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Abstract

We revisit the canonical formulation of spin hydrodynamics for Dirac fermions with a general ther-

mal vorticity. The orders of the general thermal vorticity and the corresponding spin variables are

considered independently from those of the conventional hydrodynamic variables and their perturba-

tive gradients. Assuming a totally antisymmetric spin current of Dirac fermions, the entropy-current

analysis with a general spin potential indicates that the constitutive relations of the stress-energy

tensor have to involve spin variables, particularly those linked to boost symmetry, to adhere to

the entropy principle. In the presence of the degree of freedom associated with boost symmetry,

we choose the constitutive relations of the canonical formulation to be connected to those of the

phenomenological formulation through pseudogauge transformation. Subsequently, a linear-mode

analysis is conducted using the resulting spin hydrodynamic equations. It is observed that the spin

and hydrodynamic modes in this canonical formulation display different characteristics compared to

those in the phenomenological formulation up to the second order of gradient.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Relativistic hydrodynamics, as an effective theory in terms of the IR variables, has

proven highly successful in describing the macroscopic behavior of various many-body sys-

tems, spanning from astrophysics to relativistic heavy-ion collisions. Spin-orbit coupling

plays a significant role in relativistic fluids with spinful constituents, leading to spin po-

larization, particularly in the presence of substantial angular momentum and/or strong

vorticity. The polarization phenomena have been intensively studied in heavy-ion collisions

since long [1–6], and its occurrence has been confirmed through experimental measurements

of hyperon polarization [7–9] and vector-meson spin alignment [10–12]. The global polar-

ization of Λ hyperons has been effectively captured by relativistic hydrodynamic models

incorporating thermalized spin degrees of freedom [5, 13–20]. However, theoretical calcu-

lations [21, 22] concerning the azimuthal-angle dependence of hyperon polarization have

yielded results with opposite signs compared to the experimental data [23, 24]. This dis-

crepancy, known as the“sign problem” in explaining local spin polarization, has also been

addressed in related reviews [25–28].

Relativistic spin hydrodynamics is a promising framework for understanding the sign

problem, which has been advancing rapidly through various approaches in a significant

body of research [29–61]. Essentially, relativistic spin hydrodynamics is constructed by

introducing the spin modes linked to Lorentz symmetry as additional IR variables, alongside

the conventional hydrodynamic variables related to relativistic translation invariance. The

spin variables can typically be categorized into rotation and boost components based on the

subgroups of the Lorentz transformation. The former characterizes the spin polarization

in the fluid, while the role of the latter remains unclear. An entropy-current analysis

approach to spin hydrodynamics was introduced in [34] with the canonical spin current being

antisymmetric only in its last two indices, referred to as the phenomenological formulation.

The same approach is also implemented in the canonical formulations [46, 55] where the

canonical spin current of Dirac fermions is totally anti-symmetric. It is noteworthy that the

canonical formulations in [46, 55] are developed without considering the degree of freedom

associated with boost symmetry. In contrast, another canonical formulation incorporating

boost variables is presented in [56], which is connected to the phenomenological formulation

through a pseudogauge transformation. It is meaningful to explore the inclusion of boost

variables in a general relativistic framework, since boost symmetry, along with rotation, is

a fundamental aspect of Lorentz covariant hydrodynamics. Furthermore, hydrodynamics
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with varying approaches to the treatment of boost modes may exhibit distinct behavior

when subjected to spin-orbit coupling.

In this paper, we investigate the canonical formulation of spin hydrodynamics by

considering its applicability to spinful fluids across a broad range of thermal vorticity in-

tensities. In this scenario, the spin potential is presumed to be a general antisymmetric

tensor in order to coincide with the thermal vorticity in equilibrium. Moreover, the mag-

nitudes of both the thermal vorticity and the spin potential are assessed without regard to

perturbative gradients. In the case of general spinful fluids, the entropy-current analysis

suggests that the entropy principle cannot be fulfilled unless spin variables are included in

the constitutive relations of the stress-energy tensor, with these spin variables needing to

account for the degree of freedom linked to boost symmetry. The constitutive relations in

the presence of boost variables have not yet been definitively determined. For simplilcity,

we opt to connect the canonical formulation of spin hydrodynamics to the phenomenological

approach through pseudogauge transformation. The linear-mode analysis using the result-

ing spin hydrodynamic equations reveals that the spin and hydrodynamic modes in this

canonical formulation exhibit distinct dispersion relations compared to the phenomenolog-

ical formulation up to the second order of gradients.

Throughout this paper, we adopt the mostly plus Minkowski metric ηµν ≡diag(−1, 1, 1, 1).

For the Levi-Civita symbol, we use the convention ǫ0123 = −ǫ0123 = 1 and ǫ123 = ǫ123 = 1.

We also define the notations X(µν) ≡ 1
2 (X

µν +Xνµ) and X [µν] ≡ 1
2 (X

µν −Xνµ).

II. SPIN HYDRODYNAMICS FOR DIRAC FERMIONS

The conservation equations of the Noether’s currents from the relativistic translation

and Lorentz symmetry are

∂µΘ
µν = 0, (1)

∂αJ
αµν = ∂αΣ

αµν +Θµν −Θνµ = 0, (2)

where the total angular momentum is Jαµν ≡ Σαµν + xµΘαν − xνΘαµ with Σαµν being the

spin tensor. The canonical stress-energy tensor Θµν is asymmetric in its two indices, com-

prising both symmetric and antisymmetric components, while the total angular momentum

density Jαµν is antisymmetric in its last two indices.

In classical physics, the hydrodynamics of the Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP) is for-

mulated with IR variables while the details at a microscopic level are averaged out. For
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simplicity, we consider spin hydrodynamics without conserved charges. We follow [46] to

assume that the coarse-grained spin tensor in hydrodynamics retains the entire antisym-

metry of its corresponding quantum operator. Employing the fluid four-velocity uµ with

uµuµ = −1, the spin density is introduced as Rµν ≡ −uαΣαµν with Rµν = −Rνµ. The

resulting spin density satisfies Rµνuν = 0 due to the total antisymmetry of Σµνα. As a

result, Rµν is fully saturated with only three independent components associated with the

spatial rotation symmetry, while the remaining three attached to the boost symmetry are

absent in the spin tensor Σµνα[62]. In such condition, it is yet to be determined whether

the spin variables, especially the boost ones, can be generally absent in the coarse-grained

stress-energy tensor. To this end, we perform an entropy-current analysis to constrain the

presence of spin variables in hydrodynamics with the entropy principle.

The totally antisymmetric spin tensor can be decomposed into longitudinal and trans-

verse parts as

Σµνα = uµSνα + uνSαµ + uαSµν + ǫµνασuσΣ̊,

where the antisymmetric component Sµν can be further decomposed as

Sµν = ǫµνρσRρuσ + 2u[µBν],

with Rα = 1
2ǫαµνσSµνuσ and Bµ = Sµνuν . Noting the identities

ǫµνασRσ = (uµǫναρσ + uνǫαµρσ + uαǫµνρσ)Rρuσ,

0 = uµu[νBα] + uνu[αBµ] + uαu[µBν], (3)

one readily writes the spin tensor into

Σµνα = ǫµνασ
(

Rσ + uσΣ̊
)

, (4)

which immediately gives Rµν = ǫµνρσRρuσ. Since Rρ captures all the three independent

components of Rµν in a covariant form, Σ̊ is automatically left as corrections out of equi-

librium to be constrained by the entropy principle. Given Rµν representing the rotation

components of the spin modes Sµν , Bµν = 2u[µBν] as the rest part naturally denotes the

boost modes where Bµ contains all the three independent components related to the boost

symmetry.
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The local thermodynamic relations generalized with spin variables are

Ts = ε+ p− 1

2
ωµνSµν , (5)

Tds = dε− 1

2
ωµνdSµν , (6)

sdT = dp− 1

2
Sµνdωµν , (7)

where T , s, ε, p and ωµν = −ωνµ denoting the local temperature, entropy density, energy

density, pressure and spin potential respectively. An important point to note is that the

local thermodynamic relations do not generally hold in the quantum-statistical description

of a relativistic fluid [61], where the thermodynamic quantities, such as temperature, ther-

mal velocity and spin potential can be unambiguously defined at the local thermodynamic

equilibrium (LTE) [63]. In this work, we adhere to the traditional hydrodynamics view-

point [64, 65] and assume that it is always possible to establish the local thermodynamic

relations with a proper redefinition of the thermodynamic quantities in a state near equi-

librium. Although the thermodynamic quantities defined in the two frameworks may share

different values, they should approach the same values as the fluid evolves to the global

thermodynamic equilibrium (GTE).

Additionally, we take a general antisymmetric spin potential ωµν without the require-

ment ωµνu
ν = 0 even when it is conjugate to Rµν in the local thermodynamic relations, as

is case in the phenomenological formulation of spin hydrodynamics[34, 39, 47, 48, 56, 60].

One can also separate ωµν into rotation and boost parts as ωµν = rµν + bµν where

rµν = ǫµνρσr
ρuσ, bµν = 2b[µuν]

rσ =
1

2
ǫσρµνuρrµν , bν = uµbµν .

The conjugations in (5)-(7) differ from the canonical formulations in [46, 55] where the

boost variables are absence and the spin potential is chosen as rµν with rµνu
ν = 0. This

difference is nontrivial. Although the Gibbs energy density g from (5), i.e.,

g = ε+ p− Ts =
1

2
ωµνSµν =

1

2
(rµνRµν + bµνBµν) = rµRµ + bµBµ, (8)

gets no contributions from bµνRµν = rµνBµν = 0, the conjugations in (6) and (7),

1

2
ωµνdSµν = rµdRµ + bµuνǫ

µνρσRρduσ + bµdBµ + ǫµνρσr
ρuνBνduµ,

1

2
Sµνdωµν = Rµdrµ − bµuνǫ

µνρσRρduσ + Bµdbµ − ǫµνρσr
ρuνBνduµ, (9)

give b-R and r-B conjugations which are generally nonvanishing in the presence of vorticity

where the non-inertial motion of fluid evolves along with the spin variables. It may seem
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that the non-inertial b-R and r-B terms are not well defined contributions to thermody-

namic potentials. Actually, the velocity dependence is just an artifact from the introducing

of rotation Rµ and boost Bµ vectors orthogonal to four-velocity as thermodynamic quanti-

ties into the generalized local thermodynamic relations. The general antisymmetric ωµν is

more physically appropriate than rµν with rµνu
µ = 0, in the sense that ωµν can smoothly

transition into the GTE to coincide with the general thermal vorticity ̟µν ≡ ∂[µβν] which

may not necessarily be orthogonal to uµ. Especially, when the acceleration part uµ̟µν is

as strong as the spatial part 1
2ǫ

σρµνuρ̟µν , we will see in the entropy-current analysis that

the entropy principle with a general antisymmetric ωµν necessarily requires the presence of

B in the constitutive relations.

We start with a general tensor decomposition in spin hydrodynamics as follows,

Θµν = εuµuν + p∆µν + Θ̊
µν
, (10)

Σµνα = ǫµνασ
(

Rσ + Σ̊uσ

)

, (11)

sµ = s uµ + s̊µ, (12)

where ∆µν ≡ ηµν +uµuν is the transverse projection operator and the constitutive relations

of the components with a circle are to be constrained by the entropy principle. To perform

the entropy-current analysis, we derive the entropy production rate as follows. Taking the

notations β ≡ 1/T , βµ ≡ βuµ, D ≡ uν∂ν and θ ≡ ∂νu
ν , we have

∂µs
µ = ∂µ (s u

µ + s̊µ) = D s+ s θ + ∂µs̊
µ. (13)

We replace the first term in the above expression using (6) to get

∂µs
µ = β

[

Dε− 1

2
ωµνD (Rµν + Bµν)

]

+ s θ + ∂µs̊
µ. (14)

The two terms Dε and −1
2ωµνDRµν in the square brackets can be substituted by the

components Θ̊
µν

and Σ̊ that are to be determined by the entropy principle. To proceed, we

contract (1) and (2) with uν and ωµν respectively to get

Dε = − (ε+ p) θ + uν∂µΘ̊
µν
,

−1

2
ωµνDRµν = ωµν

[

1

2
θRµν + ∂α (u

νRαµ)

]

+
1

2
ǫαµνσωµν∂α

(

Σ̊uσ

)

+ ωµνΘ̊
[µν]

. (15)
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We then obtain the entropy production rate as

∂µs
µ =

[

s− β

(

ε+ p− 1

2
ωµν (Rµν + Bµν)

)]

θ + ∂µ

(

s̊µ + Θ̊
µν
βν +

1

2
Σ̊ ǫµανσβωανuσ

)

− Θ̊
(µν)

∂µβν − Θ̊
[µν]

(∂µβν − βωµν)−
1

2
Σ̊ ǫαµνσ∂α (βωµν)uσ

+

[

∂α (u
νRαµ)− 1

2
∂α (u

αBµν)

]

βωµν . (16)

In the absence of B and b, (16) agrees with [46, 55], irrespective of the specific power counting

scheme. The entropy principle requires that (16) is not only semipositive in general, but

also zero in the GTE where thermal vorticity ̟µν becomes a constant anti-symmetric tensor

and

βµ = cµ +̟µνx
ν , βωµν = ̟µν , (17)

with cµ being a constant four-vector.

To explicitly seek the semipositivity of (16) to the second order of gradient, we

adopt a general power counting scheme where perturbation expansion of spin variables are

independent of the conventional hydrodynamic variables and their gradients,

ε ∼ p ∼ β ∼ uµ ∼ O
(

∂0
)

, Sµν ∼ O (δ) ,

ωµν ∼ ̟µν ∼ O (̟) , ̟µν − βωµν ∼ O (∂) , (18)

where O (δ) could be O (~̟) if the spin susceptibility is O
(

~∂0
)

. In general, O (̟) could

range from O (∂) for hydrodynamics with an isotropy background to O
(

∂0
)

for gyrohydro-

dynamics [55] with an anisotropic background. We count O (δ) and O (̟) independently

of O (∂) so that the formulation of the spin hydrodynamics is applicable to a broad scale of

the thermal vorticity instead of subject to a specific power counting scheme of it.

We aim to determine the constitutive relations of Θ̊
µν
, Σ̊ and s̊µ to O (∂) where (16)

should be semipositive to O
(

∂2
)

. In the precedent set by [46], the entropy production

rate is ensured to be semipositive to O
(

∂2
)

under a specific power counting scheme with

Rµν ∼ ωµν ∼ O (∂) and without the presence of Bµν , where the non-semipositive terms

Θ̊
[µν]

uν (∂µβσ − βωµσ)u
σ and βωµν∂α (u

νRαµ) in (16) can be neglected as O
(

∂3
)

. However,

in a broad scale of the thermal vorticity, these non-semipositive terms are of O (∂̟δ) which

are generally non-ignorable and therefore have to be cancelled out. By noting (5), we drop

the first term in the first line of (16). Taking the GTE limit (17) in (16), one has

0 = ∂µs
µ
GTE =∂µ

(

s̊µGTE + Θ̊
µν

GTEβν +
1

2
Σ̊GTE ǫ

µανσ̟ανuσ

)

+

[

∂α (u
νRαµ)− 1

2
∂α (u

αBµν)

]

̟µν . (19)
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Noting the nonvanishing terms in the last brackets of (19), it is evident that s̊µ 6= −Θ̊
µν
βν−

1
2Σ̊ ǫ

µανσ̟ανuσ in general. Therefore, terms involving R and B must be present in either

Θ̊
µν
, s̊µ or Σ̊ to offset the above nonvanishing terms. Note that, in the vicinity of GTE,

these nonvanishing terms arise from the leading-order term ǫµνασRσ in the spin current

(11). As pointed out in [34], the entropy production rate from the leading-order of the spin

current is zero if spin and orbital angular momentum are separately conserved[66]. At the

lowest order of the non-conservation equation (2) of the spin current, the dissipation of spin

only stem from the source/absorption term Θ̊
[µν]

.

We separate the non-dissipative parts from the dissipative parts by marking the

former with subscript δ and the latter with tick, i.e., Θ̊
µν

= Θµν
δ + Θ̌

µν
, Σ̊ = Σδ + Σ̌ and

s̊µ = sµδ + šµ. At this stage, we manifest the assumption that the constitutive relations of

Θ̊
µν
, s̊µ and Σ̊, as expressions in terms of the spin hydrodynamic variables β, uµ, ωµν and

Sµν , consistently satisfy the entropy principle, i.e.,

∃ Θ̊µν
, s̊µ, Σ̊ as functions of β, uµ, ωµν and Sµν ∀ β, uµ, ωµν and Sµν : ∂µs

µ ≥ 0. (20)

Here the Sµν dependent parts of the constitutive relations are to cancel out the non-

semipositive terms in (16) where we take Sµν as extra free variables besides β, uµ and

ωµν [67]. The entropy production rate is written as

∂µs
µ = ∂µ

[

šµ − Θ̌
µν
βν +

1

2
Σ̌ǫµανσβωανuσ

]

(21)

− Θ̌
(µν)

∂µβν − Θ̌
[µν]

(∂µβν − βωµν)−
1

2
Σ̌ǫαµνσ∂α (βωµν) uσ

+ ∂µs
µ
δ + ∂µΘ

µν
δ βν +

[

Θµν
δ + ∂α (u

νRαµ)− 1

2
∂α (u

αBµν) +
1

2
ǫαµνσ∂α (Σδ uσ)

]

βωµν .

The dissipative part Θ̌
µν

can be decomposed into the irreducible tensor basis [34, 39, 56](see

also [68–70]) as follows,

Θ̌
(µν)

= 2u(µhν) + τµν , Θ̌
[µν]

= 2u[µqν] + φµν , (22)

where the dissipative currents satisfy τµν = τνµ, φµν = −φνµ, uµhµ = uµq
µ = uµτ

µν =

uµφ
µν = 0. We have uµΘ̌

µν
uν = ε while uµΘ

µν
δ uν is not necessarily zero. Moreover, in

contrast to [59], we do not require uµs̊
µ ≤ 0. This is because we assume that the local

thermodynamic relations (5)-(6) hold near LTE, where all the thermodynamic variables,

including the entropy density s, are extended to be applicable out of equilibrium. Therefore,

a general entropy density s evolving towards equilibrium is not identically equal to the

maximum value that is to be reached in equilibrium.
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In addition to the dissipative parts in the entropy production rate, we have collected

all the non-dissipative components into the last line of (21). Explicitly, the entropy principle

requires that the sum of the non-dissipative terms gives zero entropy production rate

∂µs
µ
δ + ∂µΘ

µν
δ βν

+

[

Θµν
δ + ∂α (u

νRαµ)− 1

2
∂α (u

αBµν) +
1

2
ǫαµνσ∂α (Σδ uσ)

]

βωµν = 0. (23)

We consider the non-dissipative constitutive relations of Θµν
δ , sµδ and Σδ to all orders as solu-

tions to (23). For this purpose, we explicitly write Θµν
δ and sµδ into the terms of O

(

∂0ω0δ
)

,

O
(

∂0ωδ
)

, O
(

∂ω0δ
)

and higher orders in a general form as

Θασ
δ = Θασ

0 +Θασµν
ω ωµν +Θασ

∂ − 1

2
ǫµασν∂µ (Σδ uν) +O (∂ωδ) ,

sαδ = sα0 + sαµνω βωµν + sα∂ +O (∂ωδ) , (24)

where the O
(

∂0ω0δ
)

components Θ0,ω, s0,ω and O
(

∂ω0δ
)

components Θ∂ , s∂ are expres-

sions in terms of β, uµ and Sµν . Now we collect the terms involving βωµν , ∂α (βωµν) and

βωασβωµν into

Xµνβωµν + Y αµν∂α (βωµν) + Θασµν
ω Tβωασβωµν , (25)

where Xµν and Y αµν are defined as

Xµν ≡ ∂αs
αµν
ω + ∂α (Θ

ασµν
ω T )βσ +Θµν

∂ + ∂α

(

uνRαµ − 1

2
uαBµν

)

,

Y αµν ≡ sαµνω +Θασµν
ω uσ. (26)

The two parts must vanish for any values of βωµν and ∂α (βωµν), resulting in the constraints

X [µν] = 0 and Y α[µν] = 0. (27)

Likewise, to ensure the term Θασµν
ω βωασβωµν vanishes for arbitrary values of βωασβωµν in

(25), Θασµν
ω can run through several switches as follows

Θασ[µν]
ω = 0 or Θ[ασ]µν

ω = 0 or Θασµν
ω = −Θµνασ

ω or Θασµν
ω = −Θνµσα

ω . (28)

We then combine (27) and (28) to constrain the solutions to (23). As a straightforward

application of these constraints, one can readily confirm that

Θµν
∂ = 0 and Θασµν

ω = 0 and (27) → sα[µν]ω = 0 → ∂α

(

Rα[µuν] − 1

2
uαBµν

)

= 0, (29)
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leading to a contradiction as the left-hand side of the final equation is not identically zero.

This implies that the stress-energy tensor must depend on Sµν at O (∂δ) or O (ωδ). In

general, one can analyze the terms to all orders in (23) to obtain a complete constraint

for the solution. Nevertheless, given that (23) must hold order by order, we concentrate

exclusively on the constraints related to the O (∂δ) and O (ωδ) terms. It will become

apparent in the next section that the components dependent on ω within these orders are

sufficient to illustrate the difficulties in upholding the entropy principle in the absence of

boost variables.

III. ENTROPY PRINCIPLE IN THE ABSENCE OF BOOST VARIABLES

We now investigate the framework in the abscence of the degree of freedom related

to the boost symmetry where there are only seven independent dynamical variables with

four from relativistic translation symmetry and three from rotation symmetry. In such

circumstances, it is necessary to select three out of the ten equations in (1)-(2) as redundant

in order to avoid overdetermination. As pointed out in [46], the physically meaningful choice

is to consider the three equations ensuing from the boost symmetry in (2) as redundant

identities since the boost variables are vanishing. The identities in the local rest frame

are obtained by setting µ = 0, ν = i or µ = i, ν = 0 in (2), while the covariant form is

manifested by projecting (2) onto uν as

(

∂αΣ
αµν + 2Θ[µν]

)

uν = 0

⇒ 1

2
ǫαµνσuν∂α (Rσ +Σδuσ) + Θ

[µν]
δ uν +

1

2
ǫαµνσuνΣ̌ ∂αuσ + qµ = 0. (30)

Noting that qµ at O (∂δ) and Σ̌ at O (δ) are both zero to ensure the semipositivity of the

dissipative parts in (21), we isolate the O (∂δ) terms from the other parts in the above

identity,

qµ = −1

2
ǫαµνσuνΣ̌ ∂αuσ, (31)

Θ
[µν]
δ uν = −1

2
ǫαµνσuν∂α (Rσ +Σδuσ) , (32)

where the identity at O (∂δ) in (32) should hold for arbitrary R. Utilizing the identities

(31)-(32) as the result of the vanishing boost variables, we can demonstrate that it is not

possible to cancel out the non-semipositive term ∂α (u
νRαµ) βωµν in (23).

For the R dependent parts, we further collect the O
(

∂ω0δ
)

and O
(

∂0ωδ
)

terms in
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(32) to obtain the extra constraints from the vanshing of B as

Θ
[µν]
∂ uν = −1

2
ǫαµνσuν∂αRσ, (33)

Θ[µν]ασ
ω uνωασ = 0 → Θ[µν][ασ]

ω uν = 0. (34)

We now examine the combined constraints on Θω in (27)-(28) and (33)-(34). For the first

switch in (28), one has

Θασ[µν]
ω = 0 and Y α[µν] = 0 → sα[µν]ω = 0 → X [µν] = Θ

[µν]
∂ + ∂α

(

Rα[µuν]
)

= 0, (35)

which obviously contradicts the identity (33). Thus, we get Θ
ασ[µν]
ω 6= 0.

For the rest three switches in (28), using (33) in (27) while noting u · u = −1 and

u · R = 0, we get

Θασ[µν]
ω uνuσ∂α ln β +Θασ[µν]

ω uν∂αuσ −Wαµν
1 Rν∂α (u · u)−Wαµ

2 ∂α (u · R)

= ∂αRα[µuν]uν −
1

2
ǫαµνσuν∂αRσ =

1

2
∂α (u

αRµν) uν = −1

2
uαǫµνσλRλuν∂αuσ, (36)

where W1 and W2 could be any dimensionless tensors as expressions in terms of β, uµ and

Rµ. We have used the first identity of (3) in the second equality. Given that the above

equation holds for arbitrary ∂α ln β, ∂αRσ and ∂αuσ, we have the constraints

Θασ[µν]
ω uνuσ = 0 and Wαµ

2 uσ = 0

and Θασ[µν]
ω uν −Wαµν

1 Rνu
σ −Wαµ

2 Rσ −Wαµ
3 aσ = −1

2
uαǫµνσλRλuν , (37)

which renders

0 = Θασ[µν]
ω uνuσ = −Wαµν

1 Rν → Wαµν
1 = 0

and Wαµ
2 uσ = 0 → Wαµ

2 = 0 → Θασ[µν]
ω uν = −1

2
uαǫµνσλRλuν

→ Θ[ασ][µν]
ω uν = −1

2
u[αǫσ]µνλRλuν 6= 0. (38)

This excludes the second switch in (28), i.e., Θ
[ασ]µν
ω 6= 0.

The last two switches in (28) combined with (34) reduce to

(Θασµν
ω = −Θµνασ

ω or Θασµν
ω = −Θνµσα

ω ) and Θ[ασ][µν]
ω uσ = 0

→
(

Θασ[µν]
ω = −Θ[µν]ασ

ω or Θασ[µν]
ω = −Θ[νµ]σα

ω

)

and Θ[ασ][µν]
ω uσ = 0

→ Θ[ασ][µν]
ω uν = −Θ[µν][ασ]

ω uν = 0 or Θ[ασ][µν]
ω uν = −Θ[νµ][σα]

ω uν = 0, (39)

which is also ruled out by (38). Hence, there is no consistent result for Θω to ensure the

vanishing of the O (∂ωδ) and O
(

∂0ω2δ
)

parts in (23). In other words, with a general
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antisymmetric spin potential ωµν and vanishing boost variables Bµν , it is generally not

possible for the constitutive relations of spin hydrodynamics to satisfy the entropy principle.

Note that (27)-(28) and (34) are constraints resulting from a general antisymmetric spin

potential ωµν . A meaningful complement would be to apply the entropy-current analysis

presented in this study to the case of a special spin potential rµν with rµνu
ν = 0, as utilized

in [46, 55], to investigate the existance of a solution for Θδ and sδ. We will not attempt to

address this issue here.

IV. CONSISTENT FIRST-ORDER SPIN HYDRODYNAMICS

The challenge in adhering to the entropy principle arises from the lack of degree of

freedom associated with boost symmetry. Therefore, it is inevitable to activate the boost

variables so that the canonical formulation of spin hydrodynamics aligns with the entropy

principle. In this scenario, the boost components of the conservation law (2) are independent

equations, rather than being fixed as identities like in (31)-(32). The semipositivity of the

dissipative parts is ensured by adopting the constitutive relations that are basically the

same as those in [34, 39, 56],

hµ = −Thµνα∂αβν , qµ = −Tqµνα (∂αβν − βωαν) ,

τµν = −Tτµνασ∂αβσ, φµν = −Tφµνασ (∂αβσ − βωασ) , (40)

Σ̌ = −1

2
Tξǫµνασuσ∂α (βωµν) , šµ = βhµ − βqµ − 1

2
Σ̌ǫµανσβωανuσ,

where

hµνα ≡ κ∆µ(νuα), qµνα ≡ κs∆
µ[νuα],

τµναβ ≡ 2η

[

1

2

(

∆µα∆νβ +∆µβ∆µν
)

− 1

3
∆µν∆αβ

]

+ ζ∆µν∆αβ ,

φµναβ ≡ 1

2
ηs

(

∆µα∆νβ −∆µβ∆να
)

, (41)

with positive coefficients κ, κs, η, ζ, ηs and ξ. In the case O (̟) ∼ O
(

∂0
)

, the dissipative

currents in (40) can be further decomposed according to the anisotropy in gyrohydrody-

namics [55].

As regards the non-dissipative terms in (23), it is known that there is a solution

corresponding to a pseudogauge transformation from the phenomenological formulation of

spin hydrodynamics[56],

Θµν
δ = −∂α (Rαµuν + Bαµuν) , sµδ = 0, Σδ = 0. (42)

12



Actually, it has been point out in [34] that given a formulation of spin hydrodynamics

with (Θ,Σ) that satisfies entropy principle, a pseudogauge transformation always renders

another consistent formulation (Θ′,Σ′) since the entropy production rate in the entropy-

current analysis remains unchanged, though different pairs (Θ,Σ) and (Θ′,Σ′) are generally

thermodynamically inequivalent [71, 72]. Therefore, a general pseudogauge-transforming

solution is

Θµν
δ = −∂α (Rαµuν + Bαµuν)− 1

2
ǫαµνσ∂α (Σδ uσ) , sµδ = 0, Σδ (β, u, ω,S) , (43)

where Σδ can be any possible scalar expression in terms of β, u, ω and S with Σδ(β, u, ω =

0,S = 0) = 0 so that Σδ vanishes in spinless limit. In addition, the entropy-gauge transfor-

mation [61] sµδ = ∂αA
αµ with Aαµ = −Aµα gives an extra general solution where Aαµ could

be any possible antisymmetric tensor expression in terms of β, u, ω and S. It remains to

be seen whether there are non-dissipative solutions Θ′
δ, s

′
δ and Σ′

δ beyond the pseudogauge

and the entropy-gauge transformations. Concretely, such solutions are constrained by the

entropy principle as

∂µs
′µ
δ + ∂µΘ

′µν
δ βν +

[

Θ′µν
δ +

1

2
ǫαµνσ∂α

(

Σ′
δ uσ

)

]

βωµν = 0. (44)

Especially, with nonvanishing Θ′
δ which may significantly modify the dynamical equations

of hydrodynamics and bring in extra ambiguity besides pseudogauge and entropy-gauge.

For simplicity, we verify in Appendix (A) that the non-dissipative solution of O
(

∂0
)

is

unique, which is essentially the leading-order solution in (10)-(12). It could be interesting

to figure out if there are extra non-dissipative solution to O (∂). We leave it for future work.

One can easily verify that the constitutive relations in (40) give zero entropy produc-

tion rate in the GTE limit (17). Moreover, keeping only the lowest-order terms in (15) and

taking the separate conservation limits

Θ̌
[µν]

= 0,

∂αΣ
αµν + 2Θ

[µν]
δ = 0, (45)

in (16), we readily confirm that ∂µ (su
µ) = 0. It turns out that the orbital angular mo-

mentum conservation in the first equation of (45) contains only the dissipative component

of the stress-energy tensor while the spin angular momentum conservation in the second

equation have to include the divergence term Θ
[µν]
δ .
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V. LINEAR-MODE ANALYSIS

We perform the linear-mode analysis of the spin hydrodynamic equations (1)-(2) using

the constitutive relations (40) and (43). For simplicity, we consider the isotropy background

with O (̟) ∼ O (∂). The fluctuations, counted as O (∆), are near GTE without background

spin density,

ε(x) = ε̄+
¯
ε(x), p(x) = p̄+

¯
p(x), T (x) = T̄ +

¯
T (x),

vi(x) = 0 +
¯
vi(x), Ri(x) = 0 + R̄i(x), Bi(x) = 0 + B̄i(x), (46)

with overbar denoting background and underbar denoting fluctuations, where vi is the fluid

three-velocity with uµ = (1, vi) +O(v2). Noting Σδ = O
(

∆2
)

and using

(5)(7) →
¯
T =

T̄
¯
p

ε̄+ p̄
+O

(

∆2
)

, (47)

we expand (1) to O(∂2∆) and (2) to O(∂∆) as

(

∂0 − c2sκ
′
s∂i∂

i
)

¯
π0 +

(

1 + κ′s∂0
)

∂i
¯
πi − (∂0 + Γb) ∂iB̄i = 0, (48)

∂0
¯
πi + c2s∂

i
(

¯
π0 − ∂kB̄k

)

− γ‖∂
i∂k

¯
πk − (γ⊥ + γs)

(

δik∂j∂
j − ∂i∂k

)

¯
πk

− 1

2
ǫijkΓr∂jR̄k = 0, (49)

(∂0 + Γb) B̄i + ǫijk∂kR̄j + c2sκ
′
s∂

i

¯
π0 − κ′s∂0¯

πi = 0, (50)

∂0R̄i + ΓrR̄i − 2γsǫ
ijk∂j

¯
πk = 0, (51)

where we have introduced the hydrodynamic and spin modes as

¯
π0 ≡

¯
Θ00 =

¯
ε+ ∂iB̄i +O

(

∂2
)

+O
(

∆2
)

,

¯
πi ≡

¯
Θ0i = (ε̄+ p̄)

¯
vi − 1

2
(κ+ κs) ∂0

¯
vi − 1

2

(

κ′ − κ′s
)

c2s∂
i

¯
ε+

1

2
ΓbB̄i +O

(

∂2
)

+O(∆2),

¯
Σ0ij = S̄ij +O

(

∂2
)

+O(∆2) = ǫijkR̄k +O
(

∂2
)

+O(∆2), (52)

and the constants as

c2s =
∂p

∂ε
, γ‖ =

1

ε̄+ p̄

(

ζ +
4

3
η

)

, γ⊥ =
η

ε̄+ p̄
, 2γs =

ηs
ε̄+ p̄

, κ′ =
κ

ε̄+ p̄
,

χrδ
i
j =

∂Ri

∂rj
, Γr =

2ηs
χr

, χbδ
i
j =

∂Bi

∂bj
, Γb =

2κs
χb

, κ′s =
κs
ε̄+ p̄

. (53)

Note that
¯
π0,

¯
πi and

¯
Σ0ij are invariant components of Θµν and Σµνα under frame choice

[64, 65], where
¯
Σ0ij can be replaced by R̄k within linear approximation. The boost modes

B̄i are embedded in the divergence terms of Θµν and can not be defined as the invariant

14



components of spin current since
¯
Σ00i vanish for totally antisymmetric Σµνα. We have

counted Γr ∼ Γb ∼ 1/χr ∼ 1/χb ∼ O (∂) in the above linear expansion and neglected the

anisotropy in ∂ε
∂r
, ∂ε

∂b
, ∂R

∂b
and ∂B

∂r
. For simplicity, we have taken the speed of sound cs, the

susceptibilities χr, χb and all the kinetic coefficients as constants.

In the Fourier space with Õ (k) ≡
∫

d4xeiωt−ik ·x Ō (x) and k = (0, 0, k), one finds the

block diagonal form of the linearized hydrodynamic equations,














A4×4
‖ O O O

O A2×2
⊥,B A2×2

+ A2×2
−

O O A2×2
⊥,+ O

O O O A2×2
⊥,−















~y = 0, (54)

with ~y =
(

¯
π0, ¯

πz, B̄z, R̄z, B̄x, B̄y, ¯
πx, R̄y, ¯

πy, R̄x

)T
, where the blocks are

A4×4
‖ =















−iω + c2sκ
′
sk

2 i|k |+ κ′sω|k | i (iω − Γb) |k | 0

ic2s|k | −iω + γ‖k
2 c2sk

2 0

ic2sκ
′
s|k | iκ′sω −iω + Γb 0

0 0 0 −iω + Γr















,

A2×2
⊥,B =





−iω + Γb 0

0 −iω + Γb



 , A2×2
⊥,± =





−iω + (γ⊥ + γs) k
2 ± i

2Γr|k |
∓2iγs|k | −iω + Γr



 ,

A2×2
+ =





iκ′sω i|k |
0 0



 , A2×2
− =





0 0

iκ′sω −i|k |



 . (55)

Note that ω denotes frequency in this section, not to be confused with spin potential ωµν .

The power counting in Fourier space is Γr ∼ Γb ∼ ω ∼ O(k ) where (48)-(49) are ex-

act to O
(

k
2
)

while (50)-(51) are accurate to O (k). Solving the characteristic equations,

detA4×4
‖ = 0 and detA2×2

⊥ = 0, we obtain the dispersion relations,























� One pair of sound modes: ωsound (k ) = ±cs|k | − i
2γ‖k

2 ∓ c3sκ
′
s
k3

Γb
+O

(

k
3
)

,

� One longitudinal spin-boost mode: ωspin,b,‖ = −iΓb − ic2sκ
′
sk

2 +O
(

k
2
)

,

� One longitudinal spin-rotation mode: ωspin,r,‖ = −iΓr +O
(

k
2
)

,

(56)

� Two transverse spin-boost modes: ωspin,b,⊥ = −iΓb +O
(

k
2
)

, (57)










� Two shear modes: ωshear (k) = −iγ⊥k2 +O
(

k
3
)

,

� Two transverse spin-rotation modes: ωspin,r,⊥ = −iΓr − iγsk
2 +O

(

k
2
)

.
(58)

The dispersion relations of both the hydrodynamic modes and spin modes happen to be the

same as the phenomenological formulation[34] to O(k). However, to O(k2) the dispersion
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relations of sound modes and longitudinal spin-boost mode are different. As a comparison

to (56), we give the results of the phenomenological formulation as follows










� One pair of sound modes: ωsound (k ) = ±cs|k | − i
2γ‖k

2 ∓ 2c3sκ
′
s
k3

Γb
+O

(

k
3
)

,

� One longitudinal spin-boost mode: ωspin,b,‖ = −iΓb − 3ic2sκ
′
sk

2 +O
(

k
2
)

.

This implies that if one introduces the hydrodynamic and spin modes based on the frame-

invariant components of Θµν and Σµνα, the dispersion relations will typically differ depend-

ing on the specific formulation of spin hydrodynamics.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We have shown that in the canonical formulation of spin hydrodynamics for Dirac

fermions featuring a completely antisymmetric spin tensor and a generic spin potential,

the stress-energy tensor must be influenced by spin variables at the first order of gradient.

Additionally, the inclusion of boost variables is necessary to uphold the entropy principle.

When boost variables are included, we conduct a linear-mode analysis utilizing the

spin hydrodynamic equations derived from the canonical formulation. Upon comparison

with the phenomenological formulation, we observe that the dispersion relations of the

sound modes and the longitudinal spin-boost mode differ at the second order of gradient.

The violation of the entropy principle in the absence of boost variables is demon-

strated with a general antisymmetric spin potential. It is yet to be determined if spin

hydrodynamics can be developed solely using the spatial component rµν of the spin po-

tential ωµν for general rotational fluids with finite thermal vorticity. Furthermore, in the

presence of boost variables, instead of opting the constitutive relations of canonical formula-

tion to be related to the pseudogauge transformation of the phenomenological formulation,

it would be intriguing to explore if there exist alternative non-dissipative constitutive rela-

tions constrained by (44), and how such constitutive relations would impact the behavior

of the hydrodynamic and spin modes. These aspects are left for future investigation.
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Appendix A: Completeness of First-Order spin hydrodynamics

For completeness, we confirm that there is no O
(

∂0δ
)

non-dissipative solution to

(23). To this end, we consider the leading-order terms Θ0 and s0 in (24). We define

Θασ
0 ≡ T

∑

δ=R,B

Θασν
δ0 δν , sα0 ≡

∑

δ=R,B

sανδ0 δν , (A1)

where Θδ0 and sδ0 are O
(

∂0ω0δ0
)

coefficients of δν as expressions in terms of β and uµ.

Here we have excluded the dependence on δ in Θδ0 and sδ0 since the linear dependence on

δν has been factored out[73]. The single O
(

∂0ωδ
)

term Θασ
0 ωασ in (23) should be vanishing

for any value of ωασ. This gives the constraint

Θ
[ασ]ν
δ0 δν = 0. (A2)

The O
(

∂ω0δ
)

terms in (21) can be written as

∂αs
α
0 + ∂αΘ

ασ
0 βσ =

∑

δ=R,B

∂α (s
αν
δ0 δν) + ∂α (TΘ

ασν
δ0 δν) βσ

=
∑

δ=R,B

Nαν
δ1 δνβ∂α ln β +Nανµ

δ2 δν∂αuµ +Nαν
δ3 ∂αδν +Nανµσ

δ4 δν∂αωµσ, (A3)

where

Nαν
δ1 ≡ sανδ0,β + (TΘασν

δ0 ),β βσ, Nανµ
δ2 ≡ sαν,µδ0,u +Θασν,µ

δ0,u uσ, (A4)

Nαν
δ3 ≡ sανδ0 +Θασν

δ0 uσ, Nανµσ
δ4 ≡ sαν,µσδ0,ω + TΘαρν,µσ

δ0,ω βρ,

with notations A,β ≡ ∂A/∂β, A,µ
,u ≡ ∂A/∂uµ and A,µν

,ω ≡ ∂A/∂ωµν . Noting u · u = −1 and

u · δ = 0, (A3) should be identically zero in groups as follows,

Nαν
δ1 δνβ∂α lnβ = 0,

Nανµ
δ2 δν∂αuµ +Nαν

δ3 ∂αδν = 0 =Mαν
δ0 δν∂α (u · u) +Mα

δ2∂α (u · δ) , (A5)

where the constraints can be written as

Nαν
δ1 δν = 0 and Nανµ

δ2 δν = 0 and Nαν
δ3 = 0 and Nαν[µσ]

δ4 δν = 0, (A6)

with

Nανµ
δ2 ≡ Nανµ

δ2 − 2Mαν
δ0 u

µ −Mα
δ2g

νµ, Nαν
δ3 ≡ Nαν

δ3 −Mα
δ2u

ν . (A7)
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Using the above constraints we have

Nαν
δ3 = 0 → 0 = Nαν

δ3 δν = Nαν
δ3 δν → 0 = (Nαν

δ3 δν)
,µ
,u =

(

Nανµ
δ2 +Θαµν

δ0

)

δν ,

Nανµ
δ2 δν = 0 → 0 =

(

Θαµν
δ0 + 2Mαν

δ0 u
µ +Mα

δ2g
νµ
)

δν → 0 =
(

Θαµν
δ0 uµ − 2Mαν

δ0

)

δν ,

0 = (Nαν
δ3 δν),β = (Nαν

δ1 + TΘασν
δ0 uσ) δν = TΘασν

δ0 uσδν → Θασν
δ0 uσδν = 0,

0 = Nαν
δ3 δν = (sανδ0 +Θασν

δ0 uσ) δν → sανδ0 δν = 0, (A8)

Nανµ
δ2 δνuµ = 0 → 0 =

(

Θαµν
δ0 uµ − 2Mαν

δ0

)

δν = −2Mαν
δ0 δν → Mαν

δ0 δν = 0,

0 =
(

Θαµν
δ0 + 2Mαν

δ0 u
µ +Mα

δ2g
νµ
)

δν = Θαµν
δ0 δν +Mα

δ2δ
µ → Θαµν

δ0 δν = −Mα
δ2δ

µ.

Nανµ
δ2 δν = 0 → 0 = Nανµ

δ2 δν −Mα
δ2δ

µ = (sανδ0 δν)
,µ
,u + (Θασν

δ0 δν)
,µ
,u uσ −Mα

δ2δ
µ = −Mα

δ2δ
µ,

which gives Mα
δ2 = 0. Consequently, the combined constraints from (A2) and (A6) lead to

sα0 = 0 and Θασ
0 = 0. This means that there are no other zeroth-order non-dissipative terms

in (10)-(12).
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