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A comparative study of the thermodynamic and transport properties of the ultra-relativistic
quark-gluon plasma (QGP) produced in Heavy ion collisions (HIC) with the ”quasi-relativistic”
massless electron-hole plasma in graphene sample has been performed. We observe that the enthalpy
per net carrier density emerges as a useful physical quantity determining the hydrodynamic domain’s
transport variables. Lorenz ratio is defined as thermal to electrical conductivity ratio, normalized
by temperature. In searching whether the Wiedemann-Franz (WF) law is obeyed or violated by
checking the Lorenz ratio as one or deviated from one, we find that the Lorenz ratio determined from
the fluid-based framework will always be responsible for the violation of the WF law. The reason
is the proportional relation between Lorenz ratio and enthalpy per particle in the fluid. Based on
the experimental observation, graphene, and QGP, both systems at low net charge density, exhibit
WF law violation due to their fluid nature. However, graphene at high net charge density obeys the
WF law, followed by metals with high Fermi energy or density. It indicates a fluid to the non-fluid
transition of the graphene system from low to high-density domain. In this regard, the fluid or
non-fluid aspect of QGP at high density is yet to be explored by future facilities like Compressed
Baryonic matter (CBM) and Nuclotron-based Ion Collider fAcility (NICA) experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the charge carrier/quasi-particle transport under the influence of external perturbation such as
electric field and/or thermal gradient is fundamentally vital in the context of device physics. Their concerning
transport coefficients are electrical (σ) and thermal (κ) conductivities. Although σ and κ appear to be intrinsic
properties, they crucially depend on various other parameters such as carrier and defect density, energy dispersion
relation, Coulombic, and other scatterers, mean free path with reference to the size of the sample, temperature
(T ) etc [1–35]. Notably, the σ and κ can be connected via the WF law, which yields a constant for conventional
metals and known as Lorentz number (L0) [36–38]. Violations to the WF law are observed in graphene [39–42]
and QGP systems [43–47], where the transport behavior of the carrier is not similar to that of conventional metals.
Although these two systems are at the extreme ends of the chemical potential (µ) spectrum, the constituents share an
exotic common property viz ’hydrodynamic transport’ [48] that causes the violation of WF law. Furthermore, various

physical characteristics such as masslessness, linear dispersion of energy-momentum relation (E± = ±ℏ|⃗k|vF ≡ ±|p⃗|vF
and E = |p⃗|c for graphene and QGP respectively) of charge carriers are notably similar. For graphene, the effective
mass of the charge carriers vanish, and they, in many aspects, behave like ultra-relativistic Dirac particles [49, 50]
similar to the constituents of QGP at the core of neutron star or in heavy ion collision experiments. On the other
hand, in graphene, the µ can be tuned by using dopping techniques [1] while that of in QGP baryonic-µ can be altered
by changing the energy of the collision-beam [51]. In the context of hydrodynamics behavior, µ − T plane can be
grossly classified into Dirac fluid (DF) or Fermi liquid (FL) regions [52–54]. For the domain µ

kBT ≫ 1, the electrons

in graphene obey the well-known Fermi liquid theory [52–54], whereas, in QGP, the same may be expected at the
core of neutron stars. Here kB is Boltzmann constant and T is temperature. For µ

kBT ≪ 1, both QGP and lightly
doped graphene are identified to follow fluidic behavior. In the case of QGP, ultra-relativistic hydrodynamics is highly
successful in explaining the particle spectra and anisotropic flow coefficients extracted from the experimental data,
see Ref. [51] and also the references therein. In the context of graphene various studies [55–64] have explored the
experimental aspects of electron hydrodynamics. From theoretical viewpoints the electron hydrodynamics has also
been explored focousing on variuos aspects like shear, hall viscosities and corresponding KSS bound [65–67]. More
recently there is also experiment [63] on the determination of L ≡ κ/(σT ) whose results show a strong deviation of
Lorentz ratio (LR) L/L0 from one in the DF regieme of graphene. This leads to intensive theoretical investigation
seeking the explanation of enhanced LR near the Dirac point of graphene. The authors of Ref. [39] have used the
relativistic fluid dynamics formalism in the DF regime to explain the experimentally observed enhancement in LR,
whereas in Ref. [40], the authors developed a ”disorder enabled hydrodynamics” to explain the same. In Ref. [42],
on the other hand, the authors explained the enhancement in LR with the inclusion of bipolar diffusion effect and a
band gap at the Dirac point.

In this paper, by considering the similarity between QGP and graphene, we have developed a microscopic theory
for the latter that takes care of hydrodynamic transport in the domain of low charge impurity densities/charge
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puddles. We calculated the κ and σ and then Lorentz ratio for graphene (QGP) systems by explicitly considering
the contribution to L from electrons and holes (quarks and antiquarks). LR for graphene with respect to net carrier
density are compared with the experimental data [63] where a good agreement in the DF domain is obtained.

The article is arranged as follows. In Sec. II A and Sec. II B, we derive respectively the LR for graphene and QGP
starting from the Boltzmann transport equation (BTE) in relaxation time approximation (RTA). Next, we compare
the results of graphene and QGP with the plots of net number density, energy density, pressure, enthalpy, electrical
conductivity, thermal conductivity, and LR in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we conclude by summarizing our investigations.

II. FORMALISM

A. Thermoelectric transports in Graphene

The carrier transport in the materials can be described with the help of the BTE, which determines the fate of
charge carriers in different energy bands [37, 38]. In graphene, the low-energy electron excitations can be modeled
by a two-band electronic system comprised of the valence band and conduction band. The BTE for the two-band

electronic system in the presence of electric field ⃗̃E can be written as [68, 69]:

∂fλ
∂t

+ v⃗λ · ∂fλ
∂r⃗

− e ⃗̃E · ∂fλ
∂p⃗λ

= Cλ[fλ] , (1)

where the band index λ = + for conduction band and − for valence band. The microscopic variables quasi-momentum

(or crystal momentum), energy, and the group velocity of the electrons are respectively defined as p⃗λ ≡ ℏk⃗λ, Eλ ≡
Eλ(k⃗λ), and v⃗λ ≡ 1

ℏ
∂Eλ

∂k⃗λ
with k⃗λ being the wave vector in the reciprocal space. The collision kernel Cλ[fλ] =(

∂fλ
∂t

)
coll

gives rise to changes in the distribution function due to random incessant collisions. The Cλ[fλ] contains
all the information about the momentum-conserving and momentum-non-conserving interaction of the electrons with
other electrons, phonons, and lattice defects [70]. We will consider a temperature window where the momentum
non-conserving scatterings are negligible compared to momentum-conserving electron-electron scatterings. In this
temperature regime, the hydrodynamical electron flows are expected contrary to the diffusive flow of electrons observed
in metals in normal conditions [70]. Therefore, in the temperature window under consideration, the collision kernel

Cλ[fλ] ensures energy, momentum, and charge conservation. Using the dispersion relation Eλ = λvFℏ|⃗kλ| the group

velocity of the electrons in the vicinity of Dirac point is obtained as v⃗λ = 1
ℏ
∂Eλ

∂k⃗λ
= λvF

k⃗λ

|⃗kλ|
. Rewriting Eq. (1) with

the substitution of the group velocity v⃗λ = λvF
k⃗λ

|⃗kλ|
we have,

Eλ

v2F

∂fλ
∂t

+ ℏk⃗λ · ∂fλ
∂r⃗

− e ⃗̃E ·
(
ℏk⃗λ

∂fλ
∂Eλ

+
Eλ

v2F

∂fλ
∂p⃗λ

)
=

Eλ

v2F
C[fλ] . (2)

Eq. (2) describes the dynamics of both the conduction band and valence band electrons in the graphene near the
Dirac cone. Since it is customary to describe the valence band carriers by holes, we will write down the BTE for

valence band carriers with the following change of variables fh ≡ 1− f−, Eh ≡ −E− and k⃗h ≡ −k⃗− as,

Eh

v2F

∂fh
∂t

+ ℏk⃗h · ∂fh
∂r⃗

+ e ⃗̃E ·
(
ℏk⃗h

∂fh
∂Eh

+
Eh

v2F

∂fh
∂p⃗h

)
= −Eh

v2F
Ch[1− fh] , (3)

where we defined C−[1− fh] ≡ Ch[1− fh]. Similarly, the BTE for the conduction band electrons in graphene can be

rewritten by calling f+ ≡ fe, E+ = Ee, k⃗+ = k⃗e and C+[f+] ≡ Ce[fe] as:

Ee

v2F

∂fe
∂t

+ ℏk⃗e ·
∂fe
∂r⃗

+ e ⃗̃E ·
(
ℏk⃗e

∂fe
∂Ee

+
Ee

v2F

∂fe
∂p⃗e

)
=

Ee

v2F
Ce[fe] . (4)

Eq. (4) and (3) form the basis of the dynamics of the electrons and holes in the graphene.

The relations: p⃗e,h = ℏk⃗e,h, Ee,h = (ℏke,h)vF , and v⃗e,h = vF
k⃗e,h

ke,h
is similar to a massless relativistic (ultra-

relativistic) particle in a world where the limiting speed is vF . Moreover, there exists numerous literature [39, 67, 70–
76] in the field of graphene where the relativistic behavior of electrons in graphene has been explored regarding vF
as the limiting speed in the graphene world. Recently, in Ref. [77], the authors have calculated the ratio of shear
viscosity to entropy density of the fluid in graphene by drawing an analogy with the relativistic hydrodynamics used
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in the literature of QGP. The similarities and differences of the hydrodynamics practiced in the literature QGP and
graphene were described in detail there. Here we will follow the same prescription to write the Eq. (4) and (3) in a
covariant form where the role of universal speed c is replaced with the limiting speed vF in the graphene world. By
defining the four position vector xµ, four-momentum of electrons pµe and four-momentum of holes pµh (with µ = 0 to 2)

as xµ ≡ (vF t, x
i), pµe ≡ (Ee

vF
, pie = ℏkie) and pµh ≡ (Eh

vF
, pih = ℏkih), Eq. (4) and (3) can be restated as:

pµe∂µfe − eFµνpeν
∂fe
∂pµe

= C̃e[fe] , (5)

pµh∂µfh + eFµνphν
∂fh
∂pµh

= C̃h[fh] , (6)

where we adopted the relativistic notation ∂µ ≡ ∂
∂xµ and redefined the collision terms as C̃e[fe] ≡ Ee

v2
F
Ce[fe] and

C̃h[fh] ≡ −Eh

v2
F
Ch[1 − fh]. The Fµν = 1

v2
F
(Ẽµuν − Ẽνuµ) is the Faraday tensor with the fluid four-velocity uµ =

γu(vF , u⃗), where γu = 1/
√
1− u2/v2F . Ẽ

µ is the comoving electric field perpendicular to uµ i.e., Ẽµuµ = 0. One can
observe the similarity of the electron-hole BTE of graphene given in Eq. (5) and (6) with the BTE electron-positron
plasma [78–80] found in the literature of astrophysics or the quark-antiquark plasma [81–83] created in heavy ion
collision experiments performed in Large Hadron Collider (LHC) or Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC). This
similarity will be used to define particle flow, stress-energy tensor, and the corresponding thermodynamic variables
in a covariant manner. The net particle four flow Nµ for the electron hydrodynamics in graphene is defined as the
electron flow minus the hole flow:

Nµ ≡ Nµ
e −Nµ

h = 4v2F

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2Ee

pµe fe −
∫

d2p⃗h
h2Eh

pµhfh

]
. (7)

where 4 is the degeneracy factor, which is the product of spin and valley degeneracies, i.e., total degeneracy = spin
degeneracy (2) × valley degeneracy (2)= 4. Similarly, the total stress-energy tensor for the electron hydrodynamics
in graphene is defined as:

Tµν ≡ Tµν
e + Tµν

h = 4v2F

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2Ee

pµe p
ν
efe +

∫
d2p⃗h
h2Eh

pµhp
ν
hfh

]
. (8)

In the out-of-equilibrium situation, the stress-energy tensor and the net particle flow can be split into two parts: Tµν =
Tµν
0 +Tµν

D and Nµ = Nµ
0 +Nµ

D. The Tµν
0 and Nµ

0 are the ideal parts that give information about the thermodynamics
of the system. Tµν

D and Nµ
D are the dissipative parts containing information about the various dissipative flows

like shear flow, energy diffusion, particle diffusion, etc. The ideal parts Nµ
0 and Tµν

0 can be expressed as integrals

over the local equilibrium distribution function f0
e = 1/(e(uµp

µ
e−µe)/kBT + 1) and f0

h = 1/(e(uµp
µ
h−µh)/kBT + 1) with

µe = µ and µh = −µ :

Nµ
0 ≡ 4v2F

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2Ee

pµe f
0
e −

∫
d2p⃗h
h2Eh

pµhf
0
h

]
= n uµ , (9)

Tµν
0 ≡ 4v2F

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2Ee

pµe p
ν
ef

0
e +

∫
d2p⃗h
h2Eh

pµhp
ν
hf

0
h

]
= v−2

F Euµuν − P ∆µν , (10)

where ∆µν = ηµν − v−2
F uµuν and n, E and P are respectively the net number density, energy density, and pressure of

the electron-hole fluid system. It is easy to see from Eq. (9) and (10) that the thermodynamic variables n, E and P
can be expressed as:

n = v−2
F uµN

µ
0 = ne − nh = 4

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2

f0
e −

∫
d2p⃗h
h2

f0
h

]
, (11)

E = v−2
F uµuνT

µν
0 = Ee + Eh = 4

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2

Eef
0
e +

∫
d2p⃗h
h2

Ehf
0
h

]
, (12)

P = −1

2
∆µνT

µν
0 = Pe + Ph = 4v2F

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2

p2e
2Ee

f0
e +

∫
d2p⃗h
h2

p2h
2Eh

f0
h

]
. (13)

The above phase space integrals for the thermodynamic variables have been evaluated in Appendix VIB in terms
of fermi integral functions. Now, the dissipative part of the particle flow Nµ

D and stress-energy tensor Tµν
D can be



4

expressed as integral over δfe ≡ fe − f0
e and δfh ≡ fh − f0

h as,

Nµ
D ≡ 4v2F

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2Ee

pµe δfe −
∫

d2p⃗h
h2Eh

pµhδfh

]
, (14)

Tµν
D ≡ 4v2F

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2Ee

pµe p
ν
eδfe +

∫
d2p⃗h
h2Eh

pµhp
ν
hδfh

]
. (15)

The thermoelectric coefficients connected with the electron hydrodynamics in graphene can be obtained from the
knowledge of Nµ

D. For the evaluation of Nµ
D from Eq. (14) one needs to determine the unknowns δfe and δfh with

the help of Eq. (5) and (6). For the determination of δfe and δfh we will rewrite Eq. (5) and (6) in the RTA of

Anderson-Witting type [84] i.e. Ce[fe] = −uµp
µ
e

v2
F

δfe
τc

and Ch[fh] = −uµp
µ
h

v2
F

δfh
τc

, where we assumed same collision time τc

for electrons and holes. At this juncture, it is necessary to discuss our choice of hydrodynamic frame and the energy
dependence of the relaxation time. In the theory of relativistic dissipative hydrodynamics, the choice of hydrodynamic
frame is of primary importance in which one defines the fluid velocity and thermodynamic variables through the use
of matching conditions [85–87]. In Anderson-Witting type RTA models one usually works from the Landau-Lifshitz
hydrodynamic frame1 with energy independent relaxation time. Nevertheless, the actual relaxation time for a system
is energy-dependent, and its energy dependence can be calculated for given interactions using quantum mechanical or
quantum field theoretical methods. Since the present article is planned to see the effect of the fluid dynamic nature
of the electron flow on the structure of thermoelectric coefficients, our assumption of a constant relaxation time is
justifiable. The Eq. (5) and (6) in the RTA with the substitution of fe,h = f0

e,h + δfe,h become,

pµe∂µf
0
e − e

v2F
(Ẽµuν − Ẽνuµ)peν

∂f0
e

∂pµe
= −uµp

µ
e

v2F

δfe
τc

, (16)

pµh∂µf
0
h +

e

v2F
(Ẽµuν − Ẽνuµ)phν

∂f0
h

∂pµh
= −

uµp
µ
h

v2F

δfh
τc

, (17)

where we neglected the space-time gradients of δfe,h from the LHS of the equations [90]. Evaluating the space-time

gradients of f0
e,h by using f0

e = 1/(e(uµp
µ
e−µe)/kBT + 1) and f0

h = 1/(e(uµp
µ
h−µh)/kBT + 1) in Eq. (16) and (17) with

µ ≡ µe = −µh we have,

δfe =
τcv

2
F

uµp
µ
e

[
v−2
F (uαp

α
e )

(
(uβp

β
e )D

1

kBT
+

pαeDuα

kBT
−D

µ

kBT

)
+

pαe p
β
e

kBT
∇αuβ + (uαp

α
e )p

β
e∇β

1

kBT

−pαe∇α
µ

kBT
+

epαe
kBT

Ẽα

]
f0
e (1− f0

e ) , (18)

δfh =
τcv

2
F

uµp
µ
h

[
v−2
F (uαp

α
h)

(
(uβp

β
h)D

1

kBT
+

pαhDuα

kBT
+D

µ

kBT

)
+

pαhp
β
h

kBT
∇αuβ + (uαp

α
h)p

β
h∇β

1

kBT

+pαh∇α
µ

kBT
− epαh

kBT
Ẽα

]
f0
h(1− f0

h) , (19)

where the spatial and temporal derivative operators ∇µ and D are defined as ∇µ ≡ ∆µν∂ν
LRF−−−→ (0,−∇⃗) and

D ≡ uµ∂µ
LRF−−−→ ∂

∂t . Eq. (18) along with Eq. (19) can be readily used for the calculation of the thermoelectric
coefficients of graphene. We will consider a full dynamical scenario in which the fluid velocity profile possesses
a space-time gradient. Since the dissipative fluxes like shear flow, thermal flow, etc., are proportional to spatial
gradients, the temporal derivatives of 1/T , µ/T , and uµ occurring in Eq. (18) and (19) should be eliminated with the
help of the conservation equation of ideal electron hydrodynamics in graphene,

Dn = −n∇µu
µ , (20)

Duµ =
v2F

E + P

[
∇µP + ρẼµ

]
, (21)

DE = −(E + P )∇µu
µ , (22)

1 In Landau-Lifshitz frame the dissipative part of the energy flow Wλ vanishes [88, 89] i.e., Wλ ≡ ∆λ
µT

µνuν = 0.
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where ρ ≡ −en = −e(ne−nh) is the charge density. The Eq. (20) ensures charge conservation, and Eq. (21) and (22)
provide the energy-momentum conservation for the electron hydrodynamics. After all the temporal derivatives have
been eliminated from Eq. (18) and (19) the δfe,h can be easily expressed as a linear combination of three independent

spatial gradient terms: ∇µu
µ, 1

2 (∇
µuν+∇νuµ)− 1

2 (∇αu
α)∆µν , and −∇α µ

kBT + e
kBT Ẽ

α. The first (∇µu
µ) and second

term ( 12 (∇
µuν +∇νuµ) − 1

2 (∇αu
α)∆µν) give rise to bulk and shear stresses in the fluid (see appendix VIA). They

are of primary importance for the calculation of bulk and shear viscosity. Since the present article is structured for
the calculation of thermoelectric coefficients, we will neglect viscous stresses to write,

δfe = − τcv
2
F

uµp
µ
e
pαe

[
n

E + P
uβp

β
e − 1

](
−∇α

µ

kBT
+

eẼα

kBT

)
f0
e (1− f0

e ) , (23)

δfh = − τcv
2
F

uµp
µ
h

pαh

[
n

E + P
uβp

β
h + 1

](
−∇α

µ

kBT
+

eẼα

kBT

)
f0
h(1− f0

h) , (24)

The expression for the current density (dissipative part of charge flow) Jµ can be written as,

Jµ ≡ −e∆µ
νN

ν
D = −4e v2F∆

µ
ν

[ ∫
d2p⃗

h2Ee
pνeδfe −

∫
d2p⃗h
h2Eh

pνhδfh

]
,

substituting uµ = (vF , 0⃗) in the above expression we have,

J i = −4e v4F τc

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2

piep
j
e

E2
e

(
nEe

E + P
− 1

)
f0
e (1− f0

e )−
∫

d2p⃗h
h2

pihp
j
h

E2
h

(
nEh

E + P
+ 1

)
f0
h(1− f0

h)

]
Xj , (25)

where we defined Xi ≡ ∂i
µ

kBT + eEi

kBT . We can simplify Eq. (25) (see Appendix VIB) to obtain,

J i =
4eπτc
h2

nkBT

E + P

[
2(kBT )

2(f2(A
−1)− f2(A)) +

E + P

n
kBT (f1(A

−1) + f1(A))

]
Xi

or, Jα =
4eπτc
h2

nkBT

E + P

[
2(kBT )

2(f2(A
−1)− f2(A)) +

E + P

n
kBT (f1(A

−1) + f1(A))

](
−∇α µ

kBT
+

eẼα

kBT

)
.(26)

The heat flow qµ for relativistic fluid is defined as the difference between dissipative part of energy flowWµ ≡ ∆µ
αT

αβuβ

and enthalpy flow hµ ≡ h∆µ
αN

α
D [88, 89] i.e., qµ = Wµ −hµ = ∆µ

α(T
αβuβ − hNα

D), where h ≡ E+P
n is the enthalpy per

particle. In Anderson-Witting type of RTA model one works in the Landau-Lifshitz hydrodynamic frame where the
dissipative part of energy flow vanishes [88, 89] and the expression of heat flow becomes: qµ = −hµ = −E+P

n ∆µ
αN

α
D =

−(E + P )J
µ

ρ . The preceding definition of heat flow with Eq. (26) give the following expression for qα:

qα =
4πτckBT

h2

[
2(kBT )

2(f2(A
−1)− f2(A)) +

E + P

n
kBT (f1(A

−1) + f1(A))

](
−∇α µ

kBT
+

eẼα

kBT

)
. (27)

We can rewrite the expression of current density and heat flow with the help of Gibbs-Duhem relation n d
(

µ
kBT

)
=

1
kBT dP + (E + P ) d

(
1

kBT

)
as:

Jµ =
4eπτc
h2

(kBT )
2

[
2(f2(A

−1)− f2(A)) +
E + P

nkBT
(f1(A

−1) + f1(A))

] [
− ρ

E + P
Ẽµ +

1

T
∇µT

]
, (28)

qµ =
4πτc
h2

(kBT )
2 E + P

n

[
2(f2(A

−1)− f2(A)) +
E + P

nkBT
(f1(A

−1) + f1(A))

] [
− ρ

E + P
Ẽµ +

1

T
∇µT

]
, (29)

where we used the definition Ẽµ ≡ Ẽµ+ 1
ρ∇

µP . The electrical and thermal conductivity of the electron hydrodynamics

can be identified by comparing the microscopically derived expressions of vectorial dissipative flows (charge and heat)
in Eq. (28) and (29) with the macroscopic expressions:

Jµ = a11Ẽµ + a12∇µT

and, qµ = a21Ẽµ + a22∇µT .
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In this paper, we will focus only on the diagonal components of the a-matrix since the electrical conductivity σ and
thermal conductivity κ are identified with the diagonal elements, i.e., σ = a11 and κ = a22. The off-diagonal element
a12 gives rise to the electric current due to the spatial variation in the temperature T . Similarly, the element a21
gives rise to the heat current due to the presence of an electric field Ẽµ. The electrical and thermal conductivity of
graphene is given by,

σ = 4πτce
2

(
kBT

h

)2
n

E + P

[
2(f2(A

−1)− f2(A)) +
E + P

nkBT
(f1(A

−1) + f1(A))

]
, (30)

κ = 4πτckB

(
kBT

h

)2 E + P

nkBT

[
2(f2(A

−1)− f2(A)) +
E + P

nkBT
(f1(A

−1) + f1(A))

]
, (31)

The L is given by,

L =
κ

σT
=

(
E + P

nkBT

)2
k2B
e2

=

(
h

kBT

)2
k2B
e2

. (32)

Now, we will move to the next section to address the transport coefficients of the QGP.

B. Thermoelectric transport in QGP

The inherent properties of the quantum chromo dynamics (QCD) make two distinct phases of the quark-matter
possible: confined quark-matter as we observed in hadrons and deconfined quark matter which is supposed to be
present in the early stages of universe and the core of neutron stars owing to the infrared slavery and asymptotic
freedom of the QCD interactions respectively [91–93]. The deconfined stage of the quark matter known as QGP can be
created in the HIC experiments in RHIC and LHC. In the early stage of HIC collision experiments, the QGP formed
can be effectively modeled by relativistic fluid dynamics with the transport coefficients obtained from BTE [51]. For
simplicity we will take a single flavored quark-anti quark (q, q̄) system and write down the BTE as [82, 83],

pµ∂µfq,q̄ −Qq,q̄F
µνpν

∂fq,q̄
∂pµ

= −(uαp
α)

fq,q̄ − f0
q,q̄

τ
, (33)

where for notational convenience we ignored subscripts on momentum variables. Fµν and τ are the electromagnetic
Faraday tensor and average collision time, respectively. Here, we will identify the quark-antiquark system with up-
quark and anti-up-quark, i.e., (q, q̄)=(u, ū). f0

q = 1/(e(uµp
µ
q−µq)/kBT + 1) and f0

q̄ = 1/(e(uµp
µ
q̄+µq)/kBT + 1) are the

local equilibrium distribution functions for the quarks and anti-quarks, where uµ is the fluid four-velocity and µq is
the chemical potential of quark. The charge Qq = Qu = 2e

3 and Qq̄ = Qū = − 2e
3 . The derivation of thermoelectrical

transport coefficients of this (u, ū) plasma runs similar to Sec. II A. The expressions of thermodynamic variables of
this system are also similar to Sec. II A. The main differences in the expressions of QGP and graphene arise because
of the following two reasons. The universal speed c in QGP and fermi velocity vF in graphene and the dimensionality
of QGP (3D system) and graphene (2D system) are different. Keeping these two differences in mind, one can easily
write down the expressions for QGP as follows:

ñ = 2

[ ∫
d3p⃗

h3
f0
q −

∫
d3p⃗

h3
f0
q̄

]
= 16π

(
kBT

hc

)3 (
f3(A)− f3(A

−1)
)
, (A ≡ eµq/kBT ) , (34)

Ẽ = 3P = 2

[ ∫
d3p⃗

h3
Ef0

q +

∫
d3p⃗

h3
Ef0

q̄

]
= 48π

(kBT )
4

(hc)3
(
f4(A) + f4(A

−1)
)
, (35)

σ̃ =
16πτQ2

u

3c

(
kBT

h

)3
ñ

Ẽ + P̃

[
3(f3(A

−1)− f3(A)) +
Ẽ + P̃

ñkBT
(f2(A) + f2(A

−1))

]
, (36)

κ̃ =
16πτkB

3c

(
kBT

h

)3 Ẽ + P̃

ñkBT

[
3(f3(A

−1)− f3(A)) +
Ẽ + P̃

ñkBT
(f2(A) + f2(A

−1))

]
, (37)

L̃ =
κ̃

σ̃T
=

(
Ẽ + P̃

ñkBT

)2
k2B
Q2

u

=

(
h̃

kBT

)2
k2B
Q2

u

, (38)

where for the ease of the presentation, we used the same notations as that of Sec. II A but with a tilde to distinguish
QGP variables from graphene variables.
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FIG. 1: Representation of different physical systems starting from CMP system, graphene, and metals to HEP
system, QGP and Neutron star in µ− T plane

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Let us first qualitatively discuss the Condensed Matter Physics (CMP) and High Energy Physics (HEP) systems
in µ− T plane to get acquainted with the order of magnitude of the µ and kBT values in different physical systems
like graphene, metals, QGP and Neutron stars. For this purpose, we have first displayed the domain of CMP and
HEP in the µ− T plane in Fig. 1. We have separated the whole plane in two parts by the line µ/kBT = 1, where the
regions, µ/kBT < 1 and µ/kBT > 1 may be identified with the DF and FL region, respectively. From the figure, it is
apparent that the chemical potential µ for CMP lies within 0− 10 eV. For a typical graphene sample, it varies in the
meV scale, whereas for metals, it can be 2 − 10 eV. Similarly, the temperature scale for the CMP systems is of the
few eVs, whereas in HEP, it is of the order of a few MeVs. Now, coming to the FL and DF behavior of the electrons,
it can be seen in Fig. 1 that the electrons in metals show FL behavior, whereas the electrons in the graphene sheet
can have both DF and FL behavior. Similarly, for HEP-HIC systems, we may assume the existence of DF and FL
regimes depending on the energy of the collisions. In very high-energy HICs with the center of energy of the colliding
nuclei of the order of TeV, the QGP formed is a DF comprising ultrarelativistic quarks. On the other hand, the HIC
energies of the CBM and NICA, which try to reproduce the Neutron star environment, produce quark matter which
are in the FL region.

Now let us discuss the quantitative magnitude of the thermodynamic and transport variables of the graphene and
QGP with the help of the expressions obtained in Sec. II A and IIB in terms of fermi integral functions. Here, we will
show their variation with respect to µ/kBT and compare the numerical magnitudes of corresponding graphene and
QGP variables. For a gated graphene sample, the experimental procedure of increasing the gate voltage with positive
polarity at a constant device temperature can be effectively mapped by showing the variation of different sample
characteristics, i.e., carrier density, energy density, conductivity, etc, by changing µ/kBT along X−axis keeping T
constant. Similarly, the thermodynamic characteristics of the QGP produced in HIC experiments as one moves from
the high energy collisions of LHC and RHIC to CBM and NICA can be mapped by changing µq/kBT along the
horizontal axis, but we have to do this by taking the trajectory of constant T , varying µ in the accessible µ − T
domain of those HIC experiment setups (One can also visualize the same in terms of baryon chemical potential µB

and baryon density nB by using the link, µq = µB/3, and ñ = 3nB). At first, the variation of the surface density of
electrons ne, holes nh and net carriers n = ne − nh is shown in the left panel of Fig. 2 at a fixed temperature T = 60
K. For this purpose, Eq. (11) can be used to get the numerical magnitudes of ne, nh and n. The result shows that
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FIG. 2: (a)The number density (b)energy density and pressure of graphene with respect to µ/kBT at T=60 K .

FIG. 3: (a)The number density (b)energy density and pressure of QGP with respect to µq/kBT for QGP at
T = 1012 K(≡ 100 MeV) .

at a constant temperature the number density of electron ne (blue line) rises with a rise in µ/kBT or equivalently
µ, whereas the number density of holes nh (red line) falls exponentially with increase in µ/kBT in accordance with
Eq. (59). The net carrier density n (green line) also shows an increasing trend as µ increases. At µ/kBT ≥ 3, the
net density almost align with the total electron density ne and nh −→ 0. This suggests that in gated graphene devices
at T = 60 K (kBT ∼ 5 meV), for µ > 15 meV, the major charge carriers are electrons, and their density is of the
order of 1010 cm−2. Therefore, at T = 60 K, we have an electron-hole DF for µ ≪ 15 meV and an electron FL for
µ > 15 meV. In the right panel of Fig. 2, we display the energy density E and pressure P as a function of µ/kBT at
T = 60 K. We employ Eqs. (12) and (13) to get E and P as a function of µ/T . The total energy density (green line)
increases monotonically with a change in µ. At T = 60 K, the estimated energy density of carriers lies in the range
∼ 0.1 to 1 GeV/cm2 for µ in the range 5 to 25 meV. The curve for pressure P (red line) follows the same qualitative
trend as energy density E , with its magnitude being exactly half of E in agreement with Eq. (62). Now, let us shift
our attention to see the changes in the thermodynamic variables of QGP by varying µ/kBT at a fixed temperature
T ≈ 1012 K or ≈ 100 MeV. The net quark density ñ (blue line) of QGP as a function of µq/kBT has been presented
in the left panel of Fig. 3. We apply the formula (34) laid down in the Sec. II B to get the numerical magnitude of
ñ for different µq/kBT . The net quark density shows a monotonic rise with an increase in µq. A straight line (red
dot-dashed line) corresponds to nuclear saturation density n = 0.16 fm−3 has been drawn as a reference point. The
results show that for µ in the range 0 to 500 MeV, the net quark density lies below nuclear saturation, whereas, for
µ > 500 MeV, the net quark density surpasses the nuclear saturation density. The right panel of Fig. 3 portrays the
change in energy density Ẽ (blue line) and pressure P̃ (orange line) in relation to µ/kBT at a constant T = 1012

K. Both energy density and pressure increases monotonically with change in µ consistent with the Eq. (35). The
magnitude of energy density for QGP lies between 0.01 to 0.21 GeV/fm3 for the range of µ between 0 to 500 MeV.

In the left panel of Fig. 4, we show the variation of enthalpy per particle normalized by the chemical potential h
µ
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FIG. 4: (a) Enthalpy density per particle vs µ/kBT (b) normalised κ and σ in graphene vs n .

FIG. 5: (a) Enthalpy density per particle vs µq/kBT (b) normalised κ and σ vs ñ for QGP at T = 1012 K(≡ 100
MeV) .

(blue line) with respect to µ
kBT at a fixed temperature T = 60 K. Enthalpy per particle h = E+P

n is an important
thermodynamic parameter in the hydrodynamic regime of transport and the expression of electrical conductivity,
thermal conductivity and LR contain the factor h in their formula. Analysing the E and P curves in Fig. 2(b) and net
elctron density n in Fig. 2(a), one can notice that towards µ

kBT → 0 domain, E and P saturate towards finite values

but n tends to zero. This is the reason for h or h
µ tends to diverge at µ

kBT → 0. Since µ can be identified with Gibb’s

free energy per particle, the vertical axis in the plot represents the ratio of enthalpy to Gibb’s free energy. The plot
displays a decreasing trend of h

µ with µ
kBT and almost aligns with the line (red dash-dotted line) at unity after µ > 30

meV (or µ
kBT > 6). This suggests that the enthalpy of the graphene significantly differs from Gibb’s free energy in the

DF region and almost matches with Gibb’s free energy in the FL domain. In terms of Euler thermodynamic relation
Ts = E +P −µn, we can also understand the fact when we go towards µ

kBT ≫ 1 or large µ and small T , we can write
the thermodynamic relation as,

E + P − µn ≈ 0

=⇒ E + P

n
= µ

This fact is reflected in Fig .4(a).

Next, the variation of normalized electrical conductivity (σ′) and thermal conductivity (κ′) of graphene with respect
to n at constant T = 60 K is presented in the right panel of Fig. 4. The dimensionless (κ′) and (σ′) are defined with
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FIG. 6: (a)The dependence of L
L0

with net carrier density n in graphene at T=60 K (b) The dependence of L̃
L0

with
net carrier density ñ in QGP at T = 100 MeV.

the help of Eq. (30) and (31) as follows:

σ′ =
σh2

4e2πτckBT
=

2nkBT

E + P
(f2(A

−1)− f2(A)) + (f1(A
−1) + f1(A)) (39)

κ′ =
κh2

4πτck3BT
2
=

(
E + P

nkBT

)2 [
2nkBT

E + P
(f2(A

−1)− f2(A)) + (f1(A
−1) + f1(A))

]
(40)

The magnitude of κ′ (red line) displayed in the right panel of Fig. 4 shows interesting behavior as one changes the
net carrier density n. As one moves from right to left along the horizontal axis in the FL domain ( µ

kBT ≫ 1) it first

decreases and then increases significantly in the DF regime ( µ
kBT ≪ 1) with κ′ −→ ∞ as µ −→ 0. This singular behavior

can be understood from Eq. (40), where the factor E+P
nkBT which diverges as one approaches n −→ 0. We also plot the

normalized electrical conductivity (green line). It can be observed that in the same range of n, σ′ is almost constant,

and its magnitude lies way below κ′. In Fig. 5 we show the variation of h̃
µ (blue line) with change in µq/kBT at a

fixed T = 1012 K in the left panel. Similar to the graphene case, in the domain of µ/kBT ≪ 1, h
µ of quark matter

significantly differs from one (shown in red dash-dotted line). Similar to the plots of normalized electrical and thermal
conductivity of graphene, we also portray the normalized κ̃′ and σ̃′ for QGP in the right panel of Fig. 5 with respect
to µq/kBT by using the formula:

σ̃′ =
3h3cσ̃

16Q2
uπτk

2
BT

2
=

3ñkBT

Ẽ + P̃
(f3(A

−1)− f3(A)) + (f2(A
−1) + f2(A)) (41)

κ̃′ =
3h3cκ̃

16πτk4BT
3
=

(
Ẽ + P̃

ñkBT

)2 [
3ñkBT

Ẽ + P̃
(f3(A

−1)− f3(A)) + (f2(A
−1) + f2(A))

]
. (42)

The qualitative trends of both κ̃′ and σ̃′ are same as that of the graphene with κ̃′ being significantly higher than σ̃′

at low net quark densities.
Finally in Fig. 6, we depicted the normalized LR L

L0
of graphene (in the left panel) as a function of net carrier

density n at T = 60 K and L̃
L0

of QGP (in the right panel) as a function of net quark density ñ at T = 1012 K. In

the left panel of Fig. 6 we also present the experimental data of Ref. [63] corresponds to S1 (green dots) and S2 (red
dots), where S1 is more cleaner graphene sample than S2. We divide the graph into three regions: fluidic, mixed,
and ohmic. The fluidic region corresponds to the DF regime where µ ≪ kBT and hydrodynamics is applicable here.
In contrast, the ohmic region corresponds to the FL domain of µ ≫ kBT where carrier transport is diffusive, and
hydrodynamics is not applicable. Between the fluidic and ohmic regions, a domain exists where carrier dynamics are
neither completely hydrodynamic nor diffusive; this region is named mixed. It can be observed that the experimental
data corresponds to S1 and S2 lie far away from the line L/L0 = 1 (black dashed) in the domain where n < 1010

cm−2 and almost align with it when n > 2 × 1010 cm−2. We can see that LR obtained with the help of Eq. (32) of
Sec. II A show a similar kind of divergence tendency as experimentally observed by Crossno et al. [63]. We notice that
experimental data of S1 and S2 both have divergence tendencies in the fluidic domain, and our fluid-base theoretical
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curve is in good agreement with S1 data. These S1 and S2 correspond to different levels of cleanness of experimental
samples. Since our present theory does not carry such quantitative inputs, so instead of quantitative matching of
experimental data, we should highlight the qualitative divergence tendency in the fluid domain, noticed in both theory
and experiment.

Interestingly, we have identified three gross domain of Fig. 6(a) along µ
kBT - axis or n - axis at T = 60 K. They

are (1) fluidic domain (n < 8× 109cm−2), (2) mixed domain (8× 109cm−2 < n < 1.5× 1010cm−2) and (3) non fluidic
or Ohmic domain (n > 1.5× 1010cm−2). Large net carrier density (n > 1.5× 1010cm−2) or large µ

kBT (i.e. µ
kBT ≫1),

we will get our traditional Ohmic domain, where the Lorenz ratio become (universal) constant and equal to Lorenz
number L0. Metals as 3-dimensional non-relativistic matter [36] follow this constant Lorenz ratio rule, known as WF
law because their Fermi energy remains within µ = 2 − 10 eV, which is located in Ohmic domain ( µ

kBT ≫ 1). It is

2-dimensional graphene system, where Fermi energy µ or net charge carrier density can be reduced from µ
kBT ≫ 1

to µ
kBT ≪ 1 domains. Recent experimental measurements [48, 55–64] suggest that ( µ

kBT ≪ 1) domain show fluid

property (popularly called DF). So, we used fluid-based LR expression for the fluidic domain (n < 8 × 109 cm−2),
and we get an increasing trend as we decrease the n. Experimental data in n < 8 × 109 cm−2 and n > 1.5 × 109

cm−2 follow respectively fluid-based and non-fluid/ Ohmic based theories. It indicates a mixed phenomenon or a
transition from non-fluid to fluid phenomena within 8 × 109 cm−2 < n < 1.5 × 1010 cm−2 domain. One can use
switching functions [36] to show a smooth transition from the non-fluid to the fluid domain, but digging into the
actual mechanism of transition may be considered interesting for future research.

Readers can go through earlier Refs. [39, 41, 42], which are focused on explaining this WF law violation data [63].
In Ref. [42], both the band gap and the case without a band gap in graphene are considered, along with bipolar
diffusion. Additionally, Ref. [41] employs thermodynamic aspects through the poly-logarithmic function to address
the enhancement of LR near the Dirac point. Among them, Ref. [39] has provided a more quantitative matching of
WF law violation data, and they have grossly marked that a fluid aspect is a possible reason for the violation. In this
regard, we are also pointing out similar physics qualitatively instead of quantitatively matching exactly Crossno et
al.’s data. The present work is intended to explore similar hydrodynamical structures in graphene and QGP systems
in relation to WF law violation.

In the QGP system, Refs. [43–47] have found a similar kind of WF law violation at µ = 0 region, expected to be
produced in RHIC or LHC experiments. Fig. 6(b) demonstrates L

L0
of massless quark matter, which also supports the

WF law violation due to the fluid aspect of quark matter. At high density n > n0 = 0.16 fm−3 (2n0 − 4n0), which is
expected to be produced in CBM or NICA experiments and expected in neutron star environment, one may explore
the L

L0
calculations, which is poorly known till now. So, future experimental data from CBM and NICA may play

an important role in deciding the requirement of a hydro-dynamical or non-fluid framework for dense sector quark
or hadronic matter. Our simple massless quark matter calculation suggests that if high-density QGP carries a fluid
aspect, it will still violate WF law. However, a systemic review of earlier research and future research may be required
to conclude something on WF law in high-density QGP systems.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have explored the thermoelectric transport in graphene and its equivalence with quark-gluon plasma
both qualitatively and quantitatively. To obtain the thermoelectric transport coefficients in graphene in the Dirac
fluid regime, we have used a covariant Boltzmann transport equation with the light speed c replaced by Fermi velocity
vF . The electric field and thermal gradients in the graphene sample give rise to dissipative flows like electrical and
thermal flows, which have been evaluated with the help of the Boltzmann transport equation. We observe that the
enthalpy per particle in graphene plays a decisive role in determining the numerical magnitude of the thermal and
electrical conductivity. The enthalpy per particle significantly differs from the chemical potential at the Dirac point
and affects the charge transport in the DF regime. Our calculation suggests a blowing up of the Lorenz ratio at low
carrier density, which is consistent with the recent experimental measurements. The qualitative pattern obtained for
the thermodynamic variables and transport coefficients for graphene fluid and quark-gluon plasma is similar. Two
factors that make the difference in the quantitative magnitude of the thermodynamic and transport coefficients of
quark-gluon plasma and graphene fluid are the dimensionality (three for quark-gluon plasma and two for graphene
fluid) and the universal speed (c for quark-gluon plasma and vF for graphene fluid). Now, when we follow the
experimental data of the Lorentz ratio for the graphene system, we notice that low and high-density data prefer fluid
and non-fluid theoretical calculation of the Lorentz ratio. Since these two theoretical estimations do not merge in the
intermediate density, so a mixed phenomenon or transition from non-fluid to fluid phenomena is expected here.

Similar to the graphene case, we can get indirect experimental data of the Lorentz ratio for the quark-gluon plasma
at low and high density. Relativistic heavy ion collider and Large hadron collider experiments already indicated the
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fluid aspect of quark-gluon plasma at low density. So, the Wiedemann-Franz law violation can also be expected here,
which is also confirmed by some recent references. Future experiments at Compressed Baryonic matter and Nuclotron-
based Ion Collider fAcility (NICA) may provide a better knowledge of quark matter created at high density from
which the correct framework to determine Lorentz ratio and validity or violation of Wiedemann-Franz law and can
be inferred for the dense quark-gluon plasma.
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VI. APPENDIX

A. Calculation of δfe,h as sum of bulk, shear and thermoelectrical parts

In this appendix we will briefly show the transition from Eq. (18) and (19) to Eq. (23) and (24) via using the
conservation Eqs. (20) to (22). The net number density n and total energy density E being function of µ

kBT and 1
kBT

can be differentiated with the help of operator D as follows:

Dn =
∂n

∂
(

µ
kBT

)D µ

kBT
+

∂n

∂
(

1
kBT

)D 1

kBT
, (43)

DE =
∂E

∂
(

µ
kBT

)D µ

kBT
+

∂E

∂
(

1
kBT

)D 1

kBT
. (44)

Now using the conservation laws given by the Eq. (20) and Eq. (22) in the Eqs. (43) and (44) respectively we have,

∂n

∂
(

µ
kBT

)D µ

kBT
+

∂n

∂
(

1
kBT

)D 1

kBT
= −n∇µu

µ, (45)

∂E

∂
(

µ
kBT

)D µ

kBT
+

∂E

∂
(

1
kBT

)D 1

kBT
= −(E + P )∇µu

µ. (46)

The Eq. (45) and (46) are two linear equation and can be easily solved for D 1
kBT and D µ

kBT . The solution of these

equations are of the form: D 1
kBT = x1∇µu

µ and D µ
kBT = x2∇µu

µ. The quantities x1 and x2 are functions of
thermodynamical variables, and their exact expressions are irrelevant to our purpose. Now we are ready to eliminate
all the temporal derivative terms from Eq. (18) and Eq. (19) by substituting D 1

kBT = x1∇µu
µ, D µ

kBT = x2∇µu
µ,

and Eq. (21). Rewriting Eq. (18) in terms of spatial derivatives we have,

δfe =
τcv

2
F

uµp
µ
e

[
v−2
F

(
x1(uαp

α
e )

2 − x2(uαp
α
e )
)
∇βu

β +
pαe p

β
e

kBT
∇αuβ +

(uβp
β
e )p

α
e

kBT

∇αP

E + P
+

(uβp
β)pαe

kBT

ρ

E + P
Ẽα

+(uβp
β
e )p

α
e∇α

1

kBT
− pαe∇α

µ

kBT
+

epαe
kBT

Ẽα

]
f0
e (1− f0

e ) . (47)

From the Gibbs-Duhem relation, we have,

n d
µ

kBT
=

1

kBT
dP + (E + P ) d

1

kBT

=⇒ n ∇α µ

kBT
=

1

kBT
∇αP + (E + P ) ∇α 1

kBT

=⇒ (uβp
β
e )p

α
e

kBT

∇αP

E + P
= (uβp

β
e )p

α
e

[
n

E + P
∇α

µ

kBT
−∇α

1

kBT

]
. (48)
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Using Eq. (48) in Eq. (47) we have,

δfe =
τcv

2
F

uµp
µ
e

[
v−2
F

(
x1(uαp

α
e )

2 − x2(uαp
α
e )
)
∇βu

β +
pαe p

β
e

kBT
∇αuβ

−pαe

[
n

E + P
uβp

β
e − 1

](
−∇α

µ

kBT
+

eẼα

kBT

)]
f0
e (1− f0

e ) . (49)

Rewriting Eq. (49) using the result: pαe p
β
e ∇αuβ = pαe p

β
eσαβ + 1

2∆ανp
α
e p

ν
e (∇βu

β), where σαβ ≡ 1
2 (∇αuβ +∇βuα) −

1
2∆αβ(∇µu

µ), we have,

δfe =
τcv

2
F

uµp
µ
e

[
v−2
F

(
x1(uαp

α
e )

2 − x2(uαp
α
e ) +

1

2kBT
∆ανp

α
e p

ν
e

)
∇βu

β +
pαe p

β
e

kBT
σαβ

−pαe

[
n

E + P
uβp

β
e − 1

](
−∇α

µ

kBT
+

eẼα

kBT

)]
f0
e (1− f0

e ) . (50)

Using similar steps one easily finds the out-of-equilibrium hole distribution δfh in terms of spatial gradients as:

δfh =
τcv

2
F

uµp
µ
h

[
v−2
F

(
x1(uαp

α
h)

2 − x2(uαp
α
h) +

1

2kBT
∆ανp

α
hp

ν
h

)
∇βu

β +
pαhp

β
h

kBT
σαβ

−pαh

[
n

E + P
uβp

β
h + 1

](
−∇α

µ

kBT
+

eẼα

kBT

)]
f0
h(1− f0

h) . (51)

In Eq. (50) and (51), the terms proportional to∇βu
β and σαβ give rise to bulk and shear viscosity in the graphene. One

can readily verify that upon ignoring the terms that correspond to the viscosity in the graphene, the out-of-equilibrium
distribution functions for electron and hole matches with Eq. (23) and Eq. (24).

B. Evaluation of thermodynamic variables and current density in terms of fermi integral functions

Here, we will define the fermi integral functions for electrons and holes used in the main text and briefly describe
their properties. Finally, we will express the thermodynamic variables in terms of these integrals. Let us define the
fermi integrals for electrons as:

fj(A) =
1

Γ(j)

∫ ∞

0

xj−1 dx

exA−1 + 1
, (A ≡ eµ/kBT ) . (52)

In the domain j > 0 and −∞ < µ
kBT ≤ 0, one can represent fj(A) by the following series,

fj(A) = A− A2

2j
+

A3

3j
− ........ = eµ/kBT − e2µ/kBT

2j
+

e3µ/kBT

3j
− ............ . (53)

For the region j > 0 and µ
kBT ≫ 1, one can express fj(A) in the form of sommerfeld’s series as follows:

fj(A) =
1

Γ(j + 1)

(
µ

kBT

)j

+
1

Γ(j − 1)

π2

6

(
µ

kBT

)j−2

+ ................ . (54)

The fermi integrals for holes can be defined in a similar manner as follows:

fj(A
−1) =

1

Γ(j)

∫ ∞

0

xj−1 dx

exA+ 1
, (A ≡ eµ/kBT ) . (55)

Different limiting expressions for the function fj(A
−1) can be obtained from fj(A) by the replacement µ −→ −µ. We

will put down these expressions explicitly,

fj(A
−1) = A−1 − A−2

2j
+

A−3

3j
− ........ = e−µ/kBT − e−2µ/kBT

2j
+

e−3µ/kBT

3j
− ............ , (56)
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where j > 0 and 0 ≤ µ
kBT < ∞. Similarly, the Sommerfeld’s series expression for the hole distribution is,

fj(A
−1) =

1

Γ(j + 1)

(
−µ

kBT

)j

+
1

Γ(j − 1)

π2

6

(
−µ

kBT

)j−2

+ ................ , (57)

where j > 0 and −µ
kBT ≫ 1.

Now, we will move on to express the thermodynamic variables in terms of fermi integrals. The thermodynamic
integral for n specified in Eqs. (11) can be simplified as,

n = 4

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2

f0
e −

∫
d2p⃗h
h2

f0
h

]
=⇒ n = 4

[ ∫ ∞

0

d2p⃗e
h2

1

e(Ee−µ)/kBT + 1
−
∫ ∞

0

d2p⃗h
h2

1

e(Eh+µ)/kBT + 1

]
=⇒ n =

8π

h2

(
kBT

vF

)2
[

1

Γ(2)

∫ ∞

0

x2−1dx

exA−1 + 1
− 1

Γ(2)

∫ ∞

0

x2−1dx

exA+ 1

]
, (where x ≡ pevF

kBT
)

=⇒ n =
8π

h2

(
kBT

vF

)2 (
f2(A)− f2(A

−1)
)
. (58)

It can be easily seen from Eq. (58) that in the limit µ
kBT −→ 0 we have n = 0 and for µ

kBT ≫ 1 we get,

n =
8πµ2

(hvF )2

[
1

2
+

π2

6

(
kBT

µ

)2

−
(
kBT

µ

)2

e−µ/kBT +
1

4

(
kBT

µ

)2

e−2µ/kBT

]
. (59)

A quick look at Eq. (59) suggests that for µ ≫ kBT , one can safely ignore the hole contribution (3rd and 4th term in
the square bracket) to the net number density. We can also simplify the energy density E given in Eq. (12) as,

E = 4

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2

Eef
0
e +

∫
d2p⃗h
h2

Ehf
0
h

]
=⇒ E = 4

[ ∫ ∞

0

d2p⃗e
h2

Ee

e(Ee−µ)/kBT + 1
+

∫ ∞

0

d2p⃗h
h2

Eh

e(Eh+µ)/kBT + 1

]
=⇒ E =

16π

h2

(kBT )
3

v2F

[
1

Γ(3)

∫ ∞

0

x2−1dx

exA−1 + 1
+

1

Γ(3)

∫ ∞

0

x2−1dx

exA+ 1

]
, (where x ≡ pevF

kBT
)

=⇒ E =
16π

h2

(kBT )
3

v2F

(
f3(A) + f3(A

−1)
)
. (60)

In the limit µ
kBT −→ 0 we have E = 32π

h2

(kBT )3

v2
F

η(3), where the Dirichlet eta function η(j) = fj(1) =
∑∞

n=1
(−1)n−1

nj and

in the limit µ
kBT ≫ 1 we have,

E =
16π

(hvF )2
µ3

[
1

6
+

π2

6

(
kBT

µ

)2

+

(
kBT

µ

)3

e−µ/kBT − 1

8

(
kBT

µ

)3

e−2µ/kBT

]
. (61)

From Eq. (61), it can be easily inferred that in the parameter range µ ≫ kBT , the hole contribution to the energy
density is negligible. Similarly, pressure P can be expressed as,

P = 4

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2

p2e
2Ee

f0
e +

∫
d2p⃗h
h2

p2h
2Eh

f0
h

]
=⇒ P = 2

[ ∫
d2p⃗e
h2

Eef
0
e +

∫
d2p⃗h
h2

Ehf
0
h

]
=

E
2

, (62)

where we used pe,h =
Ee,h

vF
. Now, we will move on to give a step-wise derivation of the expression of current density

provided in Eq. (26). By using the result of an integral of type
∫
d2p⃗ G(|p⃗|) pipj =

∫
d2p G(|p⃗|) p2

2 δij , (d2p ≡ 2πp dp)
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where G(|p⃗|) is any arbitrary function, we can rewrite Eq. (25) as follows:

J i = −4e v4F τc

[ ∫
d2pe
h2

p2e
2E2

e

δij
(

nEe

E + P
− 1

)
f0
e (1− f0

e )−
∫

d2ph
h2

p2h
2E2

h

δij
(

nEh

E + P
+ 1

)
f0
h(1− f0

h)

]
Xj ,

= −4πeτc
h2

[ ∫ ∞

0

Ee

(
nEe

E + P
− 1

)
f0
e (1− f0

e )dEe −
∫ ∞

0

Eh

(
nEh

E + P
+ 1

)
f0
h(1− f0

h)dEh

]
Xi

= −4πeτc
h2

[
n

E + P

(∫ ∞

0

E2
e f0

e (1− f0
e )dEe −

∫ ∞

0

E2
h f0

h(1− f0
h)dEh

)
−
(∫ ∞

0

Ee f0
e (1− f0

e )dEe +

∫ ∞

0

Eh f0
h(1− f0

h)dEh

)]
Xi . (63)

We can easily evaluate the integrals occurring in Eq. (63) by using the definition of fermi integrals and the identity
∂fj(A)

∂(µ/kBT ) = fj−1(A) as,∫ ∞

0

E2
e f0

e (1− f0
e )dEe =

∂

∂(µ/kBT )

∫ ∞

0

E2
e f0

e dEe = 2(kBT )
3 ∂f3(A)

∂(µ/kBT )
= 2(kBT )

3f2(A)

and,

∫ ∞

0

Ee f0
e (1− f0

e )dEe =
∂

∂(µ/kBT )

∫ ∞

0

Ee f0
e dEe = (kBT )

2 ∂f2(A)

∂(µ/kBT )
= (kBT )

2f1(A) .

Similarly, the integrals corresponding to hole distributions can be obtained by just replacing µ by −µ. The final
expression for Eq. (63) can be written as,

J i = −4πeτc
h2

[
n

E + P
2(kBT )

3(f2(A)− f2(A
−1)− (kBT

2)(f1(A) + f1(A
−1))

]
Xi

=
4πeτc
h2

nkBT

E + P

[
2(kBT )

2(f2(A
−1)− f2(A) +

E + P

n
kBT (f1(A) + f1(A

−1))

]
Xi,

which exactly matches with Eq. (26).
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[32] E. Muñoz, Phonon-limited transport coefficients in extrinsic graphene, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 24, 195302

(2012).
[33] C.-H. Park, N. Bonini, T. Sohier, G. Samsonidze, B. Kozinsky, M. Calandra, F. Mauri, and N. Marzari, Elec-

tron–phonon interactions and the intrinsic electrical resistivity of graphene, Nano Letters 14, 1113 (2014), pMID: 24524418,
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl402696q.

[34] T. Sohier, M. Calandra, C.-H. Park, N. Bonini, N. Marzari, and F. Mauri, Phonon-limited resistivity of graphene by
first-principles calculations: Electron-phonon interactions, strain-induced gauge field, and boltzmann equation, Phys. Rev.
B 90, 125414 (2014).

[35] T. Y. Kim, C.-H. Park, and N. Marzari, The electronic thermal conductivity of graphene, Nano Letters 16, 2439 (2016),
pMID: 26907524, https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b05288.

[36] T. Z. Win, C. W. Aung, G. Khandal, and S. Ghosh, Wiedemann-franz law violation domain for graphene and nonrelativistic
systems (2024), arXiv:2404.01061 [cond-mat.mes-hall].

[37] N. Ashcroft and N. Mermin, Solid State Physics (Cengage Learning, 2011).
[38] J. Ziman, Electrons and Phonons: The Theory of Transport Phenomena in Solids, International series of monographs on

physics (OUP Oxford, 2001).
[39] A. Lucas, J. Crossno, K. C. Fong, P. Kim, and S. Sachdev, Transport in inhomogeneous quantum critical fluids and in the

dirac fluid in graphene, Phys. Rev. B 93, 075426 (2016).
[40] M. Zarenia, A. Principi, and G. Vignale, Disorder-enabled hydrodynamics of charge and heat transport in monolayer

graphene, 2D Materials 6, 035024 (2019).
[41] A. Rycerz, Wiedemann–franz law for massless dirac fermions with implications for graphene, Materials 14,

10.3390/ma14112704 (2021).
[42] Y.-T. Tu and S. Das Sarma, Wiedemann-franz law in graphene, Physical Review B 107, 10.1103/physrevb.107.085401

(2023).
[43] A. Jaiswal, B. Friman, and K. Redlich, Relativistic second-order dissipative hydrodynamics at finite chemical potential,

Physics Letters B 751, 548 (2015).
[44] P. Sahoo, R. Sahoo, and S. K. Tiwari, Wiedemann-Franz law for hot QCD matter in a color string percolation scenario,

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.126801
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.67.2421
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.67.2421
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.67.2421
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.75.074716
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.75.074716
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.75.074716
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.256602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.076602
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physe.2007.09.064
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physe.2007.09.064
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.73.125411
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.73.125411
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.266802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.235443
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.235443
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.216602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.216602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.186806
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.186806
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.76.073412
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2779107
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2779107
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://pubs.aip.org/aip/apl/article-pdf/doi/10.1063/1.2779107/14374674/102102_1_online.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.75.053707
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.75.053707
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.75.053707
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.266801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.266801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.256805
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.256805
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.241411
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.115449
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/24/19/195302
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/24/19/195302
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl402696q
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1021/nl402696q
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.125414
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.125414
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b05288
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b05288
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.01061
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.01061
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.01061
https://books.google.co.in/books?id=x_s_YAAACAAJ
https://books.google.co.in/books?id=UtEy63pjngsC
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.075426
https://doi.org/10.1088/2053-1583/ab1ad9
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14112704
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.107.085401
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.11.018


17

Phys. Rev. D 100, 051503 (2019), arXiv:1904.06961 [hep-ph].
[45] R. Rath, S. Tripathy, B. Chatterjee, R. Sahoo, S. Kumar Tiwari, and A. Nath, Violation of Wiedemann-Franz Law for

Hot Hadronic Matter created at NICA, FAIR and RHIC Energies using Non-extensive Statistics, Eur. Phys. J. A 55, 125
(2019), arXiv:1902.07922 [hep-ph].

[46] K. Singh, J. Dey, R. Sahoo, and S. Ghosh, Effect of time-varying electromagnetic field on wiedemann-franz law in a hot
hadronic matter, Physical Review D 108, 094007 (2023).

[47] K. K. Pradhan, D. Sahu, R. Scaria, and R. Sahoo, Conductivity, diffusivity, and violation of the wiedemann-franz law in
a hadron resonance gas with van der waals interactions, Physical Review C 107, 014910 (2023).

[48] D. A. Bandurin, I. Torre, R. K. Kumar, M. B. Shalom, A. Tomadin, A. Principi, G. H. Auton, E. Khestanova, K. S.
Novoselov, I. V. Grigorieva, L. A. Ponomarenko, A. K. Geim, and M. Polini, Negative local resistance caused by viscous
electron backflow in graphene, Science 351, 1055 (2016), https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.aad0201.

[49] A. H. Castro Neto, F. Guinea, N. M. R. Peres, K. S. Novoselov, and A. K. Geim, The electronic properties of graphene,
Reviews of Modern Physics 81, 109–162 (2009).

[50] S. Das Sarma, S. Adam, E. H. Hwang, and E. Rossi, Electronic transport in two-dimensional graphene, Rev. Mod. Phys.
83, 407 (2011).

[51] A. Jaiswal and V. Roy, Relativistic hydrodynamics in heavy-ion collisions: general aspects and recent developments, Adv.
High Energy Phys. 2016, 9623034 (2016), arXiv:1605.08694 [nucl-th].

[52] L. D. Landau., The Theory of a Fermi Liquid, J. Exptl. Theoret. Phys. 3, 920 (1957).
[53] L. D. Landau., Oscillations in a Fermi Liquid, J. Exptl. Theoret. Phys. 5, 101 (1957).
[54] L. D. Landau., On the theory of Fermi Liquid, J. Exptl. Theoret. Phys. 35 (8), 70 (1959).
[55] L. Levitov and G. Falkovich, Electron viscosity, current vortices and negative nonlocal resistance in graphene, Nature

Physics 12, 672 (2016).
[56] R. Krishna Kumar, D. Bandurin, F. Pellegrino, Y. Cao, A. Principi, H. Guo, G. Auton, M. Ben Shalom, L. Ponomarenko,

G. Falkovich, et al., Superballistic flow of viscous electron fluid through graphene constrictions, Nature Physics 13, 1182
(2017).

[57] D. A. Bandurin, A. V. Shytov, L. S. Levitov, R. K. Kumar, A. I. Berdyugin, M. Ben Shalom, I. V. Grigorieva, A. K. Geim,
and G. Falkovich, Fluidity onset in graphene, Nat. Commun. 9, 4533 (2018).

[58] P. Gallagher, C.-S. Yang, T. Lyu, F. Tian, R. Kou, H. Zhang, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, and
F. Wang, Quantum-critical conductivity of the dirac fluid in graphene, Science 364, 158 (2019),
https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.aat8687.

[59] J. A. Sulpizio, L. Ella, A. Rozen, J. Birkbeck, D. J. Perello, D. Dutta, M. Ben-Shalom, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe,
T. Holder, et al., Visualizing poiseuille flow of hydrodynamic electrons, Nature 576, 75 (2019).

[60] A. I. Berdyugin, S. G. Xu, F. M. D. Pellegrino, R. K. Kumar, A. Principi, I. Torre, M. B. Shalom, T. Taniguchi,
K. Watanabe, I. V. Grigorieva, M. Polini, A. K. Geim, and D. A. Bandurin, Measuring hall viscosity of graphene’s electron
fluid, Science 364, 162 (2019), https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.aau0685.

[61] L. Ella, A. Rozen, J. Birkbeck, M. Ben-Shalom, D. Perello, J. Zultak, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, A. K. Geim, S. Ilani,
et al., Simultaneous voltage and current density imaging of flowing electrons in two dimensions, Nat. Nanotechnol. 14, 480
(2019).

[62] M. J. Ku, T. X. Zhou, Q. Li, Y. J. Shin, J. K. Shi, C. Burch, L. E. Anderson, A. T. Pierce, Y. Xie, A. Hamo, et al.,
Imaging viscous flow of the dirac fluid in graphene, Nature 583, 537 (2020).

[63] J. Crossno, J. K. Shi, K. Wang, X. Liu, A. Harzheim, A. Lucas, S. Sachdev, P. Kim, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, et al.,
Observation of the dirac fluid and the breakdown of the wiedemann-franz law in graphene, Science 351, 1058 (2016).

[64] A. Block, A. Principi, N. C. Hesp, A. W. Cummings, M. Liebel, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, S. Roche, F. H. Koppens,
N. F. van Hulst, et al., Observation of giant and tunable thermal diffusivity of a dirac fluid at room temperature, Nature
Nanotechnology 16, 1195 (2021).

[65] M. Müller, J. Schmalian, and L. Fritz, Graphene: A nearly perfect fluid, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 025301 (2009).
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