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Abstract

We consider relativistic non-Abelian superfluids, where the expectation value of the global sym-
metry currents relate space and internal indices, thus creating a “locked” phase. Locking a su-
perfluid with SU(2) internal symmetry in 2 + 1 dimensions breaks parity spontaneously, and
introduces parity-odd terms in the constitutive relations. We show that there are qualitatively
different extensions of the rest frame locking to non-zero velocities. We construct the resulting
superfluid hydrodynamics up to the first derivative order. Using an expansion close to the critical
point, we estimate the ratio of the Hall viscosity and the angular momentum density. Our general
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I. INTRODUCTION

Breaking parity introduces new transport effects in fluid hydrodynamics. The parity
breaking can be explicit, spontaneous or as a consequence of quantum anomalies, each with
its unique signature. An interesting parity-odd transport is the dissipationless Hall viscosity
ne in 24 1 fluids [1, 2]. It enters in the constitutive relations of the fluid as a term in the

stress tensor

Tyt = HZH (e* (D7 vk + Opv?) + €*(0'vy, + Ov')) . (1)

Where v; is the (normal) velocity of the fluid. Latin indices i, j, k refer to space components.
Its effect is to repel or attract nearby flows due to a force perpendicular to the flow (for
a recent review and references therein see |3]). In most systems the value of the transport
coefficient ny can be obtained from the two-point function of the stress tensor using the

Kubo formula

1
nu = lim meik(sﬂ (T<9>T<H=) (w,k = 0). (2)

where the brackets < ij > mean the traceless component and w, k are the frequency and
momentum of the Fourier transformed correlators. This can be taken as the definition of
Hall viscosity even in the cases where there is no hydrodynamic description.

Hall viscosity is present in diverse systems, particularly in Quantum Hall states ,mﬂ],
but also in other systems such as chiral and anyon superfluids in condensed matter [6,19, [L1].
In relativistic systems it has been found in holographic superfluids |12, Q] (see also M]
]) and a related quantity, the ‘torsional Hall viscosity’ has been found in ‘topological
insulators’ in the presence of torsion , ]

It has been shown that a large number of systems exhibit an interesting relation between

the Hall viscosity and the angular momentum density ¢, first derived in [6], 2 = The

1
5.
aim of this paper is to study parity-odd transport in superfluid hydrodynamics with sponta-
neously broken parity, and in particular the general properties of the above relation between

the Hall viscosity and the angular momentum density. Our general hydrodynamic results

I The distinction with the ordinary Hall viscosity is a bit subtle, the torsional Hall viscosity enters in
the canonical energy-momentum tensor, which is not necessarily symmetric, while the ordinary Hall
viscosity is defined for the symmetrized energy-momentum tensor. Despite their similar structure they

are independent quantities.



are compatible with the holographic p-wave calculations in B], where the relation between
the Hall viscosity and the angular momentum density was argued to hold.

We will study the hydrodynamics of relativistic non-Abelian superfluids in a symmetry
locked phase, that is where the expectation value of the global symmetry currents relate
space and internal indices. In particular, we will be locking a superfluid with an SU(2)
internal symmetry in 2+ 1 dimensions, which breaks parity spontaneously as a consequence
of relating the SU(2) structure constants to space structure. We will define the locking
when the normal component of the fluid is at rest, and we will show that there are various
qualitatively different extensions to non-zero velocities. Locking will introduce parity-odd
terms in the hydrodynamic constitutive relations. We will construct the resulting superfluid
hydrodynamics up to the first derivative order. Incidentally, we find that in the locked
phases a term of the form (Il) appears in the stress tensor whose value is not determined
by the Kubo formula (2), but by the two-point function between the stress tensor and the
current

i = (0) + 7 I Guadye (T<9° JE) (w0, k = 0). (3)
Where (J!) = (O)§! is the expectation value of the p-wave condensate and a = 1,2 are
SU(2) indices. We have labelled this transport coefficient 775 to distinguish it from the
usual definition (2)). Using an expansion close to the critical point, we will estimate the ratio
of the Hall viscosity and the angular momentum density and find that generically - ~ 1
for the standard Hall viscosity. On the other hand, we find that the ratio % depends on
the type of locking.

The outline of the paper is as follows: In {1l we write down the constitutive relations for
a general SU(2) superfluid to first dissipative order. The locking can be seen as expanding
around a particular value of the superfluid velocities. Since eventually we are interested in
the physics close to the critical point, we keep terms only up to second order in the superfluid
velocities. In §[IIlwe define the locking when the normal component of the fluid is at rest and
study possible extensions to non-zero velocities. In §IV] we identify the contributions to Hall
viscosity and angular momentum in the locked phase and derive Kubo relations for them.
In §V] we compare our predictions from the hydrodynamic analysis with the holographic
p-wave model. We end by presenting our conclusions in §VII Some technical results are
collected in the Appendices.

Here we provide three tables to guide the readers. The ideal constitutive relations and



notations are collected in Table[ll. Table [l contains various projections of superfluid velocity

discussed in g1l Some definitions used in Kubo formulas in §[V] are also listed in Table [Tl

w,v = 0,1,2 will denote space-time indices, 2, j = 1,2 space indices, A, B = 1,2, 3 denote

internal SU(2) indices, and a,b = 1,2 the internal indices without the direction 3.

Table I: Ideal order constitutive relations and notations

TH = eputu” + pPH + fap€h&y
Jh = qaut — fap€h
En+p="Ts+ paqa

den =Tds + ,uAdQA + fABgfzngu

Stress-energy tensor

Internal symmetry currents

Superfluid thermodynamics

En

qAa

¢

fia

fap=fodap + furaps

4563 = faus = (fo+ fur®)6%
T

S

Energy density of the normal fluid component
Charge density of normal fluid component
Superfluid velocity

Chemical potential

Charge density of the superfluid component
Temperature

Entropy density

Pressure

Angular momentum density

Table II: Projections of the superfluid velocity

rARB
12

Pap=dap—
¢h = Phey
{h=Ch = Ntpa
= ChCus

Cap = C4Can

Cap = €aBclc

n
NH — C/L/;A
¢ = iy

oo = 844




Table III: Definitions and Kubo formulas

ng = limy,_q ﬁeimjl <T<ij>T<kl>> (w,k=0) Standard Hall viscosity

ng = (0) + ilimw_m Sialjk <T<ij>J['f> (w,k =0) Locking dependent Hall viscosity

J. =(0) st p-wave condensate

(O) ~ /(T —T)T. ~ € Order parameter

0 =2uC35 + 2uC4(O) Angular momentum density

03 = —ﬁ limk_m Eijaikj <J§J§> (w = O,k)
C3Q + Cugy = %51'(1 <J?Z,Jc?> (w =0,k= 0)
_ B\ (0)
Q=(1+472)
_ 1
op = (1 + %) ToT

9 0)2 9
Bx =%+ 95, x =@

II. NON-ABELIAN SUPERFLUID HYDRODYNAMICS

In order to describe the hydrodynamic behaviour of a non-Abelian relativistic superfluid,

we will make a generalization of the two-fluid model @E] 2. The motion of the superfluid

is determined by the conservation equations in the presence of a background metric g, and

gauge field Ay,

v, = FY Lk,
D,J =

V. is the covariant derivative with respect to the background metric and
D,J\ =V, J4 + eapcApJé.
The field strength is defined as usual
Fypuw = 0,A0, — 0,An, + €apcApAcy.
The constitutive relations of the energy-momentum tensor and the current are

T = squtu’ + pP™ + fap€lich + .

Jh = qau” — fap€p + Vi

2 Non-Abelian relativistic normal fluids were analysed in M]

7

(4)
(5)



Here u* is the velocity of the normal component, P* = n* 4+ ufu” is the projector in the
transverse direction, g4 is the normal charge density and ¢,, the normal energy density. p is
the pressure and &} are the contributions to the currents due to the spontaneous breaking,
usually identified with the superfluid velocity. In general we can expand the coefficients fp
as

fas = fodap + fuprapis. (10)
The terms 7 and v/, contain derivatives of the velocities and densities.

The thermodynamic equations are

ent D =15+ paqa, (11)

dey, = Tds + padga + fap&hdip,. (12)

We complement the hydrodynamic equations with the Josephson condition

u'Eay = pa+ Ha, (13)

where H4 depends on derivatives of the densities and superfluid velocities.

Using the equation
V. T"u, + paD,J" = F AT (14)
One can show that there is a conserved entropy current when 7 = vy = H, = 0, provided
that?

fapu'€4(Duépy — Dépy — Fp ) = 0. (15)
In the Abelian case this matches with the definition of the superfluid velocity as the covariant
derivative of the Goldstone boson {, = —0,¢ + A,. In the non-Abelian case, there can be

additional non-linear terms

D, éav — Dy§ay + AecacéBuécor = Fauw- (16)

If we ignore gauge invariance, the gauge potential A4, that determines the field strength
would have as many independent components as £4,, so the number of independent equa-
tions would be sufficient to fix the superfluid velocities. However, because of gauge invari-

ance, the number of independent equations is smaller. In the absence of external sources,

3 One needs to use the first law in the following gauge-invariant form:

V#f:‘n = TV#S + ,LLAD#qA + fAB§ZD#§By.



if A\¢ = 0 there can be a gradient part &!j = —0"p4 that is not fixed by the equations of
motion. If A\¢ # 0, then the part that is not fixed is of the form of a pure gauge SU(2)
potential

?

§ap = )\—f(g_lﬁug)A, g € SU(2). (17)
This justifies the addition of the Josephson condition (I3]) to the hydrodynamic equations.

When the dissipative terms are non-zero, the canonical entropy current is defined as

1
JH = sut — Tﬂ‘“’u,, — 'l;—AVj. (18)
The divergence of the entropy current obeys
v Uy E, HA Hy
VI = —ahy, (T) ot ( AL, <?)) + 2D, (Fansh). (19)

where we defined the electric field as By = F4"u,. In order to impose the condition that
the divergence of the entropy current is non-negative V,J! > 0 we should be able to write

the rhs of ([I9]) as a sum of squares. This implies that the dissipative terms can only depend

on
EH
o, vy =P"Da (MTA) a ?A’ sa = Du(fapsp), 0=V, (20)
where the strain rate tensor is
ot = P PYP(V qug + Ve — PagVeu?). (21)

In principle it might be possible to modify the entropy current in such a way that there
would be more allowed first order terms than the ones we present in (20).* However, as we
discuss in Appendix [A] even if such terms were present they would not affect to the analysis
of the Hall viscosity and the angular momentum density. We will then keep the discussion
with the canonical entropy current bearing in mind that more general non-Abelian superfluid
hydrodynamics might be possible (if this were the case our analysis could be understood as

a subclass of theories where some transport coefficients are zero).

A. Superfluid velocities in non-Abelian theories

We presented above a consistent set of hydrodynamic equations and thermodynamic

relations, that reduces to a familiar form in the Abelian case with &* being the superfluid

4 We would like to thank the referee for pointing this out to us.



velocity. In the non-Abelian case the properties of the superfluid should depend on the
pattern of symmetry breaking. For a group G broken to a subgroup H, the Goldstone
bosons parametrize a coset G/H. Let g € G and h € H be group elements, such that the
coset is determined by the equivalence g ~ gh~!. We define the superfluid velocity as an
element in the algebra®

& =197 0,9 + Ay (22)
In order to describe a coset we have to demand that the hydrodynamics currents are invariant
under a global transformation ¢* — h='¢#h with h € H. This means adding additional
constraints on the superfluid velocities. We will not pursue this direction here but in the
following we will study the case where the group is completely broken.

Another new characteristic compared to the Abelian case is that the symmetry can be
broken if the currents acquire a non-zero expectation value. In the non-Abelian case the
components of & do not simply map to the gradient of the Goldstones, but they describe
more generally the expectation value of the current. We will discuss this in more detail in
the next sections. For now we will focus on finding an appropriate parametrization of the
superfluid velocities.

There are two marked directions both in real and internal space. In real space the marked
direction is determined by the velocity of the normal component u*, while in the internal
space it is determined by the chemical potential 4. We will decompose the superfluid
velocities in the directions parallel and transverse to both.

The completely parallel direction is determined by the Josephson condition (I3)). The
dissipative term H 4 will not be important for us, since we will use the decomposition of the

superfluid velocity in order to classify the first order terms. Then, at the ideal order we have
b= —paut 4+ ¢4, uuCh =0, (23)

We further decompose (/4 in the parallel and transverse directions to fi4:
¢ = N'pa+ s (24)

where the Abelian component of the superfluid velocity is

CZ,UA
NF = .2

, (25)

® Under a local transformation g — gh™! the gauge field transforms as A, — hA,h~ —ihd,h 1 .

10



and é iita = 0. Note that for SU(2) é !y in 2+ 1 dimensions has four independent components
before using the equations of motion. In order to find a suitable parametrization we first

define the ‘spatial velocity’ vectors

v = (u1, ug), m= (p1, o). (26)

Then, the transverse components can be written in matrix form as (the first column corre-

sponds to A = 3 and the first row to u = 0):

GTarm)  —psC(vTa?)

—uola (3 m)  pstelao?

>

(27)

NS

where A = 0,1,2,3 and the * matrices are defined as the identity and the Pauli matrices:
c={1,0'i0% o*}. (28)

The four independent components of CA !y are parametrized by (.

B. Dissipative terms

We are interested in the behaviour of transport coefficients close to the critical point
between the normal and the superconducting phase.® This implies that ¢! should be small,
either because a large superfluid velocity will destroy the superconducting phase or because
Cl acts as an order parameter and it should vanish as the critical point is approached.

We will perform an expansion for small (!} ~ € < 1, this means that both N* and é ! are
small ~ e. Within this expansion we will construct all possible terms to O(e?) that lead to
a consistent hydrodynamic theory. Note, that the transport coefficient themselves can also
be expanded in the scalars N? and é’f{fa A

We define the even and odd projectors in the directions transverse to the chemical po-
tential

Pap =0ap — le;B, Cap = €apclic- (29)

To order O(e) we can use the following two-index combinations of the transverse superfluid

velocity

Chy ¢ = Cundh. (30)

6 We assume here that there is no first order phase transition.

11



To order O(e?) we can use the following independent combinations
¢ = ¢ = s = Glas. (31)

Note, that ¢(* = ("* and Z’W = —g'”“.
We will decompose the dissipative terms using the Abelian component of the velocity

and the chemical potential

T = NFNYY, + P*3, + N(Hvl”) 4 ) 4 G
VM = NPpaSs + NUVia 4 Vipa + (i + Chilyg + 74, (32)

Hp = paXy+ Vo,

where Vapa = 7ua = 0. All the possible first order terms to O(e?) can be found in the
Appendix [B11

III. SYMMETRY LOCKED PHASES

One of our goals is to understand the origin and how general is the relation between
the Hall viscosity and angular momentum density found in [13] for the holographic p-wave
model. In this model there is a nonzero chemical potential and charge density that we can
choose to be u3 # 0, g3 # 0. Lorentz and SU(2) symmetries are then reduced to spatial
rotations SO(2)s and the U(1); subgroup that leaves the chemical potential invariant. The
parity breaking terms appear in a broken phase, where the currents acquire and expectation
value (J!) oc 6! in such a way that space and flavour indices are related. We dub this as the
‘locked’ phase by analogy with the color-flavour locking phase of QCD [25]. In this phase

the remaining symmetries are spontaneously broken to a diagonal U(1):

Therefore, we expect this theory to have a single Goldstone mode. The origin of parity
breaking is easy to understand, the SU(2) structure constants are epsilon tensors that break
internal ‘parity’ transformations. After the locking, this breaking is transferred to the spatial
directions as well. We can consider a transformation acting on the components of an object
with one internal index V, as V} <+ V5. The theory has also initially parity symmetry x; <>

x9. When the locking is made, the components of the non-Abelian current become J! ~ ¢!,

12



which is invariant only under a combination of the internal and parity transformations.
However, the internal transformation is not a symmetry because there are terms with epsilon
tensors €8¢ that change sign. Then, the would-be parity symmetry allowed by the locking
that is a combination of space and internal symmetries is broken by the epsilon terms. This
means that there is no additional Z; symmetry in the superfluid phase.

When the normal fluid is at rest u* = (1,0), we can describe the locked phase in the

hydrodynamic regime by setting

fta = 1%, qa = @0y, N* =0, (= ((,0,0,0). (34)
Then,
. 00
b= —nds |- (35)
04

Here (, is proportional to the p-wave condensate, more precisely
To = foulsd, = (O) & (36)

If we demand that (, is constant in the absence of sources, this means that in the equation
of motion for & (I6) the coefficient of the non-linear term should vanish \¢ = 0.

There are several possible extensions to non-zero velocities of the normal component that
lead to qualitatively different results. We will distinguish between locking in the lab frame
and locking in the rest frame of the fluid. We present them here and discuss in the next

section how the Hall viscosity is affected by the locking.

A. Locking in the lab frame

We fix the locking to be ([B34]) even at non-zero velocities. The transverse components of

the superfluid velocity are in this case:

A 0 —u,
b= nds e (37)
0 U()(;;

We can also write it as f“ = ,u(spjf . At the ideal order the currents are

JH = (gn + q5)0%u" — (O) P, (38)

13



where we have used (B6]), and we identified the superfluid charge density as

a5 = 1 fo + funl®). (39)
From (B2), we are left with the following dissipative terms

T = PPy, + () + MY,
Vi = o Vi + S + (S + T, (40)
Hy = pdiSs 4 Vaa,
where V3 = 7' = 0.
After the locking, the basic building blocks allowed by the entropy equation (20]) become

(in the absence of external sources)
ot = preg, (%) 53, sa = 0u(—quut + (O) PY), 0= d,u. (41)

We wrote explicitly all the first order terms that survive the locking to O(e?) in the Appendix

B. Locking in the rest frame

By ‘locking in the rest frame’ we mean that the normal component of the fluid and the
chemical potential point in the same direction (taking ‘time’ to be the third direction). This
can be achieved by setting a4 = —pua/\/(uo)? +u? = —puaju (uz = ug), N* = 0 and
(» = (¢s,0,0,0). Note that the normalization of the chemical potential is necessary in order

to keep the condition piaps = p.

Then,
2
A HCs Uy —Uplq
b= o (42
U\ —upu' ugdl
We can also write it as (% = —“TCSP“A = — U (prA 4 PrA) where
- 0 0
pra — - . (43)
0 udl — u'u,
At the ideal order the currents are
O) .
Jh = (g + g2 4 (O pua, (44)
U U

14



where we used ([B0) and (39).
For this type of locking the dissipative terms (B2) are

T = PPy, + () + S,
UA 2 ~
vy = —Mgvf + W2y + v + 7, (45)

UA
Hy = —M;E4 + V54,

where Vjus = 7hua = 0. The basic building blocks allowed by the entropy equation (20)

become

v « 1% H o Uua <O> >
ot oy = —PHO, (T_u) Uy — T—UP“ Oaa, 54 =0, (qsu“? — TP“A) , 0=0,u"
(46)

The allowed first order terms to O(e?) for this kind of locking can be found in the Appendix
B3l

IV. PARITY BREAKING EFFECTS

As we discussed, the locking will introduce parity breaking terms in the constitutive
relations. We will first identify all the terms that can appear and at what order in e. We
will solve the hydrodynamic equations with external sources to identify the Hall viscosity
and angular momentum density in the frame where there is no current J; = 0,” which we
identify as the ground state of the system. We will match the hydrodynamic solutions with
linear response to derive Kubo formulas that determine the transport coefficients responsible
for the parity breaking physics. This will be useful later to compare with the holographic
p-wave model.

In the linear response analysis we set to zero the velocity of the normal component, so
the results are valid for both the locking in the lab frame and in the rest frame. When the
velocity is non-zero but small there will be a Hall viscosity term in the stress tensor of the
form

le{] = —ﬁHE(ikO'i), Uz’j = 8¢Uj -+ @-ui - 52]8kuk (47)

It turns out that the coefficient of this term depends on the type of locking. As we will see it

" Here we are referring to a physical frame and not to the ambiguity in the choice of hydrodynamic variables.
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is the same as the linear response coefficient for a locking in the lab frame but parametrically

larger (close to the critical point) for locking in the rest frame.

A. Terms in the constitutive relations

We list all the possible terms that appear in the locked phase in the Appendix [B2 and B3]
For the locking in the lab frame, we list the terms that break parity and the order at which

they appear in the expansion. We also give their approximate form for small velocities:

Tensor 7:

O(e?) (" ~ (0)? ol (48)

This term introduces the Hall viscosity.

Mixed tensor 7/;:

O(e) ahCh ~(0) ¢, o} (49)

a

Vector VH#:

O(e%) salli ~ (0) €70, (0),

. i (50)
O(€*) vanl"pa ~ (0)" €0, (f) :
The second term introduces a Hall conductivity Ji = o3¢ Fy ;.
e Internal vector Vy4:
O(E) SBCBA ~ 6;02' <O> s
(51)

0e) vasCnz ~ (0) €/0; ().
e Scalar X: no terms.

Note, that because s, ~ 9, (O), the associated terms are actually one order higher in € than
naively expected.
For the locking in the rest frame we have the same terms, plus a few additional more.

All the new terms are proportional to vy as given in ([G)), and they come from the term

16



x P*0,u,. We can decompose the transverse derivative of the velocity in shear, curl and
scalar components:

1 1 1
Pﬁ@auA: §UMA+§WMA+§PMA9- (52)

At small velocities we do the approximation
N 1 i1 ;1 &
PM 8auA >~ 50'2']'5& + iw,-jéa + §5ia0kv s (53)
where w;; = Oju; — d;u; is the vorticity. The extra terms are then

e Tensor 7":
O(e) vﬁé’fx ~ (O) eik(ai + wkj + 529). (54)

The last term oc 0 actually drops from the symmetric stress tensor, while the second

term o< w;; is a scalar contribution, as one can check by using w;; = €;;w.

Mixed tensor 7%:

O(1) v¥Cpa ~ ef(o] +w? +616),
O(€%) 6 8C"Cra, Va8 Ppa, vapChCS, Ve Ch(S (55)

~ <(’)>2 eak(az + wkj + 529).

Vector V#: no additional terms.

Internal vector V4: no additional terms.

Scalar X:

O(€) vaaC5 ~ (O) €w,; = 2(0) w. (56)

There are two main observations we wish to make. The first is that locking does not
necessarily introduce all possible parity breaking terms. For instance, terms depending on
the vorticity are absent for the locking in the lab frame, and terms depending on the magnetic
field are absent in both cases. For comparison, a complete list of parity breaking terms in

normal fluids can be found in [26].% The second is that terms depending on the strain rate

8 A similar study for non-relativistic fluids was made in ]
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o' (tensor) are parametrically larger when we do the locking in the rest frame. On the other
hand, the terms depending on gradients of chemical potential and the expectation value (O)
(vector) are the same for both lockings. The last are responsible for the angular momentum

density, so we find that

~lab ~rest
Wi g, M2, (57)
14 14 €

However, the Hall viscosity as computed from linear response 7y is not the same as ny for
the locked phase in the rest frame. We will derive Kubo formulas for both Hall viscosities

and for the angular momentum density in the following.

B. Response to external metric and viscosities

We introduce a background metric of the form gog = —1, gio = 0, g;; = d;; + hy;(t). The
only contributions to dissipative terms that are of linear order in the metric come from the

strain rate tensor

o = =20 g, (58)

The non-zero components are space-like 0;; = 0;h;;. Using the results from the Appendix

B we get the following dissipative terms to O(€?)

e Tensor ™

o(1) o",
5 o (59)
O() (0) 0", (0)* oiek,
e Mixed tensor 7/
O(e) (O) o, (O) ego™ (60)
e Vector V/y: none up to O(€?).
e Internal vector V5 4: none up to O(e?).
e Scalar Y54 7: none up to O(e?).
The stress tensor and the currents become
T = pyd" = pih” — o — 2yl
(61)

J. =(0) 0, — Koy, — Kg€ao™,

18



where

(0)’
Jo

This implies that the correlation functions with the traceless component of the stress tensor

Teijs = Tij — & (655 + hig) T — 6;;hMT) are

pr=p+ (62)

<T<ij>T<kl>> _ iwg (5ik5jl L gilgik _ 5ij5kl) + z'w%l (Eik(sjl L kil g il gik Ejl(sik) 7

(63)
(JIT<H>Y = ng (5L + 576k — 5i6M) + W%H (e, F6™ + € [6™ — ¢ i6M) . (64)
The Kubo formulas for the parity-breaking coefficients are
1 ij kl
N = lim —=—eidjy (T=77 1<) (w0, k = 0), (65)
. 1 a i kl
Rg = })1_1{10 %Eikél <JaT< >> (w, k= O) (66)

Similar Kubo formulas for the Hall viscosity were derived in , , Q]

C. Angular momentum density

The equilibrium solution in the locked phase has a finite normal density g3 = ¢,, and the

following values for the superfluid velocities:

§30 = K, gai:_%- (67)
0

We now allow the temperature, chemical potential and (O) to vary slowly over space, but
keeping a static configuration and zero velocity for the normal component. In the absence
of sources

i i i s ¢ i
T = —qs0&3, J3 = _5553 + Vs, (68)

where we are expanding only up to first order terms. We are interested in configurations

where the current vanishes J5 = 0, so that 6¢5 = Zvj and
TOi = _,UV;' (69)
The non-zero dissipative terms are proportional to

vi= & (ﬁ) L se=0,(0). (70)



Then, we have the following independent contributions to 7%:
I/é = —C’lvé - CQSi - CgEijvgj - C4€ij8j. (71)

All the contributions are O(e?). Let us assume the coefficients C,, are approximately con-

stant, then the total angular momentum is, for a smoothly changing condensate
Lomooth = / e / &z 24 ((33% +Cy <O>) . (72)

If we have a ‘droplet’ of superfluid of radius 7o with constant density and condensate (so
for instance (O) ~ (O) O(ro — r) and similarly for p), the angular momentum picks up a

contribution from the boundary of the droplet:
Ldroplet = 2#71'7’8 <C3% + C4 <O>> . (73)

Therefore, we can define the average angular momentum density as

o Ldroplet o H
(= — 2 (03? e <o>) . (74)

2
g

Since the contributions are of order ¢ ~ <O>2 ~ €2, we found that generically

NH
— ~ 1.
: (75)

1.  Kubo formulas

In order to find the Kubo formulas for the angular momentum density we will need to
solve the hydrodynamic equations to leading order in derivatives and linear order in the
sources. We set the velocity to constant u* = (1,0) and consider only static configurations.
As external source we will allow only a constant gauge potential A,(, and we will allow a
fluctuation 0&g3.

From the current conservation equation we get
0= Dujﬁ = u“Dqu — Du(fAng) = Sp4 = u“Dqu = DOqA. (76)

Then,
53 = 07 Sq = qneabAbO- (77)
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The Josephson condition £39 = ps together with the equation for the superfluid velocity
D,&ay — Dyéa, = 0 leads to

@)
Dipz = Do&3; = uEiaAao- (78)
Jo
We will now use the conservation equation of the stress tensor 9,7 = 0
BT&T + B“Di(S/JB = 0, (79)
where )
dp (O)"0fo
By = — ——, X =T, pu. 80
The derivatives are evaluated at constant ¢ = 2 <(J?2>2. Combining everything, we find v = 0
0
and
; pBy (0) _
5= (1 iaAa = z'aAa : 81
U3 ( +TBT) foTE 0 = Qe 0 (81)

Then, the current becomes
Ji = —(C1Q + Cagn)€", Apo + (C3Q + C1gy)5™ Apo. (82)
We obtain the following Kubo formulas, for the correlators evaluated at w = 0, k = 0,

1 .
CIQ + Cz% = —56ia <']?Z,J¢S> )
2
1 ' (83)
CgQ + C4qn = 552'@ <J§Jg> .
We now introduce a non-zero space-dependent potential Aszq, so the electric field is non-
zero F3; = 0;Az0 # 0 and allow 0, to fluctuate. The equations for current conservation

imply that s4 = 0. The Josephson condition 0¢,0 = du, together with the equation for the
superfluid velocity D,§a, — Dy€a, = 0 leads to

@)
Dipg = Doéoi = %EaiAZiO- (84)

We will now use the conservation equation of the stress tensor 9, 7% = qE}
BT&T + BuaDi(S,ua = qul (85)

<?2>2 and p3. Combining everything, we find
0

The derivatives are evaluated at constant (2 = 2

(0)

Vai = 4 €aiA30,
T
4 qp \ Bz | pBy, (O) (86)
Vg = — <1 + TBT> 7 T TB/; fO—TEaiAso = —ap0;Azo + ;i Asp.
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We are left with the current
ng, = ClOé(]&iAgo - ClOéiAgo + CgOé(]EijajAgo - CgEijOéjA;;(]. (87)

Therefore,

[ 0
s = g A U g

Note that Cj5 is related to the Hall conductivity, we will comment more on this in the

(J515) (w = 0,k). (88)

conclusions.

D. Hall viscosity term at non-zero velocity

The enhanced Hall viscosity that appears when we do the locking in the rest frame is
generated by a term depending on v’ in 7. Note that the equation of motion for the

superfluid velocity and the Josephson condition imply

Di,ua = Eai + D0§Qi~ (89)
Therefore,
1
al — —D ai- 90
i = £ Dot (o0

We introduce a source A,; which is time-dependent but independent of the spatial coordi-

nates and satisfies the conditions
52/1,“' = 0, EiaAai =0. (91)

The hydrodynamic equations are automatically satisfied to leading order in derivatives and

the sources. The Fourier transform of the superfluid velocity is

5€ai - Aai + ﬂeabAazW (92)

W

The stress tensor including the first order dissipative terms has the form
T = pi6" — (O) (9,0€] + 030€;) — Cyo('vl) — Cyyeu). (93)

Then, taking the variation with respect to the gauge field

<ij> 7h\ _ _ wCy _,UCUH
(e = - (o) B -

[ (O) N pC, iwCy,
w 2T 2T

} (5:57% 4 5% — 51757

} (¢ ,07F 4 & 5 — 51k ),
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Note, that the conditions ([@T) for the gauge field are satisfied by the correlator
(T<92J) 0 = (T<"2J%) €ga = 0. (95)
The Hall viscosity coefficient is related to C,,, as

~ M
N = ﬁCm{' (96>

It is straightforward to derive the following Kubo formula

g = (O +llim5m5-k T<9> J%) (w, k = 0). 97
4 w—0 J

V. COMPARISON WITH HOLOGRAPHIC p-WAVE MODEL

In this section we will check the consistency of the general hydrodynamic analysis by

comparing with the results obtained by Son and Wu for the angular momentum density
and Hall viscosity in the holographic p-wave model & ] We also compute the rest frame
Hall viscosity 1y and find that the leading order contribution actually vanishes in this model.
In the following we present the basic features of the model and the results. We have collected
the equations of motion and useful formulas in Appendix [Cl

The holographic p-wave model consists of Einstein gravity plus a cosmological constant
coupled to a non-Abelian SU(2) gauge field in 3+1 dimensions.

S = # /d4x vV—g (R —2A — iFﬁ,FA“”) : (98)

The background metric and gauge field are charged black hole solutions of the form

dz?

ds®* = —F(2)dt* + +72(2)(dx* + dy?),

F(z) (99)
Ay =¢(2), Af = A(2)d7.

As z — oo the metric approaches asymptotically AdS,. Applying the holographic dictionary,

this means that the dual field theory is a CFT with a SU(2) global symmetry at a finite

density and finite temperature state. There can also be zero temperature black holes but

we will not discuss them here.

The solutions for the gauge field are such that, as z — 00,’

@, A:@.

z

¢~ p+ (100)

9 This amounts to taking R = 1/2 in E]
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From the dual field theory point of view this means that there is a non-zero chemical potential
pz = p and an expectation value for the current (J!) = (O) §:. Therefore, the SU(2) charged
black holes presented above describe a locked phase like the ones we have analyzed using
hydrodynamics. This model has a second order phase transition at a critical temperature

T, from the locked phase to an unbroken phase. Close to the critical point

(O) ~ V(T. = T)/T. ~ (101)

and we can apply the same expansion that we used in the hydrodynamic model. The near-
critical expansion was used in [13] to compute the values of the Hall viscosity and angular

momentum density, so we can make a direct comparison.

A. Correlators and Kubo formulas

Let us collect here the expected orders in € from the hydrodynamic analysis:
e Hall viscosity ng ~ O(€®):

1 -
ng = lim meikéﬂ (T=<9>T<H=) (0, k = 0). (102)

w—0
e Angular momentum density £ ~ O(€?):
_ H
t= Q,UC?,T +2uCy (0)
1 .
C5Q + Cagn = 50ia (J3J9) (w =0,k =0), (103)

C3: —L lim 0

o i 70 _
20 k0 €ij Ok; (J3J5) (w=0,k).

Where @ is defined in (BI]) and o in (84).

e Hall viscosity for locking in the rest frame 1y ~ O(e):
_ 1., i
= (O) + 7 Jim 6100 (T JF) (w,k = 0). (104)

There are four correlators whose leading order in € we need to estimate. The calculation of
ng using the Kubo formula was made in ] originally. One can use their result to show
that it is O(e?), but in Appendix [D] we present a derivation that makes it more explicit.

The angular momentum density was also computed in |13], but using a different method.
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It would be interesting to compare the exact (numerical) value obtained from the Kubo
formula with their result, but here we will limit ourselves to an estimation of the order of
magnitude.

The correlators of the energy-momentum tensor and global SU(2) current in the dual
field theory can be computed by evaluating the (properly renormalized) on-shell action of
small fluctuations around the background solution. The fluctuations of the metric and gauge
field take the form

Guv = G + hy, A} = A+ a?), (105)

where g, and flf} are the background solutions. We perform an expansion of the equations
of motion in A ~ € and solve the equations order by order. In most cases we will not need
to find the explicit form of the solution to estimate the order of the transport coefficients.
Following E], at zero momentum we can split the fluctuations according to their repre-
sentation under the unbroken U(1) group mixing space and time components. For the metric
and gauge field they group into tensor, vector and scalar. Both Hall viscosity coefficients
appear from tensor fluctuations, while the angular momentum density has a contribution
from the vector fluctuation and a contribution that originates from momentum-dependent

fluctuations that mix scalar with vector fluctuations.

These are the fluctuations that we will turn on in order to compute each of the coefficients:
e Hall viscosity ny: time-dependent h;; with §“h;; = 0.

e Angular momentum density: a constant vector contribution a} and a§, and a space-

3 3

dependent mixed contribution a7, ag.

e Hall viscosity in rest frame 7jy: time-dependent h;; with 6“h;; = 0 and af with

§iad = 0.

The expansion of the fluctuations close to the boundary z — oo is

Tij A_ qa, Ji
hij = Mg+ —f ooy = Ap+ T (106)

Where in the dual field theory H;; and A;‘ are the sources for the energy-momentum ten-
sor and global SU(2) current and 7;; and jMA are proportional to the expectation values,

following the usual AdS/CFT dictionary. The correlators are found by taking variations of
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the on-shell action with respect to the sources

5 Son shell
u
525 -shell
T I)) = oo 107
(i) OH, w0 AL (107)
82 Son-shell
TMVT)\U _ on-she )
T 1

The details about the renormalization of the on-shell action and the derivation of the equa-
tions of motion can be found in the original reference [13]. In the following we estimate the

order of the transport coefficients.

B. Vector contribution to angular momentum density

For a vector fluctuation with hg; = 0, a3 and ag, the equations of motion are, to leading

and next-to-leading order in A

T2¢/(a§)/ — 2A/( i)/’

)\zqﬁA
3\717
[F(a})] = =~ ap, (108)
N/
at F
(EO) — 5 [Aa? = Al
To leading order in A we have the solutions
3 _ 3 a __ ¢ a
1
To next order in A the solutions become
A .
CL? - A? - ZO’
. . 110)
? 45— ago [ az A (
a“:—Aa—Ai(b de.
T . r3(2)¢*(2)

The on-shell action is
S = — lim —/d%\/_aAfAz” (111)

Since we are in the gauge where the radial components are zero, ;L = 8Zaﬁ. Then, the

action becomes

S =— lim L/0[35177’2 [ 00.a5 + Ea?’ﬁ a’l. (112)

200 42

10 The full equations can be found in the Appendix (C8) and (C3).
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In particular, the cross term is

1 3 a A3 ! 2 FA/
S = lim o /d A~ [FA oo [ ) (113)
The expansion close to the boundary is
Fo~d22 ¢~ o, ’:—¢—;, A:ﬂ, r? o~ 422, (114)
z z
This gives
1 —4
Sewoss = 5.5 | dx ALAL [ “1] . (115)
Using that the expectation value of the dual current is
20&1
)=, (116)

we find that the two-point function to leading order in the vev and at zero frequency and

momentum is

(T (@ = 0.k = 0) = _%a;. (117)
Then,
0 (J3J)) (w=0,k=0) ~ e (118)

C. Mixed contribution to the angular momentum density

We want to check what is the order of the (J3.J?) ~ €;k; contribution. We will do it in
the probe approximation, where the metric fluctuation is set to zero by hand. The equations

of motion of the gauge fluctuation a;‘ in the background Aﬁ‘ are
V4 AAPC(AT O 4 a FOM) = 0. (119)
Assuming time derivatives are zero, this becomes
. 7”/
0= aZfAzu + aiwa + 2_fAzu
r

+ A EA?)C’beC'OV AZCA][‘CZV + 6V¢/ Ab3 b 51/ ABi A/FaB EABC C3i ¢A

r2 Fr? ‘
(120)
We are working in the gauge a2 = 0 and impose the condition d;a? = 0. We can set a¢ = 0,
the A = 3, v = z equation is automatically satisfied. The A = a, v = z equation is
F
e(p(ag) — ¢'ag) — e 5 (Ale)) — Alaf) = 0. (121)
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The solution to this equation is

ab = 5%/ — Alad). (122)
The remaining v # z equations are

. ! . . A
azfAzo‘l‘aifAlo“‘Q%fAzo‘l‘)\ (AEAszCZO ABC’ 032?’ 5 2) —O

. o o oA (123)
azf‘AZ] + aifAm + 2_fA2] + A <€A30¢f00] + EAZCAf‘C’l] ABC’EC'BZF 2a0B) = 0.
r r
Where the field strengths are
fi = 8zaA, 8 = 0,a0, w 8& 8]-@?, (124)
= NAe"ag, = AAl(e C”a3 — €a?).
We can rewrite the equations as
fAzO — _% /Z dz (aifAiO i\ (AEAinC'iO ABC’ CSz?éalB)) ’
r
125
Awi L Zd 9, AT )\ [ (A3C 4 §COI | (AIC 4 £Cij _ ABC C3i PA g (125)
f = 2 2|0 fTT AT of + e f € Fa%
Then, the on-shell action will contain terms of the form
1 z
S = —4—1{2 dsl’ \/—_gaﬁfA ®
2—00
1 z . o
=13 dx [aé/ dz (&-f?”o + )xAE“’f“O)
o (126)

z g . g A .
+a? / dz <ai £2 4 <emA f - _jjﬂ ag))
z . R A
+a / dz (a,- £ 4N (Ae‘“ o0 — —jjﬂ aﬁ))] .

The first two terms don’t mix the a? and a} fluctuations. The first two in the last term are

roughly
~ A%l 0;ap. (127)
Therefore,
(J3J9) (w = 0,k) ~ ie"k; A, (128)
and
lim Eija%j (J3J3) (w =0,k) ~ €. (129)

Together with (II8)), this confirms the hydrodynamic analysis:

Cs~eé?, Cyme = [n~é. (130)
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D. Hall viscosity in the rest frame

To leading order in A, the equations for the tensor modes are!!

0= (r*Fhly,
131
0 (Fa;)/ N >\2¢1 . ( )

We are following the notation of ], where h; = {hyy, b — hyy}, @i = {a2 + ay, al —a }
The solution regular at the horizon for the metric is simply the constant solution h; = h?.
For the gauge field it takes the form

A b

a; = —F—
o

(132)

where A is the regular solution of the background equations of motion when they are
linearized in A. It asymptotes the value a(()l) as z — 00.
To next-to-leading order, we have to solve the equations
2 42 b
LA 0 /(tf)
F o

0= (r2Fén) —2 | -FA AW

2¢2 (133)

0= (Féa,) +

da;.

We can make da; = 0. Using the equation of motion for AM) | we can simplify the equation

for oh; to
Ab

o

b
Sy = 225 / s (135)

) 2

0= (FPFoh) + 2(FAAM'Y (134)

Then, the solution is

Note that the solution is regular at the horlzon. The expansion close to the boundary is

Ab 1
N b —_—
h; ~ ht (1) x O <24) ,

136)
0 (

1

a; o~ A (1 ! +>

a(()l) Z

To this order, there is only a mixed contribution to the on-shell action coming from the term

1 -2
S = lim — / Bz FA'ha; = / d*x O‘l ———hLAL. (137)

z—00 QK2

1 The full equations can be found in the Appendix (CII]) and (CI2).
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From here one can derive the tensor-current correlator:
(T<9> JF) = —(O) (6"6) + 6.67% — 676F). (138)

When introduce this result in the Kubo formula (I04) we find that 75 vanishes to this order.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Our original motivation for this work has been the question of whether parity breaking
due to locking of internal and space symmetries in a superfluid phase leads generically to the
relation between the Hall viscosity and the angular momentum density %t = l. For other
sources of parity breaking it is known not to be true, as has been shown in several holographic
models Qj g The reason to suspect that this could be the case is the possibility that
locking may imply the same origin for the generation of both the Hall viscosity and the
angular momentum density, thus linking their values.

In order to answer this question, we studied the first order hydrodynamics of relativistic
non-Abelian superfluid in 2 4+ 1 dimensions, where we locked the SU(2) internal symmetry
with the space symmetry. Note as a side remark, that the Goldstone bosons and the cor-
responding superfluid velocities pattern in a non-Abelian superfluid depends on the pattern
of symmetry breaking, and the study of the general case is worth pursuing in the future.

The parity breaking due to the locking generated parity-odd terms in the constitutive
relations, which we analysed in detail. In particular we studied the relation between the
Hall viscosity and angular momentum density, which turned out to be generically of order
one, but not necessarily one half. The holographic p-wave model studied in ] falls within
our class of locked superfluid hydrodynamics, and we showed that our general results are
compatible with it. As part of our analysis we have derived a Kubo formula for the angular
momentum density. We observe that it receives a contribution proportional to the Hall
conductivity (88]). This suggests that a similar formula exists for Abelian fluids, explaining
the appearance of non-zero angular momentum density in holographic models with a Chern-
Simons term for the dual gauge field |26, .

Finally, we demonstrated how locking corrects parity-even transport such as shear and
bulk viscosities, and also found that there are qualitatively different extensions of transports

and in particular Hall viscosity to non-zero velocities.
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Appendix A: Modification of the entropy current

The canonical entropy current is

m KA
Jh o = sut — Uy Vj?. (A1)

The entropy current can have additional terms

JE = JE 4 P (A2)

can

Where S* should be such that
VvV, JE > 0. (A3)

In principle having S* allows more independent first order terms than those allowed by the
canonical entropy current alone, that for us were o, 0, v} and sy4.

We make the following simplification. Both parity and time-reversal invariance are not
broken explicitly, so there are no epsilon tensors appearing in the first order terms and
Onsager’s relations should be satisfied. This implies that there are no cancellations among

first order terms in the divergence of the entropy current. Therefore,
V,J! = (canonical quadratic terms) + (new quadratic terms) + (cross terms).  (A4)

The new quadratic terms can only come from the divergence of S*.

In our case we expand
St =uty, + N'Ey + VH, (A5)
where u,V* = N,V# = 0. For purely Abelian configurations, the analysis of ] verified
that there are no new independent terms when parity and time reversal invariance are
unbroken and S* could be set to zero. This implies that possible new terms should be

proportional to the non-Abelian superfluid velocity CA‘Af (terms depending on the chemical

potential and external fields get an index but are otherwise the same). To the order we are
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working this means that the new quadratic terms must be quadratic in CA /1, and it should be
possible to write them as the square of new terms linear in the non-Abelian components of
the superfluid velocity. If there are no such terms then the canonical entropy current will
not be modified.

In the locked phase we set the Abelian velocity N* = 0 and the sources to zero, so we
will check whether, in this subclass of configurations, there can be additional terms in the
entropy current. The first derivative terms we can have are

Oy Wy = PP, (Oaus — Opua), a, = uOuty, 0, 0 (%) 9T, 9,C4.  (A6)

Then, at O((?) in the scalar sector X, we have 6 terms

= [0, wal T, wo (B2 ] o, M, w9, (A7)
In the vector sector V* we have 13 terms
aw= [ o o an a (s e
(3P x [0l Dan]s Chouls

Note that not all the terms are necessarily independent but they may be related by the ideal
order equations of motion.

We write the O(C2) contributions to the entropy as

21(1,2) = Z Si(Ta MA)SZ" V(2)M - Zvi(T7 IU“A)V;'M’ (Ag)
and
as@u—zﬁsl u"9,TS; + Osi “8( )S+395+8u05
Opa/T
o o (A10)
iy i I I
+Z VEOUT + Vi (T)“Za 13

From this expression we see that the possible quadratic terms are, from the scalar terms
22 o 2 22 a Ha 2 20 an )’
C(u@aT),Cuaa?,uA . 07 (u0.CY ) - (A11)
The last term comes from u*9,,Ss. From the vector terms we have
. 2 N2 N2
EPreauty, & (Proon (52 ) ma) o (2a63) s (0a82) (A12)
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The last two terms originate from the 9,V/* terms. All these terms can be written as the

square of the following first-order terms

o [uoaT, w0, (B2) s, 0], woully 085

Chox | PO, T, P9, (%B) pg| s 0.4,

B - 45 - (A13)
% a a =

CA X _u aoaTa u aa ( T ) 23 9_ )

& x [Proat, Pa, (M2 o).

The terms in second and fourth lines are tensors with a global index 74", so they cannot
appear in any of the dissipative contributions to the energy-momentum tensor or the current.
The last term in the second line could appear in H 4, while the remaining terms could appear
in /4 (in fact the terms proportional to 6 are already there, so they do not introduce anything
new).

The only terms that in principle could affect to our discussion of parity breaking in the
locked phases are then the first two terms in the third line, that are proportional to @{
However, their only effect is to add additional scalar contributions to the current, even
after locking. Therefore, they do not affect to the Hall viscosity or the angular momentum.
In §§ IV-Al the only effect is to add new terms in the scalar part below (5Il) and in (B6]),
only in the dissipative terms of the current (not in the energy-momentum tensor). For the
calculations involving the angular momentum density, in §§ [V Bl the only non-vanishing
terms are proportional to the shear viscosity, so the new terms are absent. In §§ [V .C| we
consider static configurations with vanishing normal component of the velocity, so it is clear
that the new terms also vanish. For the analysis of the Hall viscosity in §§ we study

the energy-momentum tensor, where the possible new terms do not enter.

Appendix B: Dissipative terms

We collect in this appendix the dissipative terms that can appear to O(€?), in a general

non-Abelian superfluid and in the different locked phases.

33



1. General non-Abelian superfluid

Using basic building blocks allowed by the entropy equation (20) we can construct the
following terms'?

e Tensor 7
(1) o,
() vhlh, vick, (B1)

0(62) O_ggau’ Uﬁéau'

o(1)
O(e)

e Mixed tensor 7/

(1 U%PBA, U%CBA
() 0hCa, ohCh
0(62) UaBCuaPBAa 'UabCMOCCBAa 'UOJBCMQPBAa'UaBCgC:X> UaBC%Cfi UaBC%Cfi 'UéCBA-

(B2)

o)
O(e)

e Vector VH,
(1
(e

O(€?) 0o aC"1ia, Vaal " pa, VaaN“CH, vo aANCH.

o
Uaka

O(1)
O(e) ohN®, salli, saly (B3)

e Internal vector V4
O(1)
O(€) VapN®Pag, vapNCup, vapliis, Vapliis, (B4)

0(62) O-OcﬁNaéfp UaBNa§§> SBCAB~

spPag, SBCBA>

e Scalar ¥,

(1 9) SAHA,
() VaaN“ia, v44CS, Vanls, (B5)

O(?) augN*NP 7,5¢"".

o(1)
OC(e)

12 Note that eABCeA'B'0" — §AA'§BB' 0C" _ AB'§BA'5CC" 4 cyclic permutations.
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2. Locking in the lab frame

The terms that in principle survive after locking are

e Tensor 7
(1) o,
(¢) none, (B6)

0(62) O_ggau’ Uﬁéau'

o(1)
O(e)

Mixed tensor 7/

(1) none
(e) otC5, ot (B7)

O(e*) none.

o(1)
O(e)

Vector V#,

O(1) vipa
O(e) SA@L SAEZ (B8)

O(€%) vanl" s, vaaC'tia.

Internal vector V4

O(1)
O(€) vanCitin: vanCiun, (B9)
O(¢*)  spCap.

spPap, s5CRa,

Scalar X,
O(1
O(e
O(€?) 0,p¢*".

0, sapia,

none, (B10)

~—

3. Locking in the rest frame

The terms that in principle survive after locking are
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e Tensor ™%
o(1) o,
O(e) v, vhCk, (B11)
0(62) O_ggau’ Uﬁéau'
e Mixed tensor 7/
O(1)
O(e) oh(s, ohch

O(€%) VaBC" Ppa, VaBC"*Cha, va5C"*Pra,vasCh(S, vaBChCS: VanChCS, v5CaA.

p 1
vpPpa, V5Cpa

(B12)
e Vector V#,
O(l) UZ,LLA,
O(e) sacl, saCl, (B13)
O(€2> UaACua,U/Av UaAéua/iA-
e Internal vector V4
O(1) spPap, ssCpa,
O(€) vanCiin, vanCiun, (B14)
0(62) SBgAB-
e Scalar ¥,
O(l) 97 SAKA,
O(E) UOZACAXv UaAézv (B15)

O(€%) apC™".
Appendix C: Equations and action in the holographic p-wave model

In this appendix we collect some of the results of B], in particular the equations of motion

of the background and fluctuations and the form of the on-shell action. The background
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metric and gauge field are charged black hole solutions of the form

2
ds* = —F(2)dt* + +72(2)(dx* + dy?),

F(z) (C1)
A5 = 0(2), A7 = A(2)d;.

As z — oo the metric approaches asymptotically AdS,.

1. Background equations of motion

We will denote derivatives with respect to z with primes:

2 A2
2rr” + (A')? + )\2% =0,
Fooe 2 s A
F' — 2ﬁ(r’) — (¢ — A P 0,
A2
(P0'y — 225 = (©2)
¢)2A A3
(FA,) +)\2< F ,,,.2 _07
" N2 /8 nl}
F" + 4F: + QFEQ + 4Tf — 48
Linearized equation for the background A:
W'y 2¢_2 1 —
(FA™ )Y 4+ A FA =0. (C3)
Asymptotic expansion
(1)
AW() = af) + o (1)

2. On-shell action

Fluctuations around the background solution are denoted as dg,, = h,, and 044, = aa .
Indices are raised and lowered with the background metric g,,. The trace of the fluctuation
is denoted as h = g""h,,,. Covariant derivatives V are taken with respect to the background

metric. The bulk contribution to the on-shell action is

1 1 _
Son shell = 111’[1 ) /dsxr2 hriahmj hpgrzah? -+ ghpgvzh —hVZh
4/'{2 P 2

(C5)
—any (Fh+ Fy 70 + £7)]
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To this action one should add the boundary Gibbons-Hawking and counterterm actions:
_ 1
Sep = lim / APz VFr? ((K +V.) <§h2 — hﬂ"hw)) ,
Z—00
Se = — lim —/d3x VFr? < h’“’hW) :

2Z—00 /{',

(C6)
Where K, is the extrinsic curvature of the background metric.

3. Vector fluctuations

We will restrict to time-independent fluctuations g, = hy(2), 044, = aa,(z). At zero

momentum modes can be grouped in parity even and parity odd:
(hte + hiy) /2 = 1°h5, (b — hyy) /2 = 7Y,
(a1; + age)/2 =aj, (aj; —ag.)/2=ay, (CT7)
(a3 + asy)/2 = a3, (az, —asy)/2 = aj.
The equations for fluctuations hl,a!, a} are
(r'hi) + r*¢ay’ = S},
r’¢'hi + (Fai')' = Si, (C8)

a\’ -
%) _ goi
(%) -5

A2
Sthz — (7“2(14/) +)\2A ) hz )\2¢ 2A/ +)\2A_at’

Where

$A2 A? qu

Si= N\ i h’+)\2 3+)\2F (C9)
at A i F 7 )
St = <¢) h + T& (A/Cbg — Aa3/) .

4. Tensor fluctuations
We will consider time-dependent fluctuations dg,, = e “'h,,(2), 04,, = e “'a,,(z). At
zero momentum the modes can be grouped in parity-even and parity-odd:

By = r’h,, (a1, + a2.)/2 = a,

(C10)
(hyew — hyy)/2 = r?he, (@15 — a24)/2 = a,.

38



The equations for fluctuations h; and a; are

(PR = S,
2 (C11)
(Fa;) + )\2Fa,~ =S¢

2.2 2A2 2A A
T (“’ TRy 4 ? ) hi +2 (—FA’a; + W’?ai) + 2Azw%eijaj.

3 2 2 (C12)
S FA/h/ —|—)\2A—h - (C;? +)\2A ) ai+)\iweij%(Ahj —2aj).

The renormalized quadratic on-shell action takes the simpler form:

1 °F 1
Son-shell = hm — /d3x Z [—T—hih; — Faa, — = ((7"2F)’ — 87"2\/F) h? + FA/hiCLi:| )

0o 2K? - 2 2
(C13)
Appendix D: Calculation of Hall viscosity in the holographic p-wave
We split the metric and gauge perturbations in leading order and corrections
The equations of motion for the leading order part are
2,2
(FPFH) + 2 H, =0,
" (D2)
)\2¢2 2 )\¢
(FA) + A+2 A + 2iw— I €i;A; = 0.
We impose ingoing boundary conditions at the horizon z — zy
Hi~ (2 —2y) %7, Ay~ (2 — 2y) @7, (D3)
And at the boundary z — oo the leading order terms are constant
Hy~h! A ~ad (D4)
The equations for the next order corrections are
2,2 202 A
(7"2F(5h;), ‘|— re (Wll = 2 (FA,A; ¢ AA ) —|— QiWngAEUAj,
D5
2(r/)2 w )\¢ ( )

A
(Féa;)" + da; + 5&, + 24w ¢6U5a] = FA'H] +iw— 7 Ae;; H;.
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In order to solve these equations we first write the corrections as

Then,

( " <r2F>') L ShAY

H; r2F r2FH;’

D7
1 A; F' / Sza(HZ) ( )
P+ 12—+ —=|p=——7.
! A, F )T FA;
The ‘source’ terms are
2¢2 )‘¢
F
. (D8)
SZG(HZ) = FA/HZ/ + inQSAEZ‘jHj.
The solutions are easily found
z dZ Z1
(1)(2) H2r;F/ dzy H;SMA;),
(D9)

le
dzo A;SY(
/ AZF / ? Hy).
The choice of integration limits is necessary in order to preserve the condition that the
solutions are ingoing at the horizon.

This fixes the solution to first order, but we will also need the solution to second order,

given by the equations

(1)
o 4 (o (r’r) o' _ Si(Ai Hipi )
Hi T2F 7’2FHZ'
) (D10)
@" | (oA I ey _ SH(AiHi o)
Pi ATTF) T TR
The ‘source’ terms are
h (1) oo (D) A2 (1) A 1)
SHAi, Hiyp ') =2 FA'(Alp; " + A,,oZ ) + WAAiPi + QZWFAei]A]pj
)\2 2
+ (F(A')2 - —lf A2) H;, (D11)
Sa A H (1) _FA/ H/ (1) H (1)/ . )\qu H (1) )\2A2A
YA, Hiyo,) = (Hio; ' + Hio, )4‘1‘*’? €ij 1150 ) i
The solutions are then
@_ [ da [7 (1)
g, (Z)— W/ dZQHS (Azaszp )
(D12)

le (1)
/ A2F/ dze A;SPH(Ai Hiyo, 7).
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1. Boundary expansion

The on-shell action for the tensor modes is

1 3 F / / 1 2y 2 2 /
S = Zlggoﬁ/d x [—Th hi = Faga} — 5((r*F)' = 8 VFE)R2 + FA'ha;| . (D13)
We will use the expansion
T. .
Fod? d~p, ¢ N—%l, A:ﬂ, r? o~ 422 H; ~ b, H{:—g—ﬂj, Ay~ ab, Agz—i;.
z z z
(D14)
And
hi:’Hng, al~A+£ (D15)
The on-shell action becomes
28 2 2
S = /d% {—27{2-7;,+—2AJZ- —HA (D16)
K K

The last term we already computed, we are interested in the term proportional to 7;.

One can see that with the corrections
hi = h(140M(00) + 0P (00)) + 0(z%), a; = a(1+ pM (00) + p? (c0)) +O(z71). (D17)
The sources in the dual field theory are then given by
H; = h(1+ 0P (00) + 0P (0)), A; = a2(1+ pP(00) + p@(0)). (D18)
The subleading terms can be computed as

% = lim —=0.0,

(D19)
Ti = lim (—=20.)°h; = — lim (62"} + 62°h] + 2°R]").
Z—00 Z—r00
Note that the equation of H; does not have terms with we;;, therefore the contribution
to the Hall viscosity vanishes to leading order. To next order, there is one contribution
proportional to the epsilon tensor, but it involves the leading order gauge field solution

~ we;jA;, so it will produce a term of the form ~ we;; A;H;. To second order there is a term

~ we;jHj, that enters through p(Y). Therefore, the Hall viscosity is ~ (0.
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