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Abstract

Euler hydrodynamics of perfect fluids can be viewed as an effective bosonic field theory. In

cases when the underlying microscopic system involves Dirac fermions, the quantum anoma-

lies should be properly described. In 1+1 dimensions the action formulation of hydrodynamics

at zero temperature is reconsidered and shown to be equal to standard field-theory bosoniza-

tion. Furthermore, it can be derived from a topological gauge theory in one extra dimen-

sion, which identifies the fluid variables through the anomaly inflow relations. Extending this

framework to 3+1 dimensions yields an effective field theory/hydrodynamics model, capa-

ble of elucidating the mixed axial-vector and axial-gravitational anomalies of Dirac fermions.

This formulation provides a platform for bosonization in higher dimensions. Moreover, the

connection with 4+1 dimensional topological theories suggests some generalizations of fluid

dynamics involving additional degrees of freedom.
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1 Introduction

In this study we aim to describe the effective dynamics of Dirac fermions and their anomalies

in 1+1 and 3+1 dimensions. We investigate the connections between the methods of hydro-

dynamics and effective bosonic field theory for describing fluids of Dirac fermions.

On one hand, bosonization, the relation between bosonic and fermionic field theories, is

now attracting much interest beyond the well-understood 1+1 dimensional case [1–8]. On

the other hand, hydrodynamic theories incorporating anomalous currents are actively inves-

tigated [9–16]. Both approaches can be viewed as constructions of effective field theories for

interacting fermionic systems.

In order to understand the relations between these themes we take advantage of the studies

on topological phases of matter, which can be described in terms of both fermionic and bosonic
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degrees of freedom [17–20]. Physical systems in these phases usually possess a large bulk gap

and massless boundary excitations. Within the low-energy effective field theory approach, the

bulk is described by a topological gauge theory and the boundary by a relativistic field theory

which is anomalous. Bulk and boundary theories are related by anomaly inflow and anomaly

matching, enforcing gauge symmetry in the combined bulk-edge system [21].

Topological states are primarily (interacting) fermionic systems, yet there exists a well-

developed bosonic description for both bulk and boundary excitations. A notable example is

the quantum Hall effect, where the bulk is 2+1 dimensional and the boundary 1+1 dimen-

sional [22, 23]. The respective degrees of freedom are interconnected: the effective gauge

field within the Chern-Simons theory, often referred to as the ’hydrodynamic’ field, dictates

the behavior of the boundary scalar, which in turn represents the chiral fermion and expresses

its anomalous current [21]. It is worth to emphasize that within the effective bosonic theory,

anomalies arise as consequences of the equations of motion, thereby allowing for a classical

description, with additional considerations required for global effects and quantization condi-

tions.

The study of topological phases of matter is progressing towards finding the general topo-

logical theories in any dimension, along with identifying the corresponding anomalies and

effective boundary theories [24–28]. This program has led to considerable advances in un-

derstanding non-perturbative physics. For instance, it has revealed the concept of fermionic

particle-vortex duality in 2+1 dimensions [29, 30], and has elucidated the universal, exact

consequences arising from chiral and gravitational anomalies [21,31].

We want to stress that the physical setting involving topological bulk and massless bound-

ary states is ideal for understanding bosonization in higher dimensions, where topological

theories hold significant importance.

We combine field theory techniques with the hydrodynamic approach recently introduced

in references [16, 32]. Specifically, we describe Euler barotropic perfect fluids, where local

energy only depends on density, using a variational method based on an action functional.

Because viscosity and heat currents are absent in this hydrodynamic formulation, it parallels

bosonic effective field theory. This connection enables us to unify results across seemingly

different domains of study.

To begin, we demonstrate a precise correspondence between Euler hydrodynamics in 1+1

dimensions and the conventional bosonization of Dirac fermions, encompassing both vector

and axial anomalies. Additionally, we clarify the use of 2+1 dimensional BF topological theory

and the inflow mechanism for identifying the hydrodynamic fields in 1+1 dimensions. It is

worth noting that in this dimension, the axial charge corresponds to the kink topological charge

of the scalar theory.

These results set the stage for the following analysis in 3+1 dimensions. In investigations

of anomalous hydrodynamics, the 3+1 dimensional axial charge has been associated with fluid

helicity - the scalar product of vorticity and velocity [9]. We reformulate and extend the vari-

ational formulation of Euler hydrodynamics and obtain a bosonic ‘effective field theory’. This

theory accommodates general chiral and mixed axial-gravitational anomalies of interacting

Dirac fermions in fluid phases.

Furthermore, we find the corresponding 4+1 dimensional ‘bulk’ topological theory which

realizes the anomaly inflow and, more importantly, identifies the needed ‘boundary’ fluid vari-

ables. Beside the fluid momentum, a new pseudoscalar degree of freedom is introduced, as a

minimum requirement for describing all anomalies of Dirac fermions, in particular the mixed

axial-gravitational anomaly.

The derived 3+1 dimensional hydrodynamics/effective field theory is applicable to both

relativistic and non-relativistic systems. Importantly, it demonstrates explicitly that anomalies

remain unaffected by the dynamic terms in the Lagrangian, which specify the hydrodynamic
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equation of state. This finding affirms that anomalies encapsulate the system’s universal ’geo-

metric’ response to background deformations.

The general picture that emerges is that the 4+1d topological theory serves as a key input

for building the effective theory/hydrodynamics. Additionally, we identify other 4+1 dimen-

sional theories that could potentially lead to extended hydrodynamics. We discuss one such

theory involving independent vector and axial fluid variables, and mention another one incor-

porating two-form fields as degrees of freedom.

The plan of the paper is the following. In Section 2, we review standard bosonization

of 1+1d Dirac fermions and its anomalies. We present the corresponding 2+1d BF theory

originating from studies of the quantum spin Hall effect, and show how the degrees of freedom

describing bulk and boundary currents can be matched via the anomaly inflow mechanism.

Moving forward to Section 3, we introduce the action formulation of Euler hydrodynamics,

which is further elaborated on in Appendix A. We emphasize its equivalence with the bosonic

theory.

In Section 4 we discuss the hydrodynamics in 3+1 dimensions. We identify the correspond-

ing 4+1 dimensional topological theory and introduce an additional pseudoscalar field neces-

sary for a complete description of anomalous currents. In Section 5, we incorporate the gravita-

tional background, obtain the spin current, and discuss the mixed axial-gravitational anomaly.

In Section 6, we discuss the physical interpretation of the new pseudoscalar field. The Con-

clusion outlines potential extensions of our hydrodynamic approach and presents some open

questions regarding 3+1 dimensional bosonization. Appendices A, B, and C respectively cover

the variational formulation of Euler hydrodynamics, the general form of anomaly coefficients

in 3+1 dimensions, and the behavior of fluids in chiral backgrounds in both 1+1 and 3+1

dimensions.

2 1+1 Dimensional anomalies in bosonic field theory and anomaly

inflow

2.1 The scalar theory

We shall start by reminding some known facts about bosonization in 1+1d, and later discuss

the anomaly inflow from a 2+1d topological theory. The bosonic action is

S = −
∫

d2 x (∂µθ)
2 , (2.1)

within our conventions for Minkowskian signature ηµν = diag(−1,1). The theory possesses

the U(1) global symmetry θ → θ + const, but two conserved currents

Jµ = 2∂µθ , (Noether current), (2.2)

J̃µ = 2ǫµν∂νθ , (topological axial current), (2.3)

where hereafter tilded quantities represent pseudo-scalar, pseudo-vectors etc. Note that the

axial current is called topological because it is conserved without using the equations of mo-

tion. It expresses the kink charge when a periodic potential is added to the action (2.1). As is

known, J , J̃ correspond to vector and axial currents of Dirac fermions.

The scalar field can be coupled to both vector and axial backgrounds Aµ, Ãµ as follows:

S =

∫

d2 x − (∂µθ − Aµ)
2 + 2Ãµǫ

µν(∂νθ − Aν) , (2.4)
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leading to currents

Jµcons =
δS

δAµ
= 2(∂ µθ − Aµ) + 2ǫµνÃν, (2.5)

J̃µ
cons
=
δS

δÃµ
= 2ǫµν(∂νθ − Aν), (2.6)

where the subscript stands for ‘consistent’ current which will be explained momentarily. The

equation of motion obtained by varying (2.4) over θ is

∂µ(∂
µθ − Aµ) + ∂µǫ

µνÃν = 0 . (2.7)

The relations

∂µJµcons = 0, (2.8)

∂µ J̃µcons = −2ǫαβ∂aAβ ,

�

e

2π
→ 1

�

, (2.9)

show that the vector current is conserved (using the equations of motion) and the axial current

is anomalous. Actually, the form of the action (2.4) is manifestly invariant under the vector

gauge transformations

Aµ(x)→ Aµ(x) + ∂µλ(x) , θ(x)→ θ(x) +λ(x) , (2.10)

in which the scalar field compensates. Instead, axial gauge transformations

Ãµ(x)→ Ãµ(x) + ∂µλ̃(x) , (2.11)

change the action. Note that the axial anomaly (2.9) is normalized to the Dirac fermion value,

in units of flux quantum, Φ0 = e/2π, hereafter set to one.

2.2 Anomaly inflow, Chern-Simons and Wess-Zumino-Witten actions

The 1+1d bosonic theory is assumed to be at the boundary ∂M3 of a ‘bulk’ region M3 where

a gapped topological phase of matter is present. At energies below the gap, the response to

background variations is given by a topological effective action. The paradigmatic example is

given by the quantum Hall effect (QHE), described by the Chern-Simons (CS) action,

SCS[A] = −
1

2

∫

M3

AdA ,

�

e

2π
→ 1

�

. (2.12)

In this expression, we use the notation of differential forms, e.g. A = Aµd xµ, omitting the

wedge-product symbol (∧) for simplicity. It is convenient to write formulas involving both

tensor components and forms; we also represent components of dual tensors with square

brackets, e.g. [ωr ]
µν···, which are defined as follows:

ωr =
1

r!
ωµ1...µr

d xµ1 · · ·d xµr , Ωd−r = ∗ωr =

p

|g|
(d − r)!r!

ǫ µ1...µr
ν1...νd−r

ωµ1 ...µr
d xν1 · · · d xνr ,

[ωr]
ν1...νd−r =

1

r!
ǫν1...νd−rµ1...µr ωµ1...µr

. (2.13)

Quantities without indices can be easily recognized as being differential forms; finally, the

integral of the top form is defined as
∫

ωd =
∫

dd x ω1...d(x).
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The variation of the Chern-Simons action (2.12) gives the non-dissipative classical Hall

current1 jµ in 2+1d,

jµ =
δSCS

δAµ
= −ǫµαβ∂αAβ , µ,α,β = 1,2,3. (2.14)

This bulk current is evaluated in the direction 3̂ orthogonal to the boundary ∂M3 located

at x3 = 0, for points xα,α = 1,2 on the boundary, where it reads

j3 = −ǫ3αβ∂αAβ

�

�

�

∂M3

= ∂αJα, α,β = 1,2; (2.15)

namely, it is equal to the divergence of the 1+1d current J . Upon integration along the one-

dimensional space boundary, it implies that the bulk flux equals the time variation of the charge

in the 1+1d theory. This is the anomaly inflow, the compensation of the quantum anomaly by

a classical current in one extra dimension.

The ν = 1 quantum Hall system gives rise to a chiral boundary fermion. To describe a

time-reversal symmetric system, we consider chiral spin-up and antichiral spin-down fermions

at the boundary. The resulting time-reversal invariant system is realized in the quantum spin

Hall effect and topological insulators [17,21,33].

Neglecting the spin degree of freedom, this setting can describe 1+1d Dirac fermions. The

bulk action is obtained by writing Chern-Simons actions (2.12) for each chiral background

A± = A± Ã, that exchange under time reversal, leading to

SBF [A, Ã] = −2

∫

M3

ÃdA . (2.16)

The corresponding bulk currents are

j3 =
δSBF

δA3

= −2ǫ3αβ∂αÃβ = ∂αJβcov , (2.17)

j̃3 =
δSBF

δÃ3

= −2ǫ3αβ∂αAβ = ∂α J̃β
cov

. (2.18)

The 1+1d currents obtained by anomaly inflow Jcov, J̃cov are called ‘covariant’ and are

different from the ‘consistent’ currents (2.5) (2.6), obtained by variation of the boundary action

(2.4), and their respective anomalies are different. The two definitions of currents will often

appear in this work: thus, it is important to clarify their technical and physical properties.2

Covariant and consistent currents are best known in non-Abelian gauge theories [34], but they

also occur in presence of both Abelian backgrounds A, Ã, where ‘covariant’ actually stands for

invariant.

The 2+1 bulk currents j, j̃ are manifestly gauge invariant, and their reduction in 1+1d,

Jcov, J̃cov are also invariant, as explicitly shown in the following Section. Gauge invariant cur-

rents should be used when coupling to any physical quantity, either in 1+1d or 2+1d. The 2+1

bulk here plays a role of a charge reservoir for the 1+1 boundary. It is known that in quantum

field theory of fermions covariant anomalies can be obtained by heat-kernel regularization of

the path-integral, they obey the Index theorem and describe the spectral flow.

Consistent currents Jcons, J̃cons are not gauge invariant in general; they are obtained by a

variation of the 1+1d effective action, as seen before, or by fermion loop calculations. They

1Note that the QHE filling fraction is ν = 1, corresponding to free fermions on the boundary.
2A full analysis of this subject can be found in Sect. 4 and App. D of [21].
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are also derived from the Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) action, obeying the Wess-Zumino con-

sistency conditions, thus explaining their name [35]. These currents describe the physics of

isolated 1+1d systems, with some provisos.

The relation between the Chern-Simons and WZW action,

SCS[A+ dλ, Ã+ dλ̃] = SCS[A, Ã] + SW ZW [A,λ, Ã, λ̃] , (2.19)

shows some properties of the two kinds of currents. Inserting the action (2.16), we obtain

from (2.19)3

SW ZW = −2

∫

∂M3

λ̃dA , (2.20)

whose variations over λ, λ̃ correctly reproduce the consistent anomalies (2.8,2.9).

Note that another form of the bulk action (2.16), SBF = −2
∫

AdÃ, differing by a boundary

term, would give the same covariant currents (2.17),(2.18), but led to different WZW action

and consistent anomalies,

ŜW ZW = −2

∫

∂M3

λdÃ, ∂µĴµ
cons
= −2ǫαβ∂αÃβ , ∂µ

ˆ̃Jµ
cons
= 0 . (2.21)

The difference between Jcons and Ĵcons (and their axial companions) is related to the freedom

of changing the 1+1d effective action by terms polynomial in the backgrounds. This can be

used, e.g. to switch anomaly from one symmetry to the other. However, the relation between

Jcons and Jcov is not of this kind. The differences,

Jcov = Jcons +∆J , J̃cov = J̃cons +∆J̃ , (2.22)

are called Bardeen-Zumino terms [34]; they can be computed by paying attention to boundary

terms when varying the bulk action (2.16). We find

δSBF = −2

∫

M3

δÃdA+δAdÃ − 2

∫

∂M3

δAÃ. (2.23)

From the variation of the bulk term we recover the covariant currents (2.17),(2.18), while

from the boundary term we get the Bardeen-Zumino terms

∆Jα = −2ǫαβ Ãβ , ∆J̃α = 0 , (2.24)

which match the differences between the two kinds of anomalies (2.8)(2.9) and (2.17), (2.18).

In summary, the covariant currents are obtained by anomaly inflow and appear in gauge

invariant expressions; the consistent currents follow by variation of the 1+1d effective action.

The relation between the two kinds of currents can be unambiguously determined from the

2+1d topological theory (2.16).

2.3 ‘Hydrodynamic’ topological theory and bosonic fields

Topological phases of matter are characterized by global effects and excitations which are

described by topological actions written in terms of matter currents. Borrowing the reason-

ing from hydrodynamics, after integrating out high-energy excitations, the low-energy states

should be described in terms of conserved currents [36]. Furthermore, these currents can be

parameterized by dual gauge fields: in 2+1d we can write

jµ = ǫµνρ∂νq̃ρ , j̃µ = ǫµνρ∂νpρ , (2.25)

3The WZW action is 1+1 dimensional in the Abelian case.

7



SciPost Physics Submission

where p, q̃ are one-form dynamic gauge fields expressing matter degrees of freedom. The

parameterization (2.25) makes conservation of currents automatic (‘topological currents’).

Regarding the interaction between these fields, we can introduce a BF term leading to the

following ‘hydrodynamic’ topological theory,

S[p, q̃; A, Ã] = 2

∫

M3

q̃dp+ q̃dA+ pdÃ , (2.26)

which has been used for describing the quantum spin Hall effect [21].

Upon integration in p, q̃, one correctly obtains the ‘response’ action (2.16) SBF[A, Ã] involv-

ing the backgrounds only. The action (2.26) for general coupling constant 2k (here k = 1)

describes anyonic braiding of excitations coupled to the p, q̃ fields and the ground state de-

generacy on topologically non-trivial manifolds, the so-called topological order [22].

In the following we show how the bulk p, q̃ fields are related to the boundary degrees of

freedom which define the scalar theory of Section 2.1. This identification follows by matching

the covariant currents in the anomaly inflow. We first solve the equations of motion of the bulk

theory (2.26), with the result

dp+ dA= 0 → p = dθ − A, dq̃+ dÃ= 0 → q̃ = dψ− Ã, (2.27)

where θ ,ψ are respectively scalar and pseudoscalar gauge degrees of freedom, which are free

variables at this level. Then, we reconsider the inflow relation (2.18)

j̃3 = 2ǫ3αβ∂αpβ = ∂α J̃αcov → J̃αcov = 2ǫαβ pβ =
eq.m.

2ǫαβ(∂βθ − Aβ ) . (2.28)

In the identification of the 1+1d current J̃cov, we used the equations of motion and the freedom

in choosing θ . An analogous expression is found for the current Jcov,

Jα
cov
= 2ǫαβ q̃β =

eq.m.
2ǫαβ(∂βψ− Ãβ ) , (2.29)

in terms of the pseudoscalar field ψ.

We now remark that 2+1d currents are manifestly gauge invariant, thus the 1+1d covariant

currents should also be so. This requirement implies a boundary gauge condition for the bulk

fields, namely:

p = dθ − A , q̃ = dψ− Ã , gauge invariant on ∂M3 . (2.30)

It follows that the fields θ ,ψmust compensate the gauge transformations of background fields:

(A→ A+ dλ,θ → θ +λ) and (Ã→ Ã+ dλ̃,ψ→ψ+ λ̃).
We see that the inflow relation (2.28) reproduces the axial current (2.6) as a function of

previously introduced scalar field θ with correct gauge transformations. Indeed, this field is

the gauge degree of freedom that becomes physical, as it occurs in σ-models of spontaneous

symmetry breaking and the Higgs phenomenon; being a consequence of gauge symmetry only,

the same mechanism also occurs in other phases of matter, having different dynamics.

The complete form of the effective action including bulk and boundary terms can be written

as follows4

S =

∫

M2

−p2
µ + 2

∫

M3

q̃dp+ q̃dA+ pdÃ . (2.31)

In this expression, the first term encodes the dynamics of boundary excitations, while the

second term is the topological action (2.26).

4In this and following integrals we use a mixed notation involving both vectors (with indices) and differential

forms (without indices), with rules specified earlier in (2.13).
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It is also convenient to introduce the notations π= p+A and π̃= q̃+A and rewrite (2.31)

as

S =

∫

M2

−(πµ − Aµ)
2 + 2Ã(π− A) + 2

∫

M3

π̃dπ− ÃdA , (2.32)

π = p+ A, π̃= q̃+ A , (2.33)

paying attention to boundary terms.

Upon using the bulk equations of motion (2.27) for p, q̃, which now read π = dθ and

π̃ = dψ, one is left with an action which depends on the yet undetermined 1+1d fields θ ,ψ

at the boundary, as follows

S =

∫

M2

−(∂µθ − Aµ)
2 + 2Ã(dθ − A) − 2

∫

M3

ÃdA . (2.34)

The expressions (2.34) and (2.32) of combined bulk-boundary theory are manifestly gauge-

invariant, according to (2.30): the 1+1d part reproduces the bosonic theory (2.4) described

in Section 2.1. Thus, we succeeded in re-deriving the boundary bosonic theory from bulk

topological data and anomaly inflow.

Let us add some remarks:

• The form of the bulk-boundary action (2.32) is uniquely obtained by gauge invariance

from the the topological theory (2.26), apart from the addition of the gauge invariant

dynamic term p2
µ. The ambiguities on boundary terms which might occur in defining the

2+1d theory (2.26) have been fixed by earlier assumptions (2.21), (2.16), determining

the form of consistent currents on the boundary.

• Bulk and boundary variables have been matched by comparing currents via inflow (2.28).

(2.29). These observable quantities are free of ambiguities. The boundary degrees of

freedom can also be obtained by other methods, but we find that the matching of cur-

rents provides the most reliable procedure. Note that ψ has disappeared from (2.34)

but is relevant for other forms of the action, as shown in the next Section.

• The bulk equations of motion (2.27) for p, q̃ were obtained by assuming vanishing vari-

ations on the boundary. Their solution is extended by continuity to the boundary. Next,

the remaining undetermined degrees of freedom θ ,ψ are subjected to the boundary

equations of motion and actually acquire a dynamics due to the first term in (2.34).

• Finally, a general remark on using classical actions: they may have some arbitrariness be-

cause different functional forms can share the same extrema. For example, it is possible

to solve a subset of equations of motion and substitute them into the action, obtaining

another, equivalent functional, to be extremized on the remaining variables.

2.3.1 Duality of 1+1 dimensional theory

The scalar fields ψ,θ play a rather symmetric role in the 2+1d action (2.26) and covariant

currents (2.28), (2.29): actually, the theory is manifestly left invariant under the following

duality that exchanges fields, currents and anomalies,

(θ , Jcov ,A)↔ (ψ, J̃cov, Ã). (2.35)

The boundary theory (2.34) is not explicitly self-dual. The field ψ cancels out and the

consistent currents (2.5), (2.6) are of different nature: J̃cov = J̃cons is topological, while Jcons

9



SciPost Physics Submission

is of Noether type, obeying ∂µJ
µ
cons = 0, Actually, the duality is also present in 1+1d: it is

expressed by mapping the action (2.34) into another one with the same functional from in

terms of dual variables.

We start again from the bulk-boundary expressions (2.28), (2.29), and substitute the fol-

lowing partial solution of the bulk equations of motion: p = π− A and q̃ = dψ− Ã, where π

transforming as A for respecting the gauge condition (2.30).

The action (2.32) becomes (neglecting the inert background part
∫

ÃdA)

S̃ = 2

∫

M2

−1

2
(πµ − Aµ)

2 + Ã(π− A) +ψdπ . (2.36)

The pseudoscalarψ is now present and it enforces the constraint dπ= 0. Solving it byπ= dθ ,

the action (2.34) is reobtained. Thus, (2.36) is an equivalent form of (2.34).

The equations of motion can be equivalently obtained by varying with respect to π, leading

to

πµ − Aµ = ǫµν(∂νψ− Ãν) . (2.37)

This equation can be used to eliminate π in (2.36), with the result

S̃ = 2

∫

M2

−1

2
(∂µψ− Ãµ)

2 + A
�

dψ− Ã
�

+ AÃ. (2.38)

This is the dual theory of (2.34), having the same form under the exchanges (2.35). It is

expressed in terms of the pseudoscalar field and the consistent currents (2.5), (2.6), exchange

their nature: J̃ is of Noether type, obeying ∂ν J̃νcons = 0, and Jcons = Jcov is topological.

The equations of motion (2.37) for A= Ã= 0 and π= dθ become

∂ µθ = ǫµν∂νψ , (2.39)

showing that ψ is the dual field of θ .

In conclusion, the covariant currents obtained by inflow (2.29), (2.28) are both of topo-

logical kind, with ψ the dual field of θ . The consistent currents are expressed in terms of a

single field, one is topological and the other of Noether type.

In the Appendix C we consider the bosonic theory (2.34) in a chiral background, i.e. A= Ã

and show that boundary excitation split into chiral components, one interacting with the back-

ground and the other one remaining inert.

3 Hydrodynamics with anomalies

3.1 Variational formulation of Euler hydrodynamics

In this Section we recall the description of perfect barotropic fluids (in any dimension) devel-

oped in the Refs. [16] [32]. In these systems, the temperature vanishes, entropy is constant

and there is no heat conduction, viscosity and shear. Furthermore, the pressure depends on

density only. The subject has a very long history and some introductory material can be found

in Appendix A and the review [37]. The same formulation applies to both non-relativistic and

relativistic fluids: the first case is briefly discussed here for simplicity.5

The Lagrangian variational problem is obtained starting from the Hamiltonian description

of the Euler equation in terms of the basic variables of density ρ and velocity v i, obeying

Poisson brackets. The ‘particle current’ is defined as J µ = (ρ,ρv i) and satisfies ∂µJ
µ=0. It is

5The relativistic case is discussed in the Appendix A,

10



SciPost Physics Submission

possible to Legendre transform from energy ǫ(ρ) to pressure P(µ), which is a function of the

chemical potential µ, to obtain the action,

S =

∫

ρµ− ǫ(ρ) =
∫

P(µ),
dP

dµ
= ρ,

dǫ

dρ
= µ . (3.1)

The chemical potential itself depends on the particle momenta, µ = µ(pα), with depen-

dence specific for nonrelativistic (Galilean) and relativistic (Lorentzian) fluids (See Appendix

A). Thus, the variational approach is defined for the following functional of momenta pα

S[pα] =

∫

P(pα) . (3.2)

This formulation of hydrodynamics is very similar to an effective field theory for the ‘field’

pα. Both are low-energy descriptions, and we are not dealing with entropy and dissipation,

which would require more advanced quantum field theory settings, such as the Schwinger-

Keldysh approach [36,38].

However, there is still a difference, because the variational problem for the hydrodynamic

action (3.2) is constrained. As explained in the review [37], in going from the Lagrangian

fluid description6 to the Eulerian formulation, the motion of each fluid element is lost, leaving a

reduced set of degrees of freedom that obey constraints. Due to this reduction, the Hamiltonian

Poisson algebra obeyed by (ρ, v i) possesses extra Casimirs which prevents the writing of a

standard Lagrangian variational principle (see also Appendix A).

As a consequence, the variations δpα extremizing (3.2) are constrained: one possibility is

to use a reduced functional dependence for pα given by the Clebsch parameterization [37].

Another formulation uses restricted, ‘admissible’ variations [39] which correspond to the dif-

feomorphisms, expressed by the Lie derivative δǫp = Lǫp

δS[p] = 0 , for δǫpν = ǫ
µ∂µpν + pµ∂νǫ

µ, (3.3)

where ǫµ is an arbitrary vector field.

The variation of the action (3.2) leads to the following two results:

I. We identify the particle current J , and obtain after one integration by parts

J µ = − δS

δpµ
= − ∂ P

∂ pµ
, J ν(∂µpν − ∂νpµ) + pν∂µJ

µ = 0 . (3.4)

Upon contracting the second relation with J µ, we get two equations of motion

∂µJ
µ = 0, J ν(∂µpν − ∂νpµ) = 0, (3.5)

corresponding to current conservation and the so-called Carter-Lichnerowitz (CL) equation

[40]. As shown in Appendix A, the latter is equal to the Euler equation after expressing the

variables J µ, pµ in terms of ρ, v i and the chemical potential µ.

II. Given that the Lie derivative expresses reparameterization invariance, the variation

(3.3) defines the stress tensor of the fluid and establishes its conservation: we find,

Tνµ = −
∂ P

∂ pν
pµ +δ

ν
µP , ∂νTνµ = 0. (3.6)

These equations reproduce again the Euler equation (for spatial µ) and the energy conser-

vation (for µ the time direction). The relativistic fluid dynamics is also obtained for specific

forms of pressure P(pα) and variables pµ, as shown in Appendix A.

6Not to be confused with the Lagrangian functional.
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3.1.1 Topological currents in 1+1 and 3+1 dimensions

The Carter-Lichnerowitz equation (3.5) can be rewritten in differential-form notation using

the inner product iX ,

iJ dp = 0, J µ = − ∂ P

∂ pµ
. (3.7)

Note that this is not a diffeomorphism-invariant equation, because the current J depends itself

on pα and contains dynamic information through the form of pressure P .

However, even spacetime dimensions are special. In 1+1d we observe that dp is a top

form, dual to a scalar quantity: the CL equation is actually a scalar condition. Thus, if this

is satisfied for the particle current J , it also holds for arbitrary currents: it amounts to the

constraint

dp = 0 , (1+ 1 d). (3.8)

In 3+1d, by multiplying the CL equation by dp, it gives the condition iJ (dpdp) = 0 for a top

form, which similarly implies the constraint dpdp = 0.

Therefore, in even spacetime dimensions the CL equation results in a geometric condi-

tion independent of dynamics. It leads to the definition of conserved topological currents, as

follows

1+ 1d : dp = 0 → ∂µ J̃µ = 0 , J̃µ = ǫµνpν , (3.9)

3+ 1d : dpdp = 0 → ∂µJ̃µ = 0 , J̃µ = ǫµνρσpν∂ρpσ . (3.10)

In 1+1d, one recovers the axial current (2.3) in the bosonic form; in 3+1d a new axial

current is conserved by the flow, whose charge is the so-called fluid helicity

Q̃ =

∫

d3 x J̃0∝
∫

d3 x ~v · ~ω, ~ω =∇× ~v , (3.11)

which is the integral of the scalar product of vorticity and velocity.

In conclusion, the hydrodynamic approach in even spacetime dimension possesses both

vector and axial currents. This rather remarkable fact allows for the description of fermionic

systems and their anomalies, which will be analyzed in detail in the following discussion.

3.2 Equivalence of hydrodynamics and bosonization in 1+1 dimensions

3.2.1 Admissible variations

The coupling to backgrounds A, Ã is introduced in the hydrodynamic action as follows. The

kinetic momentum is replaced by the canonical momentum π,

p = π− A , (3.12)

where π varies as A under gauge transformations for keeping p gauge invariant (cf. (2.30)).

Next, Ã is coupled to the axial current found in the previous Section. The action becomes

S[π] =

∫

d2 x P(π− A) + 2

∫

M2

Ã(π− A) . (3.13)

As discussed in the previous Section, the variational problem is given by diffeomorphism

variations δπ = Lǫπ, and the result is the CL equation, implying a constraint

J ν(∂µπν − ∂νπµ) = 0 , → dπ= 0 , (3.14)

12
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together with the conservation of the particle current

∂νJ
ν = 0, J ν = − ∂ P

∂ πν
+ 2ενµÃµ , (3.15)

which now includes a background term.

The consistent currents are obtained by variation of the action

Jν
cons
=
δS

δAν
= − ∂ P

∂ πν
+ 2ǫνµÃµ = J ν , (3.16)

J̃νcons =
δS

δÃν
= 2ǫνµ(πµ − Aµ) . (3.17)

Upon using the equations of motion, their divergences reproduce the expected expressions of

Section 2.1,

∂νJνcons = 0, ∂ν J̃νcons = −2ǫνµ∂νAµ . (3.18)

We conclude that the hydrodynamic theory is able to describe Dirac fluids in 1+1 dimensions.

The conservation law for the stress tensor is obtained by applying a diffeomorphism to all

fields in the action (3.13):

δS =

∫

d4 x

�

δS

δπν
δǫπν +

δS

δAν
δǫAν +

δS

δÃν
δǫÃν

�

=

∫

d4 x εµ
�

−∂νTνµ + Jνcons∂µAν − ∂ν(AµJνcons) + J̃νcons∂µÃν − ∂ν(Ãµ J̃νcons)
�

=

∫

d4 x εµ
�

−∂νTνµ + FµνJνcons − Aµ∂νJνcons + F̃µν J̃νcons − Ãµ∂ν J̃νcons

�

. (3.19)

In these equations, all variations are Lie derivatives (3.3) with parameter ǫ, the first term

giving the stress tensor divergence, with

Tνµ = −
∂ P

∂ πν
(πµ − Aµ) +δ

ν
µP . (3.20)

After rewriting the consistent currents in terms of covariant ones, one obtains7 [32]

∂νTνµ = FµνJνcov + F̃µν J̃νcov . (3.21)

Note that the currents appearing in the stress tensor equation are of the covariant type, in

agreement with gauge invariance.

The geometric condition dπ= 0 can be solved in terms of a scalar variable π= dθ ; upon

this substitution, it is clear that the hydrodynamic action and the currents exactly corresponds

to expressions of the bosonic theory of Section 2.1. In this correspondence, the relativis-

tic expression of the pressure P(pα) ∼ p2
α maps in the dynamic term of the bosonic action

P(dθ − A) ↔ −(∂µθ − Aµ)
2. Actually, in the hydrodynamic as well as the bosonic theory,

one can check that the anomalies are completely independent of the dynamics, provided that

gauge invariance is respected. In particular, they also occur for non-relativistic and vanishing

dynamics (P = 0).

Of course, it is well known that anomalies are largely independent of interactions, but the

present approach makes this universality manifest. This is one interesting aspect of it.

7The result can also be checked from definitions of T, J , J̃, using the equation of motion (3.15) and the 1+1d

identity Fµν = Fǫµν, F = ∂1A2 − ∂2A1.
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3.2.2 Free variations with explicit constraint

One difference remains to be understood before establishing the complete correspondence

between bosonic field theory and hydrodynamics in 1+1d: the field-theory Lagrangian is ex-

tremized under general variations, while they are restricted in hydrodynamics.

Recall that admissible variations (3.3) imply the simple constraint dπ= 0 (3.14) in 1+1d.

Thus, we can freely vary δπ by adding the constraint via a (pseudoscalar) Lagrange multiplier

ψ.

The action (3.13) becomes

S[π,ψ] =

∫

d2 x P(π− A) + 2

∫

M2

Ã(π− A) +πdψ . (3.22)

The expressions of the stress tensor (3.20) and currents (3.17) are clearly unchanged. The

equations of motion for the unconstrained variables π and ψ are

ψ : dπ= 0 → πµ = ∂µθ , (3.23)

π :
∂ P

∂ πµ
= 2ǫµν
�

Ãν − ∂νψ
�

. (3.24)

Using them in the (unchanged) expressions of the currents (3.17) and stress tensor (3.20), one

verifies that the same anomalies and conservation equations (3.18), (3.21) are reobtained.

More precisely, the new equations of motion (3.23), (3.24) can be compared with those

obtained by admissible variations (3.14), (3.15):

admissible : dπ= 0, ∂µJµcons = ∂µ

�

− ∂ P

∂ πµ
+ 2ǫµνÃν

�

, (3.25)

free : dπ= 0, Jµcons =

�

− ∂ P

∂ πµ
+ 2ǫµνÃν

�

=
eq.m.

2ǫµν∂νψ . (3.26)

It is apparent that current conservation has been replaced by its ‘first integral’, namely the

general parameterization of a conserved current in terms of the unconstrained parameter ψ.

Note that in classical mechanics, freely varying the action with a time-dependent constraint

imposed by a Lagrange multiplier is generally not equivalent to taking restricted variations.

However, in the present case we checked that the same result is obtained.

In conclusion, we have shown that the hydrodynamic theory can be reformulated as the

unconstrained Lagrangian variational problem (3.22), and as such it is completely equivalent

to standard field-theory bosonization in 1+1 dimensions.

3.3 Summary of Sections two and three

In Section 2 we recalled some properties of bosonization in 1+1d and got acquainted with

different forms of currents and their relation with Chern-Simons and WZW actions. We then

showed that the bosonic theory can be inferred from the ‘hydrodynamic’ topological theory in

one extra dimension, which not only determines the anomalies but also suggests the needed

boundary degrees of freedom.

In Section 3, we reviewed the hydrodynamic approach developed in Refs. [16], relying on

an action functional. We observed that the equations of motion imply dynamics-independent

constraints in 1+1 and 3+1d, thus allowing free variational problems as those considered

in quantum field theory. In 1+1d we established the complete correspondence between this

formulation of hydrodynamics and the well-known bosonic field theory describing fermions.

14
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Based on this background material, in the next Section we are going to develop the hy-

drodynamics with anomalies in 3+1d, extending the results of [32]. The input from the ‘hy-

drodynamic’ topological theory in 4+1d will suggest new variables which are necessary for a

comprehensive description of anomalous fluids in 3+1 dimensions.

4 Hydrodynamics and inflow in 3+1 dimensions

4.1 4+1 Dimensional Chern-Simons action and general form of anomalies

The response action in theories with anomalies is known well in the literature [21, 41]. It is

the 4+1d Chern-Simons action functional written in terms of background fields.

We start from the expression describing the chiral anomaly of a 3+1d Weyl fermion8

S[A+] = −
1

6

∫

M5

A+dA+dA+ ,

�

e

2π
→ 1

�

, (4.1)

where the chiral decomposition is defined by

A± = A± Ã, J± =
1

2
(J ± J̃) → JµAµ + J̃µÃµ = J

µ
+A+µ + J̃

µ
− Ã−µ . (4.2)

Note that this action is time reversal invariant but not parity invariant, as it should. Then one

subtracts to it another copy S[A−], thus obtaining the parity invariant expression describing

Dirac fermions,

S[A, Ã] = −
∫

M5

ÃdAdA+αÃdÃdÃ, α =
1

3
, (4.3)

with A± = A± Ã. The action (4.3) shows two independent parity and time reversal invariant

expressions, build out of an odd number of pseudovectors Ã. Therefore, anomalies of general

fermionic particles involve two parameters depending on their vector and axial couplings9.

We fix the first one to the value for the Dirac particle and let the parameter α vary off the Dirac

value α = 1/3 for later convenience.

As explained in Section 2.2, the variation of response actions gives the bulk currents and

then the 3+1d covariant anomalies by inflow. One finds

j5 =
δS

δA5

= −2ǫ5µνρσ∂µAν∂r Ãσ → ∂µJµcov = −2[dAdÃ] , (4.4)

j̃5 =
δS

δÃ5

→ ∂µJ̃µ
cov
= −[dAdA]− 3α[dÃdÃ] , (4.5)

with our normalization conventions (e/2π)2→ 1.

The gauge transformation (A→ A+ dλ, Ã→ Ã+ dλ̃) of the bulk action (4.3) determines

the WZW action

SW ZW = −
∫

M4

λ̃(dAdA+αdÃdÃ) , (4.6)

and its variation provides the anomalies of consistent currents,

∂µJµcons = 0 , (4.7)

∂µJ̃µcons = −[dAdA]−α[dÃdÃ] . (4.8)

8See Appendix B for the normalization of fields.
9In Appendix B we collect anomaly formulas for general matter content.
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Note that the order of (A, Ã) factors in the first term of the action (4.3) can be changed by

adding 3+1d boundary terms; the present form is vector gauge invariant, leading to a con-

served consistent vector current in agreement with the hydrodynamic approach.

Finally, following Section 2.2, the relation between covariant and consistent currents is

obtained by close inspection of boundary terms in the variation of the bulk action as done in

the 1+1d case [21]:

Jµcov = Jµcons − 2[ÃdA]µ , (4.9)

J̃µcov = J̃µcons − 2α[ÃdÃ]µ . (4.10)

These expressions match the anomalies just found.

4.2 Hydrodynamics with axial current

The hydrodynamic description of 3+1d anomalies developed in Ref. [32] follows the same

steps of the earlier 1+1d case. The axial current is identified as the 3+1d helicity current

(3.10), which is coupled to its background as follows10

S[π] =

∫

d4 x P(π− A) +

∫

M4

Ã(π− A)d(π+ A) . (4.11)

The helicity current (3.10) is rewritten by replacing p = π − A and an additional term is

introduced which was physically motivated in [32] and will be confirmed by following analysis.

The admissible (diffeomorphism) variations of this action involves the particle current,

J µ = − δS

δπµ
= − ∂ P

∂ πµ
+
�

2Ãdπ− (π− A)dÃ
�µ

, (4.12)

which obeys the Carter-Lichnerowitz equation (3.14). Following the discussion of Section

3.1.1, in 3+1 dimensions this reduces to a constraint dπdπ= 0; thus, the equations of motion

are summarized by

∂µJ
µ = 0, dπdπ= 0 . (4.13)

A standard approach in hydrodynamics is that of introducing the so-called Clebsch param-

eterization11 for π in terms of three scalar functions (θ ,α,β), as follows:

π= dθ +αdβ , πdπ= dθdαdβ , (4.14)

which provide a local solution to the geometric constraint dπdπ = 0. However, contrary to

1+1d, this non-linear map complicates expressions and cannot be extended globally because

the parameters (θ ,α,β) develops singularities [37]. We shall, therefore, continue using the

momentum variable π, keeping in mind the constraint dπdπ= 0.

The consistent currents are readily evaluated

Jµcons =
δS

δAµ
= − ∂ P

∂ πµ
+ [(π− A)dÃ+ 2ÃdA]µ = J µ +

�

d
�

2Ã(π− A)
��µ

, (4.15)

J̃µ
cons
=
δS

δÃµ
= [(π− A)d(π+ A)]µ . (4.16)

Using equations of motion, we find

∂µJµcons = 0 , (4.17)

∂µ J̃µcons = −[dAdA] . (4.18)

10Note that the coupling to the topological current is expressed by a top form.
11See Appendix A for details.
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These results were obtained in the analysis of Ref. [32]; however, comparison with the

general expressions (4.7), (4.8) in the previous Section, shows that a term is missing in the

axial current, proportional to [dÃdÃ]. Namely, the hydrodynamic theory (4.11) is able to

reproduce the anomalies correctly only for the parameter α = 0. In the following Sections,

we shall see how to obtain this missing piece, as well as the contribution coming from curved

metric backgrounds.

4.2.1 Free variations with generalized constraint

Paralleling the 1+1d analysis in Section 3.2.2, we now consider the standard variational prob-

lem for the action (4.11), by adding the constraint via a Lagrange multiplier. The action is

now

S[π] =

∫

M4

P(π− A) + Ã(π− A)d(π+ A) +ψ(dπdπ+αdÃdÃ) , (4.19)

where ψ is pseudoscalar.

In this action, we also considered an extension of the constraint that is motivated by the

form of the WZW action (4.6), with parameter α: this modification will be fully justified in

the next Section by matching the anomaly inflow from the 4+1d topological theory.

The equations of motion obtained by varying freely over π and ψ are:

π : − ∂ P

∂ πµ
+
�

2(Ã− dψ)dπ− (π− A)dÃ
�µ
= 0 , (4.20)

ψ : dπdπ+αdÃdÃ= 0 . (4.21)

Comparing with those obtained by admissible variations (4.13) (for α= 0), one sees that free

variations again imply a ‘first integral’ of the particle current conservation:

admissible : ∂µJ
µ = ∂µ

�

− ∂ P

∂ πµ
+
�

2Ãdπ− (π− A)dÃ
�µ

�

= 0 , (4.22)

free : J µ =
eq.m.

2[dψdπ]µ . (4.23)

The parameterization (4.23) of the current in terms of ψ is general enough when dπ 6= 0,

i.e. in presence of fluid vorticity. As fully described in Appendix A, it also holds at points where

dπ→ 0 by considering a limiting procedure where dψ→∞, such that the current stays finite.

In conclusion, free variation of the action (4.19) is equivalent to admissible variation for α= 0,

and extends to the case α 6= 0.

Let us show that the correct anomalies and conservation laws are obtained. The vector

current Jcons has the same form as the one of the previous Section (4.15) and is conserved.

The consistent current J̃
µ
cons acquires a contribution from the term parameterized by α,

J̃µcons = [(π− A)d(π+ A) + 2αdψdÃ]µ . (4.24)

Its conservation law follows from (4.21)

∂µJ̃µcons = −[dAdA]−α[dÃdÃ] . (4.25)

The equation satisfied by the energy-momentum tensor is obtained by considering a diffeo-

morphism transformation of the action. Since the top formψ(dπdπ+αdÃdÃ) is diffeomorphism-

invariant, it does not contribute to the energy-momentum tensor, and the result is the same as

(3.19):

∂νTνµ = FµνJν
cons
− Aµ∂νJν

cons
+ F̃µν J̃ν

cons
− Ãµ∂ν J̃ν

cons
. (4.26)
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Using (4.25) and the 3+1d algebraic identity12 Ãµ[dAdA] = −2Fµν[ÃdA]ν we find the follow-

ing expressions

∂µTµν = FνµJµcov + F̃νµ J̃µcov , (4.27)

Jµcov = Jµcons − 2[ÃdA]µ , (4.28)

J̃µcov = J̃µcons − 2α[ÃdÃ]µ , (4.29)

involving the covariant currents (cf. (4.10)). Their anomalies have the correct form (4.4),

(4.5) which we reproduce here for convenience:

∂µJµcov = −2[dÃdA] , (4.30)

∂µ J̃µcov = −[dAdA]− 3α[dÃdÃ] . (4.31)

Therefore, we have shown that the hydrodynamic action (4.19) provides a bosonic effective

description of 3+1d anomalies. The field variables are the fluid momentum π and the new

pseudoscalar ψ, obeying the gauge conditions

p = π− A, q̃ = dψ− Ã, gauge invariant. (4.32)

4.3 4+1 Dimensional ‘hydrodynamic’ topological theories

The derivation of the 2+1d bulk theory in Section 2.3 started from the introduction of ‘hydro-

dynamic’ gauge fields that are dual to conserved currents, such as j = ∗da. In 4+1 dimensions,

the corresponding expressions, j = ∗dc, involve 3-form fields c, which could be independent

degrees of freedom or polynomial of lower-order forms. The anomaly inflow relations (2.29),

(2.28) then imply 3+1d currents parameterized as Jcov = ∗c.

The hydrodynamic currents obtained in previous Sections, (4.15), (4.24), once evaluated

on the 3+1d equations of motion, have the form

∗ Jcov =
eq.m.

2(dψ− Ã)dπ+ 2(π− A)dÃ, (4.33)

∗ J̃cov =
eq.m.

(π− A)d(π+ A) + 2α(dψ− Ã)dÃ , (4.34)

where the fluid momentum π is constrained by dπdπ+ αdÃdÃ= 0. These expressions13 are

polynomials of the field p = π− A and its axial counterpart q̃ = dψ− Ã.

Therefore, we take a conservative approach and search for 4+1d topological actions which

reproduce the hydrodynamic currents and thus are polynomials in one-form fields; we also

expect cubic expressions implying quadratic equations of motion (4.21). We shall find one

such theory that can be considered as the minimal one, together with other instances describing

more general dynamics and additional degrees of freedom.

The derivation starts by reconsidering the 2+1d theory, in the chiral case for simplicity. We

rewrite the Chern-Simons action (2.26), up to a boundary term (c.f. 2.32)), as

S =

∫

M3

1

2
ada+ adA=

1

2

∫

M3

πdπ− AdA , (π= a+ A). (4.35)

It is apparent that the stationary point is quadratic in π and thus the equation of motion is

linear, dπ= 0. The generalization to 4+1 dimensions is the cubic expression

S =
1

6

∫

M5

πdπdπ− AdAdA, (π= a + A), (4.36)

12See (A.31) in Appendix A.
13Note that they are explicitly gauge invariant, being functions of the quantities (π−A) and (dψ− Ã), see (4.32).
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leading to the desired quadratic condition dπdπ= 0.

Note that variations of these actions can be equivalently taken with respect to a and π

since A is inert. Furthermore, the current can be defined by varying the action at fixed a or

π: the two resulting expressions become equal once evaluated on the equations of motion (as

they should). In the following, it is more convenient to focus on the dynamics of π in both

bulk and boundary actions.

Note also that the actions (4.35), (4.36) are differences of two Chern-Simons theories for

gauge fields π and A which transform in the same way,14 A→ A+ dλ,π→ π+ dλ. These ex-

pressions are called ‘transgression forms’ in the mathematical literature [42], where they are

made gauge invariant by adding a boundary term, in the same spirit of our approach. Trans-

gression forms have already been introduced in hydrodynamics [11,12], within an approach

using different fluid variables as fundamental fields.

4.3.1 Two-fluid theory

The topological action which realizes the precise doubling of the chiral action (4.36) is:

SI I =

∫

M5

π̃dπdπ− ÃdAdA+απ̃dπ̃dπ̃−αÃdÃdÃ

+

∫

M5

P(π− A, π̃− Ã) + Ã
�

(π− A)d(π+ A) +α(π̃− Ã)d(π̃+ Ã)
�

, (4.37)

π= p+ A, π̃= q̃ + Ã, (4.38)

involving two transgression forms and respecting parity and time reversal invariances. In this

action the symmetry between the two fields p, q̃ and corresponding fluids is manifest. For this

reason, it will be called the ‘two-fluid’ theory. The 3+1d boundary action is obtained following

the same strategy of Section 2.3: it involves the pressure dynamic term that can depend on

both fluid variables, and the axial coupling whose expression is consistent with overall bulk-

boundary gauge invariance (having established that the combinations π − A and π̃ − Ã are

gauge invariant).

The bulk equations of motion following from (4.37) are

dπdπ̃= 0 , dπdπ+ 3αdπ̃dπ̃= 0 . (4.39)

The 3+1d covariant currents determined by anomaly inflow are

∗ Jcov = 2π̃dπ− 2ÃdA+ d b̃ , (4.40)

∗ J̃cov = (π− A)d(π+ A) + 3α(π̃− Ã)d(π̃+ Ã) + d b , (4.41)

where b, b̃ are undetermined two-form fields. The conservation of these currents evaluated on

the bulk equations of motion lead to the expected anomalies of Section 4.1, now realized by

the two fluids on equal footing. It can also be shown that the boundary equations of motion

also lead to the correct conservation equations for consistent currents and stress tensor.

We note that the expressions of currents (4.40), (4.41) differ from those found earlier in

hydrodynamics (4.33), (4.34), in particular for the presence of two independent fluid mo-

menta (4.38).

Actually, the topological action (4.37) describes systems where chirality is conserved, which

are physically different from those considered so far. In this work, we have been assuming a

single Dirac fluid described by π, where the other variable π̃ = dψ does not have a proper

14This gauge condition has been found before, see (4.32).
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dynamics, i.e. it is ‘dragged’, and can describe an irrotational fluid component, at most. We

imagine that fermion interactions lead to a dynamical effective mass and non-conservation of

fermion chirality. One check of this fact is given in Appendix C, where we discuss the behavior

of Dirac fluids in a chiral background, e.g. A= Ã: we find that the two chiral currents (4.2)),

J± = J± J̃ , do not decouple from each other. The properties of two-fluid hydrodynamics (4.37)

as well as its chiral half will be analyzed in future investigations.

4.3.2 Single-fluid theory and Dirac hydrodynamics

We now consider the reduction of the two-fluid theory (4.37) assuming that the axial momen-

tum is irrotational and that the pressure is only function of vector momentum π− A,

π̃= dψ, P = P(π− A), (4.42)

which will be referred to as the ‘single-fluid’ theory.

In this case, one part of the bulk action in (4.37) is a total derivative and reduces to a

boundary term so that one is left with the expression

SI =−
∫

M5

ÃdAdA+αÃdÃdÃ

+

∫

M4

P(π− A) + Ã(π− A)d(π+ A) +ψ(dπdπ+αdÃdÃ) . (4.43)

We recognize that the 3+1d term is equal to the hydrodynamic action (4.19) introduced in

Section 4.2.1, where ψ is the Lagrange multiplier enforcing the equation of motion (4.21).

The 4+1d piece is the response action (4.3) not participating to the boundary dynamics.

Therefore, we have obtained the 3+1d hydrodynamic theory of Section 4.2 from the study

of bulk topological theories and their degrees of freedom, under the assumption of a single

dynamic fluid. This nonetheless includes the additional pseudoscalar variable ψ with respect

to the 3+1d Euler hydrodynamics described in Ref. [32]. This additional degree of freedom is

crucial for obtaining the most general anomaly characterized by α 6= 0.

We remark that in this theory the anomaly inflow relations only involve the 4+1d response

action (4.3) and determine the anomalies of covariant currents (4.4),(4.5). The correspon-

dence between bulk and boundary hydrodynamic fields is rather clear but can only be partially

checked through the form of currents.

4.3.3 Theory involving higher-form fields

Earlier in this Section we pointed out that the description of matter currents in 4+1d and 3+1d

naturally suggests the inclusion of 2- and 3-form hydrodynamic fields b, c into the topological

action. They were not considered in the two previous theories, which only involve the one-

form fields expressing fluid momenta: in particular, the single-fluid case correctly matches the

expected hydrodynamic theory, in which vorticity and helicity are polynomial of fluid momen-

tum/velocity.

Nonetheless, we now present another 4+1d topological theory which is consistent with

Dirac anomalies and makes use of 3-form fields for current parameterization. In this theory,

fluid velocity and vorticity are described by two independent degrees of freedom. Let us con-

sider the following hydrodynamic topological action

SI I b =

∫

M5

c̃d(p+ A) + cd(q̃+ Ã) + q̃dpdp+αq̃dq̃dq̃ , (4.44)
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where the A, Ã backgrounds couple to dual 3-form currents c, c̃, while the p, q̃ 1-forms realize

4+1d Chern-Simons terms. This is the natural generalization of the 2+1d theory (2.26), and

is similarly characterized by quadratic stationary points.

The solution of the bulk equations of motion are

c : q̃ = −Ã+ dψ, i.e. π̃= dψ , (4.45)

c̃ : p = −A+ dθ , i.e. π= dθ , (4.46)

p : c̃ = −2pdq̃+ d b = 2(dθ − A)dÃ+ d b, (4.47)

q̃ : c = −pdp− 3αq̃dq̃+ d b = (dθ − A)dA+ 3α(dψ− Ã)dÃ+ d b̃ , (4.48)

where b, b̃ are undetermined 2-form fields. The hydrodynamic action (4.44) evaluated on the

solution of equations of motion gives the response action (4.3), as needed.

The anomaly inflow relations determine the following functional form of covariant 3+1d

currents

∗ Jcov = c̃ =
eq.m.
= 2(dθ − A)dÃ+ d b , (4.49)

∗ J̃cov = c =
eq.m.

(dθ − A)dA+ 3α(dψ− Ã)dÃ+ d b̃ . (4.50)

Gauge invariance requires

c, c̃, p = dθ − A, q̃ = dψ− Ã, gauge invariant on M4 (4.51)

which generalize earlier gauge conditions. These establish that θ ,ψ are compensating scalar/pseu-

doscalar gauge field.

The expressions of currents (4.49),(4.50) have rather interesting physical consequences:

• They identify a 3+1d hydrodynamics characterized by a pair of scalar fields and a pair

of two-forms fields b, b̃. The latter parameterizes the 3+1d currents in absence of back-

grounds.

• The currents (4.49),(4.50) match the expressions found for the two-fluid theory, (4.40),

(4.41), evaluated for dπ= dπ̃= 0. In that case, the contribution by the two-form fields

was not actually necessary, but here is rather important.

• The Dirac anomalies are reproduced by the expressions (4.49), (4.50) irrespectively of

the value of b, b̃ fields. The hydrodynamics with b = b̃ = 0 describes a system with two

irrotational fluids, owing to dπ = dπ̃ = 0, which is static in absence of backgrounds.

This minimal theory shows that the requirement of reproducing 3+1d anomalies is not

very strong. The response is entirely anomalous and quadratic in the background fields:

e.g. in a static magnetic field causing the dimensional reduction, it reproduces the

physics of 1+1d systems [21].

We conclude that the topological theory (4.44) identifies an interesting non-standard hy-

drodynamics. The 3+1d action is obtained as in earlier cases by adding a dynamic pressure

term, P = P(dθ − A, dψ− Ã, d b, d̃ b), in general depending on all fields, and the coupling to

vector and axial backgrounds for reproducing the consistent currents. Again anomalies are

independent of the form of the pressure. The minimal fluid solutions with b = b̃ = 0 do

not involve any vorticity, while the general one include vorticities which are parameterized by

independent degrees of freedom. The analysis of this theory as well as that in Section 4.3.1

requires an independent investigation.

We remark that the list of 4+1d topological theories presented here and corresponding gen-

eralized hydrodynamics is not meant to be exhaustive. Among further possibilities, it would be
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interesting to study the hydrodynamics of chiral-only (Weyl) fermions, which can be obtained

from the two-fluid theory by identifying the two halves.

Interacting phases of matter in 3+1 and 4+1d can give rise to monodromy phases between

point-particles and extended excitations that are also described by topological theories involv-

ing higher forms [25] [7]. For example, the addition of a BF term
∫

q̃d b in the 3+1d action can

describe anyonic monodromies of vortex lines and particles. Finally, associated to extended

excitations there are higher-form extended symmetries that allow for further possible terms in

the topological actions [43].

The complete description of higher-form excitations requires the introduction of corre-

sponding higher form backgrounds B, C , leading to higher anomalies. The response of sys-

tems with respect to these new external fields may help in distinguishing among the various

topological theories compatible with Dirac anomalies in 4+1 dimensions.

These generalizations of the hydrodynamic/effective bosonic theory will be considered

in future works. The correspondence between hydrodynamic, bosonization of fermions and

topological theories in one extra dimension is the main result of this work. It is apparent

that insight from topological theories in 4+1d can lead to very interesting generalizations of

hydrodynamics and corresponding bosonic effective descriptions of fermionic anomalies.

5 3+1 Dimensional axial-gravitational anomaly

5.1 Axial anomaly on Riemannian geometries

The 3+1d hydrodynamic theory is now considered in the presence of a gravitational back-

ground, expressed by vierbein and spin connection (ea
µ,ωab

µ ). We shall first consider Rieman-

nian geometries (vanishing torsion) and later discuss the general case.

Fermions do not have a purely gravitational anomaly (∂µTµν 6= 0 only occurs in dimensions

d = 2,6,10, . . . ), but show a gravitational contribution to the axial anomaly [44]

DµJ̃µcov = −
β

4
εµνρσRµν

a
b

Rρσ
b
a = −β[Tr (R2)] . (5.1)

This expression contains the Riemann 2-form Ra
b
= 1

2 Rµν
a
b
d xµ∧d xν, expressed as Ra

b
= dωa

b
+ωa

cω
c
b

in terms of the spin-connection 1-form, ωα
b
=ωa

µb
d xµ. The trace is over the local Lorentz in-

dices a, b, and Dµ is the covariant derivative wrt the gravitational background.15 The integral

of the mixed axial-gravitational anomaly (5.1) is proportional to the pseudoscalar 4d Pontrya-

gin topological invariant.16 The anomaly coefficient for a Dirac fermion is β = 1/96π2→ 1/24,

in our conventions.

The anomaly (5.1) can be described by the following 4+1d addition to the hydrodynamic

theory (4.43)

∆SI = β

∫

M5

(dψ− Ã)Tr (R2) . (5.2)

Since the curvature 4-form obeys Tr (R2) = dΩCS,3(ω) = d Tr (ωdω + 2ω3/3), the mixed

Chern-Simons 5-form ΩCS,5(A,ω) = A Tr (R2) verifies dΩ5 = F Tr (R2), which is the topo-

logical invariant 6-form appearing in the 5+1d index theorem for mixed gauge-gravitational

anomalies. Thus, the expression (5.2) is consistent with the literature on anomalies and their

relations in various dimensions [41,45].

15Note the covariant form of the antisymmetric tensor εµν···λ = ǫµν···λ/|e|, where the metric determinant isp−g = |e|.
16There is no analog in 1+1d since the curvature is a scalar quantity.
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The 4+1d current obtained by varying the action (5.2) w.r.t. Ã reproduces the contribution

(5.1) by anomaly inflow, following the same steps an in Section 4.3.1. Furthermore, the WZW

action associated to ∆SI is,

∆SW ZW = −β
∫

M4

λ̃Tr (R2) , (5.3)

which determines a consistent anomaly equal to (5.1) – the gravitational contributions to

DµJ̃
µ
cov and DµJ̃

µ
cons are equal.

The 3+1d hydrodynamic action (4.43) takes the following form in presence of vector, axial

and gravity backgrounds

S =

∫

M4

d4 x |e|P(p) +
∫

M4

Ã(π− A)d(π+ A) +ψ
�

dπdπ+αdÃdÃ+ β Tr (R2)
�

−
∫

M5

Ã
�

dAdA+αdÃdÃ+ β Tr (R2)
�

. (5.4)

One recognizes the additional Tr (R2) terms and the metric determinant multiplying the pres-

sure term, while exterior derivatives are unaffected by the Levi-Civita connection, owing to

Γ
λ
αβ
= Γλ

βα
. Similarly, Lie derivatives can be expressed in terms of both ordinary and covariant

derivatives.

It follows that earlier expressions of J , J̃ and Tνµ are unchanged. We rewrite them for

convenience

Tνµ = −
∂ P

∂ πν
(πµ − Aµ) + Pδνµ , (5.5)

Jνcov = −
∂ P

∂ πν
+
�

(π− A)dÃ
�ν

, (5.6)

J̃νcov =
�

(π− A)d(π+ A)− 2α(Ã− dψ)dÃ
�ν

. (5.7)

The π equation of motion is also unchanged, while that of ψ acquires the R2 term

π : − ∂ P

∂ πµ
+
�

2(Ã− dψ)dπ− (π− A)dÃ
�µ
= 0 , (5.8)

ψ : dπdπ+αdÃdÃ+ β Tr (R2) = 0 . (5.9)

It follows that currents now obey the expected anomalous equations

DνJν
cov
= −
�

2dÃdA
�

, (5.10)

Dν J̃νcov = −
�

dAdA+3αdÃdÃ+ β tr (R2)
�

, (5.11)

in presence of all three backgrounds.

5.2 The spin current

The stress tensor (5.5) has been obtained by diffeomorphism invariance and thus is defined in

terms of metric variations of the action

δS =
1

2

∫

|e|Tµνδgµν . (5.12)
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When using the variables (eµ,ωµ) it is possible to consider independent variations with

respect to each background, as follows

δS =

∫

|e|
�

tµ
a
δea
µ +

1

2
S
µ

ab
δωab

µ

�

, (5.13)

which define a new response given by the spin current S
µ

ab
and another definition of the stress

tensor t
µ
a . The backgrounds (e,ω) and corresponding currents (t,S) are independent variables

for geometries with torsion only. In absence of it, the spin connection can be expressed in terms

of vierbeins, ωab
µ =ω

ab
µ (e), using the metric compatibility condition Dλea

µ = 0. Therefore, for

Riemannian geometries the stress tensor T in (5.12) is well defined while t,S can be redefined

by shifting terms among them. As explained in Ref. [46], these redefinitions can be seen as

improvements of the stress tensor t by derivatives of S.

In absence of backgrounds, both the stress tensor and the angular momentum current Jµ,αβ

are conserved

Jµ,αβ = x [αTµβ] +Sµ,aβ , ∂µJµ,αβ = x [α∂µTµβ] + T [αβ] + ∂µS
µ,aβ = 0 . (5.14)

Therefore, the spin current is conserved when the stress tensors is both conserved and symmet-

ric. For a Riemannian metric, the stress tensor (5.5), defined by (5.12), is indeed symmetric;

the other quantity obtained in (5.13), tµν = t
µ
a Eaν, multiplied by the inverse vierbein, can be

non-symmetric. Note, however, that the conservation laws of T and S are modified in presence

of external backgrounds and corresponding anomalies, as shown in the following analysis.

Keeping in mind these facts, we now derive the spin current in presence of a Riemannian

background. The case of geometries with torsion will be considered later. We first vary the

4+1d topological action (5.2),

(S(5))
µ

ab
=

2

|e|
δS5

δωba
µ

=
2β

|e|
δ

δωba
µ

∫

M5

(dψ− Ã)Tr (R(dω+ω2)) , (5.15)

leading to the following terms (Â= Ã− dψ),

d(ÂR)ab − Â(ωR)ab + Â(Rω)ab = dÂ Rab − Â(dR+ωR− Rω)ab = dÂ Rab , (5.16)

as due to the Bianchi identity17 DR= dR+ωR− Rω= 0.

The anomaly inflow determines the following anomaly for the 3+1d covariant spin current

(S(5))
5
ab
=
�

DµS
µ
cov

�

ab
= −2βε5µνρσ∂µÂνRρσ,ab = −2βε5µνρσDµ(ÂνRρσ,ab) , (5.17)

where the last identity follows again from the Bianchi identity. The current itself is18

S
µ

ab,cov
= 4β
�

(dψ− Ã)Rab

�µ
+ · · · , (5.18)

where the dots are ‘classic’ terms that are not determined by the bulk topological theory. Ac-

tually, contrary to the currents introduced earlier, the spin current on the boundary might be

non-conserved classically (even in the absence of anomalies). Thus, for the time being we

should consider the expression (5.18) as the anomalous part of the spin current only.

Next, we vary the 3+1d hydro action (5.4) and observe that the spin connection only

appears in the anomalous Tr (R2) term. Actually, terms involving differential forms are inde-

pendent of the metric. Repeating the same steps of the variation of (5.15), we find

S
µ

ab,cons
= 4β[dψ Rab]

µ , (5.19)

17This Bianchi identity also holds in presence of torsion.
18Note that this current is covariant wrt Lorentz indices, and invariant for the Abelian part due to the presence

of ψ. Components of dual forms are evaluated with the covariant epsilon tensor.
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which obeys DµS
µ
cons = 0 due to the Bianchi identity. This result can also be obtained by

varying the WZW action (5.3) under a local Lorentz transformation δΛab,

δΛSW ZW =

∫

M4

δΛab

�

DµS
µ
�

ab,cons
= −βδΛ
∫

M4

λ̃Tr R2 = 0 . (5.20)

We observe that:

i) The consistent spin current is (covariantly) conserved, i.e. non-anomalous;

ii) There are no additional (classic) terms in (5.18). Namely, the spin current is entirely

due to anomaly for Riemannian geometries;

iii) The result for the consistent spin current (5.19) remains valid for vanishing back-

grounds A= Ã= 0.

The relation between the two currents, consistent and covariant, is clearly

S
µ

ab,cov
= S

µ

ab,cons
− 4β
�

ÃRab

�µ
, (5.21)

and the anomalous conservation law is given by (5.17).

Let us now discuss the stress-tensor conservation due to the presence of the curvature term

in the 3+1d part of the action (5.4). From diffeomorphism invariance, one finds the expression

DνTνµ =FµνJνcons + F̃µν J̃νcons − AµDνJνcons − ÃµDν J̃νcons

+
1

2
Tr
�

D[µων]S
ν
cons −ωµDνS

ν
cons

�

, (5.22)

which differs from (4.26) of Section 4.2 for the last term and the covariant form of the Lie

derivative δǫ. In the case β = 0, the equation (5.22) can be rewritten as (4.27),

DνTνµ = FµνJνcov + F̃µν J̃νcov . (5.23)

These terms are also present for β 6= 0, the expressions of T, J being unchanged. There

are two further pieces:

i) the contribution to −Ãµ∂ν J̃ν = β Ãµ[Tr R2] due to the gravitational anomaly;

ii) the variation of the action wrt the ωµ background, expressed in terms of the consistent

current Sν
cons

.

These additions read,

∆µ = β Ãµ[Tr R2] +
1

2
Tr
�

D[µων]S
ν
cons −ωµDνS

ν
cons

�

= β Ãµ[Tr R2] + 2β Tr (Rµν[dψ R]ν)

= 2β Tr (Rµν[(dψ− Ã)R]ν) =
1

2
Tr (RµνS

ν
cov) . (5.24)

In the second line, we inserted the expression (5.19) for Sν
cons

, that is conserved; in the third

line we used the 3+1d identity (cf. (A.31)), Ãµ Tr [RR] = −2 Tr (Rµν[ÃR]ν).

In conclusion, the stress tensor equation in presence of the gravitational background reads

DνTνµ = FµνJνcov + F̃µν J̃νcov +
1

2
Tr (RµνS

ν
cov) , (5.25)

where the expressions of stress tensor and covariant currents are given in (5.5),(5.6) and (5.7).

The contribution from the curved background nicely matches the form of other gauge

backgrounds, corresponding to (generalized) Lorentz forces. As it was explained above, the

spin current (5.18) does not have classic contributions and can be written as

S
µ

ab,cov
= 4β
�

(dψ− Ã)Rab

�µ
. (5.26)

Note that there is a difference in the fact that electric currents have classical terms (see

(5.6,5.7)), while the spin current is only induced by quantum effects, leading to a force (last

term of (5.25)) proportional to the square of the curvature.

25



SciPost Physics Submission

5.3 Extension to geometries with torsion

5.3.1 Relation between axial and spin currents for free Dirac fermions

We start by recalling some properties of free Dirac theory and setting the notation. The stress

tensor Tµν and the total angular momentum current Jµ,αβ are given by bilinears of the spinor

field Ψ

Tµν =
i

2
Ψ̄γµ
←→
∂ νΨ, Jµ,αβ = x [αTµβ] + Ψ̄

1

4

�

γµ,σαβ
	

Ψ = Lµ,αβ +Sµ,αβ , (5.27)

where L and S are the orbital and spin currents, respectively. 19 The matrix σαβ is the gener-

ator of Lorentz rotations on spinors and gamma matrices (γµ)i j ,

S(Ω)γµS−1(Ω) = (Ω−1)µνγ
ν, (5.28)

Ωµν ∼ ηµν +Λµν , S(Ω)i j ∼ I −Λab

i

4
(σab)i j , (σab)i j =

i

2
[γa,γb]i j . (5.29)

Our conventions for the gamma matrices can be summarized as follows

{γµ,γν}= 2ηµν = 2 diag(−1,1,1,1), γ5 = γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3 . (5.30)

They can be used to prove the following identity

i

8

�

γα, [γβ ,γσ]
	

=
1

2
ǫαβσµγ

5γµ , (ǫ0123 = −ǫ1230 = 1) . (5.31)

Actually, the expression with three gammas in the lhs vanishes for any pair of equal indices,

in some cases explicitly, in other cases due to −(γ0)2 = (γi)2 = 1. It is also antisymmetric for

any exchange of indices, thus mapping into the expression involving γ5.

The coupling of the spin connection to the spin current is as follows

ωab
µ S

µ

ab
=ωab

µ Ψ̄
i

8
{γµ, [γa,γb]}Ψ . (5.32)

In the case of a flat metric ea
µ = δ

a
µ, we can freely pass from Latin to Greek indices and use

the gamma-matrix identity (5.31) to find the relations

Sµ,ab =
1

2
ǫµabσ J̃σ, J̃σ = −

1

3
ǫσµabS

µ,ab . (5.33)

Therefore, we see that the spin current in the Dirac theory is completely antisymmetric at

classical level: it is the dual of the axial current [47].

It follows that the Dirac fermion in flat space only couples to the totally antisymmetric part

of the spin connection, that can be expressed in terms of the axial background,

Ãµ = −
1

2
ǫµνρσω

ν,ρσ, ων,ρσ =
1

3
ǫνρσλÃλ + other terms. (5.34)

These relations can be used to ‘geometrize’ the axial coupling. We shall use this correspon-

dence to find out how the hydrodynamic theory couples to general backgrounds with torsion.

The relation spin-axial currents (5.33) extends to a curved space by including vierbeins to

match the index types, so it is a ‘duality’ in a weaker sense20

Sµ,νρ = Sµ,abEνa E
ρ

b
=

1

2
εµνρσ J̃σ , (5.35)

19Antisymmetrization of indices is indicated by square brackets, e.g. Fµν = ∂[µAν].
20See eq. (2.13) of Ref. [47].
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where E
µ
a is the inverse vierbein. Note, however, that the spin current is modified at the quan-

tum level, since the contribution by the axial-gravitational anomaly (5.19) is not completely

antisymmetric.

We also compare the gauge transformations of both backgrounds

δωµ,ρσ =
�

∂µΛ− i[Λ,ωµ]
�

ρσ
∼ ǫµρσβδÃβ , δÃ= dλ̃ . (5.36)

Evaluating the rhs of δω for antisymmetric spin connections (5.34) one finds the relation

∂ β λ̃∼ ǫβµρσ∂µΛρσ + 2iΛβαÃα , (5.37)

showing that the axial Abelian symmetry is a subgroup of the non-Abelian Lorentz symmetry.

Thus, the correspondence between axial and spin connections is one-to-one only within this

subspace.

5.3.2 Rewriting the axial background as a flat geometry with torsion

In this Section, the relation between axial and spin currents is shown to be one-to-one in the

limit of flat metric, ea
µ = δ

a
µ and non-vanishing spin connection ω

µ

ab
, which is only possible in

Einstein-Cartan geometries with torsion.

In these cases, the metric and spin connection are independent variables, but the connec-

tion remains metric compatible

gµν = ea
µeb
νηab , Eρ

a
ea
σ = δ

ρ
σ , Dµea

ν = ∂µea
ν − Γρµνea

ρ +ω
a
µb

eb
ν = 0 . (5.38)

The affine connection acquires an antisymmetric part that identifies the torsion tensor, T a
µν, a

geometric quantity independent of metric,

T ρµν = Γ
ρ

[µν]
= Eρ

a

�

∂[µea
ν]
+ωa

[µb
eb
ν]

�

. (5.39)

It turns out that the spin connection can be divided in two parts [48]: the first one is that

obtained in absence of torsion, which was considered in Section 5.2: it is now denoted by an

open dot on top, �ωab
µ ; the second part is called contorsion Kab

µ , a tensor related to torsion, as

follows

ωab
µ = �ω

ab
µ (e) + Kab

µ , (5.40)

∂[µea
ν]
+ �ωa

[µb
eb
ν]
+ Kab

[µ
ebν] = T a

µν . (5.41)

We define the contorsion 1-form, Kab = Kab
µ d xµ, and the torsion 2-form, T a = 1

2T
a
µνd xµ∧d xν.

The Riemann 2-form also splits into

Ra
b
=�Ra

b
+ (�DK)a

b
+ Ka

c
K c

b
, (5.42)

where �Dµ is the covariant derivative with respect to the Riemannian metric.

We assume a flat metric, ea
µ = δ

a
µ, �ωa

µb
= 0, and compute the geometry given by the

spin connection corresponding to the axial background, using the relations (5.33) and (5.34)

(neglecting ‘other terms’), i.e.

ων,ρσ =
1

3
ǫνρσλÃλ . (5.43)
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We thus compute the quantities

ωµ,νρ ≡ωµ,abea
νeb
ρ = Kµ,νρ =

1

3
ǫµνρλÃλ , (5.44)

Tα,µν ≡ Ta,µνea
α = 2ωµ,αν , (5.45)

Rµν,αβ = (∂[µKν] + K[µKν])αβ =
1

3
∂[µǫν]αβλÃλ , (5.46)

4[Tr (R2)] = Rµν,αβRρσ,βαǫ
µνρσ =

8

9
[dÃdÃ] , (5.47)

Rαβ = Rµα,µβ = −
1

3
ǫαβµλ∂

µÃλ = −Rβα . (5.48)

We observe that:

- In the evaluation of the Riemann tensor, the term quadratic in K vanishes.

- The Ricci tensor Rαβ is totally antisymmetric, a characteristic property of geometries with

torsion, since R is symmetric in Riemann metrics.

These results show how the axial field geometrizes into a torsion-only background.

We now consider the hydrodynamic theory with A= 0, Ã 6= 0 and flat metric and rewrite it

in geometric form, i.e. in terms of the spin current. Recall the expression of the action (4.43)

and consistent axial current:

S =

∫

d4 x P(p) +

∫

M4

(Ã− dψ)pdp+αψdÃdÃ, (5.49)

∗ J̃cons = pdp+ 2αdψdÃ, ∂ν J̃ν
cons
= −α[dÃdÃ] . (5.50)

In this action, we replace the axial field with the spin connection using previous formulas, and

obtain

S =

∫

d4 x P(p)− (3ωµ,νρ − ǫµνρσ∂σψ) pµ∂νpρ − α
9

8
ψRµν,αβRρσ,βαǫ

µνρσ . (5.51)

The spin current is obtained by variation of this action over the spin connection,

Sµ,νρ = −{pµ∂ νpρ} − 9αǫµαβγ∂αψR
νρ

βγ
, (5.52)

where braces represent complete antisymmetrization over the three indices,

{aµbνcρ} = −ǫµνρσǫσµ′ν′ρ′aµ
′
bν
′
cρ
′
. (5.53)

The result (5.52) shows that the spin current acquires a totally antisymmetric classical

term {pµ∂ νpρ} due to the coupling of torsion to the 3-form pdp in the action (5.51). This

coupling is not possible in Riemannian backgrounds. There is a notorious ambiguity in the

definition of the spin current [46], in which one could add {pµ∂ νpρ} to the spin current with

an arbitrary coefficient. Without this addition the spin current is entirely anomalous (the last

term in (5.52)), in agreement with the results of Section 5.2. The relation (5.33) in the Dirac

theory allows us to fix this classical contribution to the spin current: while it is non-minimal,

its coefficient vanishes in the absence of torsion.

In the expression (5.52), the anomalous term is also present, which is not fully antisym-

metric, as already observed. Actually, it is known that the R2 anomaly (5.1) keeps the same

form in geometries with torsion [49]. The value of the anomaly coefficient β is clearly not

reproduced in the present setting which ‘Abelianizes’ the local Lorentz symmetry.

In conclusion, we have found that it is possible to geometrize the axial background: it

maps into torsion and can be described in the setting of Einstein-Cartan gravity. The spin

current shows a classical term which is not determined by anomaly inflow and vanishes for

Riemannian backgrounds.
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5.3.3 Spin current in backgrounds with curvature and torsion

We now discuss the general case of couplings to the A, Ã backgrounds and gravity with torsion,

which is described by the following 3+1d action

S[π,ψ] =

∫

d4 x
p

−g P(p)

+

∫

M4

Ã(π− A)d(π+ A) +ψ
�

dπdπ+αdÃdÃ+ β Tr (R2)
�

, (5.54)

with

Ãµ = Ãµ +λεµαβγΓ
α,βγ = Ãµ +

λ

2
εµαβγT

α,βγ . (5.55)

The interaction with the completely antisymmetric connection is suggested by the analysis

of the previous Section, and is expressed in terms of torsion T α
βγ

(see (5.41)). The ‘general-

ized’ axial background Ã allows for fermionic excitations with arbitrary coupling to torsion

parameterized by the coefficient λ.

We remark that covariant derivatives of forms involve the torsion: e.g., for the one-form a

we have

D[µaν] = ∂[µaν] − Γα[µν]aα = ∂[µaν] − T αµνaα . (5.56)

The second term in the rhs of this equation is itself a tensor, thus the first term involving

ordinary derivatives is also covariant, being the difference of two tensors. This implies that

covariantization of derivatives of forms is not compulsory: we can keep such terms in the

action (5.54) unchanged, as a minimal choice. Note also that the interaction between axial

current and torsion introduced via the Ã background (5.55) is a non-canonical coupling, which

is physically motivated by the previous comparison with Dirac theory.

In the following we determine the currents and conservation laws implied by the action

(5.54). Hereafter we use covariant derivatives with respect to the metric only, denoted by
�Dµ. We consider backgrounds with completely antisymmetric contorsion, as those entering in

(5.55) (using Γα,[βγ] = Tα,βγ = K[β ,αγ]); we also denote quantities in absence of torsion with a

dot, as in the previous Section.

Variations over π and ψ produce the following equations of motion

J ν ≡ − ∂ P

∂ pν
+
�

2Ãdπ− pdÃ
�ν
=
�

2dψdπ
�ν

, (5.57)

dπdπ+αdÃdÃ+ β tr R2 = 0 . (5.58)

We obtain from these equations the transport consequences

J ν(∂νπµ − ∂µπν) = �Dµψ
�

dπdπ
�

, (5.59)

�DνJ
ν = 0 , (5.60)

J ν�Dνψ = 0 . (5.61)

The consistent currents are:

Jµcons = −
∂ P

∂ πµ
+ [(π− A)dÃ+ 2ÃdA]µ , (5.62)

J̃µ
cons
= [(π− A)d(π+ A) + 2αdψdÃ]µ . (5.63)

Using equations of motion, we find the conservation laws

�DµJµcons = 0 , (5.64)

�DµJ̃cons = −[dAdA]−α[dÃdÃ]− β[Tr R2] . (5.65)
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Note that they have the same form as in absence of torsion.

The consistent spin current is obtained by variation with respect to the spin connection;

Sν,αβ =2λǫναβσ[(π− A)d(π+ A)]σ + 2β gνν′ǫ
ν′µα′β ′∂µψ Rα′β ′,αβ (5.66)

=Sν,αβ class +Sν,αβ cons . (5.67)

Beside the anomalous term, the completely antisymmetric classic term is also present owing

to the linear dependence of the spin connection on contorsion and torsion in (5.40).

We introduce the standard hydrodynamic stress tensor

Tνµ = −
∂ P

∂ πν
(π− A)µ + Pδνµ , (5.68)

and derive its conservation law using the equations of motion21; after some calculations, we

obtain:

�DνTνµ =FµνJνcov + F̃µν J̃νcov + 3λ
�

(π− A)d(π+ A)
�ν
ǫνµαβ�DγΓ

α,βγ

− β(∂µψ− Ãµ)
�

Tr (R2)
�

. (5.69)

In this expression, there appear the following generalized currents and their anomalies

Jνcov = −
∂ P

∂ πν
+
�

(π− A)dÃ
�ν

, (5.70)

J̃νcov =
�

(π− A)d(π+ A) + 2α(dψ− Ã)dÃ
�ν

, (5.71)

�DνJνcov = −
�

2dÃdA
�

, (5.72)

�Dν J̃νcov = −
�

dAdA+ 2αdÃdÃ+αdÃdÃ+ β Tr (R2)
�

. (5.73)

Note that the covariant anomalies are consistent with the inflow from the generalized 4+1d

response action

S = −
∫

M5

Ã
�

dAdA+αdÃdÃ+ β Tr (R2)
�

. (5.74)

In this expression, the field Ã has been generalized in 4+1 dimensions by introducing the fully

antisymmetric tensor T̂ aβγσ, whose component σ = 5 is only nonvanishing at the boundary,

where it matches the torsion T̂ aβγ5 = T aβγ.

The right-hand side of the stress tensor conservation (5.69) can be rewritten as follows.

The fourth term is identified as the contribution due to the anomalous spin current Scov as in

(5.25). Following the same steps as in (5.24), we find,

−β(∂µψ− Ãµ)
�

Tr (R2)
�

= 2β Tr (Rµσ[(dψ− Ã)R]σ) =
1

2
Tr (RµσS

σ
cov) . (5.75)

We can include the corresponding term with the classical spin current which can be written

1

2
Tr (RµνS

ν
cl) =

1

2
Tr
�

(�Rµν +�D[µKν] + K[µKν])S
ν
cl

�

=
1

2
Tr (�D[µKν]S

ν
class) , (5.76)

by observing that the two of the three terms of the Riemann curvature (cf. (5.42)) vanish,

the first once contracted with the totally antisymmetric Scl owing to the second Ricci identity,

while the third one by full antisymmetry of contorsion.

21With the help of the 3+1d identity p[νǫρ]αβγΓ
αβγ = −3ǫνραβ pγΓ

αβγ, valid for totally antisymmetric affine con-

nection.
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The third term in the r.h.s. of (5.69) involves the classical spin current contracted with

torsion

3λ
�

(π− A)d(π+ A)
�ν
ǫνµαβ�DγΓ

α,βγ =
3

2
Sµ,αβ cl

�DγT
γ,αβ . (5.77)

We finally recast the stress-tensor conservation in the following form

�DνTνµ = FµνJνcov + F̃µν J̃νcov +
1

2
Tr (RµσS

σ
tot)

− 3�DγK
γ,αβSµ,αβ class +

1

2
�D[µKσ],αβS

σ,αβ

class
, (5.78)

where Stot = Sclass+Scov. We observe that for vanishing torsion this conservation law agrees

with the expression found in Section 5.2, there obtained by the diffeomorphism Ward identity.

This provides a consistency check for our approach. Note also that the spin-current term (5.78)

is cubic in curvature and torsion, owing to the non-minimal coupling introduced in (5.55).

In conclusion, we obtained the so-called constitutive relations for currents (5.70), (5.71)

and stress tensor (5.68) and respective conservation equations (5.72), (5.73) and (5.78) in

most general backgrounds.

6 Physical aspects of the variable ψ

The description of anomalous 3+1d hydrodynamics and the matching with 4+1d topological

theories has led to the appearance of a new pseudoscalar variable ψ, which ensures gauge

invariance of the axial quantity q̃ = dψ− Ã. In the following we suggest some physical effects

associated to this variable.

6.1 Spinor rotation

The relation between axial and spin currents in the Dirac theory described in Section 5.3.1

provides some geometric insight. We have seen that the axial gauge transformation associated

to ψ maps into a local Lorentz transformation (cf. (5.37)). Specifically, for a gauge field in

the third direction Ã3, one finds

∂3λ̃ ∼ Λ̇12 , ψ → ψ+ λ̃ , (6.1)

where the dot indicates a time derivative. The gauge transformation Λ12 is absorbed by a

rotation of Dirac spinors in the direction 3̂, orthogonal to the (12) plane. This correspondence

suggests that the variable ψ is associated to spin degrees of freedom of the Dirac fluid.

6.2 Interpretation as dynamic chiral chemical potential

In some physical settings, the axial background is used to mimic external conditions that cause

an imbalance between the two chiralities of fermions [21,50]. In particular, the axial potential

can be seen as the difference of chemical potentials for left and right fermions,

Ã0 = µR −µL . (6.2)

In the following, we shall argue that the same interpretation can be given to the companion

quantity ψ̇, which is a dynamic degree of freedom of the fluid.

Let us illustrate this feature by considering the stress tensor conservation (4.27) in presence

of vector background A 6= 0 and Ã= 0,

∂νTνµ = FµαJαcov , (6.3)

Jα
cov
= Jα

cons
= 2[dψdπ]α , (6.4)
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where we used (4.23) for the expression of the covariant current evaluated on the equations

of motion. We write (6.3) for µ = 0, expressing the adiabatic change of energy in the fields

(~E, ~B), assumed static or slowly varying,

Ė = 2F0iǫ
i0 jkψ̇∂ j(pk + Ak) = 2~E · ~B ψ̇ , (6.5)

such that the fluid velocity can be taken to vanish (pk ∼ vk = 0, k = 1,2,3).

The result (6.5) should be compared with the expression describing the spectral flow22, a

characteristic feature of chiral anomalies, which is also realized in the same backgrounds for

small ~̇E:

Q̇L − Q̇R = 2 Vol ~E · ~B , (6.6)

where Vol is the volume of the system.

The difference between the two physical settings is the following. In the spectral flow

(6.6), the charge non-conservation is due to left (resp. right) particles moving above (below)

the Fermi level, without energy change. The same effect can be obtained by an imbalance of

chemical potentials (6.2).

In the system described by (6.5), there is energy variation Ė ∝ ψ̇ in the same gauge

background. We interpret this effect as an imbalance of chemical potential between left and

right particles, that adds to the spectral flow, causing the energy change. Actually, the equation

(6.2) should be modified owing to axial gauge symmetry into

Ã0 − ψ̇ = µR −µL , (6.7)

supporting the interpretation thatψ, solution of the equations of motion, can realize a dynamic

chiral imbalance also in absence of external background Ã.

6.3 Adding dynamics to ψ

We have seen that the action and equations of motion depend on the axial gauge invariant

quantity q̃ = dψ− Ã. While we consider Ã as a background field, the ψ field corresponds to

a physical degree of freedom. Fixing the gauge for Ã and solving equations of motion for q̃

we can determine the corresponding configuration of ψ. We notice that ψ might be thought

about as an axial superfluid phase.

Let us first recall the case of sigma models, low-energy approximation of gauge theories,

where gauge degree of freedoms become physical and acquire a dynamics. In the Abelian

Higgs model, the gauge parameter for vector gauge symmetry is θ(x). The action obtained by

writing the complex relativistic scalar field as φ = ρ exp(iθ) reads [51]

S =

∫

F(Aµ − ∂µθ) +ρ2(∂µθ − Aµ)
2 + (∂µρ)

2 + V (ρ) . (6.8)

The last three terms express the dynamics for θ : in presence of spontaneous symmetry break-

ing, < ρ2 > 6= 0, θ acquires a σ-model dynamics, to which we can add WZW terms for anoma-

lies. Note that other phases are possible with < ρ2 >= 0.

We think that the ψ dependence and its dynamics could be explicitly found by integrating

out e.g. the free fermion theory in presence of fixed currents. The proof of this fact requires

independent studies and is not given here.

Let us nonetheless check that adding a dynamics for ψ does not affect the form of anoma-

lies. We already know that these are independent of the form of the pressure P(π−A), in the

22See, e.g., Section 4.4 of [21] for a detailed discussion of spectral flow in 3+1 dimensions.
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action (4.43), including the case P = 0. We can add the ψ dependence to pressure in a way

that respects gauge invariance, as follows,

P = P(π− A, dψ− Ã), (p = π− A, q̃ = dψ− Ã) . (6.9)

The equation of motion for ψ (4.21) and the axial current (4.24) are modified as follows:

−∂ν
∂ P

∂ q̃ν
+
�

dπdπ+αdÃdÃ
�

= 0 , (6.10)

J̃νcons =−
∂ P

∂ q̃ν
+
�

(π− a)d(π+ A) + 2αdψdÃ
�ν

. (6.11)

One verifies that the anomaly (4.25) is unchanged

∂ν J̃ν
cons
= −∂ν

∂Q

∂ q̃ν
+ [dπdπ− dAdA] =

eq.m.
−
�

dAdA+αdÃdÃ
�

. (6.12)

This is clearly a simple consequence of axial gauge invariance, i.e. of the functional form

dψ− Ã.

Depending on the phase of matter for the fluid under consideration the equation of state

might or might not depend on dψ − Ã. The stiffness with respect to dψ − Ã would mean

a presence of an axial superfluid condensate. Contrary, if the only dependence on dψ − Ã

comes in the form of gradients, the corresponding phase of matter would be characterized by

a weakly fluctuating axial charge.

6.4 Chiral symmetry breaking

Let us consider a pressure function (6.9) that is not axial invariant and depends explicitly on

ψ, namely P = P(dθ − A,ψ). Repeating the previous steps, we now obtain

∂µJ̃µ = −
�

dAdA+αdÃdÃ
�

− ∂ P

∂ψ
. (6.13)

The additional classical term is explicitly breaking the symmetry: due to its definition, it is a

pseudoscalar quantity and vector gauge invariant, thus it can be interpreted as the mass term

m〈Ψ̄γ5
Ψ〉 in Dirac theory or its generalizations in interacting cases.

7 Conclusions

In this work we developed the Euler hydrodynamic description of 3+1 dimensional Dirac

fermions based on the action (4.43), reproduced here for convenience,

SI =−
∫

M5

ÃdAdA+αÃdÃdÃ

+

∫

M4

P (π− A) + Ã(π− A)d(π+ A) +ψ(dπdπ+αdÃdÃ) . (7.1)

and free variations of the fields (π,ψ). This theory describes the axial anomalies in A, Ã back-

grounds and, with the additions in Section 5, the mixed axial-gravitational anomaly in ge-

ometries with curvature and torsion. Rather general dynamics, i.e. equations of state, of the

fluid are encoded in the form of the pressure function P, which may also depend on the other

gauge invariant quantity dψ− Ã, as explained in Section 6.3. This effective theory description
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demonstrates explicitly that anomalies are independent of dynamics, namely of the form of

the pressure.

Our approach makes it clear that the topological theory in one extra dimension provides

the main inputs for defining the hydrodynamics: through the anomaly inflow relation between

bulk and boundary currents, it establishes the fluid degrees of freedom entering the description

and the anomaly content.

In Section 4.3 we found two further topological theories which reproduce the same Dirac

response action (4.3) and anomalies. These theories can model hydrodynamics featuring addi-

tional degrees of freedom: the action (4.37) involves independent vector and axial momenta,

and the expression (4.44) presents currents parameterized by two-form fields. Other hydrody-

namics might exist involving additional extended excitations expressed by higher-form fields

and their extended symmetries. The coupling to higher-form background fields should also

be considered because it generates corresponding anomalies which help characterizing the

theories.

Another possible extension of this work involves the description of fermionic theories with

different anomaly content, as e.g. with multi-component Abelian and non-Abelian symmetries.

These results provide an interesting starting point for developing effective field theories

for bosonization of 3+1 dimensional fermions. The rather simple variational formulation of

hydrodynamics described in this work is very close to bosonic effective field theory, actually

identical to it in 1+1 dimensions. Both approaches are semiclassical, low-energy descriptions,

only valid for local quantities and response functions. Yet, hydrodynamics can capture non-

perturbative phenomena in many physical systems [52].

The action (7.1) defines an effective theory for fluid phases of interacting massless fermions.

Note that the pressure term in (7.1) takes the form P = P(µ2) = P
�

−(π− A)2µ

�

in the rela-

tivistic case, and it cannot be immediately identified as a field-theory kinetic term. Solving

explicitly the constrains proportional to ψ in the action (7.1) might bring its expression into a

more familiar form.

The extension of our approach to the chiral case of a single Weyl fermion is also challenging,

due to the presence of massless degrees of freedom. The two-fluid theory (4.37) is a good

starting point, by splitting it into two equal parts. Our current understanding indicates that

the description of Weyl fluids should include 4+1 dimensional terms in the action involving

fluid variables, which cannot be reduced to 3+1 dimensions as realized in (7.1).

Finally, a natural program is that of introducing temperature and entropy in hydrodynam-

ics. This can be done within the same variational approach.

Our methods are closely related to other variational approaches for so-called adiabatic fluid

dynamics with anomalies, as those constructed in [11,12,53] for example. The main difference

is in the type of independent fields used in the action functional. Here we considered the

canonical momentum per particle and scalar fields playing the role of Lagrange multipliers for

the constraints of the theory. This choice made the discussion closely related to bosonization

of one-dimensional fermions. We generally view the obtained actions for fluid dynamics as

effective bosonic nonlinear theories of strongly coupled fermionic fluids.
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A Variational principles for perfect barotropic fluids

A.1 Introduction and constrained variations

We start by summarizing some basic facts about Euler hydrodynamics [37]. The fluid is de-

scribed, in the non-relativistic case, by the density and velocity fields (ρ, v i) parameterizing

the current, Jµ = (ρ,ρv i). These obey the Euler and continuity equations,

∂0vi + vk∂kvi = −
1

ρ
∂i P = −∂iµ , (A.1)

∂µJµ = ∂0ρ + ∂i(ρv i) = 0 . (A.2)

We consider the limit of vanishing temperature, without entropy and heat flows. In barotropic

fluids the pressure depends only on density, P = P(ρ), and obeys the thermodynamic relation

dP = ρdµ in terms of the chemical potential µ(ρ), which is also equal to the enthalpy h per

particle in absence of heat flow.

We now briefly describe the constraints occurring in Euler dynamics. In 1+1 dimensions,

the Euler equation can be rewritten as

∂t v = ∂x

�

−µ− v2

2

�

, i.e. ∂op1 = ∂1p0 , (p0, p1) =

�

−µ− v2

2
, v

�

. (A.3)

This is the constraint23 dp = 0 discussed in Section 2: it implies the following invariant of

motion

C1 =

∫

d x v , ∂0C1 = 0 . (A.4)

In 3+1 dimension the Euler equation implies the following relation obeyed by the fluid

vorticity, ω =∇× v ,

∂0ω =∇× (v ×ω) , ω =∇× v . (A.5)

It is also instructive to rewrite the Euler equation (A.1) in four-dimensional covariant form by

using the four-current (A.14) and introducing the fluid four-momentum

pµ =

�

−µ− v2

2
, v i

�

. (A.6)

We find,

∂0pi − ∂i p0 + v j(∂ j pi − ∂i p j) = 0 , i.e. Jµ(∂µpν − ∂νpµ) = 0 . (A.7)

In 3+1 dimension, the constraint dpdp = 0 discussed in Section 3 amounts to the conser-

vation of the helicity current J̃ = ∗(pdp). The associated charge is

C3 =

∫

d3 x v iωi , ∂0C3 = 0 . (A.8)

The time independence of this quantity can be proven by using the Euler and vorticity equa-

tions (A.1), (A.5) or even more straightforwardly from (A.7).

23In this Appendix we consider vanishing gauge backgrounds, thus the fluid momentum is π≡ p.
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These results show that the action variational principle for the Euler equation (A.1) cannot

be formulated in terms of the original variables (ρ, v), because variations should respect the

constraints. As discussed in the main text, one solution is to vary with respect to the Clebsch

scalar parameters which locally solve the constraints

1+ 1d : dp = 0 → p = dθ , 3+ 1d : dpdp = 0 → p = dθ +αdβ . (A.9)

We refer the reader to [37,54] for an introduction to the formalism involving Clebsch param-

eterization of hydrodynamic fields.

Another method described in Section 3 is based on the use of admissible (diffeomorphism)

variations which leads to the Carter-Lichnerowitz equations of motion reproducing the con-

straints. This will be further analyzed in the following.

We first give the form of the action. Both relativistic and non-relativistic Lagrangians of

a perfect fluid have been considered [55, 56]. In fact, one could use a general variational

formulation that is applicable independently of the spacetime symmetry [37]. The action is

S[Jµ, pµ] = −
∫

d4 x
�

Jµpµ + ǫ(J
µ)
�

. (A.10)

It is a functional of the current Jµ and canonical momentum per particle pµ. The spacetime

symmetries and the dynamics (equation of state) are encoded in the scalar function ǫ(Jµ)

which is the energy density.

Even more compact formulation can be obtained by eliminating Jµ by a Legendre transform

of the action, leading to

S[pµ] =

∫

d4 x P(pµ) , (A.11)

with

Jµ = − δS

δpµ
= − ∂ P

∂ pµ
. (A.12)

The action is given by the spacetime integral of the pressure P = P(µ(pµ)) which is considered

as a function of the canonical momentum pµ. Non-relativistic and relativistic fluids differ in

the expression for µ(pµ), respecting the corresponding Galilean and Lorentz symmetries. In

the non-relativistic case, we have (cf. (A.6))

µ = −p0 −
1

2
pi p

i , pi = v i , (A.13)

indeed reproducing the earlier form of the current

J0 = − ∂ P

∂ p0

=
∂ P

∂ µ
= ρ , J i = − ∂ P

∂ pi

=
∂ P

∂ µ
pi = ρv i . (A.14)

Againµ is understood as a function ofρ and can be obtained from the thermodynamic relations

dP = ρdµ, ε+ P = ρµ, etc.

In the main text we considered the action (A.11) and use the admissible (i.e. diffeomor-

phisms) variations of pµ to obtained the Carter-Lichnerowitz equations of motion

Jµ(∂µpν − ∂νpµ) = 0 , Jµ ≡ − ∂ P

∂ pµ
, (A.15)

and current conservation. The first equation in (A.15) is recognized as the Euler equation in

covariant form (A.7). This also imply the conservation of the stress tensor

∂νTνµ = 0 , Tνµ = Jνpµ + Pδνµ . (A.16)
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These equations can be rewritten using (A.6) and (A.2) as follows,

∂t

�

ε+
ρv2

2

�

+ ∂i

�

ρv i

�

µ+
v2

2

��

= 0 , (A.17)

∂t(ρvi) + ∂ j

�

ρvi v
j + Pδ

j

i

�

= 0 . (A.18)

The first and second equations are, respectively, the components µ = 0 and µ = j of (A.16):

they express the local conservations of energy and momentum. The Euler equation (A.1) is

also recovered from the momentum (A.18) and current (A.2) conservations. We remark that

among all equations described here only four are independent. For example, the conservation

of energy and momentum (A.17, A.18) can be derived from the Euler and continuity equations

(A.1), (A.2) and vice versa.

A.2 Relativistic fluids

In this case the pressure depends on the Lorentz invariant combination of momenta pµ:

P = P(µ) , µ =
Æ

−pµpµ . (A.19)

We introduce the 4-velocity uµ as

pµ = µuµ , uµuµ = −1 , (A.20)

and the particle density n as

n=
∂ P

∂ µ
, (A.21)

so that the current is

Jµ = − ∂ P

∂ pµ
= nuµ . (A.22)

Upon using these parameterizations, the stress tensor (A.16) and current (A.2) conservations

now imply the hydrodynamic equations for perfect relativistic fluids [57]

∂ν

�

µn uµuν + Pδνµ

�

= 0 , (A.23)

∂µ(nuµ) = 0 . (A.24)

For barotropic fluid the chemical potential µ and pressure P can be considered as functions of

the particle density n, obeying the thermodynamic relations following from (A.21)

dP = ndµ , dε= µdn , (A.25)

where ε(n) is the internal energy of the fluid related to the pressure by Gibbs-Durhem formula

ε+ P = µn . (A.26)

A.3 Free variations with constraint

We now discuss in more detail the variational scheme adopted in this paper, which is based on

taking free variations while imposing the constraint into the action via a Lagrange multiplier.

We have

S[pµ,ψ] =

∫

d4 x P(pµ) +

∫

M4

ψ dpdp . (A.27)
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The second term is written as an integral of the 4-form to emphasize its topological nature

(independence on the metric). The equations of motion obtained by free variations over pµ
and ψ read:

pµ : Jµ ≡− ∂ P

∂ pµ
= 2[dψdp]µ , (A.28)

ψ : dpdp = 0 . (A.29)

These expressions form a complete system of equations needed to find the evolution of fields

(pµ,ψ). As fully described in the main text, these imply the stress tensor and current con-

servations, (A.16) and (A.2), and thus all earlier equations of Euler hydrodynamics in both

non-relativistic and relativistic cases.

We now discuss the equivalence between: (F) free-variation equations (A.28), (A.29) and

(C L) the Carter-Lichnerowitz and conservation equations, (A.15), (A.2).

(F) → (C L): Current conservation clearly follows from (A.28). Upon substituting this

equation into (A.15), we find

Jµ(∂µpν − ∂νpµ) = 2[dψdp]µ(∂µpν − ∂νpµ) = −∂νψ[dpdp] = 0 , (A.30)

Her we used the following 4d algebraic identity, also employed in the main text,

aµ[BC] = [aB]νCνµ + [aC]νBνµ , (A.31)

valid for any 1-form a and 2-forms B, C . It is proven by checking the vanishing of a 5-form in

four dimensions.

(C L) → (F): The result depends on the rank of the antisymmetric matrix dp, which can

be zero or two, due to (A.15); as explained in Section 3.1.1, this implies that (A.29) holds.

If the rank of dp is two, we can choose local coordinates in which dp is non-vanishing along

directions x2, x3, i.e. dp = ω23d x2d x3. Then the current Jµ = −∂ P/∂ pµ has components

along x0, x1; its dual 3-form is

∗J = (ηd x0 +σd x1)d x2d x3 , (A.32)

where η,σ are scalar functions. Current conservation (A.2) implies ∂1η − ∂0σ = 0, which

can be integrated locally to ∗J = (∂1γd x0 − ∂0γd x1)d x2d x3. This is equation (A.28) upon

identification of ψ= γ/ω23.

For vanishing rank dp = 0, the constraint (A.29) has a double zero. The CL equation (A.15)

is trivially satisfied and (A.28) is not implied. The current Jµ is is nonetheless conserved and

mildly constrained by dp = 0 through the relation between p and J . Equation (A.28) is instead

different because it forces the current to vanish. This result is not acceptable, because there

can be locally non-vanishing fluid motion (J 6= 0) even in the absence of vorticity, e.g., in

regions outside of localized vortex lines, where dp = 0.

We can resolve this conflict by technically assuming that dp can take very small values but

never vanish. When it is small we can allow the quantity dψ to grow large so as to have a finite

value of the current in (A.28). The ψ singularity is ‘hidden’ because this quantity disappears

once equations are rewritten in terms of original variables (ρ, v). Thus, this can be viewed as a

problem of coordinate singularities of the free variation approach, not a real physical problem.

Furthermore, the issue is of limited interest in the generic case of both non-vanishing back-

grounds, because the equations of motion dπdπ+αdÃdÃ= 0 implies that dπ= 0 might occur

only at points where dÃdÃ= 0. This is analyzed in the following subsection. Further related

aspects are discussed in two other Sections.
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A.4 Variational principle in presence of nontrivial backgrounds

Let us consider the following modification of (A.27)

S[pµ,ψ] =

∫

d4 x P(pµ) +

∫

M4

ψ (dpdp+ dC) , (A.33)

where C 6= 0 is a non-trivial background 3-form field. Let us show that the equations obtained

from the free variational principle applied to (A.33) are identical to the ones obtained using

restricted variations common in the hydrodynamic literature.

The free variations give

J ν ≡− ∂ P

∂ pν
= 2
�

dψdp
�ν

, (A.34)

dpdp+ dC = 0 . (A.35)

On the other hand, we can derive equations of motion using the following set of allowed

variations

• δπ= dλ , δψ = 0 ,

• δπ= 0 , δψ = λ̃ ,

• δπ= Lǫπ , δψ= Lǫψ ,

respectively corresponding to vector and axial gauge and diffeomorphism transformations.

Using these variations parameterized by λ, λ̃,ǫµ after some algebra we derive the following

equations

∂µJ
µ = 0 , (A.36)

dpdp+ dC = 0 , (A.37)
�

J ν − 2
�

dψdp
�ν�

(∂νpµ − ∂µpν) = 0 . (A.38)

It is obvious that equations (A.34,A.35) imply (A.36,A.37,A.38).

Conversely, having (A.36,A.37,A.38) consider first the case dC 6= 0. Then we have from

(A.37) that dpdp 6= 0 and from (A.38) the equation (A.34) follows.24 We conclude that

both the system (A.34,A.35) and (A.36,A.37,A.38) produce the same solutions in the pres-

ence of the background dC 6= 0 or in the limit dC → 0. In the main text we considered

dC = αdÃdÃ+ β Tr (R2).

A.5 Adding degrees of freedom

One possible way to resolve the coordinate singularity for dp = 0 is to add degrees of freedom

to the theory. Let us introduce the following gauge invariant term in the action (4.43)

∆S =

∫

M4

φdpdτ̃ , (A.39)

where the new variables are the gauge invariant scalar φ and pseudo-1-form τ̃. No dynamics

is introduced for them. The equation of motion for pµ (A.28) is modified as

Jµ = [2dψdp+ dφdτ̃]µ , (A.40)

24Indeed, assuming that (A.34) is invalid we obtain from (A.38) that dp has a rank two at most and dpdp = 0

contradicting (A.37).
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and two additional equations follow by variation with respect to the new fields

dτ̃dp = 0 , (A.41)

dφdp = 0 . (A.42)

The equations (A.41), (A.42) are trivially satisfied in the case of interest dp = 0, leaving com-

pletely free the new variables (φ, τ̃). Then the second term in the rhs of expression (A.40) can

provide a general parameterization of the conserved current J , when the first term vanishes.

The addition (A.39) remains valid in presence of gauge backgrounds, with the replace-

ment p→ π, and it is found that the corrections introduced in the currents and equations of

motion do not have effect on anomalies and stress tensor conservation. Of course the physical

consequences of including the term (A.39) into the action remain to be fully understood.

A.6 Equations obeyed by ψ

Specializing (A.28) for nonrelativistic fluids, we obtain

ρ = 2[dψdp]0 , (A.43)

ρv i = 2[dψdp]i , (A.44)

[dpdp] = 0 , (A.45)

where pi = vi and p0 = −µ− v2/2. We rewrite these equations as

ρ = 2∇ψ ·ω , (A.46)

ρv = −2ψ̇ω+ 2∇ψ× (v̇ −∇p0) , (A.47)

∂t(v ·ω) +∇ · (−p0ω+ v × (v̇ −∇p0) = 0 . (A.48)

The last equation can be transformed into

ω · (v̇ −∇p0) = 0 . (A.49)

Vector-multiplying the second equation (A.47) by ω and assuming that ρ > 0, we obtain

v̇ −∇p0 = v ×ω . (A.50)

If we multiply (A.47) by ∇ψ we obtain

ψ̇+ (v ·∇)ψ= 0 . (A.51)

Collecting all equations together we write the complete system

ρ = 2∇ψ ·ω , (A.52)

v̇ −∇p0 = v ×ω , (A.53)

ψ̇+ (v ·∇)ψ= 0 . (A.54)

Let us now assume that we are given the configuration ρ ≥ 0 and generic v at t = 0 so that

ω 6= 0. Then, we can locally solve (A.52) and find ψ. After that the equations (A.53,A.54)

and continuity equation for ρ (that follows from these equations) gives us the subsequent

configurations at any future time (locally).

Taking time derivative of (A.52) and using (A.53,A.54) we can also derive continuity equa-

tion

ρ̇ +∇(ρv) = 0 . (A.55)

This argument confirms in detail that the free variational principle withψ is applicable for

generic configuration of (ρ, v) and is equivalent to that of restricted variations, provided that

vorticity ω 6= 0.
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B Anomaly coefficients for Dirac and Weyl fermions

The 4+1d Abelian Chern-Simons action is given by

S = − 1

24π2

∫

M5

AdAdA . (B.1)

To obtain a conventional normalization we should replace A→ e
ħhc A. In the main text we also

put the flux quantum to one, i.e. set 1/(4π2)→ 1. The action (B.1) accounts for the anomaly

inflow of a single right Weyl fermion. For a set of Weyl fermions we have

S = −
∑

i

e3
i
χi

24π2

∫

AidAidAi , (B.2)

where ei , χi are, respectively, charges (integer) and chiralities (±1) of the Weyls and Ai are

the gauge fields coupling to them.

From (B.2) we obtain the conservation of corresponding 3+1d covariant currents J
µ

i,cov
by

differentiation and inflow correspondence. The consistent currents are also obtained from the

associated Wess-Zumino-Witten action. They read

∂µJ
µ
i,cov
= −e3

i χi

1

8π2
[dAidAi] , (B.3)

∂µJ
µ

i,cons
= −e3

i χi

1

24π2
[dAidAi] , (B.4)

(we used the notation [abcd] = ǫαβµνaαbβ cµdν).

Let us now consider a set of Dirac fermions. Using the relation between chiral and vec-

tor/axial components (4.2), we can rewrite (B.2) as

S = −
∑

i

1

4π2

∫

M5

ẽie
2
i

Ã dA dA+
ẽ3

i

3
ÃdÃdÃ. (B.5)

Here ei and ẽi are (integer) vector and axial charges of Dirac fermions, respectively. We as-

sumed here and below that there are two common gauge backgrounds, vector A and axial Ã

acting on all Dirac flavors. As a consequence

∂µJµcons = 0 , (B.6)

∂µJµcov = −
�

∑

i

ẽie
2
i

�

1

2π2
[dAdÃ] , (B.7)

∂µJ̃µ
cons
= −
�

∑

i

ẽie
2
i

�

1

4π2
[dAdA]−
�

∑

i

ẽ3
i

�

1

12π2
[dÃdÃ] , (B.8)

∂µJ̃µcov = −
�

∑

i

ẽie
2
i

�

1

4π2
[dAdA]−
�

∑

i

ẽ3
i

�

1

4π2
[dÃdÃ] . (B.9)

Let us now describe the mixed axial-gravitational anomaly, starting with a single right Weyl

fermion. The mixed Chern-Simons gravity action is

∆S = − 1

192π2

∫

M5

ÃTr (R2) , (B.10)
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where R = dω+ω2 is the curvature two-form. We obtain the following contribution to the

chiral currents

∂µJµ
cons
= − 1

192π2

�

Tr (R2)
�

, (B.11)

∂µJµcov = −
1

192π2

�

Tr (R2)
�

. (B.12)

For a set of Weyls we have

∂µJ
µ
i,cov
= −e3

i χi

1

8π2
[dAidAi]− eiχi

1

192π2

�

Tr (R2)
�

, (B.13)

∂µJ
µ

i,cons
= −e3

i χi

1

24π2
[dAidAi]− eiχi

1

192π2

�

Tr (R2)
�

. (B.14)

It is easy to get from here the corresponding Dirac anomalies.

C Hydrodynamics in chiral backgrounds

C.1 Chiral topological theory and decoupling of 1+1 dimensional chiral cur-

rents

We now consider a chiral background and show that 1+1d excitations split into chiral compo-

nents, one interacting with the background and the other remaining inert.

The chiral decomposition of backgrounds and currents is defined by

J = J+ + J− , J̃ = J+ − J− , A=
1

2
(A+ + A−) , Ã=

1

2
(A+ − A−) ,

p =
1

2
(b+ + b−) , q̃ =

1

2
(b+ − b−) , (C.1)

obeying the relation JµAµ + J̃µÃµ = J
µ
+A+µ + J

µ
−A−µ.

We consider one chiral part by setting A− = b− = 0 and redefining A+ = A, b+ = b. The

2+1d topological theory (2.26) becomes

S =

∫

1

2
bd b+ bdA , (C.2)

leading to the Chern-Simons response action (2.12).

Following the steps of Section 2.2, we use the anomaly inflow to obtain the 1+1d covariant

current

j3 =
δS

δA3

= ǫ3µν∂µbν = ∂αJα
cov
=

eq.m.
ǫµν∂µ (∂νχ − Aν) . (C.3)

In the last expression, we substituted the solution of the bulk equations of motion, leaving the

gauge parameter χ free. The WZW action obtained from the response action (2.12) is,

SW ZW [λ,A] = −1

2

∫

M2

λdA , (C.4)

giving the anomaly of the consistent current ∂αJα
cons
= −ǫµν∂µAν/2= ∂aJα

cov
/2.

The chiral splitting of excitations in the boundary Dirac theory will be obtained on the

solutions of the equations of motion. A first indication of this decomposition comes from the

form of inflow currents (2.28), (2.29), which we can rewrite using (C.1),

Jα+cov =eq.m.
ǫαβ
�

∂βψ+ ∂βθ − A+β
�

, (C.5)

Jα−cov
=

eq.m.
ǫαβ
�

∂βψ− ∂βθ − A−β
�

. (C.6)
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One sees that for A− = 0, J−cov does not couple to the background and vanishes for θ = ψ.

The expression for J+ matches (C.3) by identifying χ =ψ+ θ .

It is convenient to consider the 1+1d theory in the form (2.36) used to establish duality.

Paying attention to the factor of two in the chiral splitting (C.1), it can be written

S =
1

2

∫

M2

−1

2
(πµ − Aµ)

2 + (A− dψ)π . (C.7)

The equations of motion are

πµ = ∂µθ ,

πµ − Aµ = ǫµν(∂νψ− Aν) . (C.8)

The consistent current obtained from this action, evaluated on the equations of motion, is

Jµcons =eq.m.

1

2
εµν (∂νθ + ∂νψ− Aν) , (C.9)

whose anomaly agree with that obtained from the above WZW action.

It remains to show that dynamics allows for a single nonvanishing chiral current. Actually,

the equations of motion (C.8) in the gauge A0 = A1, became the duality relations (2.39):

explicitly, ∂0θ = ∂1ψ, ∂1θ = ∂0ψ. These admit two solutions

θ =ψ → (∂0 − ∂1)θ = 0 , (C.10)

θ = −ψ → (∂0 + ∂1)θ = 0 . (C.11)

The first solution gives the expected result J−cov = 0 and also makes the other current chiral,

J0
cov = −J1

cov. The solution with opposite chirality (θ = −ψ) is nonetheless present, corre-

sponding to J+ = 0 and J− 6= 0 but decoupled from the background.

The chiral splitting can be made more explicit by rewriting the action (C.7) in a equivalent

form by using its equations of motion (C.8), leading to the expression,

S =
1

2

∫

−1

4
∂xθ+(∂t − ∂x )θ+ +

1

4
∂xθ−(∂t + ∂x )θ− , (C.12)

where θ+ = θ +ψ and θ− = θ −ψ and we set A= 0 for simplicity. The action has decomposed

into two parts, each one describing one chirality only, as it clear from the respective equations

of motion. Each piece is known as the chiral boson action, because it bosonizes a single Weyl

fermion [21].

In conclusion, we have checked that chiral splitting occurs in 1+1 dimensions for the free

massless Dirac fermions, owing to kinematics. In the 3+1 dimensional theory, free massless

Dirac fermions also decouple in a pair of Weyls. However, the 3+1d hydrodynamics described

in this work does not show this feature, as explained in the next Section.

In the interacting case, there is no reason to expect the chiral splitting of Dirac fermions in

both 1+1 and 3+1 dimensions. In the 1+1d case, one can clearly see from previous formulas

that non-quadratic Hamiltonians do not split in two independent terms. The fluid made out

of a single copy of interacting Weyl fermions can be described by deforming the chiral boson

action (C.12) by adding more general Hamiltonians.

C.2 3+1 dimensional hydrodynamics in chiral backgrounds

The 4+1d Chern-Simons action describing the response of the system in a chiral background

and the associated 3+1d WZW action have the form

Sind = −
1

6

∫

M5

AdAdA , SW ZW = −
1

6

∫

M4

ψdAdA . (C.13)
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From the first expression and anomaly inflow follows the 3+1d anomaly of covariant currents,

while the WZW action determines the anomaly of consistent currents,

∗ dJcov = −
1

2
dAdA , (C.14)

∗ dJcons = −
1

6
dAdA , ∗Jcov = ∗Jcons −

1

3
AdA . (C.15)

which have the correct values for a Weyl fermion.

The 3+1d hydrodynamics action (4.19) is now specialized for chiral backgrounds by setting

A= Ã, i.e. A− = 0. For α= 1/3, it reads

S =
1

8

∫

M4

P(p) + Aπd(π+ A) +ψ

�

dπdπ+
1

3
dAdA

�

. (C.16)

The overall normalization has been changes as explained in the following. Upon variation,

one obtains the equations of motion

− ∂ P

∂ πν
= [(π− A)dA+ 2(dψ− A)dπ]ν , dπdπ+

1

3
dAdA= 0 , (C.17)

and the consistent current

Jνcons = −
1

8

∂ P

∂ πν
+

1

8

�

πd(π+ A) + d(Aπ) +
2

3
dψdA

�ν

(C.18)

=
eq.m.

1

8

�

(π− A)d(π+ A) + 2d(Aπ) + 2dψd(π+
1

3
A)

�ν

, (C.19)

One verifies that this current obeys the anomaly (C.15), thus checking the normalization.

The covariant current can also be found from Jcov + J̃cov of the non-chiral theory (4.33),

(4.34) evaluated for A= Ã, up to normalization,

∗Jcov =
eq.m.

1

8
[(π− A)d(π+ A) + 2(α+ 1)(dψ− A)dA− 2d((dψ− A)(π− A))] . (C.20)

For α = 1/3, this expression is indeed equal to (C.19) plus correction (C.15), as expected; it

shows gauge invariance, owing to simultaneous invariance of the (dψ−A) and (π−A) terms.

C.2.1 Absence of chiral decoupling in 3+1 dimensions

We now ask whether the chiral currents J±cov = Jcov ± J̃cov decouple in the chiral background

A = Ã, i.e. A− = 0, as it occurs in 1+1 dimensions. In this case, chirality is not a simple

kinematic condition.

If e.g. the right (+) Weyl is probed by a gauge background and the left (−) one is not, we

would expect that there are solutions of the equations of motion with vanishing (−) current.

The current J+cov = Jcov + J̃cov was found before in (C.20). Next we check whether the differ-

ence of currents J−cov = Jcov − J̃cov can vanish, thus proving chiral splitting in the 3+1d Dirac

hydrodynamics.

From (4.33), (4.34), we find (for α = 1/3):

∗J̃−cov =
eq.m

πdπ+
1

3
AdA− d(Aπ) +

2

3
dψdA−2dψdπ

= (π− dψ)dπ+
1

3
(A− dψ)dA− d[(dψ− A)(dψ−π)] (C.21)

= dX
?
= 0 . (C.22)
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In these relations, we used the first equation of motion (C.17) but not the second one

dπdπ+ dAdA/3= 0.

We remark that in chiral backgrounds the vector and axial currents have same anomalies,

as it is verified for (C.21) by using the remaining equation of motion. It follows that the

difference (C.21) actually is an exact form dX . However, it does not vanish as a consequence

of the equations of motion, not even for A = 0. Therefore, the two chiralities are always

coupled.

Let us remark that a physical instance of a single Weyl is at the boundary of the 4+1d

topological insulators, so it should be possible to obtain its hydrodynamic description by the

methods outlined in this work. Presumably one should start from the ‘two-fluid’ 4+1d topo-

logical theory described in Section 4.3.1 and decouple it in two symmetric parts.
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