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Abstract

In interacting theories, hydrodynamics describes the universal behavior of states close to local
thermal equilibrium at late times and long distances in a gradient expansion. In the hydrodynamic
regime of metals, momentum relaxes slowly with a rate I', which formally appears on the right-
hand side of the momentum dynamical equation and causes a Drude-like peak in the frequency
dependence of the thermoelectric conductivities. Here we study the structure and determine the
physical implications of momentum-relaxing gradient corrections beyond Drude, ¢.e. arising at sub-
leading order in the gradient expansion. We find that they effectively renormalize the weight of the
Drude pole in the thermoelectric conductivities, and contribute to the dc conductivities at the same
order as previously-known gradient corrections of translation-invariant hydrodynamics. Turning
on a magnetic field, extra derivative corrections appear and renormalize the cyclotron frequency
and the Hall conductivity. This relaxed hydrodynamics provides a field-theoretic explanation for
previous results obtained using gauge-gravity duality. In strongly-coupled metals where quasiparti-
cles are short-lived and which may be close to a hydrodynamic regime, the extra contributions we
discuss are essential to interpret experimentally measured magneto-thermoelectric conductivities.
Specializing to metals close to a Fermi liquid phase, the effective mass measured either through
the specific heat or the spectral weight of the Drude-like peak are found to differ, as was indeed re-
ported in overdoped cuprate superconductors. More generally, we expect such terms to be present

in any hydrodynamic theory with approximate symmetries, which arise in many physical systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY OF RESULTS

In interacting systems, hydrodynamics provides a universal framework capturing the
effective dynamics of states slowly varying about local thermal equilibrium, [1-4]. Besides
classical liquids, a non-trivial example of hydrodynamic flow is found in the quark-gluon
plasma produced in heavy ion collisions. On the other end of the energy spectrum, its
applicability to metallic phases in condensed matter systems was traditionally limited by
the fact that in a typical metal, inelastic collisions of electrons with lattice phonons or
impurities happen on scales comparable to elastic electron-electron collisions. The latter tend
to restore local equilibrium, while the former degrade momentum at a fast rate, invalidating
the assumptions underlying hydrodynamics. In recent years, thanks to ultra pure samples
becoming available, Graphene has now become an important platform for the investigation
of hydrodynamic effects in metals, see [5, 6] for reviews. However, hydrodynamics in the
sense of an effective theory of states with conserved energy, momentum and number density
does not apply stricto sensu, as inelastic scattering due to disorder or umklapp relaxes
momentum. Yet, if such inelastic scattering is weak enough, momentum relaxes slowly and
can be treated as an approximate symmetry.

To leading order, one simply adds a relaxation rate I' to the momentum (non-)conservation
equation (2), see e.g. [7]. This captures the dominant effects of weakly-broken spatial trans-
lations, namely the appearance of a purely imaginary mode with a parametrically small gap



w ~ —iI" in the spectrum of collective excitations, and the broadening of the momentum-
conserving delta function in thermoelectric conductivities into a sharp Drude-like peak. To
with, the electric conductivity o(w) receives a hydrodynamic (‘non-Ohmic’) contribution
due to the dynamics of (approximately-)conserved momentum:

Kp Kp
(—iw) + r£ ' —iw

(1)

featuring the Drude-like pole mentioned above with spectral weight K. The dots stand for
analytic contributions, see (22) below for a more precise expression.

The momentum relaxation rate I' is a dissipative parameter, as can also be seen by
checking that it causes entropy production. Using the memory matrix approach [2, 8|, it
can be computed in terms of the two-point function of the operator O breaking translations
(which need not be a scalar operator), with typically T' ~ (0®)? where ® is the coupling
to O. In the spirit of effective field theories, the scaling I' ~ (9®)* ~ 9, ~ 9; ~ (2 allows
to probe the dynamics of slowly-relaxing momentum, [9-11], where we have introduced
the scaling parameter ¢ for convenience. Importantly, 2 < Ayy, the cut-off scale of the
effective theory, which is typically set by temperature, Ayy ~ T'. In this regime, momentum
relaxes on distances large compared to the local equilibration length (eg the mean free path
in kinetic theory). When hydrodynamics is derived from electronic kinetic theory, then
Ayy is controlled by 1/7.., the typical (elastic) electron-electron relaxation rate. On the
other hand, ¢ is controlled by the electron-phonon ¢._,, or electron-impurity ¢;,,, scattering
lengths. Thus our theory will be able to describe the crossover between the hydrodynamic
regime, on scales (2 < w,k < Apy, and the diffusive, ‘ohmic’ regime, w,k < 2 < Apy.
It does not capture the crossover to the ballistic regime, where the size of the system is
small compared to the electron-electron mean free path and scattering of electrons occurs
primarily at the boundary.

Hydrodynamics allows to treat dissipative effects systematically in a gradient expansion
around local thermal equilibrium [4], leading to e.g. viscous effects or thermal diffusion in
fluids. These effects are parameterized by gradient corrections to the ideal constitutive rela-
tions of spatial fluxes, which in turn contribute to second order in gradients to the equations
of motion — thus, at subleading order compared to the leading term causing momentum to
relax. This means that a consistent treatment of gradient corrections in momentum-relaxed
hydrodynamics must necessarily include subleading translation-breaking gradient corrections
as well, or in other words, take into account the next order in perturbation theory around
the translation invariant state.

This is what we set out to do in this work. For concreteness, we focus on breaking spatial
translations through a set of spatially-dependent scalar deformations, O;, I = 1...d, where
d is the number of spatial dimensions. As we further elaborate around (17) below, a special
choice is when they correspond to the spatially-varying part of the densities of conserved



operators, when translations are broken e.g. by an inhomogeneous chemical potential, [12—
15]. We will adopt a more general perspective and simply evaluate the expectation values
of the O; in the thermal ensemble order by order in the derivatives of temperature T,
chemical potential u, fluid velocity v* and the scalar couplings ®;. Compared to ordinary
hydrodynamics, an extra set of gradient corrections appears at the same order as other,
more familiar gradient corrections such as the shear viscosity, [10, 11, 16-19].

For illustrative purposes and with a widely used gauge-gravity model for a hydrodynamic
metal in mind, [9, 20-24], we then study linear perturbations around an equilibrium state
where ®; = ®; = (§ 1wt which preserves isotropy. ¢ is thus the scale which characterizes
the strength of momentum relaxation. As we shall see in the next section, I' ~ O(f?), so
that momentum relaxes on timescales of O(£~2). We leave to future work the treatment of
more realistic inhomogeneous equilibrium states, [12—15, 25]. In the hydrodynamic regime,
they give rise to an effective momentum relaxation rate controlled by first-order gradient
corrections and the impurity scattering the typical inhomogeneity length scale, I' ~ ¢?1).

The linearized momentum relaxation equation then features subleading O(¢*) momentum-

relaxing terms A, g ,:

2\, , y . .
<1 + ) (O + D) + 077" = —NO'T — CPN,0' i+ ... (2)
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where 7 is the momentum density, Yx»» the momentum static susceptibility,! 7¢/ the spa-

tial stress tensor, and p, s the charge and entropy densities. The new transport coefficients

Ap,sw are defined more precisely in the following section, but can be thought of as out-of-

equilibrium transport coefficients akin to the familiar shear and bulk viscosities. Physically,

these transport coefficients cause a shift of the Drude weight in the thermoelectric conduc-
tivities. For instance, in the electric conductivity (see (22) in the main text):
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Turning on a magnetic field, the cyclotron frequency, defined as the real part of the pole in

the complex frequency plane, also receives O(£?) contributions:

p+ 2020, 4
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The Drude weight and the cyclotron mass can be measured experimentally (see eg [26—

29] for recent examples in cuprate high T, superconductors), and are often compared to

thermodynamic data of the state, such as the number density and the effective mass. For

!'In a Galilean invariant theory, this is simply Xrx = mef¢n with n the number density and me.ss the
effective mass, while in a Lorentz-invariant theory, this is x» = €+ p with € the energy density and p the

pressure.



instance, assuming Galilean invariance, A\, = 0 and

Our results show that in general the Drude spectral weight and the cyclotron frequency do
not provide direct information on the the effective mass and the number density, as they
receive corrections from explicit translation breaking. We comment on this further in the
Discussion.

Possible cyclotron frequency shifts due to interactions or impurities have been studied in
the past. A result due to Kohn states that at zero temperature, the cyclotron frequency of a
translation-invariant electron gas is insensitive to short-ranged interactions, [30]. However,
this is no longer true in the presence of Umklapp or impurity scattering, which cause a
shift in the cyclotron frequency, [31, 32] (see also the recent paper [33]). Our work provides
an effective field theory perspective on the effects of interaction and explicit breaking of
translations on the cyclotron resonance. As is well-known, impurity scattering or absence
of Galilean invariance also lead to a broadening of the cyclotron resonance, [7, 34, 35].

We validate our analysis by matching these subleading terms to previously obtained
results for strongly-coupled hydrodynamic metals modeled using gauge-gravity duality, [9—
11].

We conclude with a discussion of implications of our results on (magneto-)transport
experiments in strongly-coupled systems, and with an outlook on future research directions.

II. MOMENTUM-RELAXED HYDRODYNAMICS WITH A SCALAR DEFOR-
MATION

We study the following system of dynamical equations:
8te + 8¢€i = —O[&gq)l y &gﬂ'i + 8j7’ji = O[&iq)l y 8tp + &jl =0. (6)

They describe energy and momentum relaxation in a fluid by a set of scalar operators Oy,
as well as the conservation of charge. ¢, 7, p, €', 7, j°, O; should be understood as the
expectation values of the energy, momentum and charge densities and of the energy flux,
spatial stress tensor, charge current and scalar operator in a finite density, thermal state.
The capital Latin indices I, J ... run over all spatial dimensions 1...d, and while there is
formally an internal symmetry rotating the scalars amongst themselves, it plays no role in
this work, and we simply contract the I, J indices with d;;. The ® are the sources coupling
to the Oy. Eventually, we will choose their background values to only depend on space, with
a variation on large enough scales to be treated hydrodynamically, [13]. It is useful to define
the material derivative D® 1 = (0 +v'9;)®;. We do not impose any specific boost symmetry
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at this stage, so we can more easily specialize to Galilean or Lorentz boost invariance later.
However, we will not carry out a full-fledged analysis of boost-agnostic gradient corrections
here, which is already rather intricate for momentum-conserving fluids, [36, 37]. We will use
the simplifying assumption that our equilibrium state does not include a background fluid
velocity, and will only write down gradient corrections linear in the velocity. In appendix A,
we provide a more complete analysis specializing to systems invariant under Lorentz boosts.

With our choice of scaling scheme, the constitutive relations for the densities of conserved
quantities and associated spatial fluxes begin at O(£°),?

€=D €@ P=D Pea), T =D Mo,

a=0 a=0 a=0 (7)
Ei == Z EZ('Qa) 9 Tij = Z 7-(iga) ’ jl = Z jé2a) ) OI = Z O(I2a+1) )

a=0 a=0 a=0 a=0

where the subscript denotes the order in ¢. Inserting (7) into (6), the dynamical equations
can in turn be expanded order by order in 2?2, ¢ > 0, with ideal a = 0 terms contributing
at order ¢? and e.g. viscous a = 2 terms at order /*. The scalar thermal expectation value
starts at order a = 0, i.e. O(f), and thus contributes in (6) at the same order ¢* as ideal
terms from the fluxes.

We now proceed to determine the divergence of the entropy current on-shell. The first
law of thermodynamics and the Smarr relation are given at ideal order by

de) = Tds o) + pdp) + vidm(gy,  €0) + Py = Ts0) + 1Py + Vi) » (8)

where s(g) is the leading term in the expansion of the entropy density s as in (7). The ideal
constitutive relations?

€lo) = (€0) TPV Ty = P07 + V') dlo) = POV S0 = SV (9)

do not produce entropy, with sl@ the ideal entropy flux. Including gradient corrections, the
divergence of the entropy current is on-shell

TOs) +T0;s" == (j&a)&-u + s’@a)&-T + nga)ﬁivj + O(IZGH)ZA)(IDI) = A, (10)

a=1
with s = (s(o)vi + 300, Séza)) and

EZ('2a) = TSZ('2a) + :u’jé2a) + UjT(Zga) : (11)

2 We have implicitly made a frame choice for the hydrodynamic variables T, u,v® such that the densities
€, p, " do not receive out of equilibrium gradient corrections, although, as we will shortly see, they do
receive hydrostatic gradient corrections.

3 The SO(d) spatial rotation invariance implies 7%/ = 77¢, which leads to 7* oc v'.



Then, the second law of thermodynamics requires the derivative corrections to be such that
A >0 in (10).

We are now in a position to discuss the gradient corrections appearing in the constitu-
tive relations order by order in ¢, which are of three types: hydrostatic, non-hydrostatic
dissipative, and non-hydrostatic non-dissipative.

The hydrostatic terms do not contribute to the right-hand side of (10), originate from
derivative corrections to the pressure functional in the static partition function and do not
vanish on thermal equilibrium configurations, [37]. When translations are not broken and
at zero background fluid velocity, or in the presence of relativistic symmetry, these terms
are absent to first order in gradients. In our case, two of them contribute to the pressure at
order a =1,

D2),hs = @(8@@1)2 + é(vi&-q)[)z , (12)

where ©, © are functions of the equilibrium scalars T, 1, v2, leading to an a = 1 contribution
to the first law of thermodynamics:

dp(2),hs = S(Q)JLSCZT + p(2)7h3d,u + W22)7h5dvi + 2@0@"(182(1)1 + 2(:)vi8,~(l>lvjd8jtl>1 . (13)
The associated corrections to the entropy, charge, momentum and energy densities are

S(g)ﬁs :8T@(0,<I>1)2 + 8T(:)(vi8i(1>1)2 s p(2),hs = 8u@(8lq)[)2 + aué(viai®])2 s
gy s =(00/00,)(0:®1)* + (90/ ;) (v'0,@1) + 20(v' 0,2 @', (14)
€@ hs = —P@)hs + TS@)hs + HP@)hs + ViTl(9) s

Physically, these terms capture the deviations in thermodynamic quantities from homogene-
ity caused by the weak breaking of translations.

As these are hydrostatic corrections, they must not contribute to the right-hand side of
(10), which requires the following a = 1 corrections to the ideal constitutive relations of the
energy flux, spatial stress tensor and to the scalar expectation value:*

jé2),hs = p(2),hs'Ui ) Séz)ﬁs = 8(2)7hS’Ui ,
62@Jw = (6(2),hs +p(2),hs) v — 20070, P! — 20(v7 0,720’
s = Pt — 2000, D! + 00 [(90/007)) (021)* + (9000 (W' 0017, (15)
O(Ig)ﬁs = —202 (@0Z<I>I + (:)vivjajCDI) .
We note that some of these hydrostatic corrections can be compactly included by replacing

(€(0)> P(0)+ P(0)> 5(0)5 Wéo)) — (€, p, p, s, ) in the densities and spatial fluxes. Those that cannot
cancel out in the equations of motion, which can be seen using the a = 2 first law (13), and

4 In deriving these expressions, we used that in thermal equilibrium, D®; = 0.



hence do not affect the retarded Green’s functions of conserved operators.> We will therefore
not write hydrostatic corrections explicitly in what follows but it should be understood that
all thermodynamic quantities from now on include such corrections. In appendix A, we
show that (13) and (15) follow from a hydrostatic partition function, by specializing to
Lorentz-invariant theories and coupling to background sources.

The non-hydrostatic terms are proportional to combinations of the hydrodynamic fields
that vanish on equilibrium configurations. Of these, the non-dissipative terms cancel out
from the right-hand side of (10), do not produce entropy and obey equality-type relations.
On the other hand, dissipative terms do not cancel out from the right-hand side of (10), and
typically obey inequality-type relations to ensure that entropy only increases with time.

The non-hydrostatic terms in the constitutive relations (7) that contribute to order O(¢*)
in the equations of motion (6) are (see also [18, 19]):

j&)’nhs = — 0,011 — 0, 0'T + )\pﬁi@Iﬁ@I , (16a)

Sy une = = Q01— T + XD DOy (16b)
ij g\J J oy 2 (] 2¢ ij

T(z)mhsz—n(av +8U—E5 8-1})—36 0-v, (16¢)

Oliyuns = — nD®', (16d)

Olsy s = — 12(0;25)° DO — 130,8' 9 ' DP; — N, 0' 10 ®" — X\, 0'TO" — X,0,D", (16e)

where we have already imposed Onsager reciprocity under time reversal. Here o,, a, and
Ko are the incoherent conductivities which do not contribute to the Drude peak in the ac
thermoelectric conductivities, while 7, respectively denote the shear and bulk viscosity.
At order a = 1, we only wrote the subset of terms which survive when the background
configuration of the ®;’s only depends on space [e.g. no (8,®,)2D®’ term in (16e)].

At order a = 0, ~; is the single derivative correction contributing to the dynamical
equations, besides ideal terms, with the constraint v; > 0 from the positivity of entropy pro-
duction. 7 captures the leading contribution to momentum relaxation, with (16d) matching
e.g. (43) of [13] after Fourier-transforming in space. Restricting to a single scalar I = 1, the

momentum relaxation rate of the system becomes
1 R

This is the same result as can be obtained using the memory matrix formalism, [2, 38]. If we
assume that the chemical potential of the system is spatially-varying and is the source of the
breaking of translations, then one can identify ®(x) = p(z) and O; = p. The momentum

5 They would affect the retarded Green’s functions of non-conserved operators such as €, 7% and O, but
computing these requires coupling to Aristotelian background sources, [37], which is beyond the scope of

this work.



relaxation rate is then evaluated by computing the density-density retarded Green’s func-
tion G¥ (w, k) in the translation-invariant state. Doing so recovers the results of [12-14],
e.g. (48) of [13]. Ref. [15] was also able to show that the memory matrix prediction and
the momentum relaxation rate obtained by perturbing around a periodic chemical potential
agree. This clarifies the physical meaning of the operators O;: to leading order, they can
be identified with the operators conjugate to spatially-dependent sources in the system. We
have commented explicitly on the case of a spatially-dependent chemical potential, but it is
straightforward to extend to a spatially-dependent temperature.
At order a = 2, positivity of entropy production yields the constraints

an Roa na C 2 O ) TCY?) S O-O"_{O (18)

on the various non-hydrostatic dissipative transport coefficients. The 723 and A, do not
get constrained at this order. A, are of a different nature, since they drop out entirely
from (10): they are non-dissipative, non-hydrostatic derivative corrections.® In a previous
version of this work, we did not write the A\, term, since for time-independent ®;’s, it can be
absorbed into a redefinition of A, ; using the a = 0 equations of motion. We have included
it here in order to make our analysis more general. Keeping the coordinate dependence of
the ®;’s arbitrary for now also emphasizes that the A\, terms are not simply redefinitions
of thermodynamics, since they involve the material derivative D&,.

For simplicity and with an eye towards widely used models of hydrodynamic metals
in gauge/gravity duality, we now specialize to a linear profile for the translation-breaking
sources ®; = £épz' in (16), which preserves the isotropy of the state. This leads to the
improved momentum-relaxation equation

2N\, , y . .

<1 + N ) (O + D) + 0;77" = —PANO'T — 2X,0'u + O(L°) (19)

with the momentum relaxation rate I' = £2(y;+dl*vo+02v3) / (Xar+0*Ay) Teceiving both O(£?)

and O(¢*) contributions. Also, Xnirs = 07'/dv; denotes the momentum static susceptibility,
0 0 96

82P(O) ' O§t
ini = AP ——— 4 P ——— + 4% —— + 20067 . 20
Xmin 0v;0v; * Ov;Ov; e 9v;0v; Ha dvj) i 2

It is diagonal in the states with vanishing background fluid velocity we are interested in here,
and so we have defined Xriri = Xzr0%7. In (19), all Ap,s,w terms come with a factor of ¢?, and
multiply derivatives of u, T, 7w, so that they indeed appear at subleading order compared to
I', but at the same order as e.g. viscous corrections to 7%,

We note that the extra terms on the right-hand side of (19) are natural to write down on

6 As we show in appendix A by restricting to the relativistic case, non-hydrostatic terms can be dissipative

or non-dissipative, depending upon the choice of frame and the set of derivative terms.



general grounds at subleading order in the gradient expansion, irrespective of the specific
mechanism responsible for breaking the spatial translation invariance. Thus we expect
them to be present in linear response in other cases as well, such as for randomly-disordered
sources.

We now linearize about static equilibrium V = V 4 §Ve @tike 53 = ¥ 4 g% e—iwttik
where V' = (p, s, 7") is the vector of expectation values of the densities of conserved quantities
(entropy is conserved at the linearized level), and ¥ = (u, T,v") is the vector of correspond-
ing sources. We take ©* = 7 = 0, with all other background values being non-vanishing
constants without any spatial dependence.

The retarded Green’s functions in Fourier space are found using the standard result [4]
GM(w, k) = M(k) - (iwx — M(k) ™" - x, (21)

where x is the matrix of static susceptibilities and M (k) is defined from the Fourier transform
of the linearized dynamical equations —iwdV + M (k) - 02 = 0. Taking the & — 0 limit and
using the linearized charge and entropy conservation equations, we obtain the ac electric,
thermoelectric and thermal conductivities, o(w), a(w) and k(w) respectively, as

i p+0N)? 1
o(w) = " Gl}ﬂ(w, k=0)=o0,+ ;M n f;)?v A +O(?), (22)
_ign IR W (R S :
a(w)_wGJ (W, k=0)=0a,+ oot A F—iw+0(£ ), (23)
~ iT _ s+02)\)? 1
R(w) = " Gls(w, k=0) =R, + T;m n 522\@ T iu + 07, (24)

where J_; S are the charge and entropy spatial currents. In these expressions, it should be
understood that the numerator is known to O(¢?), while the denominator is known to O(¢%).

As expected, the expressions above feature a Drude-like pole at w = —il", as well as
incoherent (analytic) contributions o,, a, and k,. These represent relaxation processes
which do not drag momentum, [9, 39], and thus are not sensitive to the Drude-like pole.
They originate from the gradients of u and T corrections to the charge and heat currents
(16a), (16b). The Drude pole gives an O(£~2) contribution to the dc conductivity, obtained
by taking the w — 0 limit. Incoherent contributions appear at order O(¢°). The non-
dissipative, non-hydrostatic terms A, , along with A,, renormalize the Drude weight Kp,
which is no longer simply given by thermodynamic data of the state. E.g. for the electric

conductivity,
(p +2X,)?
Xar + 02Ny

The A, s should not be confused with gradient corrections in the hydrostatic partition func-

Kp = (25)

tion [37, 40, 41}, which are also non-dissipative but only act to change the expectation values
of the densities of conserved operators away from their values in the translation invariant
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theory and which have already been accounted for in p and s in (22)-(24), c¢f. (13). In
the w — 0 limit, A\, 5, contribute to the dc conductivities at the same order O(¢") as the
dissipative, incoherent terms o,, a, and K.

The collective modes, which are obtained by looking for poles of the retarded Green’s
functions, have the same general structure as known from earlier literature, [7]. In the
transverse sector, there is a gapped mode capturing the relaxation of transverse momentum:

wi =0 — il g2y (26)
X7T7r

In the longitudinal sector, there is an O(¢*) mode quadratic in k representing thermal
diffusion, with no O(¢?) corrections to the diffusivity at this order:

2 P> =
o _I' o 2 o
wp = —iDk> + O((F), D, = o T ZP%e (27)
5*Xpp + P*Xss — 250X ps

and two O(f*) modes representing pressure and momentum fluctuations crossing over be-
tween overdamped and underdamped behavior as a function of £ at fixed ¢:

» 1 2 ss 2 S 2
W = — LTk 102K — T2+ O(h?) + O(k2) + ..., o2 = Lo~ 29X B 5 X g
2 2 Xﬂ'ﬂ'(prXSS - Xps)

where vy is the speed of sound in the theory invariant under translations, given by various
static susceptibilities of charge and entropy. At the order at which we are working, there
are also O(ik?, kl?) ~ O(¢*) corrections that our theory captures (going beyond expressions
previously reported, eg in [42], which only worked to leading order in disorder perturbation),
but which have expressions complicated enough that we do not report them here explicitly.
The effects of the \,,, terms are essentially to renormalize the sound velocities, vZ
v?2 + #£%. Note that in (28), p and s do include © and © corrections as well.

While it seems possible from the right-hand side of (19) to reabsorb the A, terms into
a redefinition of pressure in 7;;, and from the ac conductivities into a redefinition of p and
s, the thermodynamic terms appearing in retarded Green’s functions at finite k are not
compatible with such a redefinition. Also one should recall that these terms really come
from the material derivative D® 7, which is intrinsically non-hydrostatic.

In experiments, it is the thermal conductivity with open circuit boundary conditions

1

J = 0, given by Kk = k — Ta - 07" - a, which is measured rather than thermal conductivity

at zero electric field k. To the order we are working, we find

Ts? Ts

K=FKy+ —0, —2—a, + O(?). 29
> ; (%) (29)

As is well-known, the Drude-like peak drops out from this observable, while the Wiedemann-
Franz law which holds in Fermi liquids is violated in the hydrodynamic regime, [43, 44].
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It is worthwhile commenting upon various limiting cases. In the Galilean limit, the
Galilean boost Ward identity implies 7 = meg j/e, where meg is the effective mass and e
the unit electric charge. Further, the pressure and the coefficients of the derivative terms
become functions of T" and figa = 1 + megv?/2, the Galilean boost-invariant definition of
the chemical potential, see e.g. [37]. Defining p = ne, with n being the number density, we
have

Xrr = NMeff, T =0 =N, =0, 0=0. (30)
The last constraint comes from imposing the Ward identity on the hydrostatic sector.

On the other hand, the relativistic limit implies € = 7*. Further, the pressure and the coef-
ficients of the derivative terms become functions of Ty = T/v/1 — v2 and pie) = p/v/1 — 027
which are the Lorentz boost-invariant definitions of the temperature and chemical potential,
see e.g. [37] for further details. Then one has

2

/_’{'o I X H e
Xrr = TS"‘,M/) = Trolsrel +,U/relprelu T = _Tao = ﬁaoa )\s = _T >\p7 0 =-0. (31)

Here $,q = sv/1 — 02 and Prel = pm. The constraint © = —© agrees with our rela-
tivistic analysis in Appendix A 1.8

These expressions allow us to reproduce the results obtained in [9-11], modeling strongly-
coupled metallic phases using the gauge/gravity duality. Specifically, in the model [21]

1 1
Sz/ﬂ%ﬁﬂM@}R—?V@F—Zﬁ—Qq, (32)
with ®; = ®;, the conductivities take the form (22)-(24) subject to Lorentz symmetry (31),

9, 11], where (dropping rel subscripts)

’n?s ’n? sl?
>\S:_ ) )‘v:_ _62 + >\T7 ’ = ———
e+p e+p (e+PIMT 1) 47r(e—|—p)(

L+ 2NT, 1)), (33)

and the function \(T, 1) was computed for these holographic states in [9, 11]. We recall its
expression in appendix B, together with the expressions for the thermodynamic quantities,
while © is given in (B6).

In the holographic examples it was assumed that ¢ < u, T, meaning that the translation
symmetry-breaking scale is smaller than both temperature and chemical potential, and
temperature was the largest scale in the system. Then, the background geometry captures
small 7" and p perturbations away from asymptotically Anti-de Sitter spacetimes. However,
the effective theory just developed also applies in the vicinity of zero temperature critical
phases with an emergent translation symmetry, [45], i.e. in the low temperature regime

7 We work with natural units and have set the speed of light to unity.
8 A complete match with Appendix A would require to take into account all derivative corrections non-linear
in the fluid velocity, which we neglected in (16a)-(16e), and mapping our choice of frame to the Landau

frame. For our purposes, it is enough to impose (31).
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0, T < pu. We leave exploring this for future work.

III. MAGNETOTRANSPORT

We now specialize to two spatial dimensions, d = 2, and include an external (non-
dynamical) magnetic field through FV = Be | with £¥ being the anti-symmetric Levi-Civita
tensor. Along the lines of [7], we adopt the scaling B ~ ¢?, which means the magnetic field
contributes to the constitutive relations at the same order as the derivatives of pu, T and v*.
It appears as an extra term on the right-hand side of the momentum equation in (6), which

now becomes
ot + 0,77 = 0;0'®" + F*jp. . (34)

This term is responsible for cyclotron-like orbital motion, and generates the cyclotron fre-
quency appearing as real part of the spectrum of hydrodynamic poles, w = +(pB/Xxr) +- - -
Evaluating the divergence of the entropy current results in the same ideal constitutive rela-
tions for the spatial fluxes, while simply affecting the right-hand side of (10) through the
replacement &'y — 0’y — F*vy,. Apart from the same shift in 9%y, no new O(¢?) terms (hy-
drostatic or non-hydrostatic) are generated in the constitutive relations for the spatial fluxes
(16a)-(16¢) or in the scalar expectation value (16d), (16e). Evaluating them for ®; = (&2,

the momentum relaxation equation becomes

2
(1 + i)\v> (&gwi + Dot — wcaijﬂj) +8jTji = —02)\O'T — €2Ap8i,u — Baoéijﬁj,u — Bao&tijajT,
(35)

where 002 B2

_ p+ P _ Oo

=p———r r.=r , 36
Xor TN, T (36)

c =

with T" defined below (19). At zero wave-vector, collective excitations go around damped
cyclotron orbits, i.e., the retarded Green’s functions have poles at

w=dw,—il.+.... (37)

We observe that the cyclotron frequency also receives O(¢%) corrections compared to its
translation-invariant expression. Such corrections have not appeared in previous literature
(e.g. [7, 35]), to the best of our knowledge. To better understand their effect, it is helpful
to consider the Galilean and the Lorentzian limits, (30) and (31). The Galilean limit is of
most relevance to eg overdoped cuprate high T, superconductors, as we comment upon in
the Discussion, while the Lorentz limit is useful for Graphene near the charge neutrality
point, where an approximate hydrodynamic regime emerges,[5]. In the Galilean limit, the

9 “Hall”-like terms such as Be*d;u would appear at O(¢*) in the constitutive relations.
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shift of the cyclotron frequency reads

B Ao
woal = 2 (1 . 62—> . (38)
Meff Meffm

Thus the shift in the cyclotron frequency from its standard expression eB/m. s can be used
to measure the coefficient \,. mcss is the effective mass of the charge carriers and can be
determined by other means, eg by specific heat measurements of quantum oscillations. As
we comment upon in the Discussion, another way to determine )\, is through a determination
of the spectral weight in the Drude peak observed in the ac conductivity. In the Galilean
limit, the Drude spectral weight (25) becomes

2
Kp="¢ (1—£2¢>. (39)

Meff Meffm

On the other hand, the broadening I', of the cyclotron resonance, either due to the breaking
of spatial translations or in non-Galilean invariant systems, is well-known. To the order
in perturbation theory we are working, there are no new contributions to I'. compared to
earlier work.

The thermoelectric conductivities are easier to present in complexified notation, e.g. o, =

Opx + 104y

(p _'_ €2>\p _'_ iBO'O)2
(Xrr + X)) (T — i(w + we)
_ (p+ 2\, +iBo,)(s + )\, + iBa,) ,
Oéc(w> = Q, + (Xﬂ'ﬂ' 4 £2>\U)(FC . Z((,d n wc)) + O(£ ) y (41)
(s + X + iBa,)? )
o). 49
om + ) (T —iw 1wy O (42)

+O(£?), (40)

Re(w) = Ko +

Specializing to phases with Lorentz boost invariance (31), our results match the holo-
graphic results of [11].

There are various transport coefficients that are interesting to evaluate, with the ac
conductivities at hand. The Hall coefficient is defined as Ry = (671),,/B. We find

Ry = L oY, (43)

p
meaning that the Hall coefficient continues to be given by the charge density to the order we
are working,as in the translation-invariant case.!® Note though that, as we have explained
above, the charge density may receive hydrostatic gradient corrections capturing slow spatial
variations in the local thermal equilibrium state. On the other hand, the thermal Hall

10 Since dc conductivities are known to order O(f?), resistivities are know to order O(¢*).
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1

conductivity with open circuit boundary conditions, x| = (K —Ta -0~ - a),,, vanishes to

the order we are working,

kL =0+ 0(?)), (44)

and so does the magnetoresistance pgc/[pac(B = 0)] — 1.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this work, we have constructed a consistent theory of hydrodynamic metals, which
goes beyond the usual leading order momentum-relaxing contributions and includes new
terms that formally appear at the same order as more familiar derivative corrections to
the constitutive relations of spatial fluxes, such as the shear and bulk viscosities or the
incoherent conductivities. Some of these terms are hydrostatic, meaning that their role is to
model weak spatial inhomogeneities in the equilibrium states. There are also non-hydrostatic
terms, which are intrinsically out-of-equilibrium derivative corrections

In linear response, these terms only contribute to the real part of collective excitations,
for instance by shifting the speed of sound or the cyclotron frequency from their translation-
invariant expressions. They also renormalize the Drude-like weights which appear in the
frequency-dependent thermoelectric conductivities.

An interesting transport coefficient is the Hall coefficient Ry. In Galilean, translation-
invariant hydrodynamics at finite temperature, as well as in a Fermi liquid with a spherical
hole-like Fermi surface near zero temperature, it evaluates to Ry = 1/(n.e), where the
density of electrons n, is defined from p = —n.e. The Hall number ny = 1/(Rye) is conse-
quently often used as a measure of the density of conduction electrons in metals, by turning
on a sufficiently large magnetic field such that zero temperature is well-approximated.

Away from Galilean boost and translation invariance, it is less clear that this result should
continue to hold. Anisotropic Fermi surfaces [46] or the presence of Van Hove singularities
[47] lead to a mismatch between the carrier density and the Hall number. How to refor-
mulate such results in a hydrodynamic language is not known. The Hall coefficient has
been computed in gauge/gravity duality non-perturbatively in both the magnetic field and
strength of disorder [48], generally showing deviations from 1/p when either becomes sizable.
However, the dc result itself is not enough to elucidate whether such deviations are caused
by non-hydrodynamic excitations or by higher-order gradient corrections. Experimentally,
at large enough magnetic fields and low temperatures, ny in very overdoped cuprate high
T, superconductors reaches a plateau, and appears to tend to the expected number density
for a large hole-like Fermi surface, ng ~ 1+ p, [49, 50]. This happens in holography as well.

At more elevated temperatures (15 —40K) and lower magnetic fields (5 — 357), ref. [28]
measured the cyclotron mass m. = eB/w. in the cuprate LSCO using optical spectroscopy to
determine the cyclotron frequency. The cyclotron mass thus measured smoothly increases
all the way to the highest doping measured, at the edge of the superconducting dome.
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This is in sharp contrast with the mass measured from the specific heat, which peaks at
the doping where the pseudogap terminates and otherwise decreases towards larger doping,
[51, 52]. This feature has been interpreted as the sign of a smeared out phase transition.
In the Galilean limit, we find for the cyclotron mass m. = mcss + (2)\,/n. Recall that the
sign of A\, is not constrained by entropy production and could be negative in principle. As
doping is increased in the sample, so does disorder. This suggests m. should increase as
well with doping, which is what [28] observes. Instead, the specific heat is sensitive to the
hydrostatic term ©, which could cause a different dependence on doping, as observed in
[51, 52]. Further, as © is a hydrostatic coefficient (i.e. it contributes to derivatives of the
free energy), its dependence on thermodynamic parameters reflects phase transitions, but
not in the case of )\, as it is non-hydrostatic.

From m,, [28] then deduced the cyclotron density n. by combining it with the optical
spectral weight Kp. Intriguingly, they find rough agreement, n. >~ ng, even though these
measurements are done in different temperature and magnetic field regimes, which are closer
to the regime our results apply to. Independent from whether the system has Galilean
invariance or not, we find from (43) that ng = —p+O(£*), i.e. the leading O(¢?) corrections
due toe.g. A, s, or o, cancel out from the Hall coefficient, compatible with the measurements
of [28]. It would be interesting to understand whether this property continues to hold at
higher order in the gradient expansion, and if so, what protects it. In other words, the ratio
of the Drude weight Kp, the cyclotron frequency and the Hall coefficient, KpRy/(Bw.),
appears to be less sensitive to the strength of translation-symmetry breaking than naively
expected.

Transport experiments in overdoped cuprates have been argued as providing evidence that
there is a coherent and an incoherent charge conduction channel, [53, 54]. The incoherent
channel can only arise if the theory is not invariant under Galilean boosts (which is perhaps
not unreasonable to assume in cuprates given that their properties differ from those of a
Fermi liquid), and in our hydrodynamic approach this is manifested by a nonzero gy. On the
other hand, a thorough spectroscopic analysis [29] suggests that while there is an incoherent
contribution to charge transport in cuprates, it does not carry any spectral weight at zero
frequency. The A, , terms that renormalize the Drude weight turn out to contribute to dc
conductivities at the same order as the incoherent conductivity oy. Our results underline
the need to combine transport and optic experiments in order to assess whether there is an
incoherent sector and how it contributes to dc transport.

V. OUTLOOK

There are a number of directions for future work. The A, ;, terms may affect the velocity
profiles of hydrodynamic electronic flows [6] along the lines of e.g. [55], as they appear at
the same order in the hydrodynamic expansion as the shear viscosity. It would also be
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worth computing how these corrections arise from the Boltzmann equation in kinetic theory,
[6, 25], which is often used to interpret transport experiments in metals close to a Fermi
liquid regime.

Our derivation of gradient corrections does not make any particular assumption on the
profile of the scalar source breaking spatial translations, other than it should be slowly-
varying compared to the local equilibriation scales that make the description of the system
in terms of coarse-grained collective variables well-defined. On the other hand, we made
a specific choice of linearly-dependent scalars to facilitate the analysis of linear response.
Considering random spatial dependence along the lines of [13, 56] is a natural next step in
order to address the physics of disorder, which is an interesting topic in itself, and further
has recently been argued to play a defining role in strange metallic transport, [57]. This will
also allow to connect with the corresponding gauge-gravity calculations, [58-64].

Here we chose to introduce spatial dependence through a scalar operator, but it is also
possible to do so through a spatially-varying chemical potential, [12-15]. Then the constitu-
tive relations are unchanged from the translation-invariant case. In this case, the operator
O on the right-hand side of the momentum equation should be identified with the inhomo-
geneous part of the charge density. The transport coefficients in the effective equation (2)
we arrived at will now be determined by the transport coefficients of the homogeneous state,
such as the thermal diffusivity or shear and bulk viscosities, as is known to happen for the
momentum relaxation rate [12-15, 65]. Further, these results can be recovered by means of
the memory matrix approach, [2], see [65] for an illustration where O is instead taken to
be the energy density. We expect that a similar approach will yield explicit results for the
transport coefficients A, 5, most of our analysis has focused on, although this may require
to extend the memory matrix to subleading order in the disorder strength (see [13] for some
comments on this). Our results then provide a framework to interpret linear response in a
more transparent manner.

Finally, on general grounds we anticipate the terms discussed here to arise in other hy-
drodynamic theories with approximate symmetries, such as pinned charge density waves
[66], superfluids with vortices or more generally phases with broken symmetries and defects,
[19, 67-69], Miiller-Israel-Stewart theories [70] and holographic phases of matter, [70-75].
Understanding both their structure [18, 69] and their physical consequences will pave the
way to their experimental determination, similar to experimental measurement of more fa-
miliar transport coefficients such as the shear viscosity.
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Appendix A: Relativistic formulation

In this appendix, we first provide details of the hydrostatic corrections by specializing
to the relativistic case. Subsequently, working in the Landau frame, we discuss the out of
equilibrium constitutive relations and constraints from positivity of entropy production.

1. Hydrostatic derivative corrections

We will discuss the hydrostatic derivative corrections using the framework of the equilib-
rium generating functional. We will focus on the relativistic i.e. Lorentz-invariant case for
the present analysis [40, 41]. The hydrostatic corrections for the Galilean-invariant case will
also have a structure similar to what we find below. Hydrostatic corrections for the boost-
agnostic case can be studied along the lines of [37], but as we do not allow for a background
fluid velocity, many of the inherent subtleties do not matter for the present discussion.

For a relativistic fluid with a global U(1) symmetry, the state of thermal equilibrium in
the presence of sources (i.e., the background metric g,,, which sources the fluid stress tensor
and the background gauge field A, that sources the conserved U(1) current) implies the
existence of a timelike Killing vector V# and a gauge scalar field Ay, such that

£Vgu,, = 0, £VAM + 0MAV =0. (Al)

Here £y denotes the Lie derivative with respect to V#. Under a gauge transformation of
the background field A, — A, + 9, A, the scalar field Ay transforms as Ay — Ay — V#9, A
This ensures that the equilibrium conditions in (A1) are gauge invariant.

The timelike Killing vector V# and the gauge scalar field Ay provide us with a natural
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definition for the temperature, chemical potential and fluid velocity, given by

To _V“AM—G—AV v
= T T e (A2)

Here Tj is a normalization constant, and V? = g, V#V" is negative since V# is timelike.

The definitions of T, u and u* above are gauge invariant. Further, T’ u are invariant whereas
u* is covariant under diffeomorphisms. The particular choices in (A2) for the hydrodynamic
variables define the thermodynamic frame. Using these definitions, it is straight forward to
check that

T
£VT = §u°‘u5£vgaﬁ ) (ABa)
Lyp = g“auﬁfvgaﬁ +u" (£vAL+ 0. Av), (A3b)
1
£Vu“ = §Uuuauﬁ£VgaB . (ABC)

By virtue of (A1), one has £yT = £yu = Lyu* = 0, as expected in thermal equilibrium,
where all quantities should be independent of time.

In addition, to model the weak explicit breaking of spatial translation invariance, we also
have a set of scalar fields ®/. These must also satisfy £, ®! = 0 in thermal equilibrium.

With these inputs, and the scaling T ~ du ~ (0P)* ~ (2, the leading terms in the
equilibrium generating functional take the form [40, 41]

Wlgp Ao ®'] = [ d0y=g [0(T 1) + (T, 1) (99)?] (A4)

where p(T, 1) denotes the fluid pressure without any translation breaking sources turned
on,'' while the corrected pressure is p = p + © (09)? with (9®)? = 9,P;9°®’. Since
we are not considering nonzero background fluid velocities, ©(0®)? is the only hydrostatic
correction entering at this derivative order (the other linearly independent term we could
write at this order is proportional to (u*V,®;)* ~ (£, ®;)?, which vanishes in equilibrium).
In contrast to the main text, there is no explicit dependence on u* in either p or © thanks
to the invariance under Lorentz boosts.

Variation of the equilibrium generating functional with respect to the sources is given by
1
W (g, Ay, @) = [ a1y =g [iT‘“’égW +JRGA, + 01601 || (A5)

from which we can compute the energy-momentum tensor, the U(1) current and the scalar

11 Tf the ®! have a homogeneous background value, then p depends on this quantity as well.
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expectation value, via

w2 W 1 6W 1 W

W mglg, T JgdA, T T g adl’
The generating functional is invariant under diffeomorphisms as well as gauge transforma-

tions. Vanishing of (A5) under the gauge transformation A, — A, + 9,\(z) leads to the
Ward identity

(A6)

Vi =0. (A7)

Similarly, vanishing of (A5) under the diffeomorphism a# — z#+¢#(z), combined with (A7),
yields the Ward identity
V. I = FYJ% + 070" (A8)

where I, = 0, A, — 0,A,, is the usual anti-symmetric field strength tensor.

The definitions (A2) imply that under the variations g,, — g, +099,, and A, — A,+0A,,

we have T
0T = §u“uﬁéga/3 , Op= g“a“65ga6 +ut0da, (A9)

which together with (A4) and (A6) lead to

T =[P+ 0 (09)?| g + KT@ + u@> + (T@ + ug—@> (a@ﬂ utu” —200" T Oy
i

orT o oT
(A10a)
op 00

JE = ut + — (0D)? u A10b
L= g+ G (00) (A100)
Ol, =—20,00"0" — 2000 . (A10c)

Note that the thermodynamic relations we have are given by
Tds = de — pdp, (Alla)
T5=¢+p— up, (A11D)
dp = sdT + pdp, (Allc)

where €, p and s are respectively the equilibrium energy density, charge density and entropy
density for the fluid, without any correction terms from the scalar fields ®/. In the presence
of hydrostatic corrections, we now find the following relations

dp = sdT + pdu — ©9"®;0"®'dg,, + 200"d' dd,®;, (Al12a)
e=—p+Ts+pup, (A12Db)
Tds = de — pdp — O ®,0"d'dg,, + 200"®' d0, P, (A12c)
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where we have defined

_ _ 00 _ 00

p=p+0O(T,n) (09), s=5+=(09)° p=p+ - (09)*. (A13)
oT o

Note that when writing variations of s, p or €, variations of background sources are also

generated besides variations of T and u. When we go out of equilibrium, we continue to

work in the thermodynamic frame. This is the underlying frame choice we have worked with

in the main text.

2. Entropy current analysis

Having worked out the hydrostatic corrections, we now turn to the non-hydrostatic sec-
tor, which is easiest to determine by computing the divergence of the entropy current and

demanding it to be positive semidefinite. We define
A=V, + B, (VT — FJ, — 0;V"®') + % V" (A14)

On-shell, A becomes the divergence of the entropy current and therefore must satisfy A > 0.
Also, p* = u*/T. Using the first law (A12) and defining s* = su* 4§, we can rewrite A as

A=V, [ Bl 4 — ewr) + B (g = pu”)} - 3"V,®; [0+ V, (20v70")]

— [T* — (e + p)ur'u” — pg"” + 1|V .5, — (J* — put) {Vu (%) — FH,,B”} . (Alb)
where we have used the notation r* = 20V*®!V"®;, and the thermodynamic quantities
s, p, p have been defined in (A13) (including ©-dependent corrections), while e = T's + pup —
p. The vanishing of entropy production in thermal equilibrium then leads to constitutive
relations that include the hydrostatic corrections, (A10), as expected. Together with non-
hydrostatic corrections that we denote with a tilde, one has

T = (e + p)ulu” + pg"” — 200" 01" & + TH (Al6a)
T = put + (A16b)
o' = —20,00"0' — 2000 + O'. (Al6c)

The expression for A then reads:
A=V, |5+ TG, + | - T8, - [vu (%) - F,wﬂ”} _ O, (ALT)
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from which one can infer the non-hydrostatic contributions to the canonical entropy current:
= —Tm g, — %jﬂ. (A18)

Observe that the hydrostatic derivative corrections to Of only contribute at O(¢3), while in
principle O(¢) corrections are also allowed. Thus one can anticipate a non-hydrostatic O(¢)
contribution to O!, which we indeed find below.

Next, our goal is to write down the non-hydrostatic derivative corrections, which will be
of two types: non-dissipative (giving a vanishing contribution to A) and dissipative (giving
a positive contribution to A), ensuring that at the end of the day A > 0. To do so, we
need to pick a frame (this does not concern the hydrostatic derivative corrections, which by
definition are part of thermodynamic equilibrium), as well as a set of independent derivative
corrections. For simplicity, we choose to work in the Landau frame, defined via

u, " =0, w,J"=0, (A19)
which leads to 5" = —fjéj“. This simplifies (A17) to

TA =~V u, — J [TVM <%> - F,Wu”} _0'Da; (A20)

where D = u*V,, is the material derivative along the fluid velocity.

We now consider the independent, non-hydrostatic derivative corrections that can con-
tribute to 7%, J#* and O'. Recall that the equations of motion are organized in an expansion
in powers of £?¢, a > 0. Terms at ideal order in T* and J* contribute to order a = 1 in the
equations of motion, together with terms of order £ in O”.

The non-hydrostatic terms should by definition vanish on restoring thermal equilibrium.
In other words, scalars, vectors and tensors that vanish in thermal equilibrium are the only
possible objects that are allowed to appear in the out of equilibrium constitutive relations.
Consider first the case of O(¢?) scalars. Using the formalism laid out in the previous section,
it is straightforward to verify that in equilibrium one has

V)\T—FTG)\ = 0, (A21a)
Vil + pay — Ex =0, (A21b)
1
V,uy, + uua, + §euymu”§2” =0, (A21c)
where a* = u’V,u* is the acceleration, E* = F*u, is the electric field, and Q* =

e"P7u, V u, is the vorticity vector, all of which are transverse to the fluid velocity. We
thus have four O(¢2) scalars that vanish in thermal equilibrium: DT, Dy, V - u, and (D®;)?,
where the last one vanishes in equilibrium because of the condition £y ®! = 0. Two of these
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scalars, DT and ﬁu, can be eliminated in favour of V - u using the background equations
of motion, leaving behind only two independent scalars at O(¢?):

V-u, (D®)?. (A22)

Next, consider O(£?) transverse vectors, which satisfy the Landau frame condition (A19)
and can therefore appear in the constitutive relation for J#. Using the equilibrium conditions
(A21), one finds three transverse vectors at O(¢?) that vanish in equilibrium: P*(V,T +
Ta,), P (TVU (%) — EV) and P“”VVq)Iﬁq)l, where P,, = g,, + u,u, is the transverse
projector. Of these, we can eliminate the first in favour of the rest using the background
equations of motion, leading to two independent transverse vectors at O(¢?):

prv (Tv,, <%) _ E) PV, B DO (A23)

Let us now count the possibilities for symmetric tensors at O(¢?) which can appear in
the constitutive relation for 7#. These have to be transverse to satisfy the Landau frame
condition (A19). Further, one can decompose a symmetric tensor into a traceless part and
a trace. We have already enumerated independent O(¢?) scalars in (A22), which can appear
in the trace. For the symmetric transverse traceless part, there is only one possibility at
O(£?), given by the shear tensor,

2
ot = preprs (Vau5 + Vu, — 7 GapV - u) ) (A24)

Finally, let us consider the possibilities for O(¢) as well as O(£3) scalars, which can appear
in the constitutive relation for O;. At O(f), there is a single possibility:

A

D®; . (A25)

At O(£?), one has six possible independent contributions:

V-uD®;, (D®,)*Dd;, (V,;)°Dd;, D@,
e . p (A26)
V.0,V 0’ DD, P <TV,, (T) - E> V,0; .

Using the above results, we find it convenient to parametrize the non-hydrostatic correc-
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tions in the constitutive relations (A16) as'?

T = ¥V qug) — V" DOy — N X,, Xo =TV, <%) ~ (A27a)
JH = =S X, — NP g — S D, (A27b)
O' = —h"Dd,; + Z1X,, + IV qug (A27c)

where we have already imposed Onsager relations to fix the relative signs of cross-terms.
From this, we immediately note that v and Z will only include non-dissipative cross-terms
as their contributions will vanish from A. We should now expand all the tensors in (A27)
order by order in ¢, allowing only terms compatible with the Landau frame conditions (A19)
and included in the set of independent terms we just enumerated in (A22), (A23), (A24),
(A25) and (A26).

The independent derivative corrections are

NP = (]PW]P”ﬂ + PP — %]P*“’]Paﬂ> + (PP + O(0%), (A28a)
e = O(2), (A28D)
Al = CPP D! + o), (A28c)
Y = g, PM + O(F2), (A28d)

= = PV, @ + O3, (A28e)
W = 6" (7 + 1 (V®)’ +72(DD)* + D) + 13 V*0' V87 + O(£). (A28f)

We did not include a 6//V - u term in h!/ as this term is already included in v**!, or a
D®'D®’ term as it would give the same contribution in O as the v, term. If we chose a
different frame, then we would need to write the derivative corrections in terms of V(,0,)
instead of V(,u,y. The ~4 term has the differential operator D = u*V,, acting on ﬁ@l.
Such differential operators will also appear at higher orders in ¢ in other tensors, or in other
frames to the order we are working.

If one wants to impose conformal symmetry, then the trace of the stress-energy tensor
must vanish,!? 1% = 0, which in turn imposes ¢ = ¢ =0, as well as, from (A10),

p="T4f <Z> ., =Ty (Z> , (A29)
% %

for some undetermined functions f and g of T'/p.
Using (A27), the divergence of the entropy current reads:

TA = 9" u,V qug + 2" X, X, + W' D, Dd; (A30)

12 Note that V(aug) = 3 (Vaug + Vaua).
13 Since the O;’s are marginal operators.
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which upon inserting (A28) becomes

A 2
A D(D A A A
TA =7 |D;+ =L (11(VO)? +2(D®)?) + LD, + 29,0,v"07 D,
27y 27 27y

+ g 0" + C(V - u)? + 00 (PP X,)2 + O((5).

(A31)

In the expression above we are actually neglecting the O(¢5) terms produced by expanding
the square in the first line, which lie beyond the derivative order to which we are working.
The requirement A > 0 therefore results into the following constraints:

1, C, 00,7 >0. (A32)

We may now compute the thermoelectric conductivities, which read

(p = £7¢)? 1
A
(Ts+ pp+02y) T —iw’ (A33a)
o (YT Pug) 1
alw) = To + T(Ts+ ot Py T—iw’ (A33b)

2 T—|—€2 2 1
L, (T's + pg)

o(w)=o0,+

K = A33
Fw) T’ T(Ts+ up + 02y,) T —iw’ (A33¢)
where 2 )
+dm + 7
r=et +0O(6). A34
Ts+ pp+ 2y, () (A34)
Comparing these expressions to (22)-(24) and using (31), we identify
_ _ _ M
)\v = V4, )\p - _57 )‘S - Tg . (A35)

Thus the non-dissipative, non-hydrostatic coefficients A, map to £, which is of the same
nature, while the dissipative coefficients A\, and 74 map on to one-another.

Appendix B: Comparison with holographic models

The effective theory we have developed should match on to holographic models of metallic
phases in the regime of weak breaking of translation invariance. More specifically, thanks
to our assumption that the scalars enjoy a shift symmetry, the holographic model we wish
to compare to is given by [21] (setting 167Gy = 1)

S = /dd“x\/_—g [R —2A — izﬂ - %VA<I>IVA<I>I : (B1)
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Here capital Latin indices A, B = 0,1,...d + 1 run over the bulk spacetime coordinates,
while Greek lowercase indices run over the boundary spacetime coordinates, u,v =0,1,...d,
lowercase Latin indices 7,7 = 1,...d run over the boundary spatial coordinates, and capital
Latin internal indices I, J = 1,...d run over the number of scalars, which for simplicity we
take to be the same as the number of boundary spatial dimensions. We also raise and lower
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capital Latin internal indices with ¢, although one could choose a non-trivial target space

metric if desired. Assuming that the background value for the scalars is
o = (614", (B2)

a planar, isotropic black hole solution can be found [21, 76], with

dr?

r2f(r)

ds* = —r?f(r)dt* + + r2di?, (B3)

together with

0252 ,r,toi-l-l (d _ 1)M2rt01—1 T’g_l T’g_l
() () ). (o )

In these coordinates, the AdS,,2 boundary is located at » = oo and the horizon at r = ry. u

is the chemical potential, and the parameter ¢ controls the strength of momentum relaxation.
In the regime where ¢ is small compared to 7T, u, a Drude-like long-lived excitation is found
in the linear, thermoelectric response, [9-11, 21, 24].

Before comparing the hydrodynamic regime with our effective theory, it is instructive to
check the thermodynamic properties. In [21], it was found for d = 2 that

) €2 ,u2
p=pry, s=4mrg, 47TT:3T0_2_7'0_4—7’0’ (B4)
62 ,LL2 1 1
3 3 2 2
€:2T0<1_2—7‘8+4_7”3 s p:T0+§€TO+ZNTO- (B5)

By substituting the expression for ro(7), i, ¢) into the various quantities and expanding to
O(?), it is straightforward to identify the static susceptibility © introduced in (A4) as
© = rg/2. More generally, by using the generic holographic prescription for computing the
free energy, and the fact that s = 47rd and p = (d — 1)purd™!, we find that

d—1
To

@:m.

(B6)

This continues to hold for the case d = 3 investigated in [10], with care being taken about
the difference in normalization of the F? term in their action compared to (B1).
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We can do even better and verify that the expressions derived for the stress-tensor in
[10, 11] match in the hydrostatic sector to (A10). There, it was found that

" = (d + 1)butu” 4+ bP* — nat” — ned*, (B7)

where b is related to the horizon radius and the charge of the black hole, and the specific
expressions for 1g in d = 2,3 are compatible with ne = 74 /(d — 1) = 20. Moreover,

1
P = PPV 0,V 5D — y PPV 0V 0! (B8)
which can be expanded as
. . 1 N 1
O = VHP, VD! + 2D VB! 4 (DD;) utu” — y P (D®;)? — y P (V). (BY)

Of these terms, the first and the last do not vanish over equilibrium configurations, and
can be mapped to the expression for the stress-energy tensor with hydrostatic corrections
in (A10). This requires one to be careful as the parameter ry used in [10, 11] picks up O(¢?)
corrections when re-expressed in terms of 7" and u. The hydrostatic part of the current can
be similarly matched to (A10), being equally careful with the parameter ¢ used in [10, 11].
On the other hand, there does not seem to be a way to obtain the hydrostatic corrections to
Oy from the expressions derived in [10, 11], where the scalar vev only has non-hydrostatic
corrections that vanish in equilibrium. Refs. [10, 11] explicitly mention neglecting a number
of terms which do not contribute to linear response, such as u*u”V,®;Vg®;, so it is plausible
that the V(OV®) term we find was also neglected.

For similar reasons, it is difficult to make a precise comparison with [10, 11] in the non-
hydrostatic sector. However, as we now discuss, our results do match for the thermoelectric
conductivities. Refs. [10, 11] found equivalent results to [9], where in d = 2 one has

L LT (1= 0,4 A?) + O(2,wl, w?)

e+p
= r B1
o (w) S +0,+0(w,T), (B10a)
L2 4T (L0, + 4mpA) + O(I%, Wl w?)
e+p T~0° ) ) )
_ _K T B1
o () - L+ Ow.T), (B10b)
s2T 2 2 2
EL 4T (—Eo,+4nsTA) + O, wl', w 2
R (w) = <2 (7 — ) +0! )+%Uo+0(w,F), (B10c)
— iw

together with

62
F=———[1+A+0(")],
47 (€ + p)
A (B11)
\ - V3 —9log3  9u® (log3 — 2) B Y (421033 + 531 — 132) L0 u®
067272 2567474 327687676 T8 )’
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and

2
3 — 2
47“8

3 (1 + i%) (B12)

Ts \’
0o = | —=
3e/2
Importantly, in (B10a)-(B10c), the thermodynamic quantities appearing include the hydro-
static O(¢?) corrections. Working to O(¢*), these expressions can be matched to (22)-(24)
as described in the main text around (33).
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