this is the case. The key point here is that the black hole

temperature stays fixed (i.e. does not scale to an arbitrarily high value) in the scaling limit

under consideration (see the third of (6.13)). For this reason, we expect the bulk gas – and

more generally the determinant around the black hole saddle – to continue to contribute

to the partition function, and all thermodynamical charges, at order unity, and so to be

subdominant compared to the classical contribution. We leave further verification of this

physically motivated expectation to future work. Of course the classical approximation fails

when the ωi approach close enough to unity; in this case quantum corrections are no longer

negligible, but instead yield the grey galaxy solutions we study below.

6.3 The gas phase

6.3.1 Thermodynamics of the non-interacting bulk gas

An exact formula for the partition function of the free 10d supergravity gas was presented

in Eqs 4.11, 4.12, 4.13 of [7], and takes the form

lnZ =
4hYM (β)

(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)
, (6.19)

where hYM (β) takes the explicit (but somewhat complicated) form listed in Eqs 4.13 of [7].

In the limit scaling limit of interest to this paper, (6.19) simplifies to

lnZ =
β2hYM (β)

ν1ν2
, (6.20)

in agreement with the general expectation (2.13), with h(β) identified with hYM (β). The

angular momenta, entropy and twist of our gas are given, as functions of ν1, ν2 and β by

J1 =
β2hYM (β)

ν21ν2
, J2 =

β2hYM (β)

ν22ν1
, τ = − 1

ν1ν2
∂β

(
β2hYM (β)

)
S = −

β2
(
β∂β − 1

)
hYM(β)

ν1ν2

(6.21)

See Appendix H for explicit formulae in the limit β ≪ 1.
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6.3.2 Domain of validity of the non-interacting approximation

We have, so far, focused our attention on the limit in which the gas is free, and interactions

can be ignored. It is of interest to know when this approximation is valid. This question

may be answered as follows. Working with grey galaxies in AdS5 × S5, the paper [7] has

already computed the first back reaction of the bulk gas on the metric. It was demonstrated

in that paper that the fractional change of the bulk geometry – brought about by the

presence of the bulk gas – is of order γ2

N2 (see e.g. Eqs 6.16 − 6.19 of that paper), where

γ(θ) is defined in (3.14), and is of order (ν1ν2)
−1/4. It follows that the interaction effects in

this gas are negligible 33 (in the limit of interest to this paper) provided

(ν1ν2)
− 1

4 ≪ N, i.e.
J1J2
τ2

≪ N4 . (6.23)

The estimate (6.23) determines when the ‘mean field type interactions’ of the gas can be

ignored (these interactions affect the gas by changing the metric on which it propagates). In

Appendix G, we investigate when more violent ‘collision’ type interactions can be ignored

for this gas, and find the condition for this is less exacting than (6.23). In other words

collision effects are utterly negligible when (6.23) below holds.

At temperatures of order unity (as will be the case in the gas phase whenever it is

dominant), τ ∼ (J1J2)
1
3 (with the proportionality constant in this equation of order unity).

It follows that gas interactions are negligible provided√
J1J2 ≪ N6 (6.24)

6.4 The grey galaxy phase

We have seen above (in particular, see (6.18)) that Kerr AdS5 black holes are unstable when

τ/ (J1J2)
1/3 < 2−1/3N2/3. When τ/ (J1J2)

1/3 is lowered to 2−1/3N2/3, ω1 and ω2 both

simultaneously hit the instability bound 34 ωi = 1. As both ωi reach unity simultaneously,

the analysis of [6, 7] strongly suggests that the black hole phase transits, at lower values

of the twist, to a grey galaxy of rank 4 (see [7] for terminology), i.e. a grey galaxy in

equilibrium with a bulk gas that carries J1 and J2 that are comparable to each other.

6.4.1 Black Holes at the edge of instability: microcanonical formulae

We see from (6.13) that black holes have δωi > 0 when r+ > 1, but δωi < 0 when r+ < 1.

In this section we focus on black holes at the edge of instability; i.e. we set r+ = 1 + ϵ with

33More quantitatively, we expect
δτ

τ
∼ γ2

N2
. (6.22)

We expect the RHS of (6.22) to capture the fractional change of twist -rather than the actual change of

twist, as when the twist itself vanishes, the backreaction will, presumably, preserve the Killing nature of

∂t − ∂ϕ1 − ∂ϕ2 . The renromalisation of τ will change the entropy function in the following manner. The

typical state that had twist τ in the free theory, will carry twist τrenorm = τ + δτ in the interacting theory.

As a consequence, to first order we expect the entropy as a function of twist, Sinteracting(τ), in the interacting

theory, to be given by Sfree(τ − δτ).
34We note in §F.4 that the black holes hit the extremality bound at the lower value of scaled twist

N
2
3 3

4

(
π
2

) 1
3 .
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0 < ϵ≪ 1. We work with the formulae of §6.2.1 and §6.2.2, and so in the limit that δa and

δb are taken to zero first, and ϵ is taken to zero later, i.e. in the limit

(δa, δb) ≪ ϵ≪ 1.

We present all formulae to first nontrivial order in all parameters.

In this scaling regime the microcanonical thermodynamical formulae for the central

black hole – (6.6) and (6.7) with the replacement r+ = 1+ϵ (we effectively set r+ = 1 rather

than 1+ ϵ because the order ϵ corrections turn out to be subdominant for all microcanonical

quantities)– simplify to

Ja
N2

≈ 1

2(δa2)(δb)
,

Jb
N2

≈ 1

2(δb2)(δa)
,

τ

N2
≈ 1

2(δa)(δb)
,

S

N2
≈ π

(δa)(δb)
(6.25)

so that we have

S

(N2JaJb)
1
3

= 2
2
3π ,

τ

(N2JaJb)
1
3

= 2−
1
3 ,

Ja
Jb

=
δb

δa
, T =

1

2π
(6.26)

We pause here to emphasize two points. First, even though the black hole described above

has both ω1 and ω2 near to unity, Ja ̸= Jb.
35

Second, it follows immediately from (6.26) that the entropy S of the black holes (6.32)

is given in terms of their twist by

S = 2πτ . (6.27)

The strikingly simple equation (6.27) can be understood in thermodynamical terms as

follows. Any motion on our special (i.e. r+ = 1) surface of black holes changes τ , Ja and Jb
of our black hole solutions. The usual thermodynamical formulae tell us that

δS = βδτ + νaδJa + νbδJb . (6.28)

On our special surface consists of those black holes with a = 1− δa. b = 1− δb and

r+ = 1+ ϵ (the small but fixed number ϵ is a regulator that will be taken to zero at the end

of the computation). δa and δb parameterize the relevant two dimensional sub manifold

of the black hole solution space. In the limit ϵ→ 0, Ja, Jb and τ are the smooth nonzero

functions of δa and δb listed in (6.25). While β = 2π +O(ϵ) (see (6.29) below), νa = 2πϵδa

and νb = 2πϵδb (see (6.30)). As νa ≪ β it follows that the last two terms in (6.28) are

negiligble compared to the first term on the RHS of (6.28) at small ϵ. In the limit ϵ→ 0

it follows that (6.28) reduces to the equation δS = 2πδτ . Integrating this equation gives

(6.27).

Another way of presenting the argument of the previous paragraph is to use (6.30) to

trade the parameters δa and δb with the parameters νa and νb (which are now taken as

the coordinates on our special manifold of black holes at fixed small ϵ). When rewritten in

terms of νa and νb, we find Ja
N2 = 4π3ϵ3

ν2aνb
, and a similar formula for Jb. On the other hand,

τ = (2π2ϵ2)
νaνb

. Recalling that each of νa and νb is of order ϵ, we see that while the first term

on the RHS of (6.28) is of order unity, the second and third terms on the RHS of that

equation are of order ϵ, and so negligble w.r.t. the first.

35In contrast the black holes at the centres Rank 4 grey galaxies, with angular momenta and twist both of

order N2, have J1 = J2, see [7].
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6.4.2 Black Holes at the edge of instability: canonical partition function

The canonical partition function for the black holes (6.25) may be obtained as follows.

Working to linear order in ϵ, we find

β = 2π (1− 3ϵ) = 2π + δβ, δβ = −6πϵ (6.29)

The eqs. (6.13) and (6.14) simplify respectively to

δωa ≈ ϵ δa , νa ≈ (2π)ϵ δa , δωb ≈ ϵ δb , νb ≈ (2π)ϵ δb , (6.30)

and we have

lnZ

N2
=

πϵ3

δωa δωb
=
π(2π)2ϵ3

νaνb
= − (δβ)3

54νaνb
(6.31)

The thermodynamical charges of this family of black holes, in terms of νa, νb and δβ, can

be found by differentiating lnZ w.r.t. the chemical potentials. For future reference, we

note the result of this exercise at leading nontrivial order in δβ:

Ja
N2

≈ 1

ν2aνb

[
−(δβ)3

54

]
,

Jb
N2

≈ 1

ν2b νa

[
−(δβ)3

54

]
,

τ

N2
≈ 1

νaνb

[
(δβ)2

18

]
,

S

N2
≈ 1

νaνb

[
(2π)

(δβ)2

18

]
.

(6.32)

6.4.3 The free bulk gas near β = 2π: partition function

In a grey galaxy, the central black hole (studied in the last two subsubsections) is in

equilibrium with a gas with the same values of T , νa and νb as the black hole itself. Plugging

the temperature (6.29) into (6.20), we see that the gas partition function

lnZ =
β2hYM (β)

νaνb
≡ B − Cδβ

νaνb
, (6.33)

where, in the last equality, we have Taylor expanded β2hYM (β) around β = 2π, and the

order unity positive constants B and C are defined via

B := (2π)2hYM (β = 2π) , C := −
(
∂β

(
β2hYM (β)

)) ∣∣∣
β=2π

(6.34)

6.4.4 Free bulk gas at β = 2π: microcanonical formulae

Differentiating lnZ in (6.33) w.r.t. δβ, ν1 and ν2 yields formulae for the twist and angular

momenta as a function of νa, νb and δβ. We find S as a function of the same variables via

S = lnZ + βτ + νaJa + νbJb. Using (6.33) we find

J1 = −∂νa lnZ =
B

ν2aνb
, J2 = −∂νb lnZ =

B

νaν2b
, τ = −∂δβ lnZ =

C

νaνb
,

S = lnZ + βτ + νaJa + νbJb =
2πC + 3B

νaνb
.

(6.35)
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In this subsection, we have studied the bulk gas at the fixed temperature β = 2π. At

this fixed temperature, the twist of the gas is determined (see (6.35)) to be

τ

(J1J2)1/3
=

C

B
2
3

=
−
(
∂β

(
β2hYM (β)

)) ∣∣∣
β=2π[

(2π)2hYM (β = 2π)
] 2

3

. (6.36)

The eq. (6.36) tells us that the gas at temperature T = (2π)−1 carries a scaled twist

equal to C/B2/3, which we call A for later purpose.

A :=
C

B2/3
(6.37)

Using (6.35) one can easily verify that the entropy of the gas scales linearly with the twist.

In contrast with the situation described in (6.27), however, the proportionality constant

between the entropy and the twist does not equal the inverse temperature β = 2π of the

gas. Instead we find

S =

(
2π +

3B

C

)
τ . (6.38)

The reader can easily track down the source of the extra term – proportional to 3B/C –

on the RHS of (6.38), by performing an analysis similar to that under (6.28). In this case

all three terms on the RHS of (6.28) contribute at the same order. The main difference

from the black hole case is the absence of explicit factors of ϵ in the charge relations, when

expressed in terms of νa. The last two terms on the RHS of (6.28) give rise to the terms

proportional to 3B/C above.

6.4.5 Grey galaxy phase in the canonical ensemble in the non-interacting

approximation

As the grey galaxy can be well modeled by a non-interacting mix of a central black hole

and the bulk gas, it follows that the logarithm of its canonical partition function of our

system is simply the sum of the partition functions in (6.33) and (6.31), and so is given by

lnZ =
1

νaνb

[
−N2 (δβ)

3

54
+ (B − Cδβ)

]
(6.39)

The charges and entropy (as a function of chemical potentials and temperature) are also the

sum of those of the black hole and grey galaxy at the same values of chemical potentials,

and so are given (to leading order in δβ) by

Ja =
1

ν2aνb

[
−N2 (δβ)

3

54
+B

]
, Jb =

1

ν2b νa

[
−N2 (δβ)

3

54
+B

]
, τ =

1

νaνb

[
N2 (δβ)

2

18
+ C

]
,

S =
1

νaνb

[
N2

(
(2π)

(δβ)2

18

)
+ 2πC + 3B

]
.

(6.40)
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Hence we have

τ

(JaJb)
1
3

=

[
N2 (δβ)

2

18 + C
]

[
−N2 (δβ)

3

54 +B
] 2

3

,
S

(JaJb)
1
3

=

[
N2
(
(2π) (δβ)

2

18

)
+ 2πC + 3B

]
[
−N2 (δβ)

3

54 +B
]2/3 (6.41)

(recall that δβ is a negative quantity, see (6.29)). In each of these formulae, the first

term (proportional to N2) is the contribution of the black hole, while the second term

(independent of N2) is the contribution of the gas. We now examine these formulae in

several ranges of the parameter δβ, moving from higher to lower temperatures (i.e. lowering

|δβ|; recall δβ is negative).

1. When |δβ|3 ≫ N−2 all black hole charges (and the black hole entropy) is much larger

than the corresponding gas charges. At these values of |δβ| the system is effectively

in the pure black hole phase (at a value of β that approaches 2π from below).

2. When |δβ|3 ∼ N−2, the black hole and gas contributions to angular momentum are

comparable. Over these values of |δβ|, however, the black hole contribution to the

twist and the entropy are much larger than the gas contribution to these charges. 36

3. When N−1 ≪ |δβ| ≪ N−2/3, the angular momenta of the gas are much larger than

that of the black hole. However, the entropy and twist of the black hole are much

larger than those of the gas. In this situation, the analysis of [7] – which only assumed

that the twist and entropy of the gas is negligible compared to that of the black hole –

continues to apply.

4. When |δβ| ∼ N−1 the black hole and gas carry comparable twist and entropy, while

the angular momentum is dominantly carried by the gas.

5. When |δβ| ≪ N−1, all charges (and the entropy) are dominantly those of the gas,

and the system transits into the pure gas phase at β = 2π.

6.4.6 The grey galaxy phase in the microcanonical ensemble

The thermodynamics of these grey galaxies is best appreciated in the microcanonical

ensemble. The first of (6.41) expresses rescaled twist ζ = τ/(J1J2)
1/3 as a function of δβ

(the fact that ζ depends only on δβ, but not on ν1 and ν2 follows on general grounds, see

(3.58)). It is easy to check that the RHS of the first of (6.41) is a monotonic function of

δβ; as |δβ| is decreased, the scaled twist ζ also monotonically decreases. In the rest of this

subsubsection we will translate the sequence of behaviours observed upon decreasing |δβ|
into the microcanonical ensemble.

1. In the limit |δβ| ≫ N−2/3 (item 1 of the previous subsubsection – recall the grey

galaxy reduces to a pure black hole in this limit) we have

τ

(N2J1J2)
1
3

= 2−1/3.

36This is precisely the situation in the ‘supergravity’ grey galaxy phases studied in [7] (in that context

νa ∼ δβ ∼ N−2/3 so all black hole charges – and the black hole entropy – are of order N2).
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This is precisely scaled twist below which pure black holes first become unstable (see

(6.18)). Consequently, this regime captures grey galaxies at the largest value of scaled

twist at which they exist (which equals the lowest value of the scaled twist at which

stable black holes exist). We see from the last of (6.41) that the entropy of such grey

galaxies takes the

S = 2πτ , (6.42)

in agreement with the expression (6.27) for the microcanonical entropy for the pure

black hole, as might have been expected. Of course, this entropy can be rewritten in

the scaling form (3.59) as

S = (2π)(J1J2)
1
3

(
τ

(J1J2)
1
3

)
, (6.43)

as anticipated in (2.16).

2. When |δβ| ∼ N−2/3 (item 2 of the previous subsubsection) we see from the last of

(6.41) that τ/(N2J1J2)
1/3 is a number of order unity < 2−1/3. As both the entropy

and the twist of the grey galaxy receive their dominant contribution from the black

hole component, we should expect (6.42) to continue to hold at these lower values

of the scaled twist. It is easy to directly verify (from the last of (6.41)) that this is

indeed the case.

3. When N−1 ≪ |δβ| ≪ N−2/3 (item 3 of the previous subsubsection) we see from the

last of (6.41) that 1 ≪ τ/(J1J2)
1/3 ≪ N

2
3 . As both the entropy and the twist of

the grey galaxy continue to receive their dominant contribution from the black hole

component at these charges, we should expect (6.42) to continue to hold even at these

lower values of the scaled twist. Once again, it is easily verified, from the last of

(6.41), that this is true.

4. When |δβ| ∼ N−1 (item 4 of the previous subsubsection) we see from the last of (6.41)

that τ/(J1J2)
1/3 is of order unity. At these values of the scaled twist, while the gas

makes the dominant contribution to the angular momentum of the solution, the black

hole and the gas make comparable contributions to both the twist and the entropy of

the grey galaxy. As the gas contribution to the entropy (and twist) is nonnegligible,

we should expect (6.42) to be modified; indeed we find from (6.41) that

S

(J1J2)
1
3

= (2π)

(
τ

(J1J2)
1
3

)
+ 3B

1
3 . (6.44)

5. When |δβ| ≪ N−1 (item 5 of the previous subsubsection) we see from the last of

(6.41) that τ/(J1J2)
1/3 → A from above (recall A is the order one constant defined

in (6.37) that characterizes the scaled twist of a bulk gas at β = 2π). In this case

(6.44) continues to apply, but can be simplified by substituting in the fact that

τ/(J1J2)
1/3 = A, so we get

S

(J1J2)
1
3

= (2π)A+ 3B
1
3 , (6.45)

– 71 –



The eq. (6.45) is precisely the entropy formula for a pure bulk gas at β = 2π (see

(6.36) and (6.38)). A is the lowest value that the scaled twist τ/(J1J2)
1/3 can take in

the grey galaxy phase.

We see that the grey galaxy phase exists when the scaled twist τ/(J1J2)
1/3 lies in the

range (N2/3/21/3, A). At the upper end of this range the grey galaxy reduces to the pure

black hole at the edge of instability; at higher values of scaled τ the system transits into the

pure black hole phase. At the lower end of this range, on the other hand, the grey galaxy

reduces to the pure bulk gas at β = 2π. As the scaled twist is further lowered, the system

transits into the pure bulk gas phase (at lower values of the temperature), and stays in this

phase all the way as the scaled twist is lowered to zero.

6.4.7 Regime of validity of the non-interacting approximation

In §6.3.2 we have already explained that a bulk supergravity gas in AdS5×S5 (in the scaling

limit of interest to this paper) is effectively non-interacting – because it has a negligible

back reaction on the ambient metric – provided that√
Jg1J

g
2 ≪ N6 (6.46)

The superscript g in (6.46) stands for ‘gas’, i.e. Jgi is the appropriate component of the

angular momentum carried by the gas. When the condition (6.46) is satisfied, the gas itself

is effectively non-interacting; as it also has a negligible backreaction on the metric, it is also

effectively non-interacting with the black hole.

It follows from (6.35) that √
Jg1J

g
2 =

B

(ν1ν2)
3
2

(6.47)

Recalling that B is a number of order unity, we conclude that the free approximation –

employed in our study of grey galaxies in this subsection is appropriate only when

1

ν1ν2
≪ N4. (6.48)

In the analysis of this subsection, we have also assumed that the black hole component

of the grey galaxies studied here are large black holes, and in particular that they carry

large twist in units of N2. It follows from the third of (6.32) that this approximation is

correct only if
δβ2

ν1ν2
≫ 1 (6.49)

It follows that it is only possible to obey both (6.48) and (6.49) when

(δβ)2 ≫ 1

N4
, i.e. when δβ ≫ 1

N2
(6.50)

The condition (6.50) is always satisfied in the parameter ranges item 1, item 2 and item 3

in 6.4.5, and is also obeyed over a large part of the parameter range item 4 of the same

subsection. While we cannot quite reach the lower bound value τ/(J1J2)
1/3 while staying
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consistent with (6.50), we can reach to within O(1/N2) of this value (this follows from the

first of (6.41)). 37

We see that all the phases described in this subsection can be accessed while respecting

(6.48) and (6.49), and so are accurately described by the approximations used in this paper

in an appropriate intermediate range of parameters.

While the condition (6.50) is a necessary condition for the accuracy of the free non-

interacting approximation of this paper, it is certainly not sufficient. If we take 1
ν1ν2

to

infinity, the non-interacting approximation (6.48) always fails, no matter what value of δβ

we might sit at. As we have already explained in §6.3.2, the regime of parameters 1
ν1ν2

≫ N2

– a regime that is of great interest to this paper – cannot be analyzed without accounting

for the backreaction of the bulk gas. We leave the (intensely intersting) analysis of grey

galaxies in this regime to future work.

6.5 Summary of the phase diagram

The final phase diagram of our system (in the large J limits (2.16), equivalently (2.12)) is

rather simple. The phase diagram may be viewed either in the microcanonical or canonical

ensemble; the translation between the two is simple as the temperature of the system is a

(almost) monotonic function of the scaled twist.

• At large enough values of the scaled twist (large enough temperatures) our the system

is in the black hole phase, and its thermodynamics is governed by the formulae of

(6.2). As the scaled twist is lowered the temperature also decreases. At the critical

value of the scaled twist

τ

(J1J2)
1
3

=

(
N2

2

) 1
3

(6.51)

the temperature reaches (2π)−1. At this point the black hole becomes unstable, and

transits to the grey galaxy phase.

• At the scaled twist (6.51) (or T = (2π)−1), the system moves into the grey galaxy

37From a microcanonical viewpoint, this can be understood as follows. As we have mentioned above, we

have assumed that the black hole component of our grey galaxy carries a twist that is much larger than N2.

Now let us suppose that the scaled twist τ/(J1J2)
1/3 is of order unity, say around the lower bound value A.

We know from the analysis above that, in this case, that while almost all of the angular momentum of the

system is carried by the gas, the gas twist is of the same order as the black hole twist. As the scaled twist is

of order unity, it follows that
√
Jg
1 J

g
2 ≫ N3. There is, however, a lot of room to accommodate this inequality,

while obeying the condition (6.46) which guarantees the fidelity of the non-interacting approximation.

– 73 –



phase38, and stays in this phase until the scaled twist is lowered to

τ

(J1J2)
1
3

= A (6.52)

(where the order one number A is defined in (6.37)). All through this phase, the

system temperature stays at (or parametrically close to) T = (2π)−1. The grey galaxy

can be thought of as the analogue of the ‘half water half steam’ phase of partially

boiled water.

• As the scaled twist is lowered below (6.52), the system transits to the pure bulk gas

phase, whose thermodynamics is captured by the formulae of §6.3. The temperature

of this gas decreases as the scaled twist decreases, and goes to zero as the twist goes

to zero.

As we have emphasized above, we believe that the formulae of (6.2) give a quantitatively

accurate description of the black hole even at arbitrarily large J . In contrast, the quantitative

description of the other two phases (grey galaxies and bulk gas) is quantitatively accurate

only in the intermediate angular momentum limit (6.1). The quantitative study of these

two phases at angular momenta of order (or larger than) N6 is an outstanding interesting

challenge for future work.

6.6 Comparison with generalized free fields

There is a particular (lightcone bootstrap) sense in which all CFTs become effectively free

at asymptotically large angular momenta. One source of intuition for this assertion uses the

AdS/CFT correspondence, noting that the any two large angular momentum bulk particles

typically stay very far from each other, and so hardly interact with each other.

Consider a collection of free particles in the bulk, and let Z denote the second quantized

(multiparticle) partition function of this free system. In (J.5) (see Appendix J), we have

computed lnZ for any given choice of bulk particles, and demonstrated that this formula

always takes the semi-universal form (2.13) in the limit (2.12). The reader may find herself

wondering whether (J.5)–together with the lore that ‘all CFTs are free at large enough J ’ –

together constitute a general explanation for the universal semi-universal behaviour (2.13)

in every CFT. Our analysis of N = 4 Yang Mills at strong coupling makes it abundantly

clear that this suspicion is very far off the mark.

The partition function of N = 4 Yang Mills theory takes the GFF form ((J.5) with 10d

gravitons as seed primaries) when the dual phase is a free bulk gas. As we have explained

38We see from (6.31) that the Kerr AdS5 black hole function h(β) – and so lnZ in the black hole phase

– switches from positive at β < 2π, to negative when β > 2π (recall that δβ is negative for β < 2π, but

positive when β > 2π). It follows that the Hawking Page transition for black holes also equals (2π)−1 in the

scaling limit. In other words, the Hawking Page transition temperature coincides with the superradiant

instability temperature in the scaling limit (2.12). This coincidence ensures that – in the scaling limit –

black holes are microcanonically unstable below the Hawking Page transition, a difference from the situation

at (say) zero angular momentum, when black holes are microcanonically stable well below the Hawking

Page transition.
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in this section, this is the case in the T ⩽ 1
2π gas phase (in this case the seed primaries for

GFF are the modes of 10 SUGRA in AdS5 × S5), provided also that√
J1J2 ≪ N6 (6.53)

The equation (6.53) emphasizes, the GFF formula fails even in the low temperature

gas phase at large enough values of the angular momentum. As the temperatures are raised

above 1
2π , the bulk phase includes a black hole, and any attempt to model the entropy of a

black hole via using generalized free fields is simply hopeless. Even though there is simply

no sense in which they are well approximated by the GFF formula, we have seen in this

section, the black hole and grey galaxy phases continue to obey the universal prediction

(2.13).

The reader may wonder if the difficulties with modeling our theory using a GFF

description have their root in the fact that we are working in the large N and strong

coupling limit. In fact we believe the opposite is true; the large N limit is one of the most

favourable situations for the applicability of the GFF formula, as interactions between bulk

particles are proportional to 1/N , and so are weakest at large N . This point can also be

from (6.53), which asserts that the GFF never applies (at finite values of the temperature)

when N takes a small finite value.

The reason that the non-interacting GFF type formula fails even at very large charge, is

that, even in the gas phase, the thermal ensemble involves not a finite number of gravitons,

but order (J1J2)
1/3 of these particles, (each of which typically carries angular momentum

of order (J1J2)
1/6). Even though the interactions of any two of these gravitons is small,

the collective backreaction of these particles on the metric becomes large when (6.53) is

violated. In a generic (e.g. N = 2) theory, we expect that these interactions can only be

suppressed by reducing the density of these particles, i.e. by lowering the temperature. We

thus expect that the only regime in which the GFF description of arbitrary CFTs becomes

quantitatively accurate is if the temperature (or scaled twist) is scaled to zero in a manner

coordinated with the J → ∞ limit.

7 Spin-refined universality at large spin

In this section, we would like to study the spin-refined partition function:

Tr e
−β(H−ΩiJi)+2πi

pi
qi
Ji (7.1)

in the Ωi → 1 limit. We note this is equivalent to studying the usual partition function

(2.4) with

ωi = Ωi +
2πi

β

pi
qi
. (7.2)

This “spin-refined” partition function is sensitive to more subtle number-theoretic properties

of the partition function or density of states, such as the difference between even and odd

spins. In the ref. [14], the spin-refined partition function is shown to be universal in the

high temperature limit. In particular,

lnTr e
−β(H−ΩiJi)+2πi

pi
qi
Ji ∼

β→0

1

q
lnTr e−qβ(H−ΩiJi) + · · · , (7.3)
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where q = l.c.m [q1, q2, · · · , ].
The central claim of this section is that the above result holds at finite temperature in

the Ωi → 1 limit. Concretely, we have

lnTr e
−β(H−ΩiJi)+2πi

p
q J ∼

Ω→1

1

q
lnTr e−qβ(H−ΩiJi) + · · · ∼

1
qh(qβ)∏
i

(
1− Ω2

i

) + · · · (7.4)

7.1 2d CFTs

Let us first derive above in 1 + 1-D CFTs. In section 4.4, we have shown that

ln Tr e−β(H−ωJ) ∼
ω→1

4π2

β(1− ω)

c

24
+ · · · , (7.5)

where · · · has contributions coming from the non-identity chiral states in the vacuum

module and non-perturbatively suppressed contribution from the non-vacuum states. The

size of the non-perturbative correction compared to the leading term is controlled by the

twist gap Tgap and given by

O

(
e
− 4π2

β(1−ω2)
Tgap

)
.

Naively, while computing

Tr exp
(
−β (H − ΩJ) + 2πipqJ

)
,

we might be temped to set ω = Ω + 2πip/(qβ) in the R.H.S of eq. (7.5) and take Ω → 1

limit. This would lead us to conclude that leading behavior is not divergent. However, we

must be careful since the contributions coming from non-zero twist gap is not suppressed

anymore if we set ω = Ω + 2πip/(qβ) and take Ω → 1. In other words we can go the

S-transformed channel and argue that the vacuum term dominates to compute ω → 1 limit

of lnTr e−β(H−ωJ). This is no longer the case when ω = Ω+ 2πip/(qβ) and we take Ω → 1

limit. The appropriate modular transformation (see e.g. [53]), which makes sure that in

the transformed channel, the vacuum dominates, is given by

±

(
−(p−1)q b

q −p

)
, (7.6)

where (p−1)q is the inverse of p modulo q: this exists since (p, q) = 1 and b is chosen so that

the determinant of (7.6) is 1.

To show the above, let us re-express the quantity in interest in terms of left and right

moving inverse temperature

βL = β(1 + Ω)− 2πi
p

q
, βR = β(1− Ω) + 2πi

p

q
. (7.7)

Applying (7.6) we get new temperatures β′L, β
′
R which have:

Re(β′L) =
4π2

q2β(1 + Ω)
→ 2π2

q2β
,

Re(β′R) =
4π2

q2β(1− Ω)
→ ∞ ,

(7.8)
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Therefore the vacuum term dominates in this frame and we conclude

lnTr e
−β(H−ΩJ)+2πi

p
q J ∼

Ω→1

4π2

q2β(1− Ω)

c

24
+ · · · . (7.9)

The eq. (7.9) proves the central claim given by eq. (7.4) for 1 + 1-D CFTs.

7.2 d > 2 CFTs

To incorporate a large rotation of 2πip/q in the trace, when we go around the thermal

circle S1
β, we effectively rotate the Sd−1 by an angle of 2πp/q. We can incorporate this in

the path integral using a “folding trick” discussed in [14]. In particular, this is equivalent

to a S1
qβ nontrivially fibered over a Sd−1/Zq base manifold. (See Fig. 2 of [14].)

At this point, we can take the Ωi → 1 limit via a boost that takes β small. The folding

trick effectively increases the temperature by a factor of q and decreases the volume of the

spatial manifold by a factor of q which takes h(β) → h(qβ)
q .

There is one important subtlety we would like to emphasize in this section. For general

large rotations inserted into the partition function, there may be fixed points on the Sd−1.

This will then allow for a defect action to be inserted into the thermal effective action.

These defect actions are in general at a lower order in temperature, but not necessarily in

angular fugacity. In particular, there can be terms in the defect action that go as 1/(1−Ω2
i )

for a single fugacity (see e.g. (3.31) of [14]). Therefore if the fugacity that we turn on

has a fixed point on the Sd−1, it is important we take all of the Ωi’s to 1 to make (7.4)

trustworthy. If there are no fixed points (for example, turning on incommensurate angles

for the spins) then we can take only some of the Ωi’s to 1 if need be.

8 Discussion

In this paper, we have argued that the partition function of every conformal field theory

takes the semi-universal form (2.24) in the scaling limit (2.23). Upon performing an inverse

Laplace transform, we deduce that the entropy of every CFTd takes the scaling form given

in (2.26) in the limit, (2.25). We have independently verified our predictions for free scalar

theories in arbitrary dimensions, and large N , strongly coupled N = 4 Yang Mills theory.

Our principal argument that the partition function takes the semi-universal form (2.24)

was constructed as follows. We first expanded the partition function in a Taylor series in β.

The coefficient of every term in this expansion is a function of νi. We then demonstrated

that each of these coefficients scales like (2.24) as νi is taken to zero. As this result holds

uniformly for all coefficient functions, at each order in the small β expansion, we conjectured

that the full partition also has the same singular scaling behaviour as νi → 0. The use of

a Taylor expansion in the (not necessarily small) variable β, to study behaviour at small

νi, is clearly awkward. It would be very interesting to find an alternate argument for our

central result; one that does not proceed via a small β expansion.

In this paper we have tested our general predictions against the (independently com-

puted) twisted thermal partition function of free scalars in every dimension. It would

be useful to extend these checks to other tractable examples of conformal field theories,
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e.g. to free fermionic theories in arbitrary dimensions, to the free U(1) Maxwell theory

in four dimensions, and also to computations in vector type large N models (e.g. O(N)

Wilson-Fisher theories, or ψ4 theories or matter-Chern-Simons theories in 3 dimensions).

In §2.2 we have noted that the fluid dynamical results of [58], on the universal Cardy

like high temperature behaviour of CFT partition functions – and the results of this paper

– suggest a nontrivial inequality for the energies of all states in a CFT. This inequality

stronger than the unitarity bound (2.7) (see under (2.11)), but is implied by the ANEC

bounds of [40]. It would be interesting to better understand how two seemingly different

principles (ANEC and the applicability of fluid dynamics) both end up implying very similar

energy bounds. It would also be useful to generalize the d = 4 discussion of §2.2 to arbitrary

dimensions.39

One possibly useful way to explore the connection between ANEC and hydrodynamical

constraints might be to further investigate the exotic free theories studied in [48]40. The

partition function of these ‘theories’ is defined by specifying the single particle spectrum to

transform in a particular short representation of the conformal algebra, and by multipar-

ticling over the states of this representation. In particular, one can study theories whose

single particle states transform in the conformal representation (∆ = j + 1, jL = j, jR = 0)

for j ⩾ 1. These quantum numbers saturate the unitarity bound (2.7), and so define a

short representation41. The important point here is that the highest weight state in this

representation has τ = −(j − 1), and so has negative τ for j ⩾ 3
2 . As two of the derivatives

carry twist zero, the single particle spectrum includes an infinite number of states with

τ = −1
2 , and so it follows that the multiparticled spectrum has states with arbitrarily

negative values of τ , in conflict with the ANEC bounds of [40]. It is thus interesting to ask

how the hydrodynamical description of these theories sees this ANEC violation. We study

this question in Appendix J.2 (in the context of simple examples), and explain that while

the high temperature expansion of these theories looks, apparently, perfectly normal, the

small νi expansion of these theories is always divergent (e.g. the function h(β) diverges),

and the source of this divergence can be traced to the existence of states with arbitrarily

negative τ . Consequently, the small νi expansion of this paper is better suited to detecting

ANEC violations that the traditional high temperature expansion of hydrodynamics.42

39In particular, the arguments of fluid dynamics seem to suggest a bound of the form ∆−
∑

i Ji > O(1)

for some O(1) (i.e. ∆- and J-independent) number, in all dimensions. It would be interesting to explore

this more, for example if there is a 6d generalization of [40] that gives a bound similar to this. We thank

Cyuan-Han Chang and David Simmons-Duffin for emphasizing the higher-dimensional question to us.
40We thank R. Loganayagam for drawing our attention to this paper, and for a very useful discussion on

this point.
41The null states themselves transform in a short representation (with quantum numbers (∆ = j + 2, jL =

j − 1
2
, jR = 1

2
). The null states of this representation transform in (∆ = j + 3, jL = j − 1, jR = 0). The null

states may be thought of as an ‘equation of motion’; indeed the partition function of all these theories scales

like T 3 (rather than T 4) in the high temperature limit.
42At the fundamental level, the qualitative structure of lnZ in these theories is very different depending

on whether j is integral (so bosonic) or half integral (so fermionic). When j is integral, the highest weight

state of the theory can be occupied an indefinite number of times, and the partition function diverges for

ω1 = ω2 = ω > j+1
2j

. When j is half integral, on the other hand, states with large twists form a Fermi

Sea, so that states with large negative twist have an even larger angular momentum (roughly |τ | scales like
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We have also checked the general predictions of this paper against computations

performed using the bulk side of the AdS/CFT correspondence, in the context of large

N strongly coupled N = 4 Yang Mills theory in the limit (2.12). It would be interesting

to generalize this check to the asymmetric high angular momentum limit ν1 → 0 at fixed

ω2, β. It seems likely that such a study will, once again find three bulk phases, with the

intermediate phase, this time, being a grey galaxy of rank 2 (see [7] for terminology). It

would also be useful to extend this holographic test to other dimensions (e.g. to ABJM

theory and the theory of M5 branes).

In our study of N = 4 Yang Mills theory in the limit (2.12), we encountered three

phases (see §6.1). At temperatures above 1/(2π), our system lies in the ‘black hole phase’;

i.e. is dominated, in the bulk, by a black hole with angular momentum and twist much

larger than N2. We have analysed this phase using the classical formulae of black hole

thermodynamics. While the classical approximation certainly holds when J/N2 is smaller

than any power of N (even when J/N2 ≫ 1), in §6.2.4, we have used the fact that the

black hole temperature stays fixed in the limit (2.16) to propose that quantum effects will

continue to be fractionally negligible even at much larger values of J (e.g. J ∼ N6). It

would be interesting to further develop and tighten this argument, perhaps by computing a

bulk determinant.

Continuing along these lines, AdS5 × S5 black holes in the limit (2.16) describe a

fascinating family of solutions. While we have studied the thermodynamics of these

solutions in this paper, it would also be interesting to study their detailed spacetime metrics.

As J ≫ N2, there may be a sense in which these solutions can be usefully viewed in a

‘tube by tube’ manner, along the lines of [49], even though their temperature stays finite.

Thinking adventurously, one might even wonder if it might be possible to generalize such

tube wise solutions to dynamical situations, obtaining a large generalization of the equations

of hydrodynamics. It is possible that dynamical questions will be simplest to answer at

large D, using the formulae presented in [79–82] (based on the formalism developed in

[83–87]). We hope to revisit this discussion in the future.

As we have explained in this paper, N = 4 Yang Mills at temperatures at or lower

than (2π)−1 lies in a grey galaxy or gas phase. Let us first restrict our attention to values

of J ≪ N2, we have explained in §6.4.7 that the bulk gas is effectively free at such angular

momenta, and the corresponding gas phase is accurately captured by the analysis of [7]. One

of the key findings of [7] was that the boundary partition function density (and boundary

stress tensor, see below) dual to the bulk gas takes the semi-universal form described in this

paper. The analysis of the current paper completely explains this observation. However, it

was also noted in [7] that the bulk free energy density and bulk gas stress tensor takes the

semi-universal form (see Eq. (5.41) of [7]). It would be interesting to find an explanation

for this point along the lines of the current paper43.

(j1j2)
1
3 ) so the partition function does not diverge for any value of ω < 1. However this important structural

difference is hard to see at finite orders in the low β or low νi expansion.
43Note that the bulk gas lives in an AdS5 spacetime (rather than on a sphere as mainly studied in this

paper), and also that the bulk fields that make up this gas have a range of masses, including masses that are

arbitrarily large. Also note that the proper size of the Euclidean time circle, in this context, is of order unity
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In this paper we have only studied the gas and grey galaxy phases dual to N = 4 Yang

Mills theory at angular momenta J ≪ N6. At larger angular momenta, the backreaction

of the gas on the metric can no longer be neglected. It may be possible – and would be

very interesting – to find the new correspondingly backreacted solutions (perhaps in a

self-consistent manner). It would likely be easiest to first work in the special case ω1 = ω2

in order to preserve SU(2)R symmetry.

On a related note, while the last three decades have seen an intensive study of N = 4

Yang Mills in the large N limit, comparatively little effort has been dedicated to the study of

solutions whose charges scale faster parametrically faster than N2 as N → ∞. The current

paper yields a physical context in which such a study is very natural. We have explained

in the main text that J ∼ N3 is the smallest value of J at which central black holes are

large (compared to the size of AdS) at the phase transition point between grey galaxies

and the gas (see around (6.2) and footnotes [29]). Also that J ∼ N6 is scale at which the

backreaction of the gas on the metric first becomes important (see §6.4.7). It would be

interesting to better understand the large N physics of such ‘super-classical’ charge regimes,

and search for and study other such physically motivated examples of such scalings.

Our study of N = 4 Yang Mills theory has been performed at strong coupling. It

would be fascinating to also study this theory at weak coupling in the limit (2.12), and,

in particular, understand the possible emergence of the new superclassical scalings of the

previous paragraph from Yang Mills perturbation theory. When the Yang Mills theory is

completely free, we expect gauge singlet condition [88] to trivialize in the large J limit, and

for partition function (in the limit of interest to this paper) to reduce to N2 copies of 6 free

scalar fields, one free gauge field and four free fermions. In this free limit we expect the

function hYM (β) to stay in the high temperature ‘black hole’ phase (and undergo no phase

transitions) all the way down to T = 0 (because this gluonic phase does not have a twist

gap in free N = 4 Yang Mills theory). Moving away from this strictly free limit, however, it

would be interesting to understand how the formulae (F.17) (for the black hole twist gap

at large λ) and (6.18) (for the lowest twist of a stable black hole at large λ) generalize to

arbitrary values of λ. The general considerations of this paper suggest that the finite λ

generalizations of bounds (F.17) and (6.18) respectively take the form

τ

(N2J1J2)
1
3

⩾ fgap(λ) for existence of “black hole” phase

⩾ fstab(λ) for stability of “black hole” phase

(8.1)

Here fstab(λ) ⩾ fgap(λ) are functions of λ such that fgap(0) = fstab(0) = 0, and fstab(∞) =(
1
2

) 1
3 and fgap(∞) = 3

4 (see eq. (6.18) and eq. (F.17)). It is tempting to guess that fstab(λ)

and fgap(λ) are both smooth, monotonically increasing functions of λ, that admit a (not

necessarily convergent) Taylor series expansion around λ = 0. If this is the case, the function

h(β) will, presumably, develop a grey galaxy and gas phase at any nonzero λ, no matter how

small, and rendering these phases perturbatively accessible. It would be very interesting to

understand all this better.

(see equation 5.40 of [7]) and so is parametrically comparable to the curvature scale of the AdS5 spacetime.
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In §6 of this paper, we have focussed on the study of the thermodynamics of N = 4

Yang Mills. It would be very interesting to generalize the study of this paper to dynamical

considerations. Several such questions suggest themselves. For instance, let us suppose we

start out with a thermalized gas in the gas phase at a temperature larger than (2π)−1. As

the gas is not perturbatively entropically dominant at these charges, it should eventually

settle down to a grey galaxy or black hole. It would be very interesting to understand the

dynamical mechanism for this process. Does such a gas exhibit the Jeans instability, or do

we have to rely on tunneling processes for the corresponding transition? What are the time

scales for this transition?

In our study of the twisted partition function of free scalar theories, we discovered

that the function h(β) admits a surprisingly simple high temperature expansion in even

dimensions. This expansion consists of a truncated (finite) power series in β, plus an infinite

series of non-perturbative corrections. It would be interesting to better understand several

aspects of this formula. To start with, why does the perturbative part of partition function

truncate? Turning to the non-perturbative corrections, in §5.2.7 we have suggested a physical

interpretation for these terms in terms of instantons of the worldline effective action; the

actions for our instantons reproduce the exponential factors in (5.6), and our rough analysis

of one loop corrections around these instantons also reproduces the parametric dependence

of the prefactor. It would be interesting to complete this analysis; to reproduce the puzzling

positive sign of these coefficients and to compute their numerical values. It would also be

interesting to understand why these coefficients are one loop exact (i.e. why the coefficients

of the non-perturbative terms in (5.6) are numbers independent of β). Indeed, the formula

(5.6) is so simple that it may be possible – and would be very interesting – to completely

reproduce this equation, with all factors, from a worldline point of view. Note, in this

context, that several earlier studies of partition functions, on spheres [64, 89–91] exhibit

similar simple behaviour.

In §5.3 we have conjectured that the worldline instantons, described in the previous

paragraph, cease to contribute to the function h(β) in interacting theories. It would be very

interesting to test this prediction, perhaps in the context of tractable (e.g. vector large N?)

models.

In §3.9 we have conjectured that, in addition to the partition function, the one point

function of the stress tensor takes the semi-universal form (3.65) in the scaling limit studied

in this paper. In the language of [92], our conjecture effectively specifies the form of the

(one point) stress tensor block. As already mentioned in §3.9, it would be interesting –

and may not be too difficult – to construct an all orders ‘proof’ for this conjecture along

the lines of the discussion of §3.5. As the stress tensor of an equilibriated rotating perfect

conformal fluid on S3 is known to take the analogous form (3.64), the form (3.65) – if true

– might suggest that dynamics (and not just equilibrium physics) at large J is governed

by equations that are nearer to traditional hydrodynamics than might initially have been

suspected. It would be interesting to explore this exciting prospect.

It would be interesting to generalize the work presented in this paper in several directions.

A relatively straightforward generalization would be to study theories with a conserved

charge, at values of the chemical potential that are held fixed (like β is) as νi → 0. A
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much more interesting generalization would be to set the angular momentum to zero, but

to search for a large charge scaling limit analogous to the large angular momentum limit

studied in this paper, perhaps in the context of theories with a nontrivial Coulomb branch

(see e.g. [8, 93–95]). It is possible that such a discussion will make connections with the

charge expansion of [96] (see e.g. [57, 97, 98] for possibly relevant recent developments).

It would also be interesting to investigate if semi-universality continues to hold in an

interesting manner for twisted partition functions on manifolds other than Sd−1 × S1 (an

obvious example – and one that has already come up – is twisted thermal AdS space).

In addition to studying the density of states, it would be interesting to study OPE

coefficients. In [5], “heavy-heavy-heavy” OPE coefficients in d > 2 CFTs were studied by

building a higher-dimensional analog of a genus-2 partition function. [5] used a “hot spot”

hypothesis to estimate the path integral on this geometry, by conjecturing it was dominated

by a region that locally looked like a circle fibration with a large temperature. It would be

very interesting to see if we can take a large ωi limit instead, and predict semi-universal

OPE coefficients at large spin, in addition to semi-universal entropy at large spin. Similarly,

“heavy-heavy-light” OPE coefficients were studied in [99, 100], and “heavy-heavy-heavier” in

[101]; it would also be interesting to generalize these OPE coefficients to large spin as well.

Furthermore, it would be interesting to explore whether large spin semi-universality appears

in the context of thermal holographic correlators, explored e.g. in recent papers [102, 103]

and in the context of recent revival [104–107] of analytic thermal bootstrap, initiated in

[108].

It has been known that for a 2D CFT with a global symmetry, the Cardy formula for

high energy density of states holds true individually in each of the charged sectors [109].

Similar phenomenon happens in higher dimensional CFTs as well [30, 110]. We expect

that large spin semi-universality, that we investigated in this paper, appears in each of the

charged sectors in a similar way.

To end this discussion, we note that the reduced angular velocities νi = β(1− ωi) play

a key role in recent studies of the superconformal index [111, 112]. The recent paper [9] has

pointed out that the manifold of susy black holes includes black holes with νi < 0, and has

conjectured that these black holes are always thermodynamically unstable to the formation

of supersymmetric grey galaxies (or revolving black holes). It is thus natural to wonder

whether superconformal indices (like the thermal partition functions studied in this paper)

also display some universal scaling in appropriate small νi limits. The authors of [113] have

already established that this is the case in the limit that ν1 and ν2 are both taken to zero

at fixed values of other indicial chemical potentials. It would be interesting to study less

symmetric limits (e.g. a limit in which ν1 → 0 at fixed ν2). It may be possible – and would

be very interesting – to make universal predictions about such asymmetric limits using the

formalism of [113–116]. We hope to return to this point in the future.
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D. Mazáč, O. Parrikar, C. Patel, D. Simmons-Duffin, S. Trivedi and especially E. Lee and

– 82 –



R. Loganayagam for very useful discussions. We would also like to thank C. Cordova,

T. Hartman, D. Jain, K. Jensen, S. Kim, Z. Komargodski, P. Kovtun, S. Kundu, R.
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A The equilibrium partition function at low derivative order

As an illustration of the general arguments of §3.5, in this Appendix we explicitly work out

the form of L and lnZ on a twisted S3 × S1, at leading order in the limit (2.12), in the

case that L takes the (zero and two derivative) form (3.4).

A.1 Leading zero derivative order

At zero derivative order, the partition function is given by the first term on the RHS of (3.4).

By scale invariance P (T ) = κT 4 for some dimensionless constant κ (in the case of a single

free scalar, κ = π2

90 ). Plugging this relationship into the first of (3.4), using T (x) = Tγ

(where T is the constant thermodynamical temperature), and
√
g3 = γ(θ) sin θ cos θ (see

(3.16)) we find

lnZ0 =

∫
d3x

√
g3
P (T (x))

T (x)

=

∫
dϕ1dϕ2dθ cos θ sin θγ(θ)κT

3γ3(θ)

=
2π2κT 3

(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)

≈ π2κT

2ν1ν2

(A.1)

Here we have used ∫
S3

γ4(θ) =
2π2

(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)
≈ π2β2

2ν1ν2
(A.2)

(the integral is taken over the usual round measure on S3).

A.2 Subleading second derivative order

We now compute the contribution of the second derivative terms in (3.4) (the second integral

on the RHS of that equation). Substituting the expressions for R and fijf
ij from (3.29)

and (3.33) into the relevant terms in (3.4), and using the form of Pi(σ) listed in (3.7), we
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obtain:

lnZ1 = −1

2

∫
d3x

√
g3
(
P1(σ)R+ T 2P2(σ)fijf

ij + P3(σ)(∂σ)
2
)

= −1

2

∫
dϕ1dϕ2dθ cos θ sin θγ(θ)

[(
−2e1Tγ

3(θ) + 8e2Tγ
3(θ)

)
+O

(
γ2(θ)

)]
= 4π2T (e1 − 4e2)

∫
dθ cos θ sin θ

[
γ4(θ) +O

(
γ3(θ)

)]
=

2π2T (e1 − 4e2)

(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)
+O

(
ln [(1− ω1)/(1− ω2)]

ω2
1 − ω2

2

)
≈ π2(e1 − 4e2)

2Tν1ν2
+O

(
1

(ν1ν2)1/2

)
(A.3)

Therefore, the full expression for the partition function is

lnZ = lnZ0 + lnZ1 + · · · = π2κT

2ν1ν2

(
1 +

(e1 − 4e2)

κT 2
+ . . .

)
. (A.4)

where e1 and e2 are theory-dependent terms of order unity (by Taylor expanding lnZ in

(5.5) with n = 2, we find e1 − 4e2 = − 1
36 in the case of a single free scalar field). The . . .

in (A.4) refers to the contribution of fourth and higher order derivative terms in L to the

partition function lnZ.

B Details of 3d analysis

B.1 Localization around the equator in d = 3

In three dimensions the Lorentz factor γ(θ) (see (4.9)) is sharply peaked around θ = π
2 . In

a neighbourhood (of angular size of order
√

ν
β ) around the equator, γ(θ) takes the form

listed in (4.11). Using (4.11), it is easy to check that (to leading order in the small ν limit)

γ(δθ) =
1√

2ν
β + δθ2

γ
′
(δθ) =

δθ(
2ν
β + δθ2

)3/2
γ

′′
(δθ) =

2δθ2 − 2ν
β(

2ν
β + δθ2

)5/2
γ

′′′
(δθ) =

3
(
2δθ3 − 6δθν

β

)
(
2ν
β + δθ2

)7/2

(B.1)

In order to get a sense of the scales involved, quantities at δθ2 = 2ν
β (thought of as a typical

value within the peaked region of γ). At this value we find

γ =

√
β

4ν
γ′ =

β

4
√
2ν
, γ′′ =

1

16

(
β

ν

) 3
2

, γ′′′ =
3β2

32
√
2ν2

. (B.2)
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These results illustrates that fact that each extra derivative brings an results in an extra

factor of 1√
ν
so that

γ′ ∼ γ2, γ′′ ∼ γ3, γ(n) ∼ γ n+1. (B.3)

It follows, in particular, that γ3(θ) and (γ′)2

γ each scale like 1

ν
3
2
. In the main text we

predicted that the integrals of both these quantities would be of order 1
ν . This is easily

verified in a couple of special examples. Using (B.1) we find∫
S2

γ3(θ) =
4π

(1− ω2)

ω→1∼ 2πβ

ν∫
S2

γ′2(θ)/γ(θ) = 2π

(
6− 4w2

3− 3w2
− 2 tanh−1(w)

w

)
∼
ω→1

2πβ

3ν

(B.4)

B.2 The twisted S3 × S1 partition function in d = 3

In this subsection, we rework the analysis of §3.5 in d = 3.

B.2.1 Metric and tetrads

The metric on S2 × S1 with twist can be written as

ds2 =

(
dτ − i γ(θ)2 ω sin2 θ dϕ

)2
γ(θ)2

+ γ(θ)2
(
ω sin2 θ dϕ

)2
+ sin2 θ dϕ2 + dθ2 . (B.5)

with τ identified with τ + β.

A convenient choice of tetrads on the two dimensional base manifold is

e1 = dθ,

e2 = ω sin2 θ

√
γ(θ)2 +

csc2 θ

ω2
dϕ .

(B.6)

With this choice of basis, the spin connection can then be computed by the standard

procedure. We find that the only non-vanishing component is

ω21
2 =

γ(θ) γ′(θ)

γ(θ)2 − 1
≈ γ′(θ)

γ(θ)
= O

(
γ(θ)

)
, (B.7)

together with its antisymmetric counterpart.

B.2.2 Riemann tensor

The only nonzero component for the Riemann tensor is,

R1212 = γ(θ)2 − 3γ′(θ)2

γ(θ)2 − 1
(B.8)

along with its different antisymmetric counterparts.
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B.2.3 Ricci tensor

The nonzero components are,

R11 = R22 = γ(θ)2 − 3γ′(θ)2

γ(θ)2 − 1
(B.9)

The expression for the Ricci scalar can then be easily obtained as,

R = δabRab = 2

(
γ(θ)2 − 3γ′(θ)2

γ(θ)2 − 1

)
(B.10)

B.2.4 Gauge field

a = −γ2(θ)ω sin2 θdϕ (B.11)

f = da = − 2ωγ(θ)3√
γ(θ)2(γ(θ)2−1)2

γ′(θ)2 + 1

e1 ∧ e2 (B.12)

The expression for fijf
ij is given by,

fijf
ij =

8γ(θ)2γ′(θ)2

γ(θ)2 − 1
(B.13)

It is also easy to check that

(∂σ)2 =
γ′2(θ)

γ2(θ)
(B.14)

B.2.5 Evaluation of lnZ keeping terms in L up to second order in derivatives

In the zero derivative order, using the Weyl invariance, we obtain, P (T ) = κ1T
3. We then

substitute P (T ), in (3.4) to obtain,

lnZ0 =

∫
d2x

√
g2
P (T (x))

T (x)

=

∫
dϕdθ sin θγ(θ)κ1T

2γ2(θ)

≈ 2πκ1T

ν

(B.15)

In the second derivative order we use (B.10), (B.13) and (B.14) and the expression for

Pi(σ)’s. The expressions for Pi’s are obtained by demanding the Weyl invariance. Under

the Weyl transformation gµν → e2χ(x)gµν , in the 3 dimension, the lower dimension KK

fields transforms as,

σ → σ + χ, a→ a, gij → e2χ(x)gij (B.16)

and consequently, the terms in the partition function given in 3.4, transform as,
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R→ e−2χ(x)
(
R− 2∇2χ(x)

)
(∇σ)2 → (∇σ(x))2 + 2(∇σ(x)).(∇χ(x)) + (∇χ(x))2

fijf
ij → e−4χ(x)fijf

ij

√
g2 → e2χ(x)

√
g2

(B.17)

The requirement that the partition function in (3.4) be Weyl invariant, using (B.17), leads

to the following expressions for the Pi’s,

P1(σ) = c1, P2(σ) = c2
1

T (x)2
, P3(σ) = c3 = 0 (B.18)

After the substitution of (B.10), (B.13), (B.14), and (B.18) in the second derivative

terms of the effective thermal partition function given in (3.4), we obtain:

lnZ(1) = −1

2

∫
d2x

√
g2
(
P1(σ)R+ T 2P2(σ) fijf

ij + P3(σ) (∂σ)
2
)
+ · · ·

= −1

2

∫
dθdϕ sin θγ(θ)

(
2c1

(
γ(θ)2 − 3γ′(θ)2

γ(θ)2 − 1

)
+ c2

8γ′(θ)2

γ(θ)2 − 1
+ c3

γ′2(θ)

γ2(θ)

) (B.19)

Doing the ϕ integral and taking large γ(θ) limit, we get

lnZ(1) ≈ −2π

∫
dθ sin θ

(
c1γ(θ)

3 − γ′(θ)2

γ(θ)
(3c1 − 4c2)

)
(B.20)

Using the integrals from, B.4, we obtain:

lnZ(1) ≈ −(4c2)
2πβ

3ν
(B.21)

where the constants ci are defined in (B.18).

We observe that the term involving R does not contribute to the leading order in

the partition function. This originates from the fact that in 2d,
∫
d2x

√
g2R = O(1), is a

topological term.

B.3 Integral over θ of the d = 3 partition function

In this Appendix we demonstrate that the integral (4.12) is proportional to 1
ν at leading

order in the small ν expansion.

Consider the rewriting of (4.12) in the form (4.13). While I(δθ) in (4.13) is a function of

δθ, it can also be thought of as a functional of γ(δθ). We adopt the second viewpoint below,

and use the notation I[γ(δθ)]. All through this subsection, we work in the approximation

within which γ(δθ) takes the explicit form (4.11). Note that when (δθ)2 ≫ 2ν
β , it follows

from (4.11) that γ(δθ) ∼ 1
δθ . Since I[γ] is of homogeniety 3 in powers of γ and derivatives

together (and as each additional power of γ – and each additional derivative – adds an
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additional power of δθ in the denominator)- it follows that I(δθ) scales like 1/(δθ)3 at large

δθ 44

Even though the formula (4.12) is not completely universal, every term in this expression

(including the terms with the . . .) – and so the entire integrand I[γ(θ)] on the RHS of (4.12)

– obeys the scaling property

I [αγ(αζ)]

∣∣∣∣∣
ζ= δθ

α

= α3I [γ(δθ)] (B.22)

(B.22) simply asserts that I is of homogeneity three in derivatives plus powers of γ: note

the operation of first scaling the coordinate with α (using the argument γ(αϕ)) taking

derivatives (i.e. evaluating the function I on this argument), then unscaling the coordinate

(finally replacing ζ by δθ
α ), effectively weights every derivative with a factor of α.

The scaling property (B.22), together with the explicit expression (4.11), allows one to

immediately read of the dependence of lnZ on ν in a manner we now describe. In what

follows, it will be useful to explicitly keep track of the dependence of γ on ν, i.e. view γ as

a function of both δθ and ν, and denote it as γ(δθ, ν).

From the explicit expression (4.11), it is easily verified that

αγ (αδθ, ν) = γ
(
δθ,

ν

α2

)
(B.23)

Consequently, (B.22) can be rewritten as

I
[
γ
(
ζ,

ν

α2

)] ∣∣∣
ζ= δθ

α

= α3I [γ (δθ, ν))] (B.24)

Setting α2 = ν we conclude that

I [γ (ζ, 1))]
∣∣∣
ζ= δθ√

ν

= ν
3
2 I [γ (δθ, ν))] (B.25)

Rearranging, we conclude that

I [γ (δθ, ν))] =
1

ν
3
2

I [γ (ζ, 1))]
∣∣∣
ζ= δθ√

ν

(B.26)

Let us define the function g by

g(δθ) = I [γ(δθ, 1)] (B.27)

Note that the ν independent function g varies over length scale unity (in its argument δθ).

As the RHS of (B.27) is independent of ν, it follows that the quantity∫
g(x)dx (B.28)

44This is the case when we use the approximation (4.11). If we worked with the exact expression for γ,

these statements would all hold when δθ was large compared to
√
ν

β
, but small compared to unity.
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is also a ν independent (so O(1)) number. The discussion earlier in this section tells us

that g(x) ∼ 1
x3

at large x. Consequently, the integral (B.28) converges at infinity.

Now it follows from (B.27) that

g

(
δθ√
ν

)
= I [γ (ζ, 1))]

∣∣∣
ζ= δθ√

ν

(B.29)

Consequently

lnZ =

∫
dδθI [γ(δθ, ν)]

=

∫
dδθ

1

ν
3
2

I [γ (ζ, 1))]
∣∣∣
ζ= δθ√

ν

=

∫
dζ

1

ν
3
2

g

(
ζ√
ν

)
=

∫ √
νdχ

1

ν
3
2

g (χ)

=
1

ν

∫
dχg (χ)

(B.30)

In going from the first to the second line of (B.30) we have used (B.26). In going from the

second to the third line we have used (B.29). In going from the third to the fourth line, we

changed integration variables from ζ to χ = ζ√
ν
. As the integral on the last line of (B.30) is

convergent (see the discussion under (B.28)) and indpendent of ν, it is a number of order

unity. It thus follows that lnZ is of order 1/ν, as asserted.

B.4 Illustration of δ function like behaviour about the equator in d = 3

As we have explained in the main text (see around (4.12)), the partition function density

L is highly localized around the equator, but the functional form of this localization is

non-universal in d = 3 (see around (4.12)). In this subsection we take one example of this

profile (we assume that L ∝ γ3, the first term in (4.12)), and carefully explain that, in this

case, L, tends to a delta function localized around the equator in d = 3.

Consider the integral∫
Ω2

γ3(θ)gω(θ, ϕ) =

∫
dθ dϕ

sin θ(
1− ω2 sin2 θ

)3/2 gω(θ, ϕ) , (B.31)

for some function gω(θ, ϕ) with a regular ω → 1 limit. The key point is that, in the ω → 1

limit, the dominant contribution to the integral arises from the region near θ = π/2.

For simplicity, let us first take g = 1, so that we have

2π

∫ π

dθ
sin θ(

1− ω2 sin2 θ
)3/2 . (B.32)

This integral can be evaluated exactly:

2π

∫ π

dθ
sin θ(

1− ω2 sin2 θ
)3/2 =

4π

1− ω2
. (B.33)
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We now show that most of the contribution to this integral indeed comes from the neighbor-

hood of θ = π/2. To illustrate, we plot the integrand for various values of ω (see figure 1).

The plots make it evident that, in the ω → 1 limit, the dominant contribution is localized

near θ = π/2.

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

5

10

15

20

25

30

Figure 1. The integrand in (B.32) for ω ∈ {1/2, 2/3, 0.9, 0.95} is plotted. As ω → 1, the denominator

(1−ω2 sin2 θ) becomes small only in the vicinity of the equator θ = π/2. Thus the integrand is sharply

peaked there, and the dominant contribution to the integral comes from a narrow neighborhood

around θ = π/2. We make this precise below.

We can also support this conclusion with an analytic argument. Let us define I =

(π/2− ϵ, π/2 + ϵ). We will show that as long as ϵ = (1− ω2)r with r < 1/2, the integral

receives its dominant contribution from I in the ω → 1 limit. In order to do that, we divide

the integral into two pieces:

∫ π

dθ
sin θ

(1− ω2 sin2 θ)3/2
=

∫
I
dθ

sin θ

(1− ω2 sin2 θ)3/2
+

∫
[0,π]\I

dθ
sin θ

(1− ω2 sin2 θ)3/2
(B.34)

We have 1− ω2 sin2 θ ⩾ cos2 θ , resulting to

∣∣∣∣ ∫
[0,π]\I

dθ
sin θ(

1− ω2 sin2 θ
)3/2

∣∣∣∣ ⩽
∫
[0,π]\I

dθ
sin θ(

1− sin2 θ
)3/2 = cot2 ϵ ∼

ϵ→0
ϵ−2 . (B.35)

Combining (B.33) and (B.35), we conclude that

∫
I
dθ

sin θ(
1− ω2 sin2 θ

)3/2 =
2

1− ω2

(
1 +O

(
(1− ω2)1−2r

))
, r < 1

2 . (B.36)

This exercise demonstrates why EFT methods can still be reliably used to compute

partition functions even in d = 3 dimensions: although γ(θ) does not diverge everywhere:

the partition function integral localizes near the equator, where γ becomes large. In general

dimension, if we turn on one angular fugacity, we will have r < 1/(d− 1).
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C General dimensions

C.1 Scaling form in general dimension

As we have explained in the main text, in the limit (4.22), lnZ (in d ⩾ 2p dimensions)

takes the form (4.25), i.e. is given by

lnZ =
βph(β, νp+1, . . . , ν[ d

2
])

ν1 . . . νp
(C.1)

The density of states may be obtained from this partition function by the inverse Laplace

transform

exp (S(τ, Ji))

=
1

(2πi)[
d
2
]+1

∫
1

β[
d
2
]
dβdν1 . . . dν[ d

2
]e

(
βτ+

∑p
i=1 νiJi+

∑[ d2 ]

i=p+1 νiJi+lnZ(β,νi)

)

=
1

(2πi)[
d
2
]+1

∫
1

β[
d
2
]
dβdν1 . . . dν[ d

2
] e

βτ+∑p
i=1 νiJi+

∑[ d2 ]

i=p+1 νiJi+

βnh

(
β,νp+1,...,ν[ d2 ]

)
ν1...νp


(C.2)

When ν1 . . . νp are all small, 1
ν1...νp

is large, and the integral over these chemical potentials

may be performed in the saddle point approximation. The relevant saddle point equations

are

Ji =
βph(β, νp+1, . . . , ν[ d

2
])

νi(ν1 . . . νp)
=
βph(β, νp+1, . . . , ν[ d

2
])

θνi
for i = 1, . . . , p (C.3)

where θ is given by

θ = ν1 . . . νp (C.4)

Now we can solve for θ as a function of Ji as follows:

J1 . . . Jp =
βp

2
hp(β, νp+1, . . . , ν[ d

2
])

θpν1 . . . νp

=
βp

2
hp(β, νp+1, . . . , ν[ d

2
])

θp+1

(C.5)

This gives

θ =
β

p2

p+1h
p

p+1 (β, νp+1, . . . , ν[ d
2
])

(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1

(C.6)

So, νi is thus given by the following

νiJi = (J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1β
p

p+1h
1

p+1 (β, νp+1, . . . , ν[ d
2
]) (C.7)
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Plugging this back in the exponent of (C.2), we see that this exponent simplifies to

S(τ, Ji)

=

[
βτ +

[ d
2
]∑

i=p+1

νiJi + (p+ 1)(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1β
p

p+1h
1

p+1 (β, νp+1, . . . , ν[ d
2
])

]

= (J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1×

×

[
β

τ

(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1

+

[ d
2
]∑

i=p+1

νi
Ji

(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1

+ (p+ 1)β
p

p+1h
1

p+1 (β, νp+1, . . . , ν[ d
2
])

]
(C.8)

In the microcanonical ensemble, the limit (4.22) corresponds to having, for i, j = 1, . . . p

and k = p+ 1, . . . n, the following limit:{
τ → ∞
Ji → ∞

∋
(
Ji
Jj

)
,

(
τ

(J1 . . . Jn)
1

n+1

,
Jk

(J1 . . . Jn)
1

n+1

)
fixed. (C.9)

As the RHS of the second line of (C.8) is multiplied by a large number,(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1 , the

integral over β and νj , j = p+ 1 . . . n can be evaluated in the saddle point limit. It follows

that the entropy as a function of charges is given by

S(τ, Ji) = (J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1 Sint

(
τ

(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1

,
Ji

(J1 . . . Jp)
1

p+1

)
(C.10)

where Sint is given by

Sint(x, yi) = Extβ,νp+1,...,ν[ d2 ]

βx+

[ d
2
]∑

i=p+1

νiyi + (p+ 1)β
n

p+1h
1

p+1 (β, νp+1, . . . , ν[ d
2
])


(C.11)

In the special case that all νis tend to zero at fixed ratios ((4.3)), the partition function

(C.1) simplifies to

lnZ(β, νi) =
βnh(β)

ν1 . . . νn
. (C.12)

(see (4.5)) and the formula for the entropy (C.10) simplifies to

S(τ, Ji)

(J1 . . . Jn)
1

n+1

= Sint

(
τ

(J1 . . . Jn)
1

n+1

)
(C.13)

where

Sint(x) = Extβ

(
βx+ (n+ 1)β

n
n+1h

1
n+1 (β)

)
(C.14)

C.2 Effective thermal partition function in d = 4 with ν1 small but ω2 finite

In this subsection we study the simplest example of an asymmetric scaling limit; namely the

theory in d = 4, in which one of the two angular velocities (let us say ω1) is scaled to unity,
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while the other is held fixed. In the terminology of [7], this is a ‘Rank 2’ situation (the grey

galaxies that will be relevant to N = 4 Yang Mills in this limit are rank 2 grey galaxies.

We use the same conventions as §3.5 (i.e. same metric and vielbeins from §3.5). While

the exact formulae for curvatures spin connections and field strengths are unchanged, a few

additional terms now survive at leading order, L localizes near one of the equators of S3,

and every derivative orthogonal to the localization surface picks up an additional factor of
1
ν (in many ways the situation is very similar to the 3d analysis, see §4.2).

With this point in mind, we see that the exact formulae for spin connections, namely

(3.30) is replaced by

ω12
2 ≈ −γ

′(θ)

γ(θ)

ω23
1 = ω13

2 = ω12
3 ≈ −ω2γ(θ)

ω 13
3 ≈

(
1− ω2

2

)
γ(θ)3

γ′(θ)

(C.15)

together with their antisymmetric counterparts.

The exact expression for the Ricci scalar is given in footnote 18

R = 6(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)γ(θ)
4 − 2γ(θ)2 + 2 (C.16)

The leading order gauge field and field strength consist of all terms listed in (3.31) and

(3.32). The term fijf
ij is now exactly

fijf
ij = 8γ(θ)4

(
1− (1− ω2

1)(1− ω2)
2γ(θ)2

)
(C.17)

The third term in (B.19) is given exactly by

(∂σ)2 =
γ′(θ)2

γ(θ)2
= γ(θ)4(ω2

1 − ω2
2)

2 sin2 θ cos2 θ (C.18)

C.2.1 Twisted partition function on S3 × S1 at second order in derivatives

Let work with the second order truncation of the general expansion of L (i.e. the form for

L listed in (3.4)), namely

lnZ(0) =

∫
d3x

√
g3
P (T (x))

T (x)

lnZ(1) = −1

2

∫
d3x

√
g3
(
P1(σ)R+ T 2P2(σ) fijf

ij + P3(σ) (∂σ)
2
)
+ · · ·

T (x) = Te−σ(x) = Tγ(θ), T =
1

β
,

√
g3 = γ(θ) sin θ cos θ

(C.19)

where, from the requirement of invariance under Weyl scaling

P1(σ) = c1Te
−σ

P2(σ) =
c2e

σ

T

P3 = 2P1 = 2c1Te
−σ

(C.20)
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We now specialize (C.19) to the twisted partition function on S3 × S1, in the limit

of interest to this subsection. At zero derivative order (see first of (C.19)), using Weyl

invariance, we obtain, P (T ) = κ2T
4. We then substitute P (T ), in (3.4) to obtain,

lnZ(0) =

∫
d3x

√
g3
P (T (x))

T (x)

=

∫
dϕ1dϕ2dθ sin θ cos θγ(θ)κ2T

3γ3(θ)

≈ π2T 2

ν1
(
1− ω2

2

)
(C.21)

Using (C.16), (C.17) and (C.18), we find that the effective action at second derivative

order is (after performing the integral in ϕ1 and ϕ2 direction)

lnZ(1) = −2Tπ2
∫
dθ sin θ cos θ

(
c1γ(θ)

2

(
6(1− ω2

1)(1− ω2
2)γ(θ)

4 − 2γ(θ)2 + 2

+ 2γ(θ)4(ω2
1 − ω2

2)
2 sin2 θ cos2 θ

)
+ 8c2γ(θ)

4
(
1− (1− ω2

1)(1− ω2)
2γ(θ)2

))

≈ h(1)(ω2)

ν1
(C.22)

where we have taken the limit ω1 → 1 at the end and ci were defined in (C.20) and the

function h(1)(ω2) is given by

h(1)(ω2) =
π2
(
c1
(
2ω2

2 − 1
)
− 2c2

(
1 + ω2

2

))(
1− ω2

2

) (C.23)

which, on further taking the limit ν2 → 0, would yield,

lnZ(1) ≈ π2 (e1 − 4e2)

2Tν1ν2
(C.24)

which indeed matches with our result in (A.3).

C.3 Coefficient of the δ function in L in general dimensions

The argument for eq. (4.23) parallels used in Appendix B.3 (where we demonstrated that

every leading order term in the d = 3 version of (3.4) yields a contribution to lnZ ∝ 1
ν .)

We now present a sketch of this argument.

We have explained above that the direction cosines µp+1 . . . µu are all small when νi
are small. Working to leading nontrivial order in these quantities, we see that

γ =
1√(

1−
∑p

i=1 µ
2
i (1−

νi
β )

2 −
∑n

j=p+1 µ
2
jω

2
j

) (C.25)
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The reader can easily verify that γ is peaked when each of the µj (with j = p+ 1 . . . u) are

of order
√
νi or smaller.

The µi that appear in (C.25) obey

p∑
i=1

µ2i = 1−
u∑

j=p+1

µ2j (C.26)

For this reason we work with the rescaled variables

µi = µ̃i

√√√√1−
u∑

j=p+1

µ2j , i = 1, . . . , p (C.27)

As µ2j are all small, this redefinition is trivial at leading order, and so does not affect the

metric of S2p−1 at leading order.

This redefinition turns (C.26) into (4.24). Inserting (C.27) into (C.25), and working to

leading order in O(νi) = O(µ2j ), and doing a little algebra, we find

γ =
1(∑u

j=p+1 µ
2
j (1− ω2

j ) +
(

1
γL

)2) 1
2

(C.28)

The quantity γL in equation (C.28) is defined by

1

γ2L
= 1−

p∑
i=1

(1− νi
β
)µ̃2i (C.29)

has the following interpretation; γL is simply the effective special relativistic γ factor on

the S2p−1, as explained under (4.23).

We observe from (C.28) that

αγ(αµj , γL) = γ(µj , γLα) (C.30)

We have already seen that the lnZ density L, in this case, is highly peaked around

µj = 0. In the limit of interest to this subsection, therefore, the free energy can be rewritten

as

lnZ =

∫
Sp

[∫
dd−2pµjI(µj , γL)

]
(C.31)

where the µj only need be integrated over values of order 1
γL

≪ 1 (because the integrand is

comparatively negligible at larger values of µj) and so effectively are vectors in the part of

the tangent space of Sd that is orthogonal to Sp. ((C.28) explains why I depends on the

coordinates of the Sp only through γL).

The analysis of Appendix B.3 – when generalized to arbitrary dimensions, tells us that

I [αγ (αζi, γL)]
∣∣∣
ζj=

µj
α

= αdI [γ (µj , γL)] (C.32)
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Using (C.30), (C.32) can be rewritten as

I [γ (ζi, αγL)]
∣∣∣
ζj=

µj
α

= αdI [γ (µj , γL)] (C.33)

(C.33) holds for any choice of the constant α. Making the choice α = 1
γL

yields

I [γ (ζi, 1)]
∣∣∣
ζj=γLµj

= γ−dL I [γ (µj , γL)] (C.34)

Upon rearranging, we obtain

I [γ (µj , γL)] = γdLI [γ (ζi, 1)]
∣∣∣
ζj=γLµj

(C.35)

Following the analysis of Appendix B.3, we define the function

gd(µj) = I [γ (ζi, 1)] (C.36)

The function gd is independent of γL, and so all angular scales of variation in this function

are of order unity. (C.35) can be re-expressed, in terms of the function gd, as

I [γ (µj , γL)] = γdLgd(γLµj) (C.37)

Let y⃗ represent a Cartesian coordinate in the ((d− 2p) dimensional) part of tangent

space that lies orthogonal to the S2p−1. We see that∫
dd−2pyI(µj , γL) =

∫
dd−2pyγdLgd(γLuj)

= γ2pL

∫
dd−2pzgd(zj)

(C.38)

where, in going from first to second line of eq. (C.38), we have made the variable change

zj = γLyj , have used the fact that the number of µj = d− 2p, and have used the fact that

γL is a constant as far as the integral over the (tangent space of) µj is concerned.

Imitating the analysis of the analogous question in d = 3 (see Appendix B.3), it is

easy to argue that the integral on the RHS of (C.38) converges. As the function gd is

independent of γL, it follows that it converges to a number of order unity. We thus conclude

that the integral on the RHS of (C.38) scales like γ2p. Plugging this result into (C.31),

effectively establishes (4.23).

D Asymptotics in d = 4 using Meinardus technique

In this appendix, we will use the methods which were used to prove the Meinardus theorem,

as explained in chapter 6 of [62], and used in [63] to study the νi → 0 limit of the partition

function. For simplicity, we will set ω1 = ω2 = ω, and define

βL := β(1 + ω) , βR := β(1− ω) . (D.1)
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Here we will be using βR as a proxy for ν. The logarithm of the partition function for the

massless free scalar field theory in d = 4 is given by

lnZ =
∑
q

1

q

e−βq
(
1− e−q(βL+βR)

)
(1− e−qβL)2(1− e−qβR)2

. (D.2)

We are interested in the βR → 0 and βL → 2β limit.

First of all, note that

lnZ =
∑
q

e−βq

q

(
1− e−q(βL+βR)

)( ∞∑
k=0

(k + 1)e−kqβL

)( ∞∑
k′=0

(k′ + 1)e−k
′qβR

)

=
∑
q

e−qβL/2

q

( ∞∑
k=0

(k + 1)e−kqβL

)( ∞∑
k′=0

(k′ + 1)e−(k′+1/2)qβR

)

−
∑
q

e−βLq/2

q

( ∞∑
k=1

ke−kqβL

)( ∞∑
k′=1

k′e−(k′+1/2)qβR

)
.

(D.3)

Now we will use the following identity

e−(k′+1/2)qβR =
1

2πi

∫ 3+i∞

3−i∞
ds

Γ(s)

βsR

1

qs
(k′ + 1/2)−s , Re

(
qβR(k

′ + 1/2)
)
> 0 , (D.4)

to replace the exponential factors appearing in the sums of (D.3). To proceed, let us define

w1(s) :=
∑
q

1

qs+1

e−qβL/2

(1− e−qβL)2

w2(s) :=
∑
q

1

qs+1

e−3qβL/2

(1− e−qβL)2

D1(s) :=
∞∑
k′=0

k′ + 1

(k′ + 1/2)s
=

1

2
((2s − 2) ζ(s− 1) + (2s − 1) ζ(s))

D2(s) :=
∞∑
k′=1

k′

(k′ + 1/2)s
=

1

2
((2s − 2) ζ(s− 1)− (2s − 1) ζ(s))

(D.5)

We plug the identity (D.4), coming from Mellin transformation, back in the sum (D.3),

exchange the sum over k′, q and the integral over s (the exchange is allowed since the sum

defining Di(s) is absolutely convergent), and do the sum over k′, q to obtain

lnZ =
1

2πi

∫ 3+i∞

3−i∞
ds w1(s)Γ(s)D1(s)β

−s
R − 1

2πi

∫ 3+i∞

3−i∞
ds w2(s)Γ(s)D2(s)β

−s
R (D.6)

Now β−sR Di(s)wi(s) has first order poles at s = 2, s = 1 and s = 0. We use the methods

which were used to prove the Meinardus theorem, as explained in the chapter 6 of [62] and

[63], to deduce (basically we shift the vertical contour to the left to a vertical line given

by −1 < Re(s) < 0. We note that once we move the contour to −1 < Re(s) < 0, β−sR is

not a divergent piece on this contour. This helps tame the integral and show that it is
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subdominant, see (D.8) and (D.9) below. While shifting the contour, the contribution at

Im(s) = ±∞ can be dropped owing to the presence of Γ(s) factor. However, when we shift

the contour, we do encounter poles and they contribute to the integral.)

lnZ ∼ w1(2)Γ(2)

β2R
+
w1(1)Γ(1)

2βR
+ w1(0)D1(0)−

w2(2)Γ(2)

β2R
+
w2(1)Γ(1)

2βR
− w2(0)D2(0)

∼ 1

β2(1− ω)2

∑
q

1

q3
e−

qβL
2 (1− e−qβL)

(1− e−qβL)2
+

1

2β(1− ω)

∑
q

1

q2
e−

qβL
2 (1 + e−qβL)

(1− e−qβL)2

+
1

24

∑
q

1

q

e−
qβL
2 (1− e−qβL)

(1− e−qβL)2
.

(D.7)

The error term can be estimated by bounding the following integral(∫ −C+i∞

−C−i∞
ds
∑
i

∣∣∣∣ 1

2πi
wi(s)Γ(s)Di(s)β

−s
R

∣∣∣∣
)
, 0 < C < 1 . (D.8)

Now we use the estimates

Γ(s) = O
(
e−

π
2
|Im(s)||Im(s)|C1

)
, wi(s) = O

(
|Im(s)|Ki

)
, Di(s) = O

(
|Im(s)|Ri

)
(D.9)

for some C1,Ki, Ri > 0 to show that the above integral is O(βCR ) and goes to 0 as βR → 0.

E Details of the instanton path integral

In this appendix we present several details relating to the worldline instantons discussed in

§5.2.

E.1 The space of solutions from the viewpoint of SU(2)R

When ω1 = ω2 = ω, the Weyl rescaled base metric (5.11) can be written in terms of the

right invariant one forms

ds2 =
1

(1− ω2)2
[
(σ21 + σ22)(1− w2) + σ23

]
(E.1)

where

σ1 =
1

2
(sin(ϕ)d(2θ)− cos(ϕ) sin(2θ)dψ)

σ2 =
1

2
(cos(ϕ)d(2θ) + sin(ϕ) sin(2θ)dψ)

σ3 =
1

2
(dϕ− cos(2θ)dψ)

(E.2)

and

ϕ = ϕ1 + ϕ2, ψ = ϕ1 − ϕ2 (E.3)
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(see (5.29)). The gauge field in (5.11) turns out to be proportional to σ3,

a = −
(

ω

1− ω2

)
σ3 (E.4)

and its field strength is

f = −
(

ω

1− ω2

)
σ1 ∧ σ2 (E.5)

It follows, therefore, that (E.4) and (E.5) are SU(2)R times U(1)L invariant.

The Killing vectors that generate SU(2)L are the right invariant vector fields45 46

R1 = −2 cosϕ

tan 2θ
∂ϕ + sinϕ∂θ −

2 cosϕ

sin 2θ
∂ψ

R2 =
2 sinϕ

tan 2θ
∂ϕ + cosϕ∂θ +

2 sinϕ

sin 2θ
∂ψ

R3 = 2∂ϕ

(E.7)

These right invariant vector fields are dual to right invariant one forms (E.2), in the sense

that σiR(Rj) = δij , where () represents contraction.

On the other hand, the Killing vectors that generate SU(2)R are the left invariant

vector fields and are given by

L1 = sinψ∂θ +
2 cosψ

sin 2θ
∂ϕ +

2 cosψ

tan 2θ
∂ψ

L2 = cosψ∂θ −
2 sinψ

sin 2θ
∂ϕ −

2 sinψ

tan 2θ
∂ψ

L3 = 2∂ψ

(E.8)

These Killing vectors are dual to the left invariant oneforms

σL1 =
1

2
(sinψd(2θ) + cosψ sin 2θdϕ)

σL2 =
1

2
(− cosψd(2θ) + sinψ sin 2θdϕ)

σL3 =
1

2
(dψ − cos 2θdϕ)

(E.9)

(once again this duality means that σiL(Lj) = δij).

As the base metric and gauge field in (5.11) are both written entirely in terms of right

invariant oneforms, it follows that coordinate transformations that eq. (E.8) generate are

symmetries (and thus conserved charges) of our particle motion. The z component of

SU(2)L is also a symmetry. The Killing vector for this symmetry simply generates a shift

of ϕ.

45These vector fields induce the following coordinate changes:

δϕ1 = −2 cosϕ

tan 2θ
, δθ1 = sinϕ, δψ1 = −2 cosϕ

sin 2θ

δϕ2 =
2 sinϕ

tan 2θ
, δθ2 = cosϕ, δψ2 =

2 sinϕ

sin 2θ

δϕ3 = 2, δθ3 = 0, δψ3 = 0

(E.6)

46These vector fields are right invariant simply because SU(2)R and SU(2)L commute.
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E.2 Noether charges

In this subsection we present the expressions for the Noether charges corresponding to the

preserved symmetries described in the previous subsection. Consider the worldline action

(5.28). We use the coordinate τ to parameterize positions on this worldline (the precise

choice of τ will not matter as all our formulae below will be invariant under monotonic

coordinate redefinitions of τ). Let pµ be the canonical momenta for the action (5.28). In

equations

pθ =
γ mn θ̇

L0
,

pϕ =
γ3mn

(
ϕ̇− ψ̇ cos(2θ)

)
4L0

+
γ2nπω

β

pψ = γmn

(
− ω2

4(1− ω2)

(ϕ̇− ψ̇ cos 2θ) cos 2θ

L0
+

ψ̇ − ϕ̇ cos 2θ

4L0

)
− πnωγ2

β
cos 2θ.

(E.10)

where

L0 =

[
θ̇2 +

w2

4(1− w2)

(
ϕ̇− ψ̇ cos 2θ

)2
+

1

4

(
ϕ̇2 + ψ̇2 − 2ϕ̇ψ̇ cos 2θ

)] 1
2

γ =
1√

1− ω2

(E.11)

The Noether charge corresponding to any target space Killing vector Kµ∂µ is given by

Q = Lµpµ. The conserved charge corresponding to the SU(2)R and U(1)L Killing vectors

are given by plugging (E.8) and the third of (E.7) into this formula and we find

QxR = pθ sinψ +
2 cosψ

sin 2θ
pϕ +

2 cosψ cos 2θ

sin 2θ
pψ, (E.12)

QyR = pθ cosψ − 2 sinψ

sin 2θ
pϕ −

2 sinψ cos 2θ

sin 2θ
pψ, (E.13)

QzR = 2 pψ, (E.14)

QzL = 2pϕ (E.15)

E.3 Solutions with QxR = QyR = 0

In this subsection, we find all solutions with

QxR = QyR = 0 (E.16)

From (E.12) and (E.13), we can immediately see that, both the charges QxR and QyR can

vanish if and only if when

pθ = 0 and pϕ + cos 2θpψ = 0 (E.17)

It follows immediately from first condition in (E.17) (see (E.10)) that

θ̇ = 0. (E.18)
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In order to undestand the implications of the second equation in (E.17), we plug the

expressions of pϕ and pψ from the second and the third equations of (E.10) and square the

second condition in (E.17). We find

sin4(2θ)
(
1− ψ̇2

ϕ̇2
ω2
)

16 (1− ω2)
= 0 (E.19)

It follows, therefore that the second condition in (E.17) is satisfied if

Either sin 2θ = 0, or
ψ̇

ϕ̇
=

1

ω
(E.20)

The charges QzR and QzL on the second of the above mentioned geodesic configurations are

given by

QzR =
mn

(
(1− ω2 sin2 2θ)− ω cos(2θ)

)
(1− ω2) (1− ω cos(2θ))

− 2
γ2nπω cos 2θ

β

QzL =
mn (ω − cos(2θ))

(1− ω2) (1− ω cos(2θ))
+ 2

γ2nπω

β

(E.21)

We can see easily that when θ = 0, the Casimir of SU(2)R reduces to the one given in (5.34).

E.4 Quadratic fluctuations about the special solutions

As we have mentioned in the main text, the SU(2)R orbit of the special solutions at θ = 0

(and θ = π
2 ) are solutions with θ = θ0 and ψ both constant. That these configurations are

solutions may also be verified by expanding the worldline action around these configurations.

Our action takes the form

SE =
2π|n|

β
√
(1− ω2)

∫ (
dθ2 +

w2

1− w2
(dϕ1 sin

2 θ + dϕ2 cos
2 θ)2 + dϕ21 sin

2 θ + dϕ22 cos
2 θ

) 1
2

+
2πωn

β(1− ω2)

∫ (
sin2 θdϕ1 + cos2 θdϕ2

)
.

(E.22)

Rewriting in terms of ϕ and ψ, and expanding to quadratic order in the small parameters

δθ and δψ, we find

SE =
π|n|

β(1 + ω)

(∫
dϕ−

∫
dϕ(cos 2θ0 − 2δθ sin 2θ0)

dδψ

dϕ

)
+

2πn

β

[∫
dϕ

(
dδθ

dϕ

)2

+
1

4

∫
dϕ
(
sin2 2θ0 + 2δθ sin 4θ0

)(dδψ
dϕ

)2
] (E.23)

(we have assumed that ω > 0 and n < 0).

The integral over ϕ gives 4π. The integral
∫
dψ is zero (while ψ can wind, it cannot

do so while always remaining small). The last term on the last line of (E.23) is cubic in

fluctuations, so we ignore it. It follows that (E.23) can be simplified to

SE − 4π2|n|
β(1 + ω)

=
2π|n|
β

∫
dϕ

((
δθ′
)2

+
sin2 2θ0

4

(
δψ′)2 − sin 2θ0

1 + ω
δθδψ′

)
(E.24)
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where ′ means derivative w.r.t. ϕ. Since, ϕ is periodic with a period of 4π, in momentum

space, we have

δθ(ϕ) =
∑
p

e
ipϕ
2 δθp (E.25)

δψ(ϕ) =
∑
p

e
ipϕ
2 δψp (E.26)

where p ∈ Z.

we find that the fluctuation part of the action takes the form

2πn

β

(
δθ−p sin 2θ0δψ−p

)( p2

4 − ip
4(1+ω)

ip
4(1+ω)

p2

16

)(
δθp

sin 2θ0δψp

)
(E.27)

The eigenvalues of this matrix are

1

32
p

(
5p−

√
9p2(ω + 1)2 + 64

ω + 1

)
,

1

32
p

(
5p+

√
9p2(ω + 1)2 + 64

ω + 1

)
(E.28)

In the limit ω → 1 they simplify to

1

32
p
(
5p−

√
9p2 + 16

)
,

1

32
p
(√

9p2 + 16 + 5p
)

(E.29)

These eigenvalues both clearly vanish at p = 0. As explained in the main text, these zero

eigenvalues move us on the two dimensional manifold of solutions θ, ψ both constant.

Both the eigenvalues in (E.29) are positive for p ⩾ 2. When p = 1, the second eigenvalue

in (E.29) continues to be positive, but the first eigenvalue vanishes. This vanishing is an

artifact of sitting at ω = 1. Expanding around ω = 1 and working to first order in the

expansion, we find that the first of (E.28) at p = 1 reduces to

− 1

20
(1− ω) (E.30)

Note that this eigenvalue is small and tachyonic. The eigenvalue becomes further negative

as ω is further reduced, taking it minimum value at ω = 0

Note that the eigenvalues are non-negative for every allowed value of p.

For ω = 0 the eigenvalues are

1

32
p
(
5p−

√
9p2 + 64

)
,
1

32
p
(√

9p2 + 64 + 5p
)

(E.31)

F Details of the black hole phase

F.1 Units, Newton constant and conventions

Recall that the low energy effective action of IIB theory in flat 10 dimensional space is

1

(2π)7(α′)4g2s

∫ √
−g
(
e−2ϕR+ . . .

)
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we see that

16πG10 = (2π)7(α′)4g2s , i.e. G10 =
(2π)6(α′)4g2s

8
(F.1)

The radius of AdS5 × S5 equals

R2
AdS = α′√4πgN (F.2)

Through this paper, we work in units in which RAds is set to unity. In these units, effectively,

1√
α′

= (4πgN)
1
4 (F.3)

and IIB action takes the form

N2

8π5

∫
d10x

√
−g
(
e−2ϕR . . .

)
(F.4)

and

G10 =
π4

2N2
(F.5)

Using the relation S5 = π3, and dimensionally reducing, we find that the 5d action

takes the form

N2

8π2

∫
d5x

√
−g
(
e−2ϕR . . .

)
(F.6)

while the 5 dimensional Newton constant is given by

G5 =
G10

Ω5
=

π

2N2
(F.7)

Working in the same units, the effective ‘Hagedorn temperature’ equals

TH =
1

2π
√
2α′

=
(4π)

1
4

2π
√
2
λ

1
4 =

λ
1
4

2π
3
4

(F.8)

(see e.g. [88]); in going from the first to the second expression in (F.8), we have used (F.3).
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F.2 Exact thermodynamical formulae for the Kerr AdS5 black hole

The energy, angular momenta and angular speeds of 5 dimensional Kerr AdS5 black hole

are given (in field theory units) by [78]

E

G5
=
mπ(2Ξa + 2Ξb − ΞaΞb)

4Ξ2
aΞ

2
b

Ja
G5

=
2πam

4Ξ2
aΞb

Jb
G5

=
2πbm

4ΞaΞ2
b

τ

G5
=

πm
(
2Ξa(1− b) + 2Ξb(1− a)− ΞaΞb

4Ξ2
a Ξ

2
b

ωa =
a(r2+ + 1)

(r2+ + a2)

ωb =
b(r2+ + 1)

(r2+ + b2)

m =
(r2+ + a2)(r2+ + b2)(r2+ + 1)

2r2+

S

G5
=
π2(r2+ + a2)(r2+ + b2)

2ΞaΞbr+

T =
r+
2π

(1 + r2+)

(
1

r2+ + a2
+

1

r2+ + b2

)
− 1

2πr+

lnZ

G5
=
S − βE + βωiJ

i

G5

=
π2
(
a2 + r2+

) (
b2 + r2+

)
4Ξ2

a Ξ
2
b

(
r5+ (a2 + b2 + 1)− a2b2r+ + 2r7+

)
×

[
2
(
b2 − 1

) (
r2+ + 1

)
r2+Ξa

(
a2 + r2+

)
+ 2

(
a2 − 1

) (
r2+ + 1

)
r2+Ξb

(
b2 + r2+

)
+ ΞaΞb

(
3r4+

(
a2 + b2 + 1

)
+ r2+

(
a2
(
b2 + 1

)
+ b2

)
− a2b2 + 5r6+

)]
Ξa = 1− a2

Ξb = 1− b2

(F.9)

where G5 =
π

2N2 (see (F.7)) and m, a and b are 3 parameters that parameterize the black

hole family, and r+, in (F.9), is determined in terms of a, b and m, by the equation(
r2+ + a2

) (
r2+ + b2

) (
r2+ + 1

)
− 2mr2+ = 0 (F.10)

F.3 Equivalance of the microcanonical and canonical formulae in the black

hole phase

In §6.2.1, we demonstrated that the entropy as a function of the scaled twist τs (recall

τs =
τ

(N2JaJb)
1
3
), in the black hole phase, is given in the first of (6.7) (with r+ given as a
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function of τs by the second of (6.7). In other words we demonstrated that in this phase

SBH

(N2JaJb)
1
3

= Extr+,λ1

2 2
3πr

1/3
+ − λ1

τs − (r2+ + 1
)

2
4
3 r

2
3
+

 (F.11)

where the extremization over the Lagrange multiplier λ1 enforces the relationship between

ζ and r+.

In §6.2.2, on the other hand, we also demonstrated that the function h(β) that appears

in the thermal partition function for the black hole phase, is given by (6.14), where r+ is

given as a function of β by the third of (6.13). In other words we demonstrated that

β2hBH(β)

N2
= Extr+,λ2

[π3r+ (r2+ − 1
)
3

2
(
2r2+ − 1

)
3

− λ2

(
β − 2πr+

2r2+ − 1

)]
(F.12)

where the extremization over λ2 enforces the relationship between β and r+.

In this brief subsection we will verify that (F.11) and (F.12) are indeed related via

(3.56). In other words we demonstrate that

Extr+,λ1

2 2
3πr

1/3
+ − λ1

τs − (r2+ + 1
)

2
4
3 r

2
3
+


= Extβ,r+,λ2

(
βτs + 3

[π3r+ (r2+ − 1
)3

2
(
2r2+ − 1

)3 − λ2

(
β − 2πr+

2r2+ − 1

)] 1
3

) (F.13)

Our demonstration proceeds as follows. We start with the RHS of (F.13), and perform

the extremization w.r.t. β. This sets λ2 = τs (so we have also effectively performed the

extremization over λ2) and the RHS of (F.13) reduces to

Extr+

(
τs

(
2πr+

2r2+ − 1

)
+ 3
[π3r+ (r2+ − 1

)3
2
(
2r2+ − 1

)3 ] 1
3

)
(F.14)

The extremization over r+ now gives

τs =

(
r2+ + 1

)
2

4
3 r

2
3
+

(F.15)

which we recognize as the condition for the vanishing of the term proportional to λ1 in

(F.13). Plugging (F.15) into (F.14), simplifies the quantity (F.14)

2
1
3π

4
3 r

1/3
+ (F.16)

where r+ should be viewed as the function of τs (obtained by solving (F.15). However the

LHS of (F.13) is precisely the same quantity, namely (F.16), with r+ given as a function of

τs by (F.15) (on the LHS of (F.13), (F.15) follows by varying w.r.t. λ1). We conclude that

the LHS and RHS are indeed equal as expected.
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F.4 Extremal Kerr AdS5 black holes in the scaling limit

It follows from (6.13) that our scaled black holes become extremal at r2+ = 1
2 . Plugging this

value into (6.6), (6.7), yields

τ

N2
≈ 27

64(δa)(δb)

Ja
N2

≈ 27

64(δb)(δa2)

Jb
N2

≈ 27

64(δa)(δb2)

S ≈ 9π

8
√
2(δa)(δb)

Note, in particular, that at extremality,

S

(N2JaJb)
1
3

=
√
2π

τ

(N2JaJb)
1
3

=
3

4

(F.17)

F.5 Thermodynamics of small rotating black holes in AdS5 × S5

In this subsection – which is only tangentially connected to the main flow of this paper –

we note that the entropy of very small black holes in AdS5 × S5 (i.e. black holes that are

much smaller than the radius of AdS and so are well approximated by black holes in flat

space) also take a scaling form.

Consider a black hole in a flat D dimensional spacetime. If we increase all lengths (and

times) by a factor of ζ, the energy, entropy and angular momentum of a black hole solution

(in D dimensional flat space) scale, respectively, like, ζD−3, ζD−2 and ζD−2 (other U(1)

charges scale in the same way as the energy- reflecting the fact that both the Newton and

Coulomb law scale like 1
rD−3 ).

Small black holes in AdS5 × S5 – with radius of event horizon ≪ RAdS behave like

black holes in flat space. Setting D = 10 in the estimates above, we conclude that the

entropy of a rotating black hole of this nature must take the form

S =
π

12
7 E

8
7

2 (N2Ω8)
1
7

× f

(
Ji(N

2Ω8)
1
7

E8/7

)
(F.18)

(F.18) for some function f (whose explicit form is easily determined from the exact analytic

solutions of these black holes, but this exact form will not concern us here). The scaling

form (F.18) has some similarities with (2.16). The main difference is in the value of the

powers, and also that fact that the scaling function (F.18) involves the energy E rather

than the twist τ .

Of course, the fact that the scaling form (and powers) in (F.18) differ from the semi-

universal prediction is perfectly ok. Small black holes only dominate the ensemble for
Ji
N2 ≪ 1, and so are never relevant for the large J study performed in most of this paper.
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F.6 Black hole stress tensor in the ωi → 1 limit

The boundary stress-tensor of Kerr-AdS5 black hole are given by [1] :

T tt =
m

8πG5
(4γ60 − γ40)

T ϕ1ϕ1 =
m

8πG5
γ40

(
4γ20a

2 +
1

sin2(θ)

)
T ϕ2ϕ2 =

m

8πG5
γ40

(
4γ20b

2 +
1

cos2(θ)

)
T tϕ1 =

4m

8πG5
aγ60 , T tϕ2 =

4m

8πG5
bγ60

T ϕ1ϕ2 =
4m

8πG5
abγ60 , T θθ =

m

8πG5
γ40 ,

(F.19)

where γ−2
0 = 1− a2 sin2 θ − b2 cos2 θ and G5 = π/2N2.

In the leading order in , a→ 1, and b→ 1,

m =
(r2+ + 1)3

2r2+
(F.20)

γ−2
0 = 2

(
δa sin2 θ + δb cos2 θ

)
= 2

r2+ + 1

r2+ − 1

(
δωa sin

2 θ + δωb cos
2 θ
)

(F.21)

=
r2+ + 1

r2+ − 1
γ−2 (F.22)

Here we have defined

γ−2 =
(
1− ω2

a sin
2 θ − ω2

b cos
2 θ
)
≈ 2

(
δωa sin

2 θ + δωb cos
2 θ
)

(F.23)

In the last line of (F.22), we have used the relation of δai with δωi given in the first two

equations of (6.13).

From the equation of (F.22), it is clear that, for r+ ≫ 1, γ0 ≈ γ. The components of

the stress tensors in the leading order of δωi → 1 are given by

T tt = T ϕ1ϕ1 = T ϕ2ϕ2 = T tϕ1 = T tϕ2 = T ϕ1ϕ2 =
N2(r2+ − 1)3

2π2r2+
γ(θ)6,

T θθ =
N2(r2+ + 1)(r2+ − 1)2

32π2r2+
γ(θ)4.

(F.24)

From the components of the stress tensor, we can write in the leading order

Tµν =
N2(r2+ − 1)3

2π2r2+
γ(θ)6

=
2ThBH(r+)

π2
(4uµuν)

(F.25)
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where hBH(r+) and T in the limit ωi → 1, are given in (6.13). We can impose the

tracelessness of the stress tensor by adding a subleading term proportional to gµν .

Tµν =
2ThBH(r+)

π2
(4uµuν + gµν) (F.26)

The above form of the stress tensor in (F.26) provides a test for the conjectured stress

tensor in (3.65).

G Estimating collision type interactions in the bulk gas

It was explained in [7], that the effective bulk stress tensor of the the gravitational gas at

high angular momenta but at temperatures of order unity extends up to r ∼ 1

(ν1ν2)
1
4
(where

r is usual radial coordinate of AdS5). The bulk stress tensor is a nontrivial function of the

angular coordinate θ on S3, and varies over angular scales of order unity, and therefore over

proper scales of order 1

(ν1ν2)
1
4
.

Interaction involving in this gas are of two sorts

• Coulomb type interaction effects (involving the exchange of virtual gravitons) sourced

by the average value of the gravitational stress tensor (and other charges) of the bulk

gas -which is, itself, assumed to be free on the much shorter length scales of order the

AdS radius. These interactions are characterized by length scale

(
1

(ν1ν2)
1
4

) 1
4

. These

effect of such interactions was estimated §6.3.2 (we expect them to of order γ2

N2 , see

e.g. (6.22).)

• Collision type interactions between individual gravitons. These interactions occur at

much smaller length scales than their Coulombic counterparts. Very roughly, these

interactions renormalize the intrinsic (short distance) properties (like the equation of

state and other intrinsic properties) of the bulk gas (whose stress tensor mediates the

‘Coulombic interactions’ of the previous item.

In this Appendix we estimate the conditions under which the second kind of (collision

type) interactions can be ignored, so that the bulk gas can (locally) be thought of as free.

Consider a gas revolving in AdS5 space at angular velocities ω1 and ω2, so that

uµ∂µ = Γ (∂t + ω1∂ϕ1 + ω2∂ϕ2) where Γ is ‘the bulk special relativity factor of the fluid

velocity’ whose value we now determine. At large r, the metric of AdS5 space reduces to

ds2 = −(1 + r2)dt2 +
dr2

r2
+ r2dΩ2

3 (G.1)

Γ is chosen to ensure that u2 = −1; a short computation yields

Γ =
1√

1 + 2x2

x =
r√
2γ

(G.2)
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As was explained in [7], the typical value of the radial coordinate for the bulk gas is r ∼ γ,

at which values, x ∼ O(1). Consequently, the value of the special relativistic Γ for our bulk

gas is typically of order unity.

The effect of collisions on the bulk gas is most conveniently analysed in the gas rest

frame. The local rest frame temperature of this gas is the inverse of the proper length of

the time circle identification in Euclidean circle, a quantity that can easily be verified to be
1
TΓ where T is the global temperature of our solution (i.e. the temperature that appears in

(2.4)). As the S matrix between two gravitons is of order 1/N2, it follows that 5 dimensional

bulk collision cross section between two gravitons is of order

σ ∼ 1

N4(TΓ)3
(G.3)

(where we have used the fact that the collision cross section is proportional to the square of

an S matrix, and have fixed the powers of TΓ by dimensional analysis, assuming that the

local value of the temperature is the only relevant scale in the problem).

The mean free path lmfp of two bulk gravitons can now be estimated as 47

lmfp ∼
N4

TΓ
(G.4)

The bulk gas is an effectively weakly coupled fluid fluid when its mean free path is

larger than the largest length scale of variation that appears in the ‘fluid stress tensor’,

which happens to be γ in the case of interest. Consequently, collision effects in our gas are

negligible when

lmfp ≫ γ, i.e. Tγ ≪ N4 (G.5)

(where we have dropped the Γ dependence in this estimate, using that Γ is of order unity).

When temperatures are of order unity (as is always the case for the bulk gas when

it dominates the ensemble), γ ∼ 1

(ν1ν2)
1
4
∼ (J1J2)

1
12 (see (6.21)), and (G.5) turns into the

condition √
J1J2 ≪ N24, (G.6)

a condition that is comfortably obeyed when (6.24) holds. 48

H The 10d gas at high temperatures

H.1 The bulk gas at intermediate temperatures

In §6.3 we have studied the thermodynamics of the bulk gas at angular momenta that are

large, but not so large that they violate (6.24) (so that the gas is effectively non-interacting),

47This estimate can be performed using the formula ρlmfp = σ, and the dimensional estimate ρ ∼ (TΓ)4,

where ρ is the number density of gravitons.
48The interested reader can easily generalize (G.6) to the case in which the bulk gas has a temperature

much larger than unity (in this case the RHS of (G.6) is dressed by an appropriate power of the scaled twist

(recall that the scaled twist is of order unity when the temperature is of order unity, as we have assumed

through this Appendix).
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and at temperatures such that T ≪ λ
1
4 (so that stringy oscillator states are effectively

unexcited). In this subsection we specialize the study of the bulk gas (in the same range of

angular momenta) to temperatures in the range49

1 ≪ T ≪ λ
1
4 (H.1)

As the bulk gas phase is dominant only at temperatures less than 1
2π , the high temper-

ature gas studied in subsection never appears as a dominant phase in the phase diagram

described in §6. In this Appendix we nonetheless present formulae that characterize this

high temperature gas, for the following two reasons

• While the gas never dominates the thermal ensemble at these temperatures, it may

turn out to be metastable, and so appear as a long lived transitory state in some

dynamical processes of physical interest.

• While the function hYM (β), which computes gas thermodynamics in the large J limit,

is complicated at finite temperatures, it greatly simplifies (to a power law) at large

temperatures.

In limit T ≫ 1, the function hYM (β) takes a power law form, proportional to 1
β9 , as

is appropriate for a massless 10 dimensional gas. The precise coefficient of this scaling is

given in Eq. 4.11 and Eq. 4.13 of [7]. 50 Using the value of this coefficient, we find that,

(6.21) simplifies to

J1 ≈
(

73π10

106920

)
T 10

(1− ω1)2(1− ω2)

J2 ≈
(

73π10

106920

)
T 10

(1− ω2)2(1− ω1)

τ ≈ 73π10

9720

T 10

(1− ω1)(1− ω2)

(H.2)

It follows from (H.2) that in this limit

T ∼

(
τ

(J1J2)
1
3

) 3
10

(H.3)

49As we have emphasized in (H.1), the temperature T is far from the largest parameter in the problem in

the regime in which we perform our analysis. Our analysis through this subsection is performed in a regime

in which T is much less than λ
1
4 which, in turn is much less than both any positive power of N as well as

any positive power of
√
J1J2.

50Note that this scaling differs from the the 1
β3 that (3.44) predicts for the high temperature limit of

h(β) in a 3+1 dimensional field theory. This is far from surprising; the prediction (3.44) applies to the

high temperature limit of the phase that is dominant at these temperatures, i.e. to the black hole phase,

and does hold in that phase at temperatures T ≫ 1 (see (6.16)). (3.44) makes no predictions for the high

energy scaling of h(β) in subdominant phases (also the 1/β9 scaling for the supergravity gas only applies at

intermediate – and not arbitrarily high – temperatures, see (H.1).
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Plugging (H.3) into (H.1), (and taking the (10/3)th power of that equation), we conclude

that the formulae of this subsection apply only when the scaled twist obeys

1 ≪ τ

(J1J2)
1
3

≪ λ
5
6 (H.4)

We see that the supergravity gas starts behaving like an extensive 10d gas in a box once

the scaled twist is much larger than unity, and that stringy oscillator states are negligibly

excited provided the scaled twist much smaller than λ
5
6

It also follows from (H.2), that in the same limit,

1− ωi ∼
τ

Ji
(H.5)

Consequently, 1− ωi is small (so the semi-universal form holds) provided

Ji ≫ τ (H.6)

We conclude that

When τ ≲ J
2
3 Gas semi universal if Ji ≫ 1 (H.7)

(3.59), it is not difficult to show that the entropy as a function of twist and angular momenta

takes the simple explicit form

S(τ, J1, J2) =

((
2
7

)7/10
59/10(7311)

1
10π

√
3

)
(J1J2)

1
3

(
τ

(J1J2)
1
3

) 7
10

(H.8)

in the same limit.

The twist of a typical graviton is always of order T , while Ji for a typical graviton is of

order T
(1−ωi)

. In the high temperature limit, T ≫ 1, a typical graviton thus has twist of

order
(

τ3

J1J2

) 1
10
, and has ith angular momentum of order

ji ∼

(
τ3

J1J2

) 1
10

(1− ωi)
∼ Ji

(
1

τ7J1J2

) 1
10

.

By dividing the total twist by the number of gravitons (or dividing the total Ji by the ji
carried by each graviton), we conclude that the average number of gravitons is of order

τ
7
10 (J1J2)

1
10 .

We have explained above that the partition function and entropy of the gas above takes

the semi-universal form (3.43) and (3.59) provided 1−ωi ≪ 1, i.e. provided τ ≪ Ji. We have

also explained that string oscillator states can be only be ignored provided τ3 ≪ J2λ
5
2 , i.e.

τ ≪ λ
5
6J

2
3 . At this upper bound of τ , we have τ

J = λ
5
6

J
1
3
. It follows that the semi-universality

condition holds all the way up to this τ (i.e. holds whenever the twist is small enough so

that string oscillators can be ignored) provided that

J ≫ λ
5
2 (H.9)
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I The fluid stress tensor in the large γ limit

In §3 we have demonstrated that, in the symmetric large γ (i.e. ωi → 1) limit, the partition

function lnZ of every four dimensional CFT takes the form

lnZ =
4h(β)

(2π2)

∫
S3

γ4(θ) =
4h(β)

(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)
(I.1)

As we have explained in the discussion section, we are also tempted to conjecture that in

this limit the field theory stress tensor always takes the universal form

Tµν =
h(T )T

2π2
γ4(θ) (4uµuν + gµν) , (I.2)

where gµν is the metric on S3× time, and uµ is the velocity vector (3.20).

If the conjecture (I.1) is indeed valid, we should, in particular, be able to demonstrate

that (I.1) holds at every order in the β expansion (2.2). While we think it may well be

possible to find a relatively simple proof of this order by order claim (along the lines of the

similar but simpler argument we presented for the partition function density in §3), in this

Appendix we do not attempt to construct such an all orders proof, but content ourselves

with explicitly verifying that our conjecture does indeed hold at leading and first subleading

order in β.

I.1 Structure of the stress tensor from the effective action

The stress-energy tensor in a quantum field theory is defined as the response of the partition

function to variations in the background metric. Formally, this relation is given by:

δ lnZ =

∫
dp+1x

√
−gp+1

(
−1

2
Tµνδg

µν

)
, (I.3)

In (I.3), we see that the left-hand side is a scalar quantity; now the right-hand side, although

written in a Lorentzian coordinate, can be written in any coordinates as it is an invariant

scalar. In our case, we can use our analytically continued metric reported in section-2, in

the coordinate τ, θ, ϕ1, ϕ2. In this coordinate, we have to change all the relevant velocity

vector etc., uµ∂µ = iγ(θ)∂τ .

In the context of finite-temperature field theory, the Euclidean time coordinate is

compactified on a circle of circumference β = 1/T , where T is the temperature. For

stationary backgrounds, all metric components are independent of the Euclidean time

coordinate. This allows us to integrate out the time direction:

δ lnZ =
1

T

∫
dpx

√
gp+1

(
−1

2
Tµνδg

µν

)
. (I.4)

From this expression, the stress-energy tensor can be obtained as the functional derivative

of the partition function with respect to the metric:

Tµν = − 2T
√
gp+1

δ lnZ

δgµν
. (I.5)
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As our thermal effective partition function is written as a functional of (see eq. 2.15 of

[2])

lnZ =W (eσ, ai, g
ij , T ) (I.6)

To compute the variation of the partition function with respect to the inverse metric,

we compute the inverse metric of

gµν =

(
e2σ ie2σaj
ie2σai gij − e2σaiaj

)
(I.7)

The inverse metric is obtained as,

gµν =

(
e−2σ − a2 −iaj

−iaj gij

)
(I.8)

Above the index of the field ai is raised with respect to gij , and g
ij is the inverse metric.

Now, from (I.4), by explicitly expanding δgµν , in terms of term of the differential of

a, σ and gij and then taking the functional derivative of (I.4) w.r.t a, σ and gij , we obtain

the following expression of the components of the stress tensor (these formulae are the

analytic continuation to Euclidean space of the formulae 2.15 and 2.16 of [2])

T ij =
2T

√
gp+1

δW

δgij

T 0k = −i
(
Te−2σ

√
gp+1

δW

δak
+ T kjaj

)
T 00 =

Te−2σ

√
gp+1

δW

δσ
− 2iT 0iai + T ijaiaj

(I.9)

I.2 Explicit computation

I.2.1 Zeroth order

The thermal partition function at the zero derivative order is given by:

lnZ0 =

∫
d3x

√
g3
P (T (x))

T (x)
(I.10)

Using the expressions for the stress tensor from (I.9)51, we obtain:

T 0k = −iP (T (x))ak, T ij = P (T (x))gij , T 00 = −4P (T (x))e−2σ + P (T (x))
(
e−2σ − a.a

)
(I.13)

51

T 00 =
T e−2σ

√
g4

δW

δσ
− 2iT 0iai + T ijaiaj

=
T e−2σ

eσ
√
g3

(
P
√
g3

T e−σ
−

√
g3 T e−σ

T e−σ

∂P (T (x))

∂T (x)

)
− 2i (−iP (T (x))a.a) + P (T (x))a.a

= e−2σ

(
P (T (x))− T (x)

∂P (T (x))

∂T (x)

)
− P (T (x)) a.a (I.11)
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where the index of ak is raised with respect to the spatial metric gij , the inverse of gij .

aidx
i = −γ2(θ)

(
ω1 sin

2 θ dϕ1 + ω2 cos
2 θ dϕ2

)
(I.14)

In fully covariant form, the stress tensor is:

Tµν = P (T (x)) [4uµuν + gµν ] (I.15)

as anticipated in (I.2). Here uµ∂µ = iγ(θ)∂τ , where the indices µ, ν run from τ, θ, ϕ1 and

ϕ2. This is a covariant expression that we can easily use for the other coordinates as well,

namely for the case of the Lorentzian metric.

I.2.2 Stress tensor at second derivative order

To compute the stress tensor at second order, we vary the partition function with respect

to ai, σ, and gij :

W 1 = lnZ1 = −1

2

∫
d3x

√
g3

(
P1(σ)R+ T 2P2(σ) fijf

ij + P3(σ) (∂σ)
2
)
+ · · · ,

T (x) = Te−σ(x) .

(I.16)

Using (I.9), we obtain,

−T 0k = 2iT 0e−3σT 2
0P2

(
∇if

ik
)
− 2iT 0e−3σT 2P ′

2f
ki∇iσ(x)

− iT (x)aj

[
P1

(
Rkj − 1

2Rg
kj
)
+ T 2P2

(
2f jifki − 1

2f
2gkj

) ]
+ iT (x)aj

[
P1(−2∇jσ∇kσ + (∇σ)2gjk) + P ′

1(∇j∇kσ −∇i∇igjk)

+ P ′′
1 (∇jσ∇kσ − (∇σ)2gjk)

]
,

−T ij = T (x)
[
P1

(
−Rij + 1

2Rg
ij
)
+ T 2P2

(
−2f ikf jk +

1
2f

2gij
)

+ P1(−2∇jσ∇kσ + (∇σ)2gjk) + P ′
1(∇j∇kσ −∇i∇igjk)

+ P ′′
1 (∇jσ∇kσ − (∇σ)2gjk)

]
,

−T 00 = 1
2Te

−3σ
(
P ′
1R+ T 2P ′

2f
2 − 2P ′

1∇iσ∇iσ − 4P1∇i∇iσ
)
+ 2iT 0iai − T ijaiaj .

(I.17)

For conformal fluid, P (T (x)) ∝ T (x)4, therefore, T 00 can written as

T 00 = e−2σ (−3P (T (x)))− P (T (x))a.a

= −4P (T (x))e−2σ + P (T (x))(e−2σ − a.a) (I.12)
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Explicit components form

At leading order in γ, the following approximations are useful:

ajR
ij = 2γ2(θ) ai +O(γ(θ)),

∇if
ik = −4γ2(θ) ak +O(γ(θ)),

f jifki = 4γ4(θ) gjk +O(γ2(θ)),

f jifkiaiaj = 4γ′2(θ) γ2(θ).

(I.18)

With these, the explicit form of the stress tensor at leading order in γ becomes:

−T 0k ≈ i 3T 2γ4(e1 − 4e2) a
k − 4i(e1 − 4e2)T

2γ′γ3wk,

−T ij ≈ (e1 − 4e2)T
2γ4(θ) gij = −3(e1 − 4e2)T

2γ4(θ) gij + 4(e1 − 4e2)T
2γ4(θ) gij ,

−T 00 ≈ 4T 2γ6(e1 − 4e2) +O(γ4)

(I.19)

where, wk is defined in (3.24), and it’s index k is raised with metric gij .

In computing T 0k and T ij at leading order in γ, it is necessary to retain the σ(x)–

dependent terms in the thermal partition function. Unlike T 00, the components T 0k and

T ij are subleading in γ, so their leading contributions arise precisely from terms that would

otherwise be regarded as subleading in the partition function

Covariantization

Up to two derivative in the derivative expansion, the stress tensor components can be

organized as linear combinations of uµuν , gµν , and the vorticity tensor (ω2)µν , defined as

ωµν = PµρP νσ (∇ρuσ −∇σuρ) (I.20)

Where, Pµν is the projection tensor,

Pµν = gµν + uµuν (I.21)

Such that it projects every tensor orthogonal to the velocity vector uµ.

In the large–γ limit, the components of the quadratic vorticity tensor

(ω2)µν := ωµλ ω
λν

take the form

(ω2)
00 ≈ −4γ′(θ)2 ,

(ω2)
0k ≈ −4 i γ(θ) γ′(θ)wk ,

(ω2)
ij ≈ 4 γ2(θ) gij .

(I.22)

Using (I.8) and (I.22), the stress tensor can be written as

Tµν
γ→∞
= T 2 (e1 − 4e2) γ

4(θ)
(
4uµuν + 3gµν

)
− T 2 (e1 − 4e2) γ

2(θ)ωµλ ω
λν . (I.23)
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Weyl invariance: Tracelessness

Since we started from a Weyl-invariant Lagrangian, the stress tensor is expected to be

traceless order by order in the γ-expansion in each derivative order of the thermal partition

function. Indeed, at leading order, using

Tr(ω2) = 8γ2(θ) +O(1), uµuµ = −1, gλλ = 4 (I.24)

we confirm that the stress tensor is traceless.

I.3 Final expression of stress tensor from the partition function up to two

derivative order in the derivative expansion

At leading order in γ, the stress tensor obtained from the partition function in (3.4) reads

Tµν =
(
P (T (X)) + T 2 (e1 − 4e2) γ

4(θ) + . . .
)
(4uµuν)(

P (T (X)) + 3T 2 (e1 − 4e2) γ
4(θ) + . . .

)
gµν

−
(
T 2 (e1 − 4e2) + . . .

)
γ2(θ)ωµλ ω

λν + . . .

(I.25)

Which can also be written as,

Tµν =
(
P (T (X)) + T 2 (e1 − 4e2) γ

4(θ) + . . .
)
(4uµuν + gµν)

−
(
T 2 (e1 − 4e2) + . . .

)(
γ2(θ)ωµλ ω

λν − 2γ4(θ)gµν
)
+ . . .

(I.26)

This expression can also be written in terms of the function h(β) appearing in the

thermodynamic partition function in (2.13). Expressed in terms of h(T ), the stress tensor

takes the form

Tµν =
2T h(T ) γ4(θ)

π2
(
4uµuν + gµν

)
+ h1(T )

(
γ2(θ)ωµλ ω

λν − 2γ4(θ)gµν
)
+ . . . (I.27)

J Partition Function with the free/GFF approximation

J.1 General Representations

As explained in the introduction 2.10, within the GFF approximation (which we seemingly

expect from lightcone bootstrap) we simply multi particle over a collection of primaries and

their descendants of S̃O(2, d− 1).

Consider a primary, with scaling dimension ∆ and SU(2)× SU(2) spins (jL, jR). We

define the ‘primary twist partition function’, χ∆,jL,jR(β), of this representation as follows.

Define the ‘Verma module twist partition function’ associated with a primary of scaling

dimension ∆ and angular momentum quantum numbers (jL, jR) by χ
L
∆,jL,jR

(β)

χL
∆,jL,jR

(β) = TrPrimariese
−βτ = (2jR + 1)e−β(∆−2jL)

(
1− e−(2jL+1)(2β)

1− e−2β

)
(J.1)

(The trace in (J.1) is taken over all primary states)

– 116 –



If the representation question is long (i.e. has no null states), then we define χ∆,jL,jR(β)

to equal χL
∆,jL,jR

(β). If, on the other hand, the primary is short, then its null states

themselves lie in one or more irreducible conformal multiplets. These multiplets are,

themselves, always long. Let the quantum number of the primaries for these multiplets be

denoted by (∆i, jiL, j
i
R). In this case we define

χ∆,jL,jR(β) = χL∆,jL,jR(β)−
∑
i

χL∆i,jiL,j
i
R
(β) (J.2)

With all these definitions in place (and using the usual formulae of Bose and Fermi statistics),

the reader can easily verify that the partition function of our theory, in the ‘free lightcone

approximation’, is given (at leading order, in the limit that ωi → 1

lnZ =
∑
q

1

q

∑
α χ∆α,jαL ,j

α
R
(qβ)

(1− e−qβ(1−ω1))(1− e−qβ(1+ω1))(1− e−qβ(1−ω2))(1− e−qβ(1+ω2))

+
∑
q

(−1)q+1

q

∑
γ χ∆γ ,j

γ
L,j

γ
R
(qβ)

(1− e−qβ(1−ω1)(1− e−qβ(1+ω1))(1− e−qβ(1−ω2))(1− e−qβ(1+ω2))

(J.3)

where the summation over α in the first line of (J.3) runs over all bosonic primaries of

the theory, and the summation over γ in the second line of (J.3) runs over all fermionic

primaries of the theory, and the

As our formulae only apply at leading order in the limit of small 1− ω1 and 1− ω2,

(J.3) can be rewritten in the simpler form

lnZ =
1

(1− ω1)(1− ω2)

∑
q

1

q3

(∑
α χ∆α,jαL ,j

α
R
(qβ) + (−1)q+1

∑
γ χ∆γ ,j

γ
L,j

γ
R
(qβ)

)
β2(1− e−2qβ)2

(J.4)

We see that the toy model described above does, indeed, produce a partition function

of the form h(β)
(1−ω1)(1−ω2)

as we have predicted in (2.13), with

h(β) =
∑
q

1

q3

(∑
α χ∆α,jαL ,j

α
R
(qβ) + (−1)q+1

∑
γ χ∆γ ,j

γ
L,j

γ
R
(qβ)

)
β2(1− e−2qβ)2

(J.5)

As the functions χ∆,jL,jR(β) take the form e−β∆i times a polynomial in e−2β , (J.5) predicts

that the Taylor expansion of h(β) in the variable e−β has very specific integrality properties.

We note that the β → 0 limit of h(β) will generally depend on the cardinality of the

collection of basic fields, in particular, whether there are finite or infinite of them.

J.2 Exotic Free theories

In the previous subsection we have studied the multiparticling of states in a single repre-

sentation of the conformal algebra. Familiar free theories, like the 4d free scalar studied

earlier in section J.1, are examples of such partition functions with one provision: the single

particle states in such theories are chosen to be short (i.e. they saturate the unitarity bound

(2.7)) in such a way that the null states represent an equation of motion, cutting down the
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number of states in the representation. For example, this mechanism makes lnZ for the 4d

free scalar grow like T 3 (rather than T 4) at high temperatures.

The sphere partition function of several ‘exotic’ free theories was studied in [48]. These

theories have states with arbitrarily negative τ , and so violate the ANEC bounds of [40].

In this Appendix we investigate the sphere partition functions of two of these theories at

leading order in the high temperature and small νi limits. We demonstrate that while these

theories appear to have a completely vanilla small β expansion, the function h(β), which

characterizes the small νi expansion in these theories, diverges. This divergence is a direct

consequence of the existence of states with arbitrarily negative twist. We conclude that the

small νi limit, studied in this paper, is a more sensitive diagnostic of the ANEC-violating

sickness of these theories.

J.2.1 The chiral gravitino

Consider the ‘chiral gravitino’ partition function studied in [48], i.e. the partition function

obtained by multiparticling states in the representation (∆ = 5/2, JL = 3/2, JR = 0). Note

that this representation is short. Its null state has quantum numbers (∆ = 7/2, JL =

1, JR = 1/2). These null states themselves constitute a short representation, whose null

state has quantum numbers (∆ = 9/2, JL = 1/2, JR = 0). Consequently, the effective single

particle partition function is

Zsp =
[
x5/2

(
(z1z2)

3/2 + (z1z2)
1/2 + (z1z2)

−1/2 + (z1z2)
−3/2

)
− x7/2

(
(z1z2)

1 + 1 + (z1z2)
−1
) (

(z1/z2)
1/2 + (z1/z2)

−1/2
)

+ (x)9/2
(
(z1z2)

1/2 + (z1z2)
−1/2

) ]
× 1

(1− xz1)(1− x
z1
)(1− xz2)(1− x

z2
)

(J.6)

where z1 = eβω1 , z2 = eβω2 and x = e−β, and the first, second and third lines of (J.6)

capture, respectively, the primaries, the null state, and the null states of the null states.

Notice that the numerator has 6 positive terms and 6 negative terms. This reflects the

fact that the null states represent an equation of motion, and so ensure that our partition

is of order T 3 (rather than T 4) at large T . This may be seen more explicitly as follows.

Taylor expanding (J.6) in β and keeping the leading nontrivial term, we find

Zsp ≈
2

β3
(
1− ω2

1

) (
1− ω2

2

) (J.7)

Multiparticling the single-particle partition function, we get

lnZ ≈ 2

β3(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)

( ∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1

k4

)
(J.8)

Let us now turn to the small νi limit. If, as usual, we define νi = β(1−ωi) and take the

limit νi → 0. In the numerator, this amounts to setting z1 = z2 =
1
x . In the denominator,
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it amounts to setting z1 = z2 = 1
x in the second and fourth terms, but Taylor expanding in

the first two terms. We obtain

Zsp =
1

β2ν1ν2 x
1
2 (1− x2)

, (J.9)

where z1 = eβω1 , z2 = eβω2 and x = e−β. ‘Multiparticling’ the single particle partition

function in (J.9), we find52

lnZ =
1

β2ν1ν2

∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1

k3
1

x
k
2 (1− x2k)

(J.10)

The important point in (J.10) is the factor of 1
xk/2

= e
kβ
2 in the summand of (J.10). This

term is a direct reflection of the fact that our primary state carries τ = −1
2 . This term

causes the summation over k to diverge, leading to an ill-defined result for the function

h(β).

J.2.2 jL = 2

We can now perform a similar analysis for the ‘free theory’ whose single particle states

transform in the (∆ = 3, jL = 2, jR = 0) representation. Once again this representation has

null states: the primary for the null states transforms in (∆ = 4, jL = 3
2 , jR = 1

2). Once

again, the null states themselves transform in a short representation, whose primary lies at

(∆ = 5, jL = 1 =, jR = 0). In this representation we have

Zsp =
[
x3
(
(z1z2)

2 + (z1z2) + 1 + (z1z2)
−1 + (z1z2)

−2
)

(J.11)

− x4
(
(z1z2)

3
2 + (z1z2)

1
2 + (z1z2)

− 1
2 + (z1z2)

− 3
2

)(
(z1/z2)

1/2 + (z1/z2)
−1/2

)
+ x5

(
(z1z2)

1 + 1 + (z1z2)
−1
) ]

× 1

(1− xz1)(1− x/z1)(1− xz2)(1− x/z2)

(J.12)

Note that, once again, the numerator in Zsp has 8 positive and 8 negative terms, and so

will give rise to a high temperature partition function that scales like T 3 (rather than T 4).

As above, if we set z1 = eβω1 , z2 = eβω2 and x = e−β and work to leading order in β ≪ 1

we find

Zsp ≈
2

β3(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)
(J.13)

Multiparticling the single particle partition function

lnZ =
2

β3(1− ω2
1)(1− ω2

2)

∞∑
k=1

1

k4
(J.14)

52In the expression (J.10), we formally substitute x = e−β and expanding it around β → 0 limit, we find

perfect agreement with (J.8).
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Defining νi = β(1− ωi), and setting z1 = z2 = 1/x, in the numerator and the two terms in

the denominator

Zsp =
1

β2ν1ν2 x(1− x2)
(J.15)

Multiparticling the single particle partition function, we get

lnZ =
1

β2ν1ν2

∞∑
k=1

1

k3
1

xk(1− x2k)
(J.16)

Once again, the factor of 1
xk

= eβk in the summand causes the sum over k to diverge. The

divergence in this case is even clearer than in the previous subsection (all terms have the

same sign, so there is no possibility of phase cancellation in the summation). We see that

the negative τ ‘sickness’ manifests itself in a divergent (so ill-defined) h(β).

K Lightcone bootstrap in 2d

A famous result of the lightcone bootstrap [10, 11] asserts that there is a sense in which all

CFTs become free in a high spin sector. However, as explained in the introduction, there

are two main differences between the usual lightcone bootstrap and the content of this

work:

1. The lightcone bootstrap is generally about an N -point correlation function (e.g. a

four-point-function), and gives universal results about operators that contribute to

the correlation function. In contrast, this work is about the entire partition function,

and predicts universal features of the entire spectrum.

2. In order to see the free spectrum in the lightcone bootstrap, one first takes the Ω → 1

limit and then the β → ∞ limit. In this work, we do not require the β → ∞ limit,

which lets us probe an expanded regime in parameter space (e.g. black hole physics

in Sec. 6).

In this appendix, we provide a brief discussion of this comparison for d = 2 CFTs. The

lightcone bootstrap in 2d is qualitatively different than in d > 2 due to the presence of

infinitely many operators of twist 0 (i.e. h = 0 or h̄ = 0). In particular, the entire Virasoro

Verma module built from acting L−n’s on the vacuum state have twist 0. CFTs with an

enhanced chiral algebra, or with accumulation points to twist 0 (e.g. any theory with a

U(1) global symmetry [117]) have further states that contribute in the lightcone limit.

The simplest 2d CFTs would be a compact, unitary 2d CFT with c > 1 and a nonzero

twist gap under the Virasoro algebra. It is worth noting that although we expect such

theories to be generic, we do not yet explicitly have an example of such a theory [59].

Nonetheless, if such theories exist (as expected), the lightcone bootstrap tells us a huge

amount of universal information at the large spin finite twist limit. The four-point function

lightcone bootstrap for 2d CFTs with only Virasoro symmetry was pioneered in [52, 118].

For completeness, we summarize their result here; for derivation see [52, 118].
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If we define the following “Liouville variables”:

c = 1 + 6Q2, h = α(Q− α) , (K.1)

then instead of the twists h adding at large spin, the Liouville momenta α add instead, so

long as α remains real. In particular, if there are light operators with Liouville momenta

α1, α2, then their are Regge trajectories who at large spin have twist approaching

α1 + α2 +mb, m ∈ N , (K.2)

where b + b−1 = Q. Eqn (K.2) is valid until the sum becomes larger than Q/2. For all

twists with Liouville momenta beyond Q/2, i.e. h > c−1
24 (where the Liouville momentum

obeys α ∈ Q/2 + iR), the twists accumulation points become dense. This result is derived

from the structure of the Virasoro fusion kernel; note that a key assumption is that the

twist gap under the Virasoro algebra is a finite, nonzero number for this to hold.

As elucidated above, in the higher dimension, the lightcone bootstrap result captures

different physics (GFF like feature in N -point correlator) that of computing partition

function in the ωi → 1 limit. In contrast, in 2 dimension, the situation is slightly different.

The presence of dense twist accumulation points can also be shown by studying the limit

of ω → 1 of the partition function [12, 52, 53, 55, 59]. In fact, any point x ⩾ c−1
12 is an

accumulation point, as rigorously shown in [56]. However, just like in higher dimension,

the twisted partition function in ω → 1 fails to see the existence of the states described in

eq. (K.2): note that these states are analogous to double twist states appearing in the large

spin limit in ϕϕ OPE in higher dimensional CFTs.

L Zero modes in compactified free Boson in 2d

The compactified free Boson in 2 dimensions satisfies

ϕ(z + 2kπ + 2ik′β) = ϕ(z) + 2πR
(
km+ k′m′) (L.1)

The zero winding modes along the time circle are labelled by m′ = 0 and m ∈ Z/{0}. The
partition function of the compactified free boson is given by

Z(β) =
R√
2

1(√
β
2π

)
η
(
β
2π

)2 ∑
m,m′

exp

[
−R

2(mβ − 2πm′)2

4β

]
(L.2)

Let us write it in the following suggestive form:

Z(β) =
R√
2︸︷︷︸

constant mode on Torus

×
√

β

2π︸ ︷︷ ︸
zero mode along the time direction

× 1(
β
2π

)
η
(
β
2π

)2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

integrating out the non-zero modes

×

 Zm′=0︸ ︷︷ ︸
zero winding

+ Zm′ ̸=0︸ ︷︷ ︸
non-zero winding


,

(L.3)

– 121 –



where we have

Zm′ :=
∑
m

exp

[
−R

2(mβ − 2πm′)2

4β

]
. (L.4)

Let us compute the contributions coming from m′ = 0 modes (zero winding modes

along the time circle), there are multiple such modes, parametrized by m, winding number

along the spatial circle. Their cumulative contribution is given by

Zm′=0 =
∑
m

exp

[
−R

2β

4
m2

]
≈
∫
dm exp

[
−R

2β

4
m2

]
=

√
2

R

√
2π

β
. (L.5)

Thus in the β → 0 limit, we obtain

Z =
R√
2
×
√

β

2π
× 1(

β
2π

)
η
(
β
2π

)2 ×


√
2

R

√
2π

β
+ O

(
e−aπ

2R2/β
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
non-zero temporal winding


= exp

[
4π2

β

1

12

] [
1 +O

(
e
− 4π2

β
Min

(
1,aR

2

4

))]
,

(L.6)

where a is some order one number.

Now we make some important remarks about the expression above.

1. The contributions coming from the non-zero temporal winding modes is a non-local

effect owing to the compact nature of the spatial circle.

2. Integrating out the non-zero modes of harmonic part of ϕ (the part, which characterizes

the fluctuation around classical saddle) gives 1

( β
2π )η(

β
2π )

2 . The leading behavior of

this is captured by the thermal EFT. However, this has exponentially suppressed

corrections:

1(
β
2π

)
η
(
β
2π

)2 ∼
β→0

exp

[
4π2

β

1

12

]
×
[
1 +O

(
e
− 4π2

β

)]
.

This non-perturbative correction is of different nature than what is coming from the

non-zero winding modes discussed above.

3. Finally, we see that there is a perfect cancelation in R√
2
×
√

β
2π ×

√
2
R

√
2π
β giving us

1. This is what makes sure that in the β → 0 limit, the suppression to the leading

piece coming from the thermal EFT is indeed of the type exp[−#/β], a result that is

consistent with the prediction of the modular invariance.

M Evaluation of h(β) in free scalar field theories in various dimensions

M.1 Evaluation of h(β) for free scalar field theory in dimension 4

In 4 dimensions, the function hd=4(β) is given by
∑∞

q=1
csch(qβ)

2q3
. In this appendix, we explain

how to obtain a convergent expansion for h(β), adapted to β → 0 limit. In particular, we

provide a derivation of .
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We first note that

csch(β) =
1

β
+ 2β

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n

β2 + π2n2
. (M.1)

By elementary manipulations, we have

∞∑
q=1

csch(qβ)

2q3
=
ζ(4)

2β
+

∞∑
q=1

β

q2

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n

q2β2 + π2n2

=
ζ(4)

2β
+

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n
∞∑
q=1

β

q2
1

q2β2 + π2n2

=
ζ(4)

2β
− ζ(2)β

12
− 7ζ(4)β3

16π4
−

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n
β2

2n3π2

(
1 + 2

∞∑
k=1

e
− 2π2nk

β

)

=
ζ(4)

2β
− ζ(2)β

12
− 7ζ(4)β3

16π4
+

3ζ(3)β2

8π2
+

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n+1 β2

n3π2

∞∑
k=1

e
− 2π2nk

β .

(M.2)

Going from the first line to the second line, we have exchanged the summation. over n and

summation over q. This is allowed since the sum over n is absolutely convergent. Going

from the second line to the third line, we have used

∞∑
q=1

β

q2
1

q2β2 + π2n2
=

β3

2π4n4
−
β2 coth

(
π2n
β

)
2π2n3

+
β

6n2
, (M.3)

expanded coth
(
π2n
β

)
as a sum over e−2π2nk/β, and done the sum over n. The final line

follows from perforning the n sum over the k = 0 modes coming from the expansion of coth.

In summary, we derive the following equality

h(β) =
∞∑
q=1

csch(β)

2q3β2
=
ζ(4)

2β3
− ζ(2)

12β
− 7ζ(4)β

16π4
+

3ζ(3)

8π2
+

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n+1 1

n3π2

∞∑
k=1

e
− 2π2nk

β

=
π4

180β3
− π2

72β
− 7β

1440
+

3ζ(3)

8π2
+

∞∑
m=1

∑
d|m

(−1)d+1 1

d3π2
e
− 2π2m

β

(M.4)

The above formula is also checked to be true by numerical evaluation of the sum over

q, defining hd=4(β).

M.2 Evaluation of h(β) for free scalar field theory in dimension 6

For dimension 6, hd=6(β) is given by
∑∞

q=1
csch(β)2

4q4β3 . We follow the same procedure as above.

The identity that we start with in this case is the analogue of (M.1):

csch(β)2 =
1

β2
− 2

∞∑
n=1

1

β2 + π2n2
+ 4β2

∞∑
n=1

1

(β2 + π2n2)2
. (M.5)
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By performing similar manipulations as above, we find that

∞∑
q=1

csch(β)2

4q4β3
=
ζ(6)

4β5
− 1

2β3

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
q=1

1

q4
1

q2β2 + π2n2
+

1

β

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
q=1

1

q2
1

(q2β2 + π2n2)2

=
ζ(6)

4β5
− π4

1080β3
+

β

3780
+

π2

1080β
− ζ(5)

4π4
+

β

945
+

π2

540β
− 3ζ(5)

4π4
+R

=
π6

3780β5
− π4

1080β3
+

β

756
+

π2

360β
− ζ(5)

π4
+R ,

(M.6)

where R is given by

R = −
∞∑
n=1

2

π4n5

∞∑
k=1

e
− 2nkπ2

β −
∞∑
n=1

1

π2βn4

∞∑
k=1

k exp

(
−2π2kn

β

)
. (M.7)

Here we have used

∞∑
q=1

1

q2
1

(q2β2 + π2n2)2
=

β2

π6n6
−

3β coth
(
π2n
β

)
4π4n5

−
csch2

(
π2n
β

)
4π2n4

+
1

6π2n4
,

∞∑
q=1

1

q4
1

q2β2 + π2n2
= − β4

2π6n6
+
β3 coth

(
π2n
β

)
2π4n5

− β2

6π2n4
+

π2

90n2
.

(M.8)

Once again, the expression for hd=6(β) is verified numerically. Under a change of

variable for the terms in the exprssions for R, the expression becomes the one presented in

the main text, i.e. (5.7).

M.3 hd=2n(β) for any even dimensions

Define r := d/2− 1 = n− 1. We have

hd=2n(β) =
1

2r
(hpert(β) + hnon-pert(β)) , (M.9)

where hpert(β) is given by

hpert(β) =

⌊ r−1
2

⌋∑
p=0

ar,pζ(2r − 2p+ 2)

β2r−2p+1

+

⌊ r−1
2

⌋∑
p=0

2ar,p

r/2+1∑
ℓ=1

(−1)ℓ+p+1
(−2ℓ+2r−2p+1

r−2p−1

)
ζ(2ℓ)

β2ℓ−1(π)−2ℓ+2r−2p+2
Li2(−ℓ−p+r+1) ((−1)r)


+

⌊ r−1
2

⌋∑
p=0

ar,p
(−1)p−1

π2r−2p

(
2r − 2p

r + 1

)
Li−2p+2r+1 ((−1)r)

+

⌊ r−1
2

⌋∑
p=0

(−1)par,p

(
Γ(−2p+ 2r + 2)

Γ(r + 3)Γ(r − 2p)

Li−2p+2r+2 ((−1)r)

(π)2r−2p+2

)
β ,

(M.10)
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and hnon-pert(β) is given by

hnon-pert(β)

=
∑

n,k∈Z+

e
− 2π2nk

β ×

×

⌊ r−1
2

⌋∑
p=0

2(−1)p−1ar,p

(
r−2p∑
ℓ=1

1

βℓ−1

(−ℓ+2r−2p+1
r+1

)
Γ(ℓ)

(−1)nr
(nπ2)ℓ−2n−2

(nπ)2r−2p−2
(2k)ℓ−1

) ,

(M.11)

and finally the coefficients ar,p can be extracted from the expansion of cschr(x) i.e

cschr(x) =

∞∑
p=0

ar,p x
−r+2p . (M.12)

We conclude this subsection with a remark and brief sketch of the derivation. First of

all, we have numerically verified the above result for d = 4, 6, 8, 10, 12. Furthermore, one

can derive (M.9) using methods similar to what has been used to derive the ones for d = 4

and d = 6. The key identity (the analog of (M.1) and (M.5)) that we would have to use is

given by

cschr(qβ) =
∑
n∈Z

(−1)nr
⌊ r−1

2
⌋∑

p=0

ar,p
(qβ − ıπn)r−2p

. (M.13)

Hence we have

2rh(β) = β−r−1

⌊ r−1
2

⌋∑
p=0

(∑
n∈Z

(−1)nr
∑
q

ar,p
qr+2(qβ − ıπn)r−2p

)

=

⌊ r−1
2

⌋∑
p=0

ar,pζ(2r − 2p+ 2)

β2r−2p+1

+

⌊ r−1
2

⌋∑
p=0

ar,p
β2r−2p+1

∑
n∈Z+

(−1)nr
∑
q

1

qr+2

(
1

(q − ıny)r−2p
+

1

(q + ıny)r−2p

) ,

(M.14)

where in the last line we have used y := π/β.

Now we use the identity

1

qm(q + u)k
=

m∑
j=1

(−1)m−j(−j+k+m−1
k−1

)
qju−j+k+m

+

k∑
j=1

(−1)m
(−j+k+m−1

m−1

)
(q + u)ju−j+k+m

, (M.15)

followed by performing the q sum. The first kind of terms in the above sum results in ζ

function while the second kind produces Hurwitz ζ function. In particular, we will encounter

terms such as

Re

e ıπℓ
2 ζ(ℓ, 1 + ınπβ )

(nπ)−ℓ+2r−2p+2

 .
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We deal with this by noting that

1

(nπ)−ℓ+2r−2p+2
e

ıπℓ
2 ζ(ℓ, 1 + ıny) =

(−1)ℓ+1

Γ(ℓ)

1

(nπ)2r−2p

dℓ−2

dyℓ−2
ζ(2, 1 + ınπy) , (M.16)

so that we have

Re

e ıπℓ
2 ζ(ℓ, 1 + ınπβ )

(nπ)−ℓ+2r−2p+2


=

(−1)ℓ+1

Γ(ℓ)

1

(nπ)2r−2p

dℓ−2

dyℓ−2
Re [ζ(2, 1 + ınπy)]

∣∣∣∣
y=β−1

= − 1

2(nπ)2r−2p+2
βℓ +

(−1)ℓ

2Γ(ℓ)

n−2

(nπ)2r−2p−2

dℓ−2

dyℓ−2

[
csch2

(
π2ny

)] ∣∣∣∣
y=β−1

= − 1

2(nπ)2r−2p+2
βℓ − 1

Γ(ℓ)

(π2n)ℓ−2n−2

(nπ)2r−2p−2

[∑
k

(2k)ℓ−1e
− 2π2nk

β

]
.

(M.17)

Here we have used

Re [ζ(2, 1 + ınπy)] = −π
2

2
csch2(π2ny) +

1

2π2n2y2
. (M.18)

M.4 Evaluation of h(β) for free scalar field theory in dimension 3

In d = 3 dimension, we would like to do the sum
∑

q
1
q
csch(qβ/2)

2qβ .

∞∑
q=1

1

q

csch(qβ/2)

2qβ
=
∑
q

1

2q2β

(
1

qβ
+
qβ

2

∑
n

(−1)n

q2β2

4 + π2n2

)

=
ζ(3)

β2
+
∑
n

(−1)n
∑
q

1

2q
(
q2β2

4 + π2n2
)

=
ζ(3)

β2
+
∑
n

(−1)n

ψ(0)
(
i(2nπ−iβ)

β

)
4π2n2

+
ψ(0)

(
− i(2πn+iβ)

β

)
4π2n2

+
γ

2π2n2


=
ζ(3)

β2
− γ

24
+
∑
n

(−1)n

ψ(0)
(
i(2nπ−iβ)

β

)
4π2n2

+
ψ(0)

(
− i(2πn+iβ)

β

)
4π2n2


=
ζ(3)

β2
+

lnβ

24
− γ

24
+
ζ ′(2)

4π2
− lnπ

24
+
∑
n

(−1)nr(n, β)

(M.19)

where r(n, β) is given by

r(n, β) =
ψ(0)

(
i(2nπ−iβ)

β

)
+ ψ(0)

(
− i(2πn+iβ)

β

)
+ ln(β2/(4π2n2))

4π2n2
(M.20)

Now we note that for x ∈ R, ψ(0)(1+ inx)+ψ(0)(1− inx)− ln(n2x2) has an asymptotic

expansion in 1/(nx). Here x = 2π/β. This procedure will give us the full asymptotic
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expansion, given by∑
n

(−1)nr(n, β) =
∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1 1

2π2

(
β

2π

)2k

ζ(1− 2k)ζ(2k + 2)
(
1− 2−1−2k

)
(M.21)

Pluggin in (M.21) in (M.19), we derive the asymptotic expansion (5.8) presented in the

main text:

hd=3(β) ∼ 2ζ(3)

β2
+

lnβ

12
− γ

12
+
ζ ′(2)

2π2
− lnπ

12

+
∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1 1

π2

(
β

2π

)2k

ζ(1− 2k)ζ(2k + 2)
(
1− 2−1−2k

)
. (M.22)

We remark that we have verified this asymptotic expansion numerically. Note that expansion

coefficients of the (β/2π2)2k for the above asymptotic expansion grow like (2k)!, signaling

the presence of non-perturbative terms of the form e−4π2nk/β, via resurgence, albeit with

an imaginary coefficient.

M.5 lnZ for free scalar field theory in d = 4 dimensions on (β, ω) plane

Here we consider a free scalar field theory in 4 dimensions. We set ω1 = ω2 := ω.

lnZ(β, ω) =
1

(1− ω2)2

(
π4

45β3
− π2ω2

18β
− 3ζ(3)

16π2
(
1− 6ω2 − 3ω4

)
+

β

720

(
3− 6ω2 − 11ω4

))
+

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n

16nπ2
[Rn(ω) +Rn(−ω)]

+
∑

n,k∈Z+

(−1)n
(
fn,k(−ω) +

gn,k(−ω)
β

)
exp

[
− 4π2nk

β(1− ω)

]

+
∑

n,k∈Z+

(−1)n
(
fn,k(ω) +

gn,k(ω)

β

)
exp

[
− 4π2nk

β(1 + ω)

]
,

(M.23)

where we have

Rn(ω) := −ψ(1)

(
n(1− ω)

2(1 + ω)
+ 1

)
+ ψ(1)

(
n(1− ω)

2(1 + ω)
+

1

2

)
, (M.24)

and the non-perturbative pieces are given by

fn,k(ω) =

csc
(
πn1−ω

1+ω

)
4πn2

−
cot
(
πn1−ω

1+ω

)
csc
(
πn1−ω

1+ω

)
4n

(
2ω

1 + ω

) ,
gn,k(ω) =

k

(1 + ω)

π csc
(
πn1−ω

1+ω

)
n

.

(M.25)

In the ω → 1 limit, exp
[
− 4π2nk
β(1+ω)

]
becomes dominant over exp

[
− 4π2nk
β(1−ω)

]
and fn,k(ω)

becomes dominant over gn,k(ω). One can check that f1,1(ω) changes sign at ω ≈ 0.476858,
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as mentioned in the main text. Similarly if we take a derivative with respect to β, one can

check that the analogous sign change occurs at ω = 1
3 .

We note that we have crosschecked (M.23) reproduces hd=4(β) in the ω → 1 limit.

It turns out that the ω → 0 limit is very rich. Notice that there is an 1/ω divergence

in fn,k(ω) in the ω → 0 limit:

fn,k(ω) ∼
ω→0

−(−1)n

4n3π2
(
ω−1 + 1

)
, (M.26)

However, in this limit exp
[
− 4π2nk
β(1±ω)

]
saddles become comparable and combining their

contribution, we have

(−1)n
[
fn,k(ω) exp

(
− 4π2nk

β(1 + ω)

)
− fn,k(−ω) exp

(
− 4π2nk

β(1− ω)

)]
∼
ω→0

−
[

2

n2β
k +

1

2n3π2

]
exp

(
−4π2nk

β

) (M.27)

A similar effect happens for gn,k(ω) as well

(−1)n
(
gn,k(ω)

β
exp

[
− 4π2nk

β(1 + ω)

]
+
gn,k(−ω)

β
exp

[
− 4π2nk

β(1− ω)

])
∼ − 4π2

nβ2
k2 exp

(
−4π2nk

β

) (M.28)

Now using the above limits, we have verified that (M.23) reproduces Eq. C.20 of [5] in

the ω → 0 limit. As we take ω → 0 limit to reach ω = 0 point, an enhancement happens

in terms of β → 0 singularity of the coefficient of the instanton saddles. This is in fact

important to reproduce the ω = 0 result.

A similar collision of the saddle happens whenever (1 + ω)/(1− ω) is rational number.

These are precisely the points where two of the following four functions fn,k(ω), fn,k(−ω),
gn,k(ω), gn,k(−ω) diverge. Just like in the ω = 0 case, the collision of the saddle cures the

divergence, leading to an enhancement of β → 0 singularity.

To be explicit, we spell out the non-perturbative pieces for ω = 1/3.

lnZnon-pert(β, 1/3)

=
∑

n,k∈Z+

(−1)n+1

(
27π2

8nβ2
k2 +

9

8n2β
k +

3

16π2n3
+

1

32n

)
exp

[
−3π2(2n)k

β

]

+
∑

n,k∈Z+

(−1)n
(

3π

4β(2n− 1)
k +

1

4π(2n− 1)2

)
exp

[
−3π2(2n− 1)k

β

] (M.29)

In the above, the first line captures the collision of saddles and cures the apparent divergences

in fn,k(−ω) and gn,k(−ω) near ω = 1/3.

The above discussion demonstrates that the singularity in the coefficient of the non-

perturbative pieces in lnZ in the β → 0 limit is sensitive to whether 1+ω
1−ω is rational or

not. In particular if 1+ω
1−ω = p

q , then the instantons exp
[
−4π2p

1+ω

]
and exp

[
−4π2q

1−ω

]
both have

diverging “one-loop” pieces multiplying them, but with opposite sign, so that their sum is

finite. This renders the partition function, of course, completely continuous in ω.
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M.5.1 A quick sketch of the derivation of (M.23)

We define βL := β(1 + ω) and βR := β(1− ω). The logarithm of the partition function is

given by

lnZ(β, ω) =
∑
q

1

q
[W (qβL, qβR) +W (qβR, qβL)] , (M.30)

where W is given by

W (x, y) :=
1

8
csch (x/2) csch2 (y/2) cosh (y/2) (M.31)

We use the following identities

csch(x/2) =
2

x
+ x

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n

x2/4 + π2n2

csch2 (y/2) cosh (y/2) =
4

y2
+ 2

∞∑
m=1

(−1)m
(
y2/4− π2m2

)
(y2/4 + π2m2)2

,

(M.32)

and plug these in (M.30), exchange the sum over m,n with sum over q and perform the

sum over q. The computation is similar in nature to what we did to determine hd=4(β)

earlier in this section. The distinct feature here is that for few terms, we have sum over

m,n and there can be apparent divergences. To avoid these potential divergences, we can

choose ω to be irrational for the purpose of this computation. Finally, one can use the

continuity of lnZ in the ω variable to determine it when ω is rational.
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