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We study the relation between approximate horizon symmetries of AdS black branes and approximately conserved currents in their dual hydrodynamic description. We argue that the existence of
an approximately conserved enstrophy current unique to 2 + 1 dimensional fluid flow implies that
AdS4 black branes possess a special class of approximate supertranslations (which we identify).
I.

INTRODUCTION

Enstrophy is a scalar quantity associated with non relativistic, incompressible, fluid flow. In two spatial dimensions it can not increase in time, and in the absence
of dissipation it is conserved. Its properties are key ingredients in generating the unique features of turbulent
flows in two spatial dimensions.
The study of enstrophy in relativistic fluids is lagging
behind that of its Galilean cousin. It is possible to identify a relativistic enstrophy current which is conserved for
an ideal fluid in 2 + 1 dimensions [1–3]. Since dissipative
effects spoil this property, we will refer to such a current
as being approximately conserved.
The existence of a relativistic enstrophy current suggests, via the gauge-gravity duality [4], that AdS4 black
branes possess an approximate symmetry associated with
approximate enstrophy conservation. Since the enstrophy current exists only in the hydrodynamic limit, one
might expect that an associated approximate black hole
symmetry will exist on the event horizon.
Indeed, it has recently been established that stationary
black hole geometries are endowed with horizon symmetries, classified as supertranslations and superrotations
[5, 6] (see [7–10] for older work on this topic). Generic
fluid flows which possess enstrophy are not stationary
and imply non stationary dual black hole configurations.
While the definition of supertranslations and superrotations may be extended to non stationary black holes, they
are generally not associated with conserved currents [11].
In this work we will relate a subset of supertranslation
transformations of AdS4 black branes to approximate enstrophy current conservation in the dual hydrodynamic
description of the field theory. Further, we clarify the
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role of the remaining generators of supertranslations and
identify them with symmetries leading to non local approximately conserved currents. Superrotations do not
lead to approximately conserved currents in a dual hydrodynamic setting.
Relations between hydrodynamics and horizon symmetries have been considered in the past. In [12], the
authors analysed asymptotically AdS black brane solutions dual to a superfluid flow and identified the action
of supertranslations on horizon data with the superfluid
Goldstone mode. In [13], horizon symmetries in 3 + 1 dimensions were shown to be in one to one correspondence
with symmetries of compressible non relativistic fluids in
2 + 1 dimensions (see also [14] for a similar relation in a
different context).
Our exposition starts with a review of the relativistic,
conformal, enstrophy current, as first discussed in [1],
and its extensions [2, 3]. Using the construction of [11],
we then discuss the general structure of horizon preserving diffeomorphisms. Finally, we use our knowledge of
enstrophy conservation in the boundary theory to show
that AdS4 black brane geometries possess special supertranslation symmetries. We end with a discussion and
outlook.
II.

THE ENSTROPHY CURRENT

The equations of motion of an uncharged, conformal,
relativistic fluid are given by
∇µ T µν = 0 ,

(1)

where T µν is the energy momentum tensor of the fluid
and is a local function of the the fluid velocity uµ (satisfying uµ uµ = −1) and fluid temperature T . Working in
a derivative expansion we have
T µν = P (T ) ((d + 1) uµ uν + g µν ) + O(∇)

(2)

where d > 1 is the number of spatial dimensions, P (T ) =
p0 T d+1 is the thermodynamic pressure with p0 a positive

2
real number, and O(∇) denotes expressions which contain one or more derivatives of the hydrodynamic variables uµ and T .
For any function g which satisfies
uµ ∇µ g = O(∇[g]+2 ) ,

(3)

we may construct the current
Jgµ = g p0 (d + 1) T duµ

(4)

∇µ Jgµ = O(∇[g]+2 ) .

(5)

which satisfies

In obtaining (5) we have used that ∇µ (T d uµ ) = O(∇2 )
as a result of the equations of motion (1) expanded in
derivatives. The particular choice of the overall constant
p0 (d + 1) will become clear shortly.
A naive power counting argument would suggest that
∇µ Jgµ is of the same order as g plus one in a derivative
expansion. Instead, (5) implies that it is order g plus
two. In other words, it is conserved at least to leading
order in a derivative expansion. In what follows we will
refer to Jgµ as an approximately conserved current.
We often require conserved currents to be local in the
hydrodynamic variables, in this case uµ and T . While
there are many non local solutions to (3), local solutions
are more difficult to come by. Clearly, g = 1, or any
constant for that matter, is a solution to (3). For such
solutions we obtain
J1µ = suµ

(6)

with s = ∂P
∂T the entropy density. Approximate conservation of J1µ coincides with the leading order equation
of motion and implies conservation of entropy in the absence of dissipation.
Another solution to (3) which is local in the hydrodynamic variables is given by
g=

Ωαβ Ωαβ
,
s2

(7)

When n = 0, the above expression reduces to the entropy
current (6). The currents (6) and (10) comprise the only
known local solutions to (3).
We note in passing that Rin a non relativistic, incomn
pressible fluid the charges
ωij ω ij d2 x, with ωij =
∂i vj − ∂j vi and vi the velocity field, are conserved in
the inviscid limit. The former integral with n = 1 is
referred to as the total enstrophy. Once dissipative effects are included, the total enstrophy decreases in time.
This property, together with energy conservation, leads
to an inverse energy cascade in 2+1 dimensional incompressible non relativistic turbulent flows whereby energy
is transferred from small to large scales [15]. Whether
similar statements can be made for relativistic fluids is
yet an open problem.

III.

HORIZON SYMMETRIES AND CHARGES

An extensive analysis of horizon symmetries and
charges was carried out in [11]. In what follows we summarize the essential ingredients of [11] required for this
work. Consider a spacetime M with metric gab and event
horizon N whose topology is Z × R with R a null direction. We refer to Z as the base space of N . In the case
of an asymptotically AdSd+2 black brane, Z has topology Rd . Let us denote the pullback to the horizon by
Πi a so that gij = Πj b Πj b gab is the induced metric on the
event horizon. Since N is null, gij is not invertible. We
denote the pullback from N to the base space Z by ΠA i
so that the induced metric on Z is gAB = ΠA a ΠB b gab
where ΠA a = ΠA i Πi a . Since Z is spacelike, gAB is invertible. In what follows we will consistently use a, b, . . .
for indices on M, i, j, . . . for indices on N and A, B, . . .
for indices on Z. Later, when we will focus on asymptotically AdS spaces, we will introduce indices µ, ν, . . . on
the asymptotic boundary of the spacetime.
We denote by ℓi a representative vector field generating
null geodesics along the null direction R of N , and by ℓa
an extension of it to all of M. We define the non affinity
parameter κ via

with

ℓa ∇a ℓb
Ωµν = ∂µ (T uν ) − ∂ν (T uµ ) ,

(8)

and is valid only in 2 + 1 spacetime dimensions. The
associated current
J µΩ2 =
s2

Ωαβ Ωαβ µ
u
s

(9)

is the relativistic enstrophy current [1–3], and its associated charge is referred to as enstrophy. Of course, if g
solves (3) so do powers of g, and we find a set of conserved
currents,

n
Ωαβ Ωαβ
suµ .
(10)
JµΩ2 n =
2
s
2
s

N

= κℓb

N

,

(11)

where, as usual, ∇a is the covariant derivative on M.
We also denote a null cotangent vector on N by ni and
normalize it and its extension to M such that na ℓa = −1.
We will often need to go back and forth between tangent vectors on M (or N ) and tangent vectors on N
(or Z). For instance, suppose that v a ∈ T (M) satisfies
v a ℓa
= 0 (recall that ℓa is the normal to N ). Then,
N

we may always define a unique v i ∈ T (N ) such that
= v i Πi a wa for any wa ∈ T ∗ (M). To simplify
v a wa
N
our notation we will write
v a ∂a ∼
= v i ∂i .

(12)
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An infinitesimal coordinate transformation χ = χi ∂i is
referred to as a generator of a horizon preserving diffeomorphism if
£χ ℓi = βℓi ,

£χ κ = (βκ + £ℓ β),

It is straightforward though somewhat tedious to compute the divergence of qχi . Recall that the Weingarten
map satisfies

(13)

with β a function on N . The first equation in (13) is an
infinitesimal version of a rescaling of the null vector ℓi ∂i
(which does not have a well defined length due to the fact
that it’s null). The second equation in (13) corresponds
to a shift in the non affinity parameter resulting from a
rescaling of ℓa ∂a , c.f., (11).
The generator χi can be naturally decomposed into a
component parallel to ℓi and a component orthogonal to
it,
χi ∂i = X i ∂i + f ℓi ∂i ,

ℓi Ki j = κℓj ,

Ki j gjk =

1
£ℓ gik .
2

(21)

The expression on the right hand-side of the second
equality is the second fundamental form on N , Kij =
1
i
2 £ℓ gij . It is orthogonal to ℓ allowing us to write
Kij =

θ
gij + Σij
d

(22)

∼ ΣAB dxA dxB is symmetric and tracewhere Σij dxi dxj =
AB
less, ΣAB g
= 0. Thus, the most general expression for
Ki j satisfying (21) is

(14)

Ki j = ωi ℓj + Si j ,

(23)

i

with X ni = 0. With this decomposition equation (13)
reads
i

where
Si j dxi ∂j ∼
=

i

£ℓ X ∝ ℓ ,
£ℓ (£ℓ + κ) f + X i £ℓ (£ℓ + κ) ni + £X κ = 0 .
(15)
It is tempting to refer to a horizon symmetry associated
with X i as a superrotation and to a horizon symmetry
associated with f ℓi as a supertranslation. Note, however, that the distinction between the two is dependent
on the choice of ni . In [11] it was shown, using an explicit
construction, that there exists an ni for which
£ℓ (£ℓ + κ) ni + ∂i κ = 0 .

(16)

With this choice of ni , equations (15) can be shown to
reduce to
£ℓ (£ℓ + κ) f = 0 .


qχj = χi Ki j − θχj − βℓj .

(18)

Ki j ∂j ∼
= Πi a ∇a ℓb ∂b ,

(19)

Here β is associated with the scaling of ℓi under χj as in
(13), Ki j denotes the Weingarten map

ωi = −κni dxi + Ωi dxi

(24)

(25)

is the rotation one form (sometimes also referred to as
the extrinsic curvature one form) with Ωi dxi ∼
= ΩA dxA
the normal fundamental form on Z.
Inserting (14) into (18), using (13) to evaluate β in
(18), and also inserting the decomposition (23) into (18),
one finds
qχi = qχ ℓi + X j Sj i − θX i ,

(26)

where

qχ = £l f + kf − θf ) + X i (ωi + £l ni .

(27)

Taking the divergence of (26) we find

∇i qχi =£ℓ (£ℓ + κ) f + X i £ℓ (£ℓ + κ) ni + £X κ

+ X i (£ℓ ωi − ∂i κ) + ∇j X i Σi j

− θ f (θ − κ) − X i (ωi + £ℓ ni ) − f £ℓ θ (28)



1
i
.
1−
− ∇i θX
d
Note that the first line on the right hand-side of (28)
vanishes if χi is a generator of a horizon preserving diffeomoprhism, cf. (15).
If the event horizon is stationary, that is, there exists
an α such that τ a = eα ℓa is a Killing vector near the
horizon
£τ gab

and θ is the expansion associated with ℓi ,
p

1
θ = ∇i ℓi = p
|gAB |ℓi .
∂i
|gAB |


θ B
δA + ΣA B dxA ∂B ,
d

and

(17)

One may refer to the supertranslations and superrotations obtained using the ni which leads to (17) as canonical supertranslations and superrotations.
One of the results of [11] is that, in the absence of
matter, we can associate to each such χ a Wald-Zoupas
charge, Qχ , which is conserved whenever the horizon is
stationary. Operatively, for each generator χ we define a
current qχi satisfying



N

= 0,

∇c £τ gab

N

= 0,

(29)

then
(20)

Kij = £ℓ gij = e−α £τ gij = 0 ,

(30)
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and also

so that Σij = 0 and θ = 0. In addition, using
∇a ∇b τc

N

= −Rbca d τd

(which results from (29)), we find that £τ ∇a τ
implying
£eα ℓ (ωi + ∇i α) = 0 .

κ = 2πT + O(∇) .

(31)

N

We will also choose,
b
N

= 0

ni dxi = uµ dxµ + O(∇) .

(32)

(Note that this choice of ni satisfies (16) to leading order
in a derivative expansion.) With this parameterization
we find that ΩA = O(∇) and that

Further, using the zeroth law of black holes (for stationary horizons) [16], we have
∂i (eα (κ + £ℓ α)) = 0 .

(34)

2
σ µν = P µα P νβ (∇α uβ + ∇β uα ) − P µν ∇α uα . (43)
d
With our choice of parameterization we find that the Einstein equations take the form

ENSTROPHY AND SUPERTRANSLATIONS

In an asymptotically AdS geometry, there exist stationary black brane solutions characterized by a uniform
Hawking temperature, T , and a constant center of mass
velocity uµ relative to an observer at infinity. Here greek
indices µ, ν, denote coordinates on the boundary of AdS
space. As discussed in detail in [4], it is possible to perturb these black brane solutions in a derivative expansion
where one assumes that derivatives of T and uµ are small
relative to T . The perturbative solution to the Einstein
equations takes the form
gab dxa dxb = − r2 h(r)uµ uν dxµ dxν + r2 Pµν dxµ dxν
(35)
− 2uµ dxµ dr + O(∇) ,
µ

where T and u are constrained to satisfy

T uν ∇ν uµ − Pµν ∇ν T = O(∇2 )
∇µ T d uµ = O(∇2 ) ,
(36)
with ∇µ a covariant derivative in Minkowski space,
Pµν = ηµν + uµ uν , and

d+1
4πT
h=1−
.
(37)
(d + 1)r
Incidentally, (36) correspond to the hydrodynamic equations (1) (see [4]).
The location of the event horizon for the geometry (35)
is given by
r=

4πT
+ O(∇) .
d+1

(38)

Here and in the remainder of this section we will use
the coordinates xµ to parameterize the horizon. It now
follows that
ℓi ∂i = uµ ∂µ + O(∇)

1 ν µ
σµ dx ∂ν + O(∇2 ) ,
(42)
2
is the shear tensor for a fluid with velocity uµ ,
Σi j dxi ∂j =

where σµν

independent on α. Thus, ∇i qχi = 0 for stationary horizons as long as ξ is a supertranslation or superrotation
(or a combination thereof).
IV.

(41)

(33)

Putting together (32) and (33) we find
£ℓ ωi − ∂i κ = 0 ,

(40)

(39)

θ = O(∇2 ) ,

(£ℓ ωi − ∂i κ) ΠiA = O(∇2 ) .
i

(44)

i

Suppose that χ is a supertranslation (X = 0) and
that f is order O(∇[f ] ) in a derivative expansion. In this
case qχi is also O(∇[f ] ) but


∇i qfi u = O ∇[f ]+2
(45)
on account of the equation of motion (44). Thus, supertranslations lead to an approximately conserved current
in the derivative expansion. Superrotations will not lead
to approximately conserved currents owing to the fact
i
i
that ∇i qX
= O(∇[X]+2 ) but qX
= O(∇[X]+1 ).
In a derivative expansion the supertranslation constraint, (15), reads
£u (κf ) = O(∇[f ]+2 )

(46)

and the resulting current is
qfi u ∂i = κf uµ ∂µ .

(47)

The divergence of qfi u is given, in our current coordinate
system, by

1
(48)
∇i qfi u = d ∂i T d qfi u ,
T

where the factors of T d come from the measure on the
spatial section of the horizon. We are guaranteed that qfi u
is approximately conserved provided that (46) is satisfied
which implies that the divergence of
Jfµ = T d κf uµ

(49)

in Minkowski space will approximately vanish.
Equation (49) and its approximate conservation reproduces (5) once we identify Jfµ in (49) with Jgµ in (4).
Thus, approximate enstrophy conservation is a result of
a particular set of supertranslations on the horizon of
AdS4 black branes which are local in the black hole temperature and center of mass velocity, T and uµ . Likewise,
approximate entropy conservation is a result of horizon
supertranslations of AdSd+2 black branes with f = c/κ,
(with c a constant).

5
V.

DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work we have shown that horizon supertranslation generators of AdS black brane geometries, which are
conserved in the stationary limit, are associated with approximately conserved currents in a dual fluid description
of the geometry.
In asymptotically AdS4 geometries there exist a small
subset of supertranslation generators which are local
functions of the Hawking temperature and black brane
null generators which are dual to the approximately conserved enstrophy and its various moments. Horizon superrotations are not associated with conserved charges
of the dual fluid since conservation of superrotations in
the stationary limit is not enhanced to an approximate
symmetry once stationarity is only approximate.
The analysis carried out in this work pertains to
asymptotically AdS black branes in the absence of matter, dual to uncharged conformal fluids. We expect our
main result to be applicable more broadly to charged non
conformal fluids. More generally, relying on the membrane paradigm [17], one might expect a similar construction for black holes in asymptotically flat space, or even
black holes in general.
Non relativistic enstrophy is not only conserved in
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