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Dynamics of Supersolid state: normal fluid, superfluid, and supersolid velocities
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Landau’s excitation-based argument for superfluids – that at temperature T = 0 the normal fluid
density ρn is zero – should also apply to supersolids. Further, for a total mass density ρ, Leggett
argues that the superfluid fraction ρs/ρ < 1. These arguments imply that there is a missing mass.
We attribute this to a supersolid density ρL, with ρL ≡ ρ − ρs − ρn, and a momentum-bearing
supersolid velocity vLi. Using Onsager’s irreversible thermodynamics we derive the macroscopic
dynamical equations for this system. We find that vLi is subject to the force of elasticity, to the
negative gradient of the chemical potential per mass µ (as for the superfluid velocity vsi), and to drag
against the normal fluid (leading to the interpretation of L as lattice). Thus both the superfluid
and supersolid components are associated with the ground state. The normal modes for such a
system have a crossover in frequency, above which the normal fluid velocity vni is an independent
variable and below which it is locked to vLi. For an isotropic lattice we study both the transverse
response and longitudinal response. The ring geometry for atomic gas supersolid states may provide
a geometry for testing these predictions.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

To explain the unusual flow properties of liquid 4He

below the λ temperature of 2.17 K, Landau (1941) de-

veloped the theory of the superfluid state, having two

components with mass – superfluid and normal fluid

– and corresponding momentum-bearing velocities.1 In

1969 Andreev and Lifshitz (AL)2 considered the possibil-

ity of superfluid flow in solids, attributing inertial mass

to the Galilean superfluid velocity vsi and the Galilean

normal fluid vni velocity, but not to ∂tui, where ui is the

lattice displacement.3 In 1970 Chester, in the context of

the relation between Bose-Einstein condensation and su-

perfluidity, suggested that one could have a solid phase

based on vacancies, presumably with both superfluid and

normal fluid components.4

In his theory of a hypothetical solid displaying su-

perflow, Leggett (1970) considered at T = 0 what we

call “phase-flow”, a dissipation-free flow like what oc-

curs for electrons in atomic states with non-zero angular

momentum.5–7 He observed that, for an annulus of radius

R rotating at angular velocity ω, and thus with velocity

v = ωR, in the rotating frame (where the Hamiltonian is

fixed) on going around the annulus there is a net phase

change ∆Φ = mv(2πR)/~.

By a variational method Leggett showed that to adjust

to this net phase change the atomically-varying phase of

the many-body wavefunction lowers the kinetic energy by

preferentially developing in regions of lower local atomic

density. He interpreted the decreased kinetic energy as

a Nonclassical Rotational Inertia (NCRI) that even at

T = 0 is less than the classical value: equivalently, a

superfluid fraction ρs/ρ < 1. In this theory vsi is defined

relative to the lattice, and is not a Galilean velocity. With

solid 4He in mind, explicit calculations for ρs were based

on this idea.8–10 In describing boson condensation in a

cell model (1971), Mullin coined the term “supersolid”.11

Despite early promise of supersolid behavior in solid
4He in NCRI studies,12 these results were later reinter-

preted as shear stiffening.13 For a review see Ref. 14. On

the other hand, developments in confined atomic gases,

which are tunable by atomic variety and combinations,

and by density, temperature, and magnetic field, have

yielded evidence of supersolid order. Initial studies had

a confining potential that gives the normal modes a gap

for k = 0.15–19 Later studies have involved self-confining

interactions between the atoms, which is of more direct

relevance to the present work.20–22 Quite recently both

atomic lattices and quantum vortices, produced by “mag-

netic stirring”, have been observed, providing evidence

both of solid order and of superfluid order.23

Landau’s reasoning about the superfluid state – that

the normal fluid density ρn is due to thermal excitations

– also holds for the supersolid state, so at T = 0 we

have ρn = 0. Applying the reasoning of both Landau

and Leggett, we conclude that at T = 0 — and gener-

ally at low enough temperatures — there is a missing

inertial mass. We attribute this to the supersolid frac-

tion, with supersolid velocity vLi and supersolid density

ρL ≡ ρ− ρs − ρn. This implies that the supersolid state

has three momentum-bearing velocities, whereas the su-

perfluid state has only two. As with AL, the present work

applies Onsager’s irreversible thermodynamics to obtain

the macroscopic equations of motion. This work should

be relevant to atomic gases, particularly in an annular

geometry.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.06338v1
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II. RESULTS

Of the two possible transformation properties for vsi
– the Galilean one of AL and the lattice-frame one of

Leggett – we find that only the Galilean vsi has non-

dissipative uniform superflow. We therefore take vsi to

be Galilean.

We find equations of motion for the average mass den-

sity ρ, vsi, and entropy density S that agree with Lan-

dau for a superfluid.1. We also find an equation of mo-

tion for the current density ji that agrees with AL for

a supersolid.2 The theory further predicts that the non-

momentum-bearing velocity vEi ≡ u̇i equals vLi up to

diffusive terms.

The equation of motion for vLi, on neglecting diffusive

terms, has three contributions.

a. The first term, not unexpectedly, is the acceleration

due to elastic forces.

b. The second term is due to frictional drag (with drag

time τ) between the supersolid vLi and the normal fluid

vni, as if the supersolid is a net through which the normal

fluid moves.29 This term dominates at low frequencies,

causing vLi ≈ vni. Then one can think of an effective

normal fluid density ρ̃n ≡ ρn + ρL moving with vni with

the resulting equations being very much like those of AL.

c. The third term is an acceleration given by the

negative gradient of the chemical potential per unit mass,

just as for the superfluid component. This means that

both the superfluid and the supersolid components are

associated with the ground state.

We have studied the normal modes of this system, both

at low and high frequencies relative to τ−1.

a. Transverse motion does not involve the superfluid.

At short times drag causes the supersolid and the normal

fluid to move together. Once they move together, there is

an elasticity-driven mode. At frequencies ωτ ≫ 1, there

are two coupled modes of the supersolid and the normal

fluid.

b. Longitudinal motion involves all three velocities.

At low frequencies, because of drag the normal fluid fol-

lows the supersolid to give two coupled modes. At high

frequencies, where drag may be neglected, we expect

three propagating modes, but for a perfect crystal the

equations tell us otherwise. One of the modes, which

the equations of motion show is associated with changes

in the chemical potential, is at zero frequency. It cor-

responds to vni = 0 = ji, but with non-zero superfluid

vsi and supersolid vLi together giving ji = 0. For a

slightly imperfect lattice and no viscous drag the velocity

of this mode can be obtained by perturbation theory.31

The other two modes have velocities given by a quadratic

equation but with no obvious physical interpretation.

III. THERMODYNAMICS OF A SUPERSOLID

With jsi = ρs(vsi − vni) and jLi = ρL(vLi − vni) in

the normal fluid frame, where ρs and ρL typically are

tensors, a boost to the general frame gives

ji = ρvni + jsi + jLi = ρsvsi + ρnvni + ρLvLi. (1)

We must modify AL by including the effect of jLi and

vLi. Following AL we employ energy density E, entropy

density S, chemical potential (per unit mass) µ, mass

density ρ, and pressure P . The stress density is λik and

the strain is wik = ∂iuk. Consistent with the classical

kinetic energy for three masses and three velocities, we

take as thermodynamic relations

dE=TdS + µdρ+ λikdwik + vnidji + jsidvsi + jLidvLi, (2)

E = TS − P + λikwik + µρ+ vniji + jsivsi + jLivLi, (3)

0=SdT − dP + ρdµ+ wikdλik + jidvni + vsidjsi
+vLidjLi. (4)

In each of the above equations the last term is new.

Eq. (4) is the Gibbs-Duhem relation, which we will use

later.

The differentials in dE indicate we will need equations

of motion for S, ρ, ji, wik, vsi, and the new variable vLi.

Moreover, the thermodynamic “forces” will involve their

thermodynamic conjugates T , µ, λki, vni, jsi, and jLi.

We consider an isotropic lattice, for which, with the

symmetrized form uij = 1
2 (wij + wki), the strain-

dependent free energy density is F = 1
2λu

2
ii+µ̄u

2
ik, where

λ and µ̄ are the Lamé constants.28 This can be rewritten

as F = µ̄(uik −
1
3ullδik)

2 + 1
2Ku

2
ik, where K = λ+ 2

3 µ̄ is

the modulus of compression (or bulk modulus) and µ̄ is

the modulus of rigidity (or shear modulus). Then

λik ≡
∂F

∂uik
= Kδikull + 2µ̄(uik − 1

3δikull). (5)

For transverse motion, ∂iui = 0, so

∂iλik = µ̄∇2ui = K⊥∇
2ui, K⊥ ≡ µ̄. (6)

For longitudinal motion, ∂i∂kuk = ∇2ui, so

∂kλik = (K+ 4
3 µ̄)∇

2ui = K‖∇
2ui, K‖ ≡ K+ 4

3 µ̄. (7)

IV. DYNAMICS OF A SUPERSOLID

In irreversible thermodynamics one writes the rate of

heat production R > 0 as the sum of a divergence and
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products of the known thermodynamic forces Fα with

corresponding sources or fluxes Jα,
26 which often are

gradients of the differential coefficients in (2). Near equi-

librium the Jα are proportional to the Fα with a matrix

whose form is determined by the symmetry of the ther-

modynamic state and by the condition that R > 0.

We take the equations of motion to be30

ρ̇+ ∂iji = 0, (8)

∂ji
∂t

+
∂Πik

∂xk
= 0, (9)

u̇i ≡ vEi = Ui, (10)

v̇si = −∂iϕ, (11)

v̇Li = Yi, (12)

Ṡ + ∂i

[

Svni +
qi
T

]

=
R

T
(R > 0), (13)

Ė + ∂iQi = 0. (14)

On applying irreversible thermodynamics (see Ap-

pendix) we find the sources and fluxes ji, Πik, ϕ, Ui,

Yi, qi, and R. We have ji given by (1) and, for a perfect

lattice, Πik = −λik, which we compute using K⊥ = µ̄,

K‖ = K + 4
3 µ̄, and K̄ = K + 1

3K⊥, so that

∂ji
∂t

=
∂λik
∂xk

= K̄∂i∂kuk +K⊥∇
2ui. (15)

Then, neglecting diffusion, we find (see Appendix)

u̇i = Ui ≈ vLi, (16)

v̇si ≈ −∂iµ, (17)

v̇Li = Yi ≈ −∂iµ+
K̄

ρL
∂i∂kuk +

K⊥

ρL
∇2ui

−τ−1(vLi − vni), (18)

Ṡ + ∂i(Svni) ≈ 0. (19)

In the above, for an isotropic solid τ−1 represents a di-

agonal matrix with one parallel and two degenerate per-

pendicular components.

V. TRANSVERSE MODES (⊥)

We consider consider small deviations from equilibrium

of the form e(−iωt+ikz). For transverse motion, (8) im-

plies that ρ does not vary, and (19) implies that S does

not vary. Therefore no thermodynamic quantity varies,

so (17) gives vsi = 0. Hence transverse motion involves

only transverse vLi and transverse vni.

Eqs. (8) for ∂tji and (18) for v̇Li give

0 = −iω(ρn⊥vni + ρL⊥vLi) +K⊥k
2ui. (20)

−iωvLi = −ρ−1
L⊥K⊥k

2ui − τ−1
⊥ (vLi − vni). (21)

The two transverse directions have the same mode fre-

quencies, so we drop the index i. Taking d/dt ≡ −iω on

each of the above equations and using −iωu = vE ≈ vL
gives

ω2ρn⊥vn = (−ω2ρL⊥ +K⊥k
2)vL, (22)

(ω2 − ρ−1
L⊥K⊥k

2 + iωτ−1
⊥ )vL = iωτ−1

⊥ vn. (23)

With

r⊥ ≡
ρL⊥

ρn⊥
, c⊥ ≡

√

K⊥

ρ⊥
, (24)

cross-multiplication of (22) and (23) leads to

k2 =
ω2

c2⊥

ω + iτ−1
⊥ (1 + r⊥)

ω + iτ−1
⊥ r⊥

. (25)

This is a cubic equation in ω.

Short Times. An important solution in the time-

domain is uniform decay of vn toward vL. Then for small

k the RHS of (25) is small if the second numerator is

small, which leads to, with a correction for small finite k,

ω = −iτ−1
⊥ (1 + r⊥) + i

c2k2

(1 + r⊥)2
τ⊥. (26)

Substitution of (25) into either (20) or (21) determines

the normal mode structure; it gives the ratio vn/vF as a

function of ω or k.

Low Frequency. At low frequency (ωτ⊥ ≪ 1),

eq. (25) gives

ω ≈ ±c⊥k(
r⊥

1 + r⊥
)1/2 − i

c2⊥k
2τ⊥

2(1 + r⊥)2
. (27)

Here vn and vL very nearly move together, with the lead-

ing term in (27) arising from (22) for vn = vL. Likely

diffusion terms give an additional term in −ik2.

High Frequency. For high frequency (ωτ⊥ ≫ 1),

eq. (25) gives

k2 ≈
ω

c2⊥
(ω + iτ−1

⊥ ) =
ω2

c2⊥
(1 + i

1

ωτ⊥
). (28)

This mode has small vn/vL, with roots given by

ω = ±c⊥k −
i

2
τ−1
⊥ . (29)

Neglecting dissipation this follows from (23) if vn is ig-

nored. Dissipation arises from friction of vL against vn.

VI. LONGITUDINAL MODES (‖)

We give all oscillating thermodynamic quantities

primes: ρ′, P ′, µ′, S′, T ′. Only two of these variables

are independent; we take them to be ρ′ and S′.
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In the linear regime, when a thermodynamic quantity

multiplies a velocity, we may treat the thermodynamic

quantity as a constant. Because the motion is longitu-

dinal we drop the subscript on the vector variables. To

make all the above equations of motion contain ω2, as

necessary we take ∂t → −iω and ∂i → ikδiz (thus x and

y are transverse). To relate ω and k we will obtain two

distinct relations proportional to ρ′ and S′.

Then, with K‖ = K + 4
3 µ̄,

0 = −ω2ρ′ + ωkj, (30)

0 = −ω2j +K‖k
2vL. (31)

0 = −ω2vs + ωkµ′, (32)

0 = −ω2vL + ωkµ′ +
K‖

ρL‖
k2vL − iωτ−1

‖ (vL − vn), (33)

0 = −ω2S′ + ωkSvn. (34)

Since (30) gives j = (ω/k)ρ′ and (31) gives vL =

(ω2/K‖k
2)j, we have vL = (ω3/K‖k

3)ρ′. Further, (32)

gives vs = (k/ω)µ′. Thus we can eliminate all vectors in

terms of thermodynamic scalars. Then, with the ratio r‖
and longitudinal elasticity velocity c‖ given by

r‖ ≡
ρL‖

ρn‖
, c2‖ ≡

K‖

ρL‖
, (35)

using the above relations to replace various vectors by

appropriate scalars, (33) becomes

0 = (−ω2 + c2‖k
2 − i

ω

τ‖
)
ω3ρ′

ρL‖c
2
‖k

3
+ ωkµ′ + i

ω

τ‖
(
ω

k
)
S′

S
. (36)

We now define the velocities cρ and cS by

c2ρ ≡ ρ
∂µ

∂ρ
> 0, c2S ≡ −S

∂µ

∂S
≈
S2

ρ

∂T

∂S
> 0. (37)

Then, writing µ′ in terms of ρ′ and S′, (36), on multipli-

cation by k/ω and rearranging, yields a first relation:

[

(−ω2 + c2‖k
2 − i

ω

τ‖
)

ω2

ρL‖c
2
‖k

2
+ k2

c2ρ
ρ

]

ρ′=−
[

i
ω

τ‖
− k2c2S

]S′

S
. (38)

We now write j from (1) as

j = ρs‖(
k

ω
)µ′ + ρn‖

(
ω

k
)
S′

S
+ (

ω3

c2‖k
3
)ρ′. (39)

As a result, (30) for ∂tji becomes

0 = −ω2ρ′ + ρs‖k
2µ′ + ρn‖

ω2S
′

S
+ (

ω4

c2‖k
2
)ρ′. (40)

Writing µ′ in terms of ρ′ and S′ and rearranging (40)

yields a second relation

[

ω2ρn‖
− ρs‖c

2
Sk

2
]S′

S
=

[

ω2 −
ρs‖
ρ
c2ρk

2 −
1

c2‖

ω4

k2

]

ρ′. (41)

Cross-multiplying (41) and (38) gives the implicit dis-

persion relation

[

ρn‖
ω2 − ρs‖c

2
Sk

2
][

(−ω2 + c2‖k
2 − i

ω

τ‖
)(

ω2

ρLc2‖k
2
) +

k2

ρ
c2ρ

]

= −
[

i
ω

τ‖
− k2c2S

][

ω2 −
ρs‖
ρ
c2ρk

2 −
1

c2‖

ω4

k2

]

. (42)

Short Times. The drag term between uniform vn
and vL (k = 0) gives the short-time response where vn
and vL come into motion together. For k = 0 (42) yields

ω = −iτ−1
‖ (1 +

ρL‖

ρn‖
) = −iτ−1

‖ (1 + rL‖). (43)

This represents uniform decay of vn relative to vL. It has

the same form as (26) for uniform transverse decay.

In what follows we drop the tensor index ‖ on τ , ρs,

ρn, and ρL, but not on c‖.

Low Frequency. At low frequency ωτ ≪ 1, we expect

that drag between vn and vL dominates, so we expect

vn and vL to move together as one degree of freedom.

With vs as another degree of freedom, we then expect

two coupled modes. In (42) we treat the terms in τ−1

as much larger than ω, cSk, c‖k, and cρk. Factoring out

the leading terms in −iω/τ then leads to

[

ρnω
2 − ρsc

2
Sk

2
][ ω2

ρLc2‖k
2

]

=
[

ω2 −
ρs
ρ
c2ρk

2 −
1

c2‖

ω4

k2

]

. (44)

With the effective mass associated with the lattice ρLn ≡

ρL + ρn, this can be rewritten as

0 = ω4 − ω2k2
[ ρs
ρLn

c2S +
ρL
ρLn

c2‖

]

+ k4
ρs
ρ

ρL
ρLn

c2ρc
2
‖.(45)

High Frequency. A high frequency (ωτ ≫ 1), drag

between vn and vL is negligible, so each velocity vari-

able is independent. The high frequency limit of (42)

eliminates the ten imaginary terms and gives

[

ρnω
2 − ρsc

2
Sk

2
][

(−ω2 + c2‖k
2)(

ω2

ρLc2‖k
2
) +

k2

ρ
c2ρ

]

=
[

ω2 −
ρs
ρ
c2ρk

2 −
1

c2‖

ω4

k2

][

k2c2S

]

. (46)

This has a term cubic in ω2, but the terms in ω0 cancel,

so it has a ω = 0 solution and two others.

For ω = 0, both (38) and (41) lead to µ′ = 0, so even

with drag ω = 0 is an eigenfrequency with eigenfunction

µ′ = 0. For this mode j = 0 and vn = 0, but vs and vL are

non-zero and do not accelerate, subject to ρsvs+ρLvL =

0. Likely when when nonlinear drag terms are included

this mode will become dissipative. We do not consider it

further.
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With ρLs ≡ ρL + ρs, (46) can be rewritten as

0 = ω4 − ω2k2
[ρLs

ρn
c2S + c2‖

]

+ k4c2‖

[ρLs

ρn
c2S −

ρL
ρ
c2ρ

]

. (47)

For ρL = 0 the two roots involve the elastic velocity c‖
and the second sound velocity c2 =

√

(ρs/ρn)c2S . For a

superfluid two roots are the first sound velocity and the

second sound velocity. The difference is that the solid

has elastic restoring forces rather than pressure restoring

forces. For ρL 6= 0 the roots must be obtained by solving

(46), with no simple interpretation other than what can

be obtained by studying the eigenmodes, as in (41).

For both roots to be positive, the second bracket in (47)

must be positive. If c1 is the first sound velocity, then

for a phonon-dominated system at low T the first term in

the second bracket is 1
3c

2
1 and cρ ≈ c1. Also, at low T we

have ρLs ≈ ρ, so the largest value of ρLρs ≈ ρL(ρ− ρL)

is 1
4ρ

2. Therefore, at least at low T , the bracket is in the

range 1
3 to 1

12 multiplied by c21, so the system is stable.

For both the longitudinal and the transverse modes,

as the frequency increases there will be a cross-over from

low to high frequency behavior. This might appear in

acoustics or acoustics-related experiments.22

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

By Landau1 and by Leggett,5 at T = 0 the macro-

scopic two-velocity theory of AL for a supersolid has

missing inertial mass. We have added a new momentum-

bearing velocity vL associated with the mass density,

ρL ≡ ρ− ρs − ρn, which gives an additional term to the

thermodynamics and requires a new dynamical equation.

Using Onsager’s irreversible thermodynamics we have

derived the dynamical equations. Whereas in AL u̇ and

vn equilibrate by diffusion, in the present work u̇ and

vL (rather than vn) equilibrate by diffusion. Further, vL
and vn tend to equilibrate frictional drag, although vL is

explicitly subject to additional forces.

The theory indicates that the supersolid component

(the lattice) is driven by not only the elastic force, but

also frictional drag relative to the normal fluid, and by

the negative gradient of the chemical potential per mass.

This latter force is precisely as for the superfluid compo-

nent and indicates that the supersolid component may

indeed be considered part of the ground state.

At high frequencies relative to τ−1, there are three lon-

gitudinal modes and two doubly degenerate transverse

modes. At low frequencies relative to τ−1, because drag

tends to make vL and vn act as a single degree of free-

dom, there are two longitudinal modes and one transverse

mode. As a function of frequency there is a crossover in

the response, where for ωτ ≪ 1 drag causes vn and vL to

move together, and for ωτ ≫ 1 they are independent.

Note that the atomically-varying microscopic, super-

fluid velocity is defined relative to the lattice velocity vL,

which can engage in shear motion.5 However, in AL and

in the present work the macroscopic superfluid velocity is

taken to be shear-free. (A macroscopic average over the

microscopic non-Galilean vsi gives the macroscopic non-

Galilean v̄si. By adding a phase gradient corresponding

to a boost vsi becomes a Galilean velocity. Our earlier

work on both the microscopic and macroscopic theory,32

using the two-velocity framework of AL, first appropri-

ately used a non-Galilean microscopic vsi to study a

microscopic response function, and then appropriately

used a macroscopic Galilean vsi to derive nonlinear

equations that reduced to those of AL. However, in

applying the theory to obtain the normal modes, Ref. 32

inappropriately reverted to a non-Galilean vsi defined

relative to vLi. We find that such a non-Galilean vsi
leads to dissipation under uniform superflow, and for

that reason is considered inappropriate.31

Gross-Pitaevskii33,34 theory (GP) can be used to give

the excitations in superfluid atomic gases.35,36 Irre-

versible thermodynamics cannot do this. Also, GP the-

ory gives modes associated with density (Higgs-like) and

phase (superfluid-like); and with lattice ordering can give

solid-like modes.24 If the frequency of the Higgs mode

is below the presumable rapid equilibration rate needed

for irreversible thermodynamics to hold, then by adding

an amplitude degree of freedom to the irreversible ther-

modynamics such a mode might be describable by ir-

reversible thermodynamics. However, to our knowledge

GP theory (and other pure field theories) cannot include

the effect of near-equilibrium thermal excitations that

drift with vni to provide the momentum of the normal

fluid.37 Thus GP theory cannot yield second sound in an

ordinary superfluid. The utility of irreversible thermody-

namics is that, by using the rate of entropy production,

it can treat the effect of the thermal excitations.

Thus both irreversible thermodynamics and Gross-

Pitaevskii theory have strengths and limitations.

I would like to acknowledge valuable correspondence

and conversations with Moses Chan and Mario Liu.
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Appendix A: Irreversible Thermodynamics

1. Rate of Heat Production

To find the density of the heating rate R we employ

(13), an integration by parts, the energy differential (2),

energy conservation (14), and the equations of motion in

Sect. IV. Then

R = T Ṡ + T∂i

[

Svni + qi/T
]

= T Ṡ + ∂i

[

TSvni + qi

]

− (Svni + qi/T )∂iT

= Ė − λik∂iUk − µρ̇− vni∂tji − jsiv̇si

−jLiv̇Li + ∂i

[

TSvni + qi

]

− (Svni + qi/T )∂iT

= −∂iQi − λik∂iUk + µ∂iji + vni∂kΠik + jsi∂iϕ

−jLiYi + ∂i

[

TSvni + qi

]

− (Svni + qi/T )∂iT.(A1)

On the right-hand-side (RHS) we collect the divergence

terms and integrate by parts on the terms −λik∂iUk,

vni∂kΠik, and jsi∂iϕ. Then

R = −∂i

[

Qi − TSvni − qi + λikUk − vnkΠki − jsiϕ
]

+Uk∂iλik + µ∂i(ρvni + jsi + jLi)−Πik∂kvni
−ϕ∂ijsi − jLiYi − (Svni + qi/T )∂iT. (A2)

The terms µ∂i(jsi+ jLi) cause both jsi and jLi to couple

to µ. The term in jLi did not appear in previous theories

of the supersolid.

Integration by parts on the terms µ∂i(ρvni+ jLi) gives

R = −∂i

[

Qi − TSvni − qi + λikUk − vnkΠki

−jsiϕ− µρvni − jLiµ
]

+Uk∂iλik − ρvni∂iµ−Πik∂kvni
+(µ− ϕ)∂ijsi − (∂iµ+ Yi)jLi

−(Svni + qi/T )∂iT. (A3)

For vLi to respond to elasticity we rearrange to have

jLi multiplied by an elasticity term. Thus, to R we add

the identity

0 = −vnk∂iλik + ∂i(vnkλik)− λik∂ivnk;

we later employ vLk − vnk = ρ−1
L jLk. The first term of

the identity goes with Uk∂iλik, the second with the diver-

gence, and the third with −Πik∂kvni. We also combine

−ρµvni and −TSvni within the divergence, and combine

vniρ∂iµ and vniS∂iT outside the divergence. Then

R = −∂i

[

Qi − qi + λikUk − vnk(Πki + λik)

− vni(TS + ρµ)− jsiϕ− jLiµ
]

+[(Uk − vLk) + (vLk − vnk)]∂iλik − (Πik + λki)∂kvni
+(µ− ϕ)∂ijsi − (∂iµ+ Yi)jLi

−vni(ρ∂µ+ S∂iT )− (qi/T )∂iT. (A4)

We now employ vLk − vnk = ρ−1
L jLk. (The tensor

version is vLk − vnk = ρ−1
L,kijLi.) Then

R = −∂i

[

Qi − qi + λikUk − vnk(Πki + λki)

−(TS + ρµ)vni − jsiϕ− jLiµ
]

+(Uk − vLk)∂iλik − (Πik + λki)∂kvni
+(µ− ϕ)∂ijsi + [ρ−1

L ∂kλki − (∂iµ+ Yi)]jLi

−vni(ρ∂µ+ S∂iT )− (qi/T )∂iT. (A5)

This contains thermodynamic “forces” involving gradi-

ents of T , λki, vni and vsi, and the current jLi, as indi-

cated earlier. The term in −vniρ∂iµ has been combined

with the term −vniS∂iT .

Using the linearized version of the Gibbs-Duhem re-

lation we will replace the last two terms by the sin-

gle term −vni∂iP . On integrating by parts, that term

will be absorbed by the divergence and by the term

−(Πik + λki)∂kvni.

2. Linearized Rate of Heat Production R

In the last line of (A5) two terms become, on using

the linearized Gibbs-Duhem relation (4), given by dP =

SdT + ρdµ+ . . . (with dots for the higher order terms),

− vni(S∂iT + ρ∂iµ) = −vni∂iP + . . .

= [−∂i(Pvni) + P∂ivni] + [vniwjk∂iλjk
+vnijk∂ivnk + vnivsk∂ijsk + vnivLk∂ijLk]. (A6)

After the second equality, the two bracketed terms in-

volving P are of the desired form. These are all that are

needed to obtain the lowest order terms in the dynamical

equations, which we proceed to obtain.

Using (A6), eq. (A5) becomes

R = −∂i

[

Qi − qi + λikUk − vnk(Πki + λki)

−(TS + ρµ− P )vni − jsiϕ− jLiµ
]

+(Uk − vLk)∂iλik − (Πik + λki − δikP )∂kvni
+(µ− ϕ)∂ijsi + [ρ−1

L ∂kλki − (∂iµ+ Yi)]jLi

−(qi/T )∂iT + . . . (A7)

Thus the thermodynamic forces that appear are ∂iλik,

∂kvni, ∂ijsi, jLi, and ∂iT . Other than the term in jLi,

the other terms appear either in theories for ordinary

solids or for an ordinary fluid or superfluid.

The only new term involves jLi, where the source term

Yi with units of force per mass density, must be deter-

mined. Yi is a real-space vector with units of force density

per mass. In addition to being subject to lattice elasticity
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and the back reaction of the superfluid, it can have dissi-

pative terms proportional to the thermodynamic forces.

Of these, ∂iλik and ∂iT have time-reversal symmetries

that are opposite that of jLk, giving contributions to R

that are odd under time-reversal. Thus they are not dis-

sipative. ∂kvni, jLi, and ∂ikjsi have time-reversal sym-

metries that are the same as that of jLk, and thus are

dissipative. The next section shows that the term in jLk

gives drag of the lattice vLk against the normal fluid vnk.

Using (A7) we now write down the products of the

fluxes multiplying the thermodynamic forces, neglecting

nonlinear terms.

3. Linearized Thermodynamic Fluxes

The flux Qi may be obtained by setting the divergence

term in (A5) to zero. This gives Qi in terms of other

quantities, some of which are fluxes to be determined.

Qi = qi − λikUk + vnk(Πki + λki) + jsiϕ+ jLiµ

+(TS + ρµ− P )vni. (A8)

We will not consider Qi further.

(a) For ∂iλik, the dissipation term in (A7) is

(Uk − vLk)∂iλik ≡ −Fk∂iλik, (A9)

where Fi is the “flux” associated with ∂iλik. The diago-

nal dissipative term in Fk is ∼ ∂iλik.

More completely, introducing diffusion coefficients us-

ing the notation of AL, the irreversible thermodynam-

ics gives flux terms proportional to the “forces”, subject

to space, time, and rotational symmetry requirements.

Then by symmetry

Fi ≡ vLi − Ui = −βik∂lλkl − αik∂kT. (A10)

Thus the rate of dissipation R of (A5) contains the terms

(βik∂lλkl + αik∂kT )∂iλik.

Without dissipation Fi = 0, so

Uk = vEk = vLk; (no dissipation) (A11)

thus the lattice displacement vector and the lattice mass

move together. Since this gives the dynamics of ui, which

can only be diffusive, we conclude that without dissipa-

tion there is no diffusion.

(b) For ∂ivnk, the dissipation term in (A7) is

−(Πik + λki − Pδik)∂kvni ≡ −πik∂kvni, (A12)

where by symmetry, in the notation of AL

πik ≡ Πik +λki−Pδik = −ηiklm∂mvnl− ζik∂ljsl. (A13)

Thus the rate of dissipation R of (A5) contains the terms

(ηiklm∂mvnl + ζik∂ljsl)∂kvni.

Without dissipation πik = 0, so we have

Πik = −λki + Pδik. (no dissipation) (A14)

(c) For jsi the dissipation term in (A7) is

−(µ− ϕ)∂ijsi ≡ −ψ∂ijsi. (A15)

By AL (12), we have

ψ ≡ ϕ− µ = −ζik∂kvni − χ∂ijsi. (A16)

Thus the rate of dissipation R of (A5) contains the term

(ζik∂kvni + χ∂ijsi)∂kjsk.

By the Onsager principle that dissipative heating terms

in R are the same if flux and force are interchanged, we

have

ζik = ζki.

Without dissipation ψ = 0, and for local equilibrium

φ = µ, so

v̇si = −∂iϕ = −∂iµ. (no dissipation) (A17)

(d) For jLi, a flux that does not appear in AL, the

dissipation term in (A7) is

[ρ−1
L ∂kλki − (∂iµ+ Yi)]jLi ≡ −ψijLi. (A18)

where ψi also does not appear in AL.

Then, including dissipation from drag – and neglecting

diffusion terms, which are second order in gradients – we

introduce the drag tensor Cik by

ψi ≡ Yi + ∂iµ− ρ−1
L ∂kλki = −CikjLk

= −CijρLjk(vLk − vnk) ≡ −τ−1
ik (vLk − vnk). (A19)

Eq. (A19) defines a tensor relaxation rate τ−1
ik that, when

we consider an isotropic solid, will have only longitudinal

and (degenerate) transverse components. Onsager sym-

metry gives Cik = Cki.

Without dissipation ψi = 0, so

v̇Li = Yi = −∂iµ+ ρ−1
L ∂kλki. (no dissipation) (A20)

Thermodynamics gives µ, and elasticity gives λki. Note

that both v̇Li and v̇si have acceleration terms −∂iµ.

We have neglected diffusion terms in ∂ivLk, ∂ivnk, and

∂ivsi. By Onsager symmetry, the equations for ji and vsi
then would contain additional terms in ∂ivLk.
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(e) For ∂iT , there is only the dissipation term in (A7),

given by the usual

−
qi
T
∂iT. (A21)

Then

qi = −κik∂kT − αik∂lλkl. (A22)

By the Onsager principle for dissipative fluxes

αik = αki.
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